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vill INTRODUCTION.

land. His immediate parentage is all that requires to be
mentioned before entering upon the detail of his own career.
Lord William Howard was the third son of Thomas, fourth
Duke of Norfolk, by his second marriage with Margaret, only
daughter and heir of Sir Thomas Audley of Walden. He was
born December 19th, 1563. His mother did not long survive
his birth. Shortly after her death the duke contracted a third
marriage, with Elizabeth, daughter of Sir James Leybourne of
Cunswick, in the county of Westmorland, and widow of Thomas,
Lord Dacre, of Gilsland. This alliance had an important in-
fluence upon Lord William’s after life. Lord Dacre left four
children, a son, George Lord Dacre, and three daughters, Anne,
Mary, and Elizabeth. By their mother’s second marriage these
children all came under the Duke of Norfolk’s care, and by
grant from the Crown he had the wardship of the young Lord
Dacre. The Dacre patrimony was very large. It had been
greatly enhanced in extent and value by the marriage, in 1507,
of Thomas, the great Lord Dacre, who fought at Flodden, with
Elizabeth, granddaughter and heir of the last Lord Greystock,
and the Duke’s ambitious views led him to form plans for the
aggrandizement of his own children’s fortunes by marriages
with these youthful representatives of the ancient houses of
Dacre and Greystock. His scheme was to marry his daughter
Lady Margaret to the young Lord Dacre, and his eldest son,
Lord Arundel, to Anne, Lord Dacre’s eldest sister. Mary, the
next sister, he intended for his second son, Lord Thomas
Howard ; and Elizabeth, the youngest, for his third son, Lord
William. The untimely death of the young Lord Dacre, at
the age of eight years, by the accidental fall of a wooden
vaulting-horse,* frustrated the Duke’s project as to his daughter’s

* Anno domini mdlxix, xvij die Maij, obiit Georgius Dacre, dominus de Gilles-
land et Graystock, puer magnz spei et optime indolis, ex casu equi lignei saltatorii ;
repentiné corruit Thetfordie, in com. Norf. infra statem, tum existente in custodif
Thome ducis Norfolciee.—Ex Martyrologio Novi Monasterii; an extract printed
in “ The Newminster Cartulary ” (Pub. Surtees Soc. vol. 66. App. II. p. 304) from
Dugdale’s Monasticon (last ed.) vol. v. p. 400. It is not known where the original
MS. is from which Dugdale made his extracts, but there can be no doubt that this
entry is a postscript added after the Dissolution, and probably the book was at
that time in the hands of the Dacres,
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marriage, and Mary Dacre died in early youth. But having
obtained the wardship of the Ladies Anne and Elizabeth Dacre,
after their brother’s death, his plans, as regarded their re-
spective marriages with his two sons, Lord Arundel and Lord
William Howard, were eventually carried out; and the rich
inheritance of which their brother’s death made them the
co-heirs, passed, through that double alliance, into the Duke’s
family, and is enjoyed to this day by his descendants.

For the early training of his sons the Duke had obtained the
services of one of the most learned men whom Oxford could
then furnish, Gregory Martin.* By him the foundation of
Lord William’s scholarship was laid, and to his influence may
probably be attributed that love of literature and of the society
of learned men which formed, in after-years, so conspicuous a
feature in his pupil’s character. His influence possibly extended
further than this. Gregory Martin was a Catholic, though, like
many others at that time, an occasional conformist, and he is
said to have lost no opportunity of ‘keeping the old religion
alive in the hearts of many of the domestics”’ in the Duke’s
household, with the tacit approval, as seems to have been
thought by the Catholics, of the Duke himself (Cf. Dodd’s
Church History, 1i. p. 121). It is scarcely likely that Martin
would refrain from giving some bias in the direction of the
ancient faith to the minds of his pupils. Impressions then
received, on such a subject, would not easily be effaced, and

