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FOREWORD 

ôSkrine of Warleyõ, the history of the Skrine family of Warleigh in the parish of Bathford in 

Somerset, was published privately eighty years ago in 1936 with senior members of the family 

headed by Miss Dorothea Skrine, among the 11 guarantors of what must have been the 

considerable cost of 200 copies printed for private circulation. 

Modestly described by its author Dr. Edward William Ainley Walker D.M., D.Sc., as ôthis 

sketchõ and ôthis little studyõ it is in fact a large and heavy tome of 269 pages whose contents are 

more precisely described in its full title: ôSkrine of Warley in the county of Somerset, with 

pedigrees, being some materials for a genealogical history of the family of Skrineõ. Here too Dr. 

Walker is unduly modest for within the bookõs 269 pages are included not only a detailed 

genealogy of the direct line of the 13 generations of the Skrines from their arrival in Bathford 

in1446, but also detailed histories of the many families with which they intermarried. 

Though not himself a family member, Dr. Ainley Walker had since 1919 been married to 

Inez Elizabeth Skrine, a cousin of Miss Dorothea Skrine through her fatherõs brother, Rev. John 

Huntley Skrine. Dr. Walker (1871 ð 1958) was by profession a distinguished medical pathologist, 

a Fellow and tutor at University College, Oxford, and Dean of the Oxford School of Medicine.  

Though not a historian he clearly brought to the compilation of the history of the Skrines the 

same degree of accuracy and attention to detail as would have marked his medical work.  In his 

introduction he gives credit to Miss Skrineõs grandfather, Henry Duncan Skrine (1815 ð 1901) 

and to her father, Henry Mills Skrine (1844 ð 1915) who had assembled much of the information 

used in the history, including ôwills, court rolls, marriage settlements, leases and other deedsõ 

accumulated by the family over the centuries, and probably held for at least the earlier part of 

that time in an old chest whose extraordinarily intricate lock occupied the whole of the under 

surface of the lid.  The chest itself remains in the keeping of a senior member of the family, but 

its original contents are housed at the Somerset County Records Office at Taunton.       

A guarantee as to the reliability of the genealogy set out in ôSkrine of Warleyõ is that the 

information from the family archive was checked and supplemented by the College of Heralds, 

the supreme authority on such matters 

in England; and the genealogies as 

published, both of the Skrines and of the 

families with whom they intermarried 

were approved by no less a person than 

the most senior member of the College 

of Heralds, Sir Everard Green, Garter 

King of Arms at the time. 

As a mainly genealogical treatise, 

ôSkrine of Warleyõ is not an easy read, 

and some years ago the opportunity 

arose for a collaboration between myself 

as a longtime resident of Bathford and a Mr. Ian Roger Examines the 'Treasure' Chest. 
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member of its local history society, and senior members of the Warleigh Skrines still living locally, 

to produce a simple narrative account of the Warleigh line up to the death of Miss Dorothea 

Skrine, the last of the family to live in Warleigh; and to take advantage of the photographic and 

computer skills of David Howells of the Bathford Society to make publicly available for the first 

time photographs of family portraits and heirlooms not previously seen outside the immediate 

family. The narrative, though taken mainly from ôSkrine of Warleyõ is supplemented by material 

from the Skrine archive held at Taunton transcribed by the late Alan Craig of the Bathford 

Society; by information taken from the book ôBathford, Past and Presentõ (2nd edition 2010) by 

David Howells, and by other information in the Bathford Society archives and taken from more 

general sources where this would be of interest to the story, particularly for members of the family 

living abroad. 

While some of the sources are publicly available, neither the portraits or other objects held 

by the family nor documents held by the Bathford Society can be made available for inspection. 

In compensation, what follows is offered for downloading in whole or in part by anyone, free of 

copyright restriction. 

It only remains to add that if there are errors in my contribution, the responsibility is entirely 

mine, and to offer my profound thanks to David Howells for his computer and photographic 

skills and endless patience over several years in converting my handwritten manuscript into the 

present document 

 

Fae Hall, M.A., D. Phil. (Oxon) - President & past Chairman for many years of the Bathford 

Society. 

 

Sources  

* Ainley Walker, E.W.  D.M.  D.Sc. óSkrine of Warleyô. Published privately 1936, at 

WessexPress, Taunton. 

* Howells, David A.  óBathford, Past & Presentô.  Second edition. 2010. Available from 

Bathford Village Shop and Oldfield Park Bookshop, Moorland Road, Bath. 

* Somerset Record Office. http://www1.somerset.gov.uk/archives/ in process of transferring to 

new website at www.swheritage.org.uk/somerset-archives. 
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NOTES 

(1) The spelling of ôWarleyõ in the title ôSkrine of Warleyõ has long fallen out of use and is 

here replaced by the modern ôWarleighõ except when referring to the title of the book. 

Similarly, the spelling of the Warleigh familyõs name as ôSkrineõ is used throughout, 

except for the earlier Bathford generations where the variant may be of historical 

significance. 

(2) Individual reference codes. ôSkrine of Warleyõ is a genealogical work detailing the 

familyõs line of descent and those in line to inherit in each generation. In addition, as a 

family ôpedigreeõ it provides an indication of their social standing in each generation and 

that of the families to whom they were related by marriage. 

For ease in cross-referencing, the coded reference system used in ôSkrine of Warleyõ is 

used here. From the first John Skryn of c. 1446 until the purchase of the manor in 

1635, he and the first four generations of his descendants are identified by the numbers 

1 ð 18. Once established as lords of the manor, a more detailed system is applied, 

indicating the founder of the Warleigh line and his direct descendants as the ôAõ line (A1, 

A2, etc.), and male siblings in birth order as (A1) (1), (A1), (2) etc. The same system is 

applied to the divergent ôBõ line. Women are not included in the coding system because 

for most, if not all, of the period covered by ôSkrine of Warleyõ daughters were not 

entitled to inherit an entailed landed estate. 

(3) Monetary Values. For a relatively brief period from 1659 to 1780, the text includes 

details of sums of money quoted in wills, marriage settlements and in purchase of the 

manor. To give some impression of equivalent values in 2016, the comparison chosen 

here in preference to the continually fluctuating price of commodities such as gold or 

wheat, is the minimum daily wage from 1640 to 1749 i.e. for all of the period covered 

was fixed by local Justices of the Peace at very close to 1 shilling a day. This compares 

with a £7 an hour or £56 for an eight-hour day in 2016. With 20 shillings to £1 this 

gives a multiplier for all the the values quoted in the text of 56 x 20=1120. The 

calculation however is so very approximate that the resultant sums are rounded up or 

down and, for example, a legacy of £220 in 1658 which, using the multiplier, comes to 

the unrealistically precise sum of £246,400 is here rounded up to what should be read 

as òsomething in the region of Ã250,000ó 

(4) Indication of scale in photographs. The £1-coin current in 2016 and used to indicate 

scale measures 22.5 mm in diameter. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Setting the Scene 

The history of the Skrines of Warleigh can be traced back in an unbroken line for five 

hundred years and 13 generations from their first arrival in Warleigh in 1446 until the death of 

Miss Dorothea Skrine, the lady of the manor, in 1956. 