* Whilst he was tutor to his sons the Duke ‘happened to pay a visit to the
University of Oxford, and particularly to S. John’s College; where one of the
Society entertained him with an eloquent speech, and thought it proper to touch
upon the character and merits of Mr. Martin. Habes, says the orator, illus-
trissime Dux, Hebreum mostrum, Graecum nostrum, poetam nostrum, decus et
gloriam nostrum.”—Dodd’s Church Hist. ii. p. 121. After Martin left the
Duke’s family he went to Douay, where he had many friends. In the English
College there he devoted himself to the study of theology, and received Holy
Orders in 1573. He wrote several controversial works, but his great work was
the translation of the Scriptures into English, from the Vulgate, so well known as
the Rhemish Bible. He was assisted by Dr. Allen, Dr. Bristow, and others, in
carrying out the work, but the real labour of the translation was borne by Martin.
It was not all published at one time. The New Testament appeared first at Rheims
and Antwerp, with Dr. Bristow’s notes, the Old Testament not until several years
after. Martin died at Rheims 28th October, 1582.—Ibid. pp. 121, 122.
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resulted in all probability in a secret attachment to the Church
of Rome, though Lord William’s reception into her fold did
not take place until he had fully arrived at manhood.

His education was carried on at Cambridge.* Lord Arundel
is said to have gone there not long after his father’s death,
when he was about fifteen years of age, together with his two
younger brothers. The difference in their ages renders it im-
probable that they all went to the University at the same time.
It is more likely that Lord William was sent there after his
marriage, which took place when he was in his fourteenth year.
The Duke of Norfolk carried out his project as regarded his
eldest son’s marriage during his lifetime. Lord Arundel was
betrothed to the Lady Anne Dacre in 1569, and was married at
the latter end of 1571, about six months before his father’s
.execution. Lord William was then but nine years old, and
incapable therefore of entering into a marriage contract. But
the Duke left special orders behind him that when his son and
the Lady Elizabeth Dacre had arrived at an age when each
could legally give full consent, the ceremony of marriage was
to take place between them. After the Duke’s death, the Lady
Elizabeth was probably under her sister Lady Arundel’s care,
who was seven years her senior, and to her, in all likehihood,
the trust had been committed of seeing that this alliance should
be duly entered into. The marriage took place at Audley End,
on the 28th October, 1577, and a record of 1t 1s entered in the
parish register of Saffron Walden.t

* Probably at S. John’s College. Long years afterwards he gave a benefaction
to the Library founded there by Lord Keeper Williams, when Bishop of Lincoln,
which is thus recorded in the Liber Memorialis :—* Integerrimus GULIELMUS
dominus HowaRrD baro de Naworth, filius natu secandus Thoma Howard inclytiss.
ducis Norfolciee, regiee Majestati a sanctioribus consiliis, equitis nobilissimi ordinis
Garteriorum, dedit libros exoptatiss. ad centum valorem librarum, deuotissime
mentis gratissimum testimonium.” His armorial bearings are also emblazoned in
the Book.—Cf. Baker's Hist. S. John’s College, ed. by Professor Mayor, pp. 839,
1107. The records of S. John’s College, as fur as their admissions are concerned,
do not begin so early as the time when Lord William must have been at Cam-
bridge, and Dr. Luard, the Registrary of the University, tells me that his name
does not appear in the Matriculation Register, though this does not prove that he
never was at Cambridge, since he may have entered at College, yet never have
been matriculated. He certainly never took any degree.

+ “Oct. 28th, 1577. Lord William Howard and Ladie Elizabeth Dakers.”’—

Walden Marr. Reg.
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Nothing seems to be known respecting the history of his
early manhood. After the ceremony of marriage had given
him the hand of the lady whom his father had designated as
his bride, they separated for a time. He passed on to Cam-
bridge, to resume or to prosecute his studies, whilst she, no
doubt, returned to her sister’s guardianship. No long time,
however, elapsed before they lived together as man and wife.
Their eldest son, Philip, was born on the 6th December, 1581.
Mr. Howard of Corby offers a conjecture in his Memorials (App.
No. XI.), that Lord William’s early married life was passed at
a house called Mount-pleasant,* in Enfield Chase, in the county
of Middlesex, and that all their children were born there. The
supposition is not an improbable one. Lord William was
certainly in middle life before he made Naworth his home, or
had any real enjoyment of his wife’s fair inheritance.

For the Lady Elizabeth and her sister had kinsmen who ill
brooked the acquisition of the broad lands and stately castles of
the Dacre by the husbands to whom they had been married
whilst husband and wife were alike children. The untimely
death of their young brother had not caused the extinction of
the male line, Thomas Lord Dacre, their father, had three
brothers, Leonard, Edward, and Francis. On his nephew’s
death, Leonard, the eldest of the three, assumed the title of
Lord Dacre and claimed the inheritance as heir in tail-male ;
for he ‘“stomached it much,” says Camden, * that so goodly an
inheritance descended by law to his nieces.’”” The Duke of
Norfolk instituted proceedings in Chancery to establish the
rights of his wards. When Dacre perceived that the law was
likely to be unfavourable to his claim, he became a participator
in the treasonable schemes of the Earls of Northumberland and
Westmorland which resulted in the Northern Rebellion of
1569. Their objects were to rescue Mary Queen of Scots
from the custody of the KEarl of Shrewsbury, to subvert the
government of Elizabeth, and to re-establish the ancient faith.
When the two Earls were actually in arms, they were pro-
claimed as traitors. ¢ Dacres with the crooked back,” as

* It was used as an occasional residence until Lord William sold it in 1629
(p. 256).
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Leonard was often called, went up to London. His manners
were insinuating, and he contrived to persuade Elizabeth to
entrust to him a share in the work of suppressing the rebellion.
But he was acting with great duplicity, for he was meanwhile
secretly encouraging the two Earls by promises of foreign aid.
On his return to the North he seized upon his niece’s estates,
fortified the castle of Naworth, and gathered together about 3000
men under the pretence of defending his own rights * and resist-
ing the rebels. The Queen soon became acquainted with the
double game which he was playing, and she sent down orders to
apprehend ¢ that cankred suttill traitor, Leonard Dacres,” + as
her Majesty calls him in a subsequent letter to Lord Hunsdon. -

Hunsdon encountered him at Gelts Bridge, about four miles
from Naworth. Dacre’s followers fought with singular reso-
lution and bravery. ¢ Hys footmen,” says Hunsdon, ¢ gave
the prowdest charge upon my shott that ever I saw.” § But it
was all in vain. Dacre was worsted, fled into Scotland, and
finally took refuge in Flanders, where he died in 1573. His
brother Edward was likewise deeply implicated in the rebellion,
and they were both attainted. Edward Dacre found an asylum
in Flanders also, and died in that country before 1584.

Several years elapsed after Leonard Dacre thus left England
as an unwilling exile, during which no adverse claim was
made ; and Lord Arundel and Lord William Howard entered
upon the enjoyment of the inheritance which their marriages
had given them. But a long and harassing period of litigation
was in store for them. The death of Edward Dacre left his
younger brother Francis the sole male representative of Wil-
liam Lord Dacre, the grandfather of Lady Arundel and Lady
Elizabeth Howard, and he entered upon the estates and claimed

* Maluit bello cum principe, says Camden, qudm judicio cum neptibus de
hereditatibus conflictars.

+ The Queen writes to the Earl of Sussex, 13th Jan. [1569], «“ We perceive,
amongst other thyngs, some of the principal rebells in Scotland make account of
Leonard Dakers to be one of ther confederacy or league;” and therefore she
desires he may be taken into custody.—ZRough Draft, S.P. And, for leaving the
North without doing so, the Queen expresses her dissatisfaetion.—Cf. Sir C.
Sharp’s Memorials of the Rebellion of 1569, p. 166, ». '

1 See his letter to Cecil, which gives a graphic account of the engagement. It
is given in Sir C. Sharp’s Memorials, §c., p. 219.
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them as his own ; grounding his claim upon a settlement which
he alleged to have been made by his father, William Lord
Dacre, by which the property was entailed upon the male
heirs.