Warleigh (written Warley in the Skrines time) lies in the English county of Somerset on the 

eastern side of the steep-sided Limpley Stoke valley, with water meadows on the valley floor fed 

by the river Avon as it flows north to Bathford and then on to the Roman Spa city of Bath a few 

miles to the west. No doubt because of its beauty and tranquility, the valley was chosen as the 

site for two Roman villas. Three hundred feet above the valley floor lies what used to be called 

Farley Down (now Bathford Hill) which would in the time of the early Skrines have been treeless 

open downland providing grazing for sheep, with ground suitable for arable crops such as wheat, 

oats, barley and peas on the lower slopes; meadows for summer grazing close to the river where 

there was a water mill and good fishing; and at the southern end of the valley a considerable area 

of ancient woodland. 

Before the Norman Conquest in 1066, Warleigh was the southernmost of three ancient 

divisions or tithings of the ecclesiastical parish of Forde (now Bathford) with the village and parish 

church of St Swithun roughly in the center of the parish. Lying within the parish the manor of 

Bathford with Warleigh was granted c. 940 to 

the priory and abbey of St. Peter and St. Paul in 

Bath for its support, so that from their arrival in 

1446 until Henry VIIIõs dissolution of the 

monasteries in 1539, the Skrines in Warleigh 

were tenants under the Abbey. After the 

dissolution, the king kept the manor within the 

parish, with many other manors for himself, so 

that until 1605 the Skrines continued as 

tenants under a succession of lords of the 

manor, themselves tenants under the Crown. 

However, shortly after James I succeeded 

Elizabeth I in 1603 he sold the manor to raise 

money for the royal exchequer, and this is how 

in 1635, following a succession of other 

owners, the Skrines were able to purchase the 

manor of Bathford with Warleigh, so achieving 

the status of lords of the manor, which they 

maintained until 1956. 

To this day Warleigh remains wholly rural, 

accessed only by a narrow lane, and still 
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sparsely populated by a variety of people, but at the time of the Miss Skrineõs death in 1956 

almost exclusively by the Skrines themselves and those who served them in the manor house 

and in a variety of capacities on the estate. 

The new Warleigh Manor from the south. 

Claverton, opposite Warleigh, 

looking south down the valley from 

the woods above Warleigh Manor. 

Looking south towards Warleigh 

ŦǊƻƳ {ǘΦ {ǿƛǘƘǳƴΩǎ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ¢ƻǿŜǊΦ 
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Mrs. Tackle's painting looking along the Limpley Stoke Valley  
north towards Warleigh. 

9ȄǘǊŀŎǘ ŦǊƻƳ aǊǎΦ ¢ŀŎƪƭŜΩǎ ǇŀƛƴǘƛƴƎ with 
5ǳƴŘŀǎ !ǉǳŜŘǳŎǘ ŀƴŘ .ǊƻǿƴŜΩǎ Cƻƭƭȅ ƛƴ 

the distance. 

Warleigh Manor today from the north. 
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Skrine Family History before 1446 
The name of Skrine first appears in the 

records of Bathford more than 500 years 

ago in 1446, when a John Skryn was listed 

in the rolls of the manor court as a 

copyholder.   

The Skrine name is found in different 

forms in England as far back as 1295 when 

a recent discovery (2015) shows Willielmus 

le Escryren, a burgess of Melksham 10 

miles to the east of Bathford was 

summoned to a Parliament held by King 

Edward I in 1295. 

It has been suggested that the name 

may have had a Nordic origin. Other 

versions of the name used in the medieval 

period, some still in use today, include 

Skryn, Skryne, Scryne, Screene, Skreen, 

and Skrine; and particularly in the Yorkshire 

area, Skyrne, Skern, Shearne, Skyren, and 

Sherwen. Skerne as the spelling used by 

Skernes of the manor of Skerne in east 

Yorkshire is said by them to have been the 

original version, although the existence of 

William le Escryreyn in Wiltshire in 1295 throws doubt on this. The most likely case is that the 

many variations in spelling were different attempts to render in writing the way the name was 

pronounced in Middle English before spelling was standardized. As an example, in 1505, 

someone whose name is given as Skryne, but who signed his name Skrine witnessed the will of 

his brother who signed his name Sherwen; and a Thomas Skrine of Bathford, in his will of 1573 

named his children variously as Skriner, Skryne, and Skrine. Interestingly, whereas the Warleigh 

family today pronounce their name Skreen, local people persistently use the pronunciation ôSkr-

eye-nõ (as in ôeyeõ). 

There is documentary evidence that by the time of the arrival of the first John Skryn in 

Warleigh, there were families of Skrines, Skernes, etc., all connected in some way, in Surrey, 

Essex, Yorkshire and Lincolnshire, and in Dorset. The best evidence of a relationship amongst 

these branches is that three of them are known to have shared, with only minor variations, a 

common coat of arms. The coat of the Skrines of Essex has not so far been found. 

Coats of arms and crests are hereditary, passing from father to son, and first appeared in 

the medieval period to provide easy identification of high status individuals wearing armour 

whose visor obscured their faces, either in the sport of jousting but more crucially, on the field 

of battle. In such a situation, the crest on his helmet and the design or ôblazonõ displayed on his 

banner and shield and on the trappings of his horse, had to be immediately identifiable and 

Skrine Coat of Arms 
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unique to the family, and the individual concerned. The Kingõs Heralds had an important role in 

battles and from 1483 the newly founded College of Heralds were commissioned to register all 

coats of arms, both old and new, and to ensure by periodic visitations to different parts of the 

country that a familyõs use of a particular blazon was legitimate. 

The crest and blazon approved by the Heralds for the use of the Skrines of Warleigh in 1682 

is essentially similar across the wider family, and is unique in English heraldry in that between 

the usual four quarters of the blazon there are no divisions. The device is immediately striking in 

its simplicity, and for that reason instantly memorable with, in the top left and bottom right 

quarters a castle and in the top right and bottom left a lion rampant. To these in the Skrines of 

Warleigh is added the motto TUTAMEN, derived from the word ôtutoringõ meaning in a sense no 

longer current ôprotectingõ but interpreted by the Skrines as ôscreeningõ    - a pun on the family 

name. 

 

The fact that the blazon of castles and lions is so memorable is important, for in all essentials 

it is identical with the coat of arms of the ancient Spanish royal houses of Castile, represented 

by the castles, and the originally separate kingdom of Leon, represented by the lions. 

Although Dr. Ainley Walker is cautious in making the connection, it is extremely unlikely that 

Heralds would ever at any time have permitted the use of the arms of a royal house by anyone 

who could not prove their right to do so, and the most likely explanation of its use by the Skrines 

lies in the arrival in England of nephews of Queen Eleanor of Castile, following her marriage in 

1254 to the Plantagenet King Edward I. These nephews, sons of King Alfonso X of Castile and 

Leon were in England given the appellation ôde Ispanniaõ or ôDespeigneõ because of their Spanish 

origin, and all would have been entitled to bear the arms of the royal house of Castile and Leon 

with its distinctive lions and castles. 

Spanish versions of coat of arms of royal house of Castile and Leon. 
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Records quoted in ôSkrine of Warleyõ 

(page 240) show that in the early 1280s, 

James and Alphonsus ôde Ispanniaõ were sent 

gifts of wood and venison by the king. This 

implies that by that time they had their own 

households in England. As an old man 

James de Ispannia in 1329 ôgranted to Sir 

Adam Brom and the scholars of Saint Maryõs 

College, Oxford, for the soul of Queen 

Eleanor his aunt, all that freehold in Oxford 

called ôLe Orioleõ. That college is known 

today as Oriel College  

Clearly, by the 1320s, one of the de 

Ispannia nephews at least was well 

established in England, and there is evidence 

of a second generation in a reference in 1324 

to a Sir John de Ispannia, son of the Kingõs 

nephew John de Ispannia. 

The next reference to a Despaigne quoted in the ôSkrine of Warleyõ is also the last. It is also 

the most crucial in that it provides evidence of a Despaigne/Skern connection. In a document of 

1418, a Robert Skern, lawyer of Kingston in the county of Surrey, seeks to claim an inheritance 

left to his wife by her mother, and his wifeõs name is given as Joan Despaigne or Southereye. 

Southereye was the name taken by Joan and her brother and sister at their birth, and modern 

research shows that their mother had no Despaigne or Skern connections. It is implicit therefore 

that Skern and Despaigne were both names used by her husband Robert Skern and that his 

Skern descendants would have been legitimately 

entitled to bear the hereditary arms of Castile and 

Leon.  

The story does not stop there. In the late 1800s 

there appeared in print a detailed genealogical 

family pedigree showing the descent of Duncan 

William Hume Skrine Esq. from Edward III. This 

royal connection however exists only by virtue of the 

marriage in 1847 of Henry Duncan Skrine of 

Warleigh to Susan Caroline Mills, whose pedigree it 

was, and it applies therefore only to the 

descendants of that 19th century Skrine-Mills 

marriage. 

Of far greater interest for the many generations 

of the descendants of Robert Skern Despaigne of 

Kingston is new research published in the Oxford 

Dictionary of National Biography of 2003, giving 

Oriel Window at Oriel College, Oxford. 

Alice Perrers tending the dying King 
Edward III. c. 1377. 
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proof of their direct descent from King Edward III through his wifeõs mother, still known today as 

the ônotoriousõ Alice Perrers.    

Following the death of his faithful Queen Philippa in 1369, the elderly King Edward III took 

Alice Perrers as his mistress and accusations of witchcraft and her exploitation for her own gain 

of her relationship with the king caused her to be banished from the kingdom when he died. 

Although she was twice married, no evidence can be found that Alice Perrers had children by 

either marriage, and this forces the conclusion that her three children, John, Jane and Joan, the 

so-called ôSouthereyesõ were the illegitimate children of the King. Descendants of Robert Skern 

Despaigne therefore have a double royal connection, first with the royal house of Castile and 

Leon from which they derive their coat of arms, and second illegitimately with King Edward III 

through Robert Skernõs wife, Joan Southereye. 

Apart from the Despaigne connection, the antecedents of Robert Skern of Kingston on 

Thames are unknown, but contemporary with him in the 1400s were three other branches of the 

family with some evidence of linkage between them, in the English counties of Essex and Dorset 

in the south and Yorkshire and Lincolnshire in the north. As befitted their royal connections, all 

(with the possible exception of the Dorset branch) remained close to the throne or to those in 

power during the rule of successive Plantagenet kings.  

 

The Skerns of Surrey 

As a lawyer living at Kingston-on-Thames in Surrey, Robert Skern served the king as a 

Commissioner, a more onerous version of Justice of the Peace, for Surrey from 1417 until his 

death in 1437. His grandson, lord of Down Hall, Kingston, and described as William Skern, 

ônoblemanõ, founded a chantry at Kingston Parish Church where prayers could be said for his 

parents and grandparents and added extensively to the familyõs lands by the Thames. His son 

Robert, followed his great-grandfather as a lawyer and Commissioner for Surrey, and as one of 

his commissions conducted an enquiry into the illegal capture of the kingõs swans on the 

Thames. He also added further to the familyõs Surrey landholdings. In ôSkrine of Warleyõ there 

are no further references to this Surrey branch of the family after 1488, but eighty years later, in 

1564, land previously owned by the Surrey Skerns was purchased by a John Skerne of Turners 

Puddell (Puddle) in the county of Dorset. 

 

The Skrenes of Writtle, Essex 

Contemporary with Robert Skern Despaigne of Surrey was another lawyer, William Skrene 

(sic) of Roxwell manor, close to Writtle to the east of London, just outside Chelmsford, in the 

county of Essex. He served as Commissioner for Essex from 1397 to 1405, examining legal 

decisions which had been appealed against, and it is presumed that it was he who in 1405 was 

appointed to the more senior position of Sergeant-at-Law acting on behalf of the Crown in 

disputed legal cases throughout the western counties of Cornwall, Devon, Somerset, Wiltshire 

and Dorset. His two sons Thomas and William Skrene increased their landholdings in Essex and 

were knighted by the King. Sir Thomas died childless in 1446 and Sir William had only one son 

John, born in 1450. Through his mother this John inherited considerable estates and at the age 
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of 21 was knighted by King Edward IV at the battle of Tewkesbury. The manner of his early death 

in 1474 is recorded in the Patent Rolls when Edward Tyrell (of the same family as the James 

Tyrell accused of the murder of the little Princes in the Tower) is pardoned by the King for the 

murder of John Skreene, knight. Like the other Skerns and Skrines in the 1400s the young Sir 

John had royal connections. In his will, he leaves òTo the works of the church at Wrytell my 

harness for my body and my grey horse and saddle of steel òand among other personal gifts a 

goblet and a ôMotte giltõ to his friends John de la Pole, Earl of Lincoln and his brother Edmund, 

future Duke of Suffolk, both nephews of the King. Though married the young John Skrene died 

childless, and with his death in 1474, the Skrenes of Writtle became extinct in the male line. 

 

The Skernes of Yorkshire and Lincolnshire 

Though of undoubted ancient lineage, in ôSkrine of Warleyõ the claim by the Skernes of 

Yorkshire and Lincolnshire that the family coat of arms was introduced in the early 1100s by the 

arrival in England from Gascony of a certain Robert Castelion (i.e. castle-lion) is discounted on 

heraldic grounds. A true pedigree of the large and complex family of the Skernes of Yorkshire, 

Lincolnshire and eventually also Essex, has yet to be produced. There is however documentary 

evidence of eight successive generations in the direct line up to the 1650s, a sequence of John, 

Henry, William and Edmund Skernes, all descendants of a marriage at an early date between the 

heiress daughter of Edward or Edmund Hotham of Lincolnshire and a Henry Skerne, lord of the 

manor of Skerne in east Yorkshire, close to Driffield and to the northern centre of government 

at York. An early marriage connection with a Hugh Despenser, father or son, would have brought 

Skernes of the 1320s close to the throne when for a time the two Despensers were effective 

rulers of England in place of the ineffectual Edward II. 

With increasingly extensive land holdings over the centuries in the famous sheep rearing 

country of the Yorkshire Wolds, around the manor of Bonby in Lincolnshire, and eventually in 

Essex, the medieval Skernes could well have engaged in the then profitable English wool trade. 