The history of the protracted litigation which was the result
of Francis Dacre’s claim is recorded at great length in a very
characteristic document drawn up by Lord William Howard,
which is given in the Appendix (No. I., p. 365). It appears to
have been written with a view to publication, for he mentions that
the reasons which induced him to compile this Narrative were
“to satisfie the world for the validity of their” (the co-heirs’)
“righte, as also to instruct them that shall succeede what to insist
chiefly uppon, yf hereafter any objection shall be made.” It
was never printed, but more than one copy was made for the
benefit of his descendants. There are two transcripts at Castle
Howard, one in a decayed and fragmentary state, the other in
good preservation, and a copy existed at Greystock Castle when
Mr. Henry Howard wrote his Memorials. As an undoubted
specimen of Lord William’s composition it appeared worthy of
a place in the pages which follow. He had evidently made
himself master of all the legal bearings of the questions which
came before one tribunal after another respecting the rights of
his wife and her sister; and the vigorous language in which he
gives expression to his indignant feelings with respect to the
base part which had been played by two of the Lowther family,
with reference to the matters in question, is not a little charac-
teristic. As an expression of his abhorrence of all that is
unworthy and ignoble it is characteristic of the man, and it is
characteristic also of the time. An opponent then met with
scant courtesy. If a Coke were examining a witness on the
contrary side to that for which he had received his brief, he
scrupled not to use language which would now be considered a
degradation. In a later generation even a Milton, when he
entered the lists of controversy, indulged in vituperative expres-
sions, polished scholar though he were, which no one now
would venture to employ. Lord William’s epithets were
certainly not choice. “ Sons of Belial,”” cursed crue,”

“gerpents and viperous beastes,”” are amongst the flowers
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of rhetoric which he uses with reference to ‘those lewde
Lowthers.”

Containing as this Narrative does, a record of the troubles
which embittered many years of his earlier life, it cannot be out
of place to give an epitome of what occurred during that period,
until the litigation was finally ended, and he took up his abode
in that ancient Border fortress with which his name has become
so inseparably associated.

In 1584 Francis Dacre commenced proceedings, To vindicate
his supposed rights he entered upon the property, and endea- |
voured to obtain recognition by the tenants as its legitimate :
possessor. Lord Arundel and Lord William Howard defended ;
their rights and kept possession of the lands and houses. The
whole title was gone into on the occasion of a vacancy occurring
in the Rectory of Greystock, the patronage of which was.
claimed by Francis Dacre. A caveat having been entered by
Lord Arundel, a commission de jure patronatus was issued.’
The verdict was given in favour of Lord Arundel and his mfe,
and Francis Dacre was beaten.

In the year following Lord Arundel and Lord William
Howard were committed to the Tower, ostensibly on account of
their religion, and to frustrate a plan which the former had
nearly carried out of retiring into some foreign country.
Francis Dacre continued to prosecute his claim, and the broad
lands of the Dacre and the Greystock were sequestered at his
suit. In 1586 the cause was ordered by the Queen to be heard
before Bromley, then Lord Chancellor, and Lord William was
released from the Tower, by an Order in Chancery, that his
evidence might be taken. The judgment of the Court, in which
several of the Judges sat as assessors, was unanimous in favour
of the title of the co-heirs. Dacre had influence enough to pro-
cure another hearing not long afterwards, and contrived that
some of the Judges should be changed, but when the day of
hearing came, a letter was produced from Secretary Davison, in
the name of the Queen, countermanding it altogether. |

Not long after this, in the same year (1586), a trial came on
at Newcastle in which the whole title was again gone into. An
action had been brought by a lessor of Lord Arundel, Lord
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William Howard, and their wives, against a person of the name
of Turner, who persisted in keeping possession of the demesnes
of the Manor of Ulgham as a tenant of Francis Dacre. The ver-
dict was in favour of the plaintiff. Owing to a technical error no
judgment was given, and it was eventually referred to arbitration,
and a deed of entail produced whereby it appeared that (not-
withstanding the alleged entail of William Lord Dacre to heirs
male) a remitter of both estates tail was in George Lord Dacre,
and the inheritance of Greystock fully vested in the co-heirs.

Francis Dacre then set to work to get the temants in the
North to espouse his cause. The old feudal feeling of attach-
ment to the name of Dacre operated strongly in his favour.
He bore that ancient name. They knew him to be the male
representative of the gallant chieftains under whose banner they
and their fathers had fought and bled in many a wild Border
fray, and if even a faint and distant echo of the old war-cry of
the Dacre were heard, it still stirred their hearts like the blast
of a trumpet summoning them to the battle.