The claim of a relationship between relatives in Essex and the Dorset Skerns is suggested by 

evidence of a marriage in 1568 (a late date) between a Mary Skerne of Paswyke or Pateswick Hall 

in Essex, and the wealthy Richard Phelipps of Montacute House in Somerset, where her Skerne 

coat of arms can be seen in the library window. Though Montacute is barely 50 miles to the west 

of the seat of the Dorset Skernes at Bere Regis, in view of her Essex origins and with a father and 

brothers with the totally un-Skrine like names of Bartholomew, Emmanuel, and Fabian, any close 

connection with the Dorset Skernes seems unlikely. 

 

The Skernes of Dorset 

Available records for the Skernes of Dorset reveal nothing of their origins beyond the 

Yorkshire and Lincolnshire families unproven claim of a relationship with them. Throughout 

successive generations of what may have been a single family, the Dorset Skernes remained 

close to the ancient royal town of Bere Regis as lords of the manor of Winterborne-Kingston, 

which a Robert Skerne of unknown origin inherited through his mother, Joan Gambon at the 

age of 24 in 1434. His family continued at Bere Regis for five or six generations until the death 
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in 1593 of a John Skerne whose tomb with the Skerne arms and verses by his wife can still be 

seen in the chancel of Bere Regis parish church. It is possible that it was this John Skerne, of 

Turners Puddle, also close to Bere Regis who was the purchaser in 1654 of lands previously 

owned by the Skerns of Kingston in Surrey, and perhaps suggests an early relationship with 

them. The family names of the Dorset Skernes included one Robert, three Henrys, one Thomas 

and one John. Whether coincidentally or not the Robert 

Skerne who became Lord of the manor of Winterborn-

Kingston in 1434 would have been contemporary with sons 

of Robert Skern-Despaigne of Kingston-upon-Thames who 

died in 1437. 

Conclusion 

The ultimate origin of the Skerne/Skrine name in its 

various forms remains unknown. However, the name was 

clearly in existence when William le Escryreyn of Melksham 

was summoned to attend King Edward Iõs parliament in 

1295, and he would have been contemporary with the arrival 

in England of the Despaigne nephews of Edwardõs queen, 

Eleanor of Castile, following her marriage to Edward in 

1254. There is no evidence of when the first Skern  

Despaigne connection was made, but it cannot have been 

long after their arrival for by the early 1400s there were Skerne/Skrine families all sharing the 

Despaigne Castle-and-Lion coat of arms in four different parts of England, though with no certain 

evidence of their earlier history or relationships. Many in the medieval period were of high status, 

though none as high as Robert Skern-Despaigne of Kingston-upon-Thames with his marriage 

to the illegitimate daughter of King Edward III. The contrast with the John Skryn who, not long 

after Robert Skern-Despaigneõs death, first appeared as a small tenant farmer in the remote 

Somersetshire valley of Warleigh is extreme and it is the steady rise in status and local importance 

of his descendants over thirteen generations that is the story of ôSkrine of Warleyõ. 

 

One of the windows in Montacute House. 

The Skrine coat of Arms at Montacute 
House. Top row, third from left. 
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The Skrines of Warleigh 1446 - 1697 

Knowledge of the first one hundred years of the history of the Skrines in Bathford and 

Warleigh comes from the rolls of the local manor court. 

Manors in earlier centuries were small territorial areas owned by and under the jurisdiction 

of the lord of the manor with his steward. Tenants of the manor were obliged to attend regular 

meetings of the manor court, where tenancies were fixed and other practical matters raised and 

settled. (Ecclesiastical affairs locally came under the jurisdiction of the parish church or the 

bishop of the diocese.) 

John Skryn (1) and his early descendants 

When the first John Skryn presented himself at the manor court of 1446, it was to register 

his name on the court roll (literally a long roll of vellum) as a copyholder, meaning that in return 

for a down payment or ôfineõ, he was given a copy of the agreement made at the court granting 

him the tenancy of a precisely described piece of land and/or buildings, either for a fixed period 

(often 21 years) or for the duration of three lives, probably in his case himself, his son Walter and 

one other. 

There is no indication in the records where this John Skryn had come from, and he has not 

been claimed by any other branch of the family. There are however, three reasons for suggesting 

as the the most plausible possibility that he was a member of the Dorset branch: first because, 

of the four branches of the family, the one in Bere Regis was the closest to Bathford, being only 

about 50 miles to the south; second, because the open downland of Winterborne-Kingston is 

traditional sheep rearing country and in their early years in Warleigh the Skryns were farmers with 

probably some sheep; and thirdly because such a relationship would be consistent with the 

names traditionally given to the sons in the Dorset and Warleigh families in the early years ð one 

Robert, one John, three Henrys in the Dorset branch, and five Johns and two Thomases in the 

Warleigh family in their first century in Bathford, plus two Walters, two Richards, a Roger and a 

succession of Henrys from Henry of Warleigh (A1) (d. 1657) onwards. 

In 1446, John Skryn had many Skerne contemporaries in other parts of England, so it can 

be no more than a suggestion that when he arrived in Bathford he could have come as a younger 

son of the Dorset branch, educated perhaps alongside an older brother who would inherit their 

fatherõs estate, leaving John to make his own way elsewhere. A background of this kind would 

explain the steady rise in prosperity of the Skrines of Bathford from the first John Skrynõs modest 

beginnings in 1446. 

From when he took his copyhold in Bathford in 1446 until King Henry VIIIõs reformation of 

the monasteries in 1539, John Skryn (1) and his descendants would have been tenants of the 

Benedictine priory in Bath which, by a charter of 957 had been granted the manor of Forde and 

the income it produced for the prioryõs support.  

After 24 years as the sole Skryn copyholder in Bathford, John Skryn (1) was succeeded in 

1470, presumably on his death, by William Skryn (2), likely to have been his son, who continued 
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for the next 29 years. In 1499 his name is superseded in the manor rolls by that of his widow, 

Agnes Skrene (3) and her name is succeeded by that of William Skryne (4) in 1501. 

There is then no further record until 1539 when following the dissolution of the monasteries, 

Forde became the property of the Crown and the manor court was convened to create new 

tenancies and confirm existing ones. By this time, almost 100 years after the appearance of the 

first John Skryn, the family was well established in Bathford, with William (4), John (5), Walter 

(6) and Thomas Skryne (7) all listed as copyholders. All appear to have been of the same 

generation, and likely to have been sons of Walter (2) and Agnes (3), although one could have 

been only a nephew (see below).  

Farming and Carpentry in 15th century. 
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While not on the direct line, the history of Thomas (7) in this generation is of interest because 

his son John (10), a master carpenter, is recorded as living in the ancient farming settlement of 

Sheephouse, and this makes him the first member of the family known to have lived in Warleigh. 

This John (10), like his father Thomas (7), lived to be nearly 90 years old, and he was succeeded 

by his own son John (12), another carpenter. It is likely however that in addition to carpentry the 

family was engaged in sheep farming, for this second Johnõs son, Joseph (a contemporary of 

Henry Skrine (A1)) became a man of substance as a clothier in London, engaged in the 

production and sale of woollen cloth. 

It was not this Josephõs branch of the family however, who were the forebears of the main 

branch of the Skrines of Warleigh.  

To the layman, it may seem that the honour of being recognised as the founder of the family 

in Warleigh should lie with the original John Skryn (1) of 1446, but uncertainty as to whether the 

father of Thomas (8) was the oldest son of Walter (2) and Agnes (3) is construed as a possible 

break in the second generation of John Skrynõs line of descent. For this reason, under the strict 

rules of genealogy, the officially recognised founder of the main line of the Skrines of Warleigh, 

with no further break over thirteen generations, is Thomas Skryne (8) of the Courthouse. 

 

Thomas Skryne (8) of the Court House, (b.1512? -  d. 1574) 

Thomas Skryne (8) is known to have been a copyholder under Bath Abbey for some time 

before the Reformation in 1539, and in 1539/40 he is described as a husbandman, yeoman, 

churchwarden and the second tenant in the manor. 

To have become sufficiently educated to serve as churchwarden, he is likely to have been 

sent by his father to the kind of small school attended by the sons of local gentlemen preparing 

to go to university. In the social hierarchy of the time, a gentleman was by definition a wealthy 

and educated man of leisure with a staff of servants to do his bidding. Thomas (8) however, is 

known not to have gone to university and remained a yeoman ð as prosperous, probably, as 

many gentlemen, but continuing to work his farm alongside his men with his wife attending to 

the dairy. 

Unusually for a yeoman, a bequest in his will to Elizabeth Bradley, his ôsisterõ (i.e. sister-in-

law) implies a close relationship to the Bradley family known to have been for a time ôfarmersõ of 

the manor of Forde. In return for a payment into the royal exchequer, a ôfarmerõ in this sense was 

entitled to receive as a ôcropõ the rents and other income from a manor held by the Crown, from 

which they made a profit. The family name of Thomasõ wife, Agnes, is not recorded, but it is 

probable that she was a member of the Bradley family and that like many Skrine heirs to follow, 

Thomas (8) had married into relative wealth, and that his wife had come with a generous dowry. 

Nevertheless, he continued as a yeoman farmer at the Court House in Bathford, known 

today as Lower House Farm. Besides housing the manor court, this was a substantial farmstead 

with scope for arable, sheep and dairy farming. Thomas (8)õs speciality was the production of 

the malt used in brewing ale and beer ð a skilled process whereby grain, commonly barley, was 

first soaked and allowed to sprout and then dried. Malt was a valuable product and in his will of 

1574 Thomas (8) left a bushel (56 lbs) of his malt towards much needed repairs to St Swithunõs 
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church. Otherwise, his assets were distributed among his family with bequests of money or up 

to ten sheep to each of his ten children. Following custom, the remainder of his moveable 

property, after small bequests went to his widow, Agnes, who survived him for 27 years. Under 

the English system of primogenitor his land would have gone to his eldest son, John Skrine of 

Warleigh (13). Thomas (8), the father, lived through the reigns of Henry VIII, Edward VI, and the 

Roman Catholic revival of Queen Mary and her husband Philip II of Spain, and died in the reign 

of Elizabeth I in 1574. 

 

John Skrine (13) of Warleigh and the Courthouse (b ? - d. 1610) 

Having inherited from his father in 1574, John Skrine (13) appears to have added to his land 

for whereas in 1539 his father was listed as second tenant in the manor, in the manor rolls from 

1575 to 1605, John (13) is referred to as senior tenant, and as a mark of respect was known as 

Mister (i.e. Master) Skrine. In 1588 (the year of the Armada) he held copyholds for the lives of his 

wife Elizabeth and his sons Thomas (B1) And Henry (A1). When he died in 1610 he was buried 

at St Swithunõs church Bathford and left gifts to the cathedral at Wells and to the poor of 

Bathford; to his brothers Richard (the future ôDon Eskrinoõ) and Thomas; to his sons Thomas 

(B1) and Henry (A1); and to his daughters and every grandchild. His landed property as was the 

custom passed to his eldest son John (B1) and what remained of his estate went to his widow 
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Elizabeth who survived him by ten years. On her death in 1620 she left further gifts of money 

and goods to her younger son Henry (A1) and to her daughters and grandchildren. 

 

A note on collateral branches of the family  

Thomas Skrine (8) and his son John (13) had between them eight sons and six daughters, 

most of whom lived to marry and have children and over subsequent generations the family 

rapidly increased in size. To keep this history brief, it will, with two exceptions confined itself to 

the lives of the Skrine heirs in the direct line of inheritance. For information about the lateral 

branches and particularly for details of the families with whom later heirs intermarried, the reader 

should consult the original ôSkrine of Warleyõ. 

 

Thomas Skrine or Skryne (B1) of Lower House and Henry Skrine (A1) of 

Warleigh 

It is a remarkable fact that in the long history of the Skrines of Warleigh, with only one 

exception, they never failed to produce one male heir who would automatically succeed to the 

fatherõs estate, and sometimes though not invariably, a second potential heir, ôthe spareõ.  This 

was the case with Thomas Skrine (B1) and his brother Henry (A1). 

 

Thomas Skryne (B1) of Lower House (b. 

before 1588, d. 1658) 

As the oldest son of John (13), Thomas Skrine (B1) 

would have succeeded to his fatherõs estate in 1610, early 

in the reign of James I, and thereafter moved into the 

family home, known then as Lower House, sharing it 

perhaps with his widowed mother, Elizabeth, until her 

death in 1620. 

Nothing is known of Thomasõ wife Ann, whom he 

married in 1616, but they had three sons Christopher, 

William and Thomas, and probably four daughters.  In 

1635, a significant year for the family as we shall see, 

Thomas (B1) served as churchwarden at St Swithunõs 

church.  

 

 

 

 

 

Probably Thomas Skryne (B1) 
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Henry Skrine ôThe Elderõ (A1), (born before 1588, d. 1659)  

As the younger brother of Thomas (B1), Henry (A1), would not have inherited land from his 

father, but received an unspecified bequest, supplemented when his mother died by a gift of 

furniture. Although the circumstances are not known, she also forgave him a debt. So clearly at 

that time Henry (A1) as a younger son was not a wealthy man. Nevertheless, court rolls record 

that two years earlier in 1618 when Susan Ducke was ôfarmerõ of the manor, he had taken the 

copyhold of a meadow called Clotmead (still there today by the river in Warleigh) for 99 years on 

three lives, his own and those of his wife Edith and their daughter Elizabeth. In 1626 on payment 

of a heriot (usually the tenantõs best beast) at the manor court and still described as ôyeomanõ, 

Henry (A1) õthe elderõ was re-granted his tenancy, this time for his own life and those of his son 

John (A2) and his daughter Agnes. Nothing is known of his wife, Edith, but together they had 

three sons, the last of whom died as an infant, and five daughters. 

 

THOMAS SKRINE (B1) AND HENRY SKRINE (A1) BECOME LORDS OF THE 

MANOR OF FORDE. 1635 ð 1639, WITH HELP FROM ôDON ESKRINOõ. 

In 1635, nearly 200 years and 5 generations after the arrival of the first John Skryn in the 

area in 1446 the brothers Thomas (B1) and Henry (A1) Skrine by means not fully understood 

were able to purchase the manor of Forde, of which to date they had been only yeoman farmers. 

The account of the purchase which follows is taken from ôSkrine of Warleyõ. 

Described as the ôlate parcel of the late Priory of Bathõ, the manor of Forde, alias Bathford, 

had been held by the King after the Reformation until 1610, when it was granted by James I to 

his Secretary of State, Robert Cecil, Earl of Salisbury, at a yearly rental of £37.11.9d, (about 

£42,500 in 2016) payable to the Royal Exchequer. 