But the husbands of the co-heirs were determined to make
good the claim of their wives. Forcible entries were made by
Lord Arundel and Lord William Howard on the houses of the
disaffected tenants, and appeals and counter-appeals were made
on both sides to the Court at York. Conflicting decisions were
given from time to time on various points which came before
that tribunal, many of them being adverse to Dacre’s cause.
Alarmed by this, Dacre obtained an order from the Privy
Council to stay proceedings at York, although he and the
refractory tenants were glad enough to resort to that Court
whensoever a decision had been given upon any point which
appeared favourable to their side. Letters in the Queen’s name
were likewise often procured for the same purpose. This went
on for a long time.

At last, Llord Arundel and Lord William, under the advice
of their lawyers, took the course of bringing actions against the
tenants who espoused Francis Dacre’s cause. The number of
actions thus brought amounted to 140. Dacre, not a little dis-

ed at the prospect of the expense in which these proceedings
were likely to involve him, sought the advice of the Earl of
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Cumberland. Acting upon the Earl’s suggestion, he applied to
the Privy Council, complaining bitterly of the oppression to.
which he was subjected by such a multitude of actions, and
praying that Lord William Howard might be committed to
prison. Lord William was summoned to appear before the
Council. He obeyed the summons, and stated his reasons for
the course adopted. A suggestion was made by the Council
that the question of title should be tried in two or three actions,
the result of which was to decide all the others. A ready
assent was given to this by Lord William, but Dacre absolutely
refused to agree to it. So the matter was dismissed by the
Privy Council, and both parties left to obtain such redress as
the common-law might afford them.

The actions against the refractory tenants went on. But a
new and unexpected claim was made. Mr. Gerard Lowther the
elder, the object of Lord William’s bitterest wrath and indigna-
tion, now appeared upon the stage, and set up a title for the
Queen to the Baronies of Brough and Gilsland, that portion of
the Dacre property which came to the family by the marriage
with Margaret de Multon. The claim was admitted at Carlisle,*
being unopposed, for Lord Arundel was then (1589) under
arraignment, and Lord William purposely thrown into prison.
But as soon as the Queen’s title to the Baronies was admitted,
the latter was set at liberty.

The Queen’s claim must have caused the most bitter chagrin
to Francis Dacre. The various suits in which he was engaged
had involved him in no trifling cost, yet he could not venture
upon disputing the matter with her Majesty. He found also

* Henry, Lord Scrope, and the Bishop of Carlisle, appear to have been the
Commissioners. They write as follows to Secretary Walsingham, on March 28,
1689 :—* We have effected the several Commissions for finding her Majesty’s
estate in the antient Dacre lands, by attainder of Leonard Dacre, in Cumberland
and Westmorland, and found her entitled to all the lands whereof they were pos-
sessed before Hen. VIII., omitting the Greystock’s lands, and lands purchased
since that time. For particulars we refer to the report of Mr. Hesketh and
Mr. Lowther. As for any further course for establishing her possession in the
lands we wait direction. Her Highness hath been diligently served in these
shires by the actors in this business. Mr. Hesketh hath shewed himself very
learned, and Richard Lowtber and Gerard Lowther have carefully performe@all
good offices requisite.”—S. P, Dom. Eliz. xxxi. 11.
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ceeded in establishing his claim to the great estates which they
claimed in right of their wives, and if, under colour of law, she
could herself become the possessor, the same end would be
achieved ; but with one important difference, namely, the en-
richment of the Queen’s coffers, a result to which her Majesty
would be in no wise indifferent.