In 1615, Lord Cecil sold the manor to Susannah Ducke (the ôfarmerõ from whom Henry 

Skrine (A1) had leased land) and in 1619 she sold it to William Rolfe Esq. of the Inner Temple, 

London, son and heir of William Rolfe, vintner, of London. 

In 1635, what was described in the legal documents as the manor of Forde with Warleigh 

was purchased from William Rolfe the son ôwith the monies and in behalf of William Fisher of 
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Bathampton, gentleman, Thomas Skrine of Bathford, yeoman, and Henry Skrine the Elder, 

yeomanõ. William Fisher, gentleman, was one of a line of Fishers in the local area and it is 

believed he may have been related to the Skrines by marriage. 

The purchase of the manor was arranged by Thomas Blanchard of Batheaston and Robert 

Rendall for the sum of Ã2,700, roughly equivalent in terms of a labourerõs pay for an 8-hour day 

then and in 2016 to £3,025,000. These same agents in 1636 arranged with William Rolfe and 

his wife for the completion of the sale by the transfer of full manorial rights and responsibilities. 

For three years William Fisher, Thomas (B1) and Henry Skrine (A1) owned the manor jointly. 

In 1639, a change with significant consequences was ordered by ôa court writ out of the Court of 

Chancery directed to the Sheriff of Somerset ordering the parting and dividing of the said manor, 

tenements, rents and common pasture with appurtenances in three equal parts according to the 

form of the Statute in that behoof made and providedõ.  

As a result of this division, William Fisher and Thomas Skrine (B1) became respectively lords 

of the manor of Shockerwick and of the central part of the old manor of Forde, and Henry Skrine 

(A1) became the first of the eleven generations of Skrines in the ôAõ line to be lords of the manor 

of Warleigh. 

If the £2,700 purchase price of the original manor was divided equally between William 

Fisher and Thomas and Henry Skrine each would have paid £900, the equivalent in terms of a 

labourerõs daily wage then and in 2016 to just over £1,000,000. 

Though undoubtedly a very large sum, the fact that in 1659 when he died Henry (A1) was 

able to leave £220 (around £250,000 in 2016) to at least one daughter suggests that he at least 

and probably Thomas Skrine and William Fisher also were already sufficiently prosperous in 

1635 to have afforded the £900 they each paid for the manor without outside assistance. There 

is however, a persistent tradition among the Skrines of Warleigh that the money came as an 

inheritance from Richard Skrine (18), a younger brother of their father, John Skrine (13) of the 

Courthouse.  

 

RICHARD SKRINE ~ ôDON ESKRINOõ. FAMILY BENEFACTOR d. 1634 

 

This Richard Skrine (18) was undoubtedly a genuine person, necessarily born before 1574 

(the year his father died) and named in his fatherõs will and in that of his brother John (13) who 

died in 1610. Richard Skrineõs will has yet to be found and, to date, no record of him has been 

discovered in the manor court rolls which, with wills, are the main sources of information about 

the early Skrines. It is a matter of presumption, therefore, that this was the same Richard Skrine 

who died overseas in 1634, just one year before the purchase of the manor by his nephews. That 

a Richard Skrine died abroad is known from an official record quoted in ôSkrine of Warleyõ which 

includes the phrase ôRich. Skreene . . . in partibus ultramarinus celebs decedentisõ.  

While the record states only that Richard Skrine died ôultramarinusõ (across the sea), family 

tradition invariably links him with Spain. 
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One version of the story given in ôSkrine of Warleyõ Is that he amassed a fortune in the course 

of an adventurous career and that he gained favour with King Philip II of Spain at the time of 

King Philipõs marriage to Englandõs catholic Queen Mary and as ôDon Eskrinoõ was amply 

rewarded for his services. 

Alternatively, Don Eskrino is said to have been a Spanish gentleman similarly rewarded in 

return for some signal service to King Philip II but in this case with a grant permitting him the 

use of the royal coat of arms of the Spanish kingdoms of Castile and Leon, the assumption 

being, presumably that he then came to England as the founder of the Skrine family with their 

distinctive castles and lions coat of arms. 

On first sight, it could be presumed that this second version of the story must hark back to 

the Skerne /Skrineõs genuine connection in mediaeval times to the ôdõ Espaigne nephews of 

Edward Iõs Queen Eleanor of Castile. Certainly, service to the Spanish King in connection with 

his marriage to Queen Mary could not have been possible: Richard Skrine would not have been 

born when that took place in 1554. 

Apparently unappreciated by the Skrines over the centuries, two life sized head and 

shoulders portraits and two if not three of the objects among the family relics, suggest a more 

realistic version of Richard Skrineõs possible career (The miniature portrait among the relics (q.v.) 

though of the same period and labelled ôDon Eskrinoõ bears little or no resemblance to the larger 

portraits and is presumed here to be of another person.) 

Of the life size portraits, A and B, held today by senior members of the family, portrait A is 

greatly superior in its execution to portrait B, which shows the sitter from a different angle with a 

mask-like pink and white complexion and crudely represented eyes, moustache and beard.  Both 

clearly represent the same individual and on the undecorated frame of portrait B is written 

ôRichard Skrine, Don Eskrinoõ. In a note on pictures at Warleigh manor in ôSkrine of Warleyõ it is 

clearly this portrait B that is described as a 19th century copy, although closer examination might 

show that it was an earlier painting overpainted in the 19th century. Certainly portrait B was not 

sufficiently valued by the family to be taken with them when Warleigh manor was sold in 1957, 

and having been abandoned there it has only recently been restored to them, though in a very 

battered at state. 

Interestingly in the same list of paintings at Warleigh is included what is clearly portrait A, 

described as ôa small pictureõ, (relative to a 6-foot full length portrait, presumably) of a man in 

which there is a facial likeness to the miniature handed down as that of ôthe Donõ. It dates from 

the second quarter of the 17th century, and was purchased from ôOld Kingõ the ferryman by Henry 

Duncan Skrine. It was said to have come from ôold Warleighõ. 

Both portraits, A and B, represent a man apparently in his fifties or sixties wearing a black 

cap and white collar, with hair, moustache, and beard, all in the style of c. 1620 to 1650, but 

something not previously recorded, the sitter in portrait A is wearing armour. This surprising 

revelation immediately disposes of a suggestion in ôSkrine of Warleyõ that Richard Skrine could 

have made his fortune as a merchant trading with Spain out of Bristol in partnership with the 

prominent and prosperous Thorne family of Bristol to whom he was related by marriage. 
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Far from being a merchant, Richard Skrine is depicted in his portrait as an armoured military 

man and, according to reference sources, the red sash worn across the body from right to left 

shows him to have been at least In the latter part of his life, when the portrait A was painted, a 

member of the Spanish cavalry. 

On the evidence of his portraits it appears that, as a younger son with no expectation of any 

inheritance from his father, Richard Skrine left England to seek his fortune, unusually among the 

Warleigh Skrines, as a soldier, serving abroad, most probably as a mercenary. Standing armies 

before the mid-1600s were small or non-existent and protagonists of the frequent European wars 

of Richard Skrineõs time relied largely on bands of mercenary soldiers of many nationalities, 

attracted by the promise of adventure, a good rate of pay, and the hope of plunder and with little 

care for the political or religious causes in which they were hired to fight. The possibility that 

Richard Skrine saw service in what is today Southern Germany is suggested by the otherwise 

inexplicable inclusion amongst the family relics (q.v.) of a large medallion of the early 1600s 

made in Germany, apparently in celebration of the marriage in London in 1613 between 

Frederick the protestant Elector Palatine of the South Rhineland and the Princess Elizabeth, 

daughter of James I of England. The failure of Jamesõs attempt by this means to bolster the 

protestant cause in Europe precipitated in 1618 the 30 yearsõ European war and Richard Skrine, 

as a mercenary, could well have fought in that war and somehow acquired the German medallion 

celebrating the ill-fated marriage of the famously beautiful and charming English princess, still 

known today the ôWinter Queenõ. 

It can probably never be proved that Richard Skrineõs adventurous life included time served 

as a mercenary in Germany, or in the Spanish Netherlands as suggested in ôSkrine of Warleyõ 

Portrait A Portrait B 

Two portraits of 'Don Eskrino' 
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but the evidence of a seal included among the Warleigh family relics (q.v.) adds a degree of 

certainty to the long-held family tradition that he served in Spain, for on the sides of the seal are 

engraved the castles and lions of the Skrines family shield and crest, and on its base in 

intertwined letters, (reversed) the name ESKRINO . The statement on a label attached to the seal 

that it was used by John Skrine of the Middle Temple (A1) to seal a deed in 1695 must be 

erroneous, for neither that John Skrine nor any other member of the Warleigh family used the 

name Eskrino. 

The fact that after 400 Years the seal is still in their possession is evidence that the original 

owner was a member of the Warleigh branch of the family and that he did indeed adopt Eskrino 

as the Spanish version of his name presumably while living in Spain. 

The seal also suggests how it could have happened that, according to tradition, Richard 

Skrine ôfound favourõ with the Spanish King (whether Philip II d: 1598, Philip III d 1621, or Philip 

IV d 1665) and been ôamply rewardedõ by him. Richard Skrine may or may not have been aware 

that his familyõs coat of arms derived from descent in the 1300s from a ôDespaigneõ nephew of 

King Edward Iõs Queen Eleanor of Castile, but on the evidence of his coat of arms, his Spanish 

royal descent would have been instantly recognized in Spain, where the castles and lions of 

Castile and Leon still feature in the Spanish national flag. It could then well have happened that 

in Spain, in recognition of his Spanish royal heritage, Richard Skrine ôfound favourõ with the King 

and was accorded the title of ôDon Eskrinoõ and amply rewarded, perhaps becoming a royal 

courtier (as suggested on a label on the seal) with grants of land ratified with deeds signed by 

Richard Skrine using this, presumably Spanish made, seal incorporating his new Eskrino title. 

The events that followed suggest that having no sons himself, he left whatever fortune he 

had made in Spain to his English nephews Thomas (B1) and Henry (A1) to increase their social 

and financial standing by enabling them, with William Fisher, to purchase the manor of Bathford, 

thus raising them from the status of prosperous yeomen to the lords of the manor. 

Only research in the Spanish archives of the period could confirm whether Richard Skrineõs 

royal heritage was recognized there in this way, and it seems unlikely now that further research 

could reveal his all-important will. But the evidence of his portraits, the Skrine seal and perhaps 

also the German marriage medallion, point to the conclusion that family tradition on this 

occasion may be very largely true: not that John Skrine was a Spanish gentleman, but that after 

an adventurous military career, Richard Skrine was made a Spanish gentleman or knight and 

rewarded by the Spanish King, not by conferring on him the use of the royal coat of arms of 

Castile and Leon, but in other ways in recognition of the arms already borne by the Skern/ Skrine 

families through their medieval Spanish royal descent. 

While this version of Richard Skrineõs career seems plausible the only certain fact is that in 

1635, the year after a Richard Skrine died abroad, his nephews, the brothers Thomas (B1) and 

Henry (A1) Skrine, yeomen, with William Fisher, were able to purchase for £2700 the manor and 

manorial rights of the ancient manor of Forde, and that with its subsequent division into three in 

1639, Thomas Skrine (B1) became lord of the manor of the new smaller manor of Forde, and 

Henry Skrine (A1) lord of the manor of Warleigh. 

 



 

23 
 

 

Further History of Thomas Skrine (B1) and Henry Skrine (A1) 

ôSkrine of Warleyõ is a strictly genealogical work and makes little attempt to place members 

of the family in their historical context. As young men, Thomas (B1) and Henry (A1) Skrine lived 

through the latter part of the reign of Elizabeth I, and the whole of the reigns of her successors, 

James I and his son Charles I. In 1642, at the start of the civil war between Charles I and his 

Parliament, Thomas and Henry with eleven other male Skrine members of St Swithunõs parish 

contributed to a countrywide collection in aid of distressed protestants in Ireland following a 

rebellion in which many protestants had died. Thomas (B1) near the top of the list gave 3 shillings 

(today around £170) and Henry (A1) gave 1/6d (c. £85). 
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In early July 1643 at the beginning of the Civil War both would have witnessed at close 

quarters a sharp military skirmish in their own fields above the river Avon in Warleigh between 

parties of Royalists and Parliamentary soldiers. Following the beheading of Charles I in 1649 they 

would have lived through the relatively stable rule of Oliver Cromwell and died in 1658 and 1659 

respectively, just before the restoration of Charles II as King. 

Thomas Skrine (B1) as lord of the manor of Forde left a somewhat complicated will, but as 

it was Henry (A1), his younger brother, rather than he who was to become the founder of the 

main (A1) line of the family, details of how Thomas (B1) disposed of his estate and property and 

the history of his line of descent (the B line) are deferred to a later chapter. 
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When Henry Skrine (A1) died in 1659 he had been lord of the manor of Warleigh for twenty 

years with the original Warleigh manor house as his home, and his will suggests that at his death 

he remained a prosperous man. Following tradition, all his landed property went to his elder son 

John (A2) and the heirs of his body. There was little provision for his younger son Henry (A2(b)), 

other than the gift of some cattle and a part-share with his sisters, in the family brass, pewter and 

linen. The sisters and the various grandchildren were left generous gifts of money, one sister at 

least, as already mentioned, receiving the very large sum of £220, conservatively equivalent today 

to around £250,000. 

 

John Skrine (A2) Gentleman (b. 1618 ð 1626, died before 1682) 
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Little is known of the early life of John Skrine (A2), the oldest son of Henry Skrine (A1), but 

he is likely to have been born in or shortly before 1626 for he was named as the second life when 

his father Henry (A1) renewed his copyhold on the meadow called Clotmead. He is not recorded 

as having attended Oxford University, although this could have been because when Charles I set 

up his parliament at Oxford during the Civil War the university was closed. He nevertheless styled 

himself ôgentlemanõ and with his fatherõs inheritance behind him, in what was to become an 

established family tradition, he married an heiress, the only daughter of William Mountjoy, the 

gentleman owner of a neighbouring manor. Coming from an ôarmigerousõ family with his own 

coat of arms, this was probably the same William Mountjoy who entered Balliol College in Oxford 

in 1606, and studied law at Lincolnõs Inn, London, in 1608. In 1626 he purchased the manor of 

Biddeston St. Peters, ten miles to the east of Bathford but died leaving his only daughter Mary 

as his only heir, before her marriage to John Skrine (A2) in 1657. Under Cromwellõs rule, the 

banns were published in the market place in Bath, while the marriage itself took place in nearby 

Marshfield. A marriage settlement for an unknown amount was agreed and signed by Maryõs 

mother and by senior members of the Skrine family, and Johnõs father Henry (A1) added a further 

settlement of land. Four months after his marriage, and when he was forty years old at most 

John Skrine (A2) made his will, but its contents and when he died are unknown. He could have 

died as early as 1658, when his only child, John (A3) was born, or he could have lived another 

twenty years, dying only shortly before John (A3) came of age in 1679 and inherited from him 

as his heir. 