Lord William significantly hints that Francis Dacre, when
he commenced his proceedings, was ‘fedd on, noe doubte,
by noe meane persons, and by them putt in hope of better
successe than euer was intended to him.” The natural in-
ference 1s that Dacre was a tool in the hands of some one,
probably the Earl of Leicester, who ‘was a bitter enemy of the
Howards, ostensibly on the score of their religion; for it was
his rile to profess the most extreme attachment to the Pro-
testant cause. That Leicester was concerned with Gerard
Lowther in prosecuting the Queen’s claim is subsequently
stated without any reserve by Lord William (App. p. 379), and
this receives confirmation from a petition of Richard and
Gerard Lowther for the grant of a lease of parts of the Dacre
property “in consideration of performance of the Earl of
Leicester his promise ” * (S.P. Dom. Eliz. clxvi. 120). Leicester
probably had a double end in view, in the first place to bring
about that which he knew would not he unacceptable to the
Queen, and in the second, to further his own interests, for it is
quite possible that he might indulge the hope of receiving a
grant of some great manor or lordship as his share of the spoil.

Leicester’s schemes, whatever they might be, were ocut short,
however, by his death, which took place in 1588. Elizabeth,
as we have seen, at last yielded, and the Lady Arundel and
Lord William Howard and his wife were recognized as the

* They wanted “a lease of the lands in Westmorland, with the fishing of
Beamond, Rocliffe, Carcandars [? Kirk-4ndrews], with the mills of Borowghe and
Rocliffe now founde payinge the rent, and the office of Recyvershipp and Stewerd.
shipp of all the landes and courtes founde in these offices, with the fee of xxli,”
They do not seem to have obtained the lease for which they petitioned, but on the
17th July, 1697, a grant was made to Gerard Lowther, Junf.,, of the office of
steward and keeper of the courts of Dacres’ lands, co® Northumb., Cumb., and
York; fee 20/,—S. P. Dom. Eliz. cclxiv. 29. We may fairly presume that
Mr, Gerard Lowther would not long retain his oﬂice after Lord William regained
possession of “ Dacres’ lands.”

a 2
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to contend further for its possession, and he doubtless felt that
if he could obtain a grant of land, however inferior in extent
and value, it would be infinitely preferable to a precarious
pension.

Whether any response was given to this petition we know
not, but everythmg was at last finally settled, by the Queen |,
consenting to waive her claim on payment of a large sum of °
money by Lord William and the Lady Elizabeth his wife, and ;'1
her widowed sister, the Lady Arundel. What this sum %
amounted to we are not told in Lord William’s Narrative. ;i
He merely says that “ they were forced to buy their owne, and -
redeem their possessions as mere straingers at a very dear rate,” ;
(p- 373). Lady Arundel is said to have paid “well nigh ;
10,000 pound *’ (Lives of Philip Howard, Earl of Arundel, and of J
Anne Dacres, his wife : ed. by the late Duke of Norfolk, E.M. p.
195), and the demand made upon Lord William and her sister l
was probably not much less. The Queen’s consent to forego
her claim seems to have been due to Sir Edward Coke, who, as
Lord William tells us, “assured her that she had no right to
those lands, and therefore advised her to part with them to the
co-heires ”’ (App. p. 380, n.). On the 19th Dec., 1601, this was
carried out by Letters Patent of that date, in the names of
Edward Carrill and others, whereby the Queen regranted all
the lands of which she had formerly been adjudged to be the
Ppossessor,

What part Elizabeth actually took as regarded the attempts
to wrest their property from the co-heirs and their husbands, it
is now, perhaps, impossible to discover. But it is more tham |,
probable that she regarded with no disfavour the claim set up -
at the outset by Francis Dacre, still less was she likely to
interpose any bar to proceedings which might result in her own
acquisition of the great possessions which were the subject of ;
 the litigation. She had no kindly feeling towards the Howards. ,
She knew that she had deeply injured them— Humanum est odisse }
quem leeseris—she knew that it was impossible for them to forget *
that she had consigned their father to the scaffold, and dome f,
her best to break the future power of his descendants. That !
power would be still further weakened if Francis Dacre sue- °
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- coeeded in establishing his claim to the great estates which they
claimed in right of their wives, and if, under colour of law, she
could herself become the possessor, the same end would be
achieved ; but with one important difference, namely, the en-
richment of the Queen’s coffers, a result to which her Majesty
would be in no wise indifferent.

Lord William significantly hints that Francis Dacre, when
he commenced his proceedings, was ‘“fedd on, noe doubte,
by noe meane persons, and by them putt in hope of better
successe than euer was intended to him.” The natural in-
ference 18 that Dacre was a tool in the hands of some one,
probably the Earl of Leicester, who ‘was a bitter enemy of the
Howards, ostensibly on the score of their religion; for it was
his réle to profess the most extreme attachment to the Pro-.
testant cause. That Leicester was concerned with Gerard
Lowther in prosecuting the Queen’s claim is subsequently
stated without any reserve by Lord William (App. p. 379), and
this receives confirmation from a petition of Richard and
Gerard Lowther for the grant of a lease of parts of the Dacre
property ‘in consideration of performance of the Earl of
Leicester his promise ” * (S.P. Dom. Eliz. clxvi. 120). Leicester
probably had a double end in view, in the first place to bring
about that which he knew would not he unacceptable to the
Queen, and in the second, to further his own interests, for it is
quite possible that he might indulge the hope of receiving a
grant of some great manor or lordship as his share of the spoil,

Leicester’s schemes, whatever they might be, were ocut short,
however, by his death, which took place in 1588. Elizabeth,
as we have seen, at last yielded, and the Lady Arundel and
Lord William Howard and his wife were recognized as the

* They wanted “a lease of the lands in Westmorland, with the fishing of
Beamond, Rocliffe, Carcandars [? Kirk-4ndrews], with the mills of Borowghe and
Rocliffe now founde payinge the rent, and the office of Recyvershipp and Stewerd-
shipp of all the landes and courtes founde in these offices, with the fee of xx!i,’”
They do not seem to have obtained the lease for which they petitioned, but on the
17th July, 1597, a grant was made to Gerard Lowther, Jun’.,, of the office of
steward and keeper of the courts of Dacres’ lands, co® Northumb., Cumb., and
York; fee 20I,—S. P. Dom. Eliz. cclxiv. 20. We may fairly presume that
Mr, Gerard Lowther would not long retain his ofﬁce after Lord William regained
possession of “ Dacres’ lands.”
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owners of the broad lands of the Dacre and the Greystock. :
From the year 1601, therefore, we may date the absolute poss
session by Lord William Howard of Naworth Castle and the j
great estates which had been allotted to the younger sister, on
the partition which had heretofore taken place between herself |
and Lady Arundel.

A word may be said here concerning Francis Dacrels ultimate | 1
fate. After the Queen’s claim to the Dacre possessions hed {
been admitted, he addressed a long letter to her Majesty, dated |
Sept. 17, 1589, full of bitter complaints, telling her that hll
own means were utterly exhausted, that he was burdened thh A
a load of debt, and that he must seek a maintenance in anothet
country, taking his son with him, and that as to his daughterl -
he must “ commit them to God, and such friends as it shall:
please Him to provide for them.”” He then seems to have '
into Scotland, and to have devoted himself to the service of
King of Scots. His leaving England without the Queen’s
permission led to his attainder. In 1594 he was a pensiones
of the King of Spain, receiving a monthly allowance of 84
crowns. His son, who was at Douay, had 40 crowns a month}
from the same source (Ezamination of Robert Barrow, &c. March
21, 1594).—S. P. Dom. Eliz. ccxlviii. 41. In 1598 his four®
daughters were each in the recelpt of a pensmn from the Crowa : 1
of 50/, a year (see ant?, p. xvii,n.). On James’ accession to tho*‘
throne of England, Francis Dacre accompanied him. He lost :
no time in making his suit to the King to have the whole estatail
of his ancestors given to him. James offered him as much
of the Dacre property as was then vested in the Crown, bemg
that portion, no doubt, which escheated on Leonard Dacre’s
attainder. But this offer was refused. His Majesty next:
offered him a pension of 600/. a year, but that was likewise :
rejected, unless it were accompanied by the reversal, not only|
of his own attainder, but also that of his brothers, Leonard ani
Edward ; so that nothing might operate as a bar to the
he still conceived himself to have to the whole of the pro
under the alleged entail of William Lord Dacre, in the 4th ani
6th Phil. and Mary. In 1607, however, he yielded, and cone;
sented to forego all claims whatever to thelands of his ancestors.




















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