 

John Skrine (A3) of Warleigh and the Middle Temple. (b. 1658 ð d. 1697) 

Born in 1658, the year after his parentõs marriage, John Skrineõs (A3) early life was 

inauspicious. Following the birth of a sister, Sarah Maria, his mother, Mary Mountjoy, died in 

1668 when he was ten, and if as is possible his father died in 1658, John (A3) would have been 

fatherless almost from birth. If his father survived, he would have seen to his sonõs education. 

Otherwise this responsibility would have fallen to a legal guardian, a role filled perhaps by his 

fatherõs younger brother, Henry ôthe Youngerõ (A2(b)) who in later life is known to have managed 

his nephewõs estates when John (A3) was in London. 

In 1676 when he was eighteen, John (A3) was entered as a student at St. Edmundõs Hall at 

Oxford, the traditional university for students from the west of England. From modest beginnings 
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in 1446 and seven generations of steadily increasing prosperity, for the Skrines of Warleigh this 

was a momentous step. 

As was customary with sons of gentlemen at the time, in 1679, part-way through the 

flamboyant reign of Charles II and in the year of his majority, John Skrine (A3) proceeded from 

Oxford to the Middle Temple in London, where the Inns of Court served as a kind of finishing 

school giving young gentlemen experience of life in the capital city, and providing basic 

knowledge of the law that would help them in the future management of their affairs. John (A3) 

however, took his legal education seriously and was called to the bar as a fully qualified barrister 

in 1687, two years into the troubled reign of James II. 

He was clearly a man of high aspirations, and while at the Middle Temple and still only 

twenty-four years old, he lost no time in formally registering the Skrinesõ traditional coat of arms 

with the College of Heralds, so confirming himself to be like his grandfather Mountjoy, 

ôarmigerousõ. That he was able to convince the Heralds of his right to bear the arms which with 

minor differences in tincture (ie colour) so closely resemble those of the Spanish royal house of 

Castile and Leon, strongly supports the evidence now available of an early marriage between a 

Skrine/Skerne and a ôDespaigneõ nephew of Edward Iõs Queen Eleanor of Castile.  

Now a confirmed armiger, and lord of the manor of Warleigh, in 1690, aged thirty-two, John 

Skrine (A3) made a prestigious marriage to Elizabeth Dickson, the sixteen-year-old daughter of 

Richard Dickson of Covent Garden in London. The Dicksons also were armigerous and Richard 

Dickson was sufficiently known and respected in London to have been offered, but refused, the 

position of a Deputy Sheriff of the City. As probably a younger son, he had been apprenticed as 

a haberdasher ð a maker of caps and hats and/or tapes and ribbons ð and as a citizen of London 

in later life he paid a large fine rather than serve in the high offices to which he was elected in the 

Worshipful Company of Haberdashers, pleading ôsome indispositionõ or having no leisure timeõ. 

He was however, a wealthy and generous man and the dowry agreed as part of his daughterõs 

marriage settlement was £3,000, equivalent in 2016 at a conservative estimate to £3.4 million. 

John Skrineõs part of the settlement ôrecited at length and with much local detail particularising 

the existing tenancies in all that manor of Warleyõ. 

Scrupulous in every detail, there is no mistaking that John of the Middle Temple was a 

lawyer. Following the birth in 1691 of Richard (A4), his only son and heir, he set about the 

reunification of the three manorial lordships created in 1639 from the single manor of Forde by 

the original purchasers, his grandfather Henry Skrine (A1), his great uncle John Skrine (B1) and 

William Fisher. From their descendants, piece by piece in many carefully documented small 

deals he succeeded in buying up most of the land and other property in what for fifty years had 

been the separate manors of Bathford and Shockerwick so that it is thanks to John Skrine of the 

Middle Temple (A3) that in spite of their name, the Skrines of Warleigh were hence forward to 

be lords of the manor of most of the original manor of Forde, with full manorial rights and duties. 

Among his purchases was the Lower House (q.v.) recently vacated by Mary nee Eyre, who as the 

widow of John Skrine (B3) had moved to the nearby hamlet of Aycombe. 

From a request in his will that ôthe path be made up to his house from Mill Laneõ it is clear 

that when in Bathford, John of the Temple lived at the old Warleigh manor house, but much of 

his time was spent in London, with the management of the Warleigh estate left to his fatherõs 
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brother, Henry ôthe youngerõ (A2(b)). This Henry Skrine appears to have had influence in high 

places, for in 1676 Thomas Felton and William Chiffinch Esqs. Masters and Surveyors of his 

Majesties Hawkes did ôhereby Constitute and Appoint Henry Skrine, gentleman, our True and 

Lawful Deputy Authorising him hereby to take away all Guns, Netts, Trammills, Tunnels, 

Setting Dogs and all other such engines as destroy the Game of Hare, Pheasant, Heron, 

Partridge and all other wild fowl Contrary to the Laws and Statutes of this Realm until we 

shall Declare to the Contrary, and we do hereby Will and Require all Gamekeepers and others 

to be ayding and assisting to the said Henry Skrine in the premises afore saydõ. William 

Chiffinch was a famous personality and Page of the Backstairs to King Charles II and James II. 

Evidence that John of the Temple (A3) lived much of his time in London leaving his uncle 

Henry the Younger in charge of the Warleigh estate, comes from John of the Templeõs will made 

shortly before his death in 1697 at just forty years old. As was customary, he left money for the 

poor of Bathford and was buried at St Swithunõs church. To his second child, Sarah Maria, her 

grandfather Richard Dickson had already promised ôa very good fortuneõ and in his will, John 

Skrine added £1,000 (c. £125,000). Other money and the whole of the Warleigh estate went to 

his son and heir, Richard (A4) then only six years old. To his widow, John of the Temple left his 

personal estate, including plate, jewels and household stuff and ð a reflection of his prosperity 

ôhis chariot and horses in London and his coach in the countryõ, together with the ômixt landsõ in 

Shockerwick that were part of her marriage settlement, for as long as she remained a widow. 

Should she remarry, all of the personal 

property and the ômixed landsõ would revert to 

Richard (A4) and his sister. Soon after John of 

the Temple died, his widow did remarry and 

with her new husband, Richard Downing ôof 

Warleyõ, she had a second son, Dickson 

Downing, named after her father. While 

Richard Downing died shortly afterwards in 

1701, she herself survived until 1714, and 

since she died and was buried at St Giles in 

London, it is likely that she and her children, 

including Richard (A4), spent some of her 

second widowhood at least in the care of her 

father, the wealthy and generous Richard 

Dickson. 
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The Skrine Family ôRelicsõ 

Introduction 

The Skrine family relics are more properly described as heirlooms: a collection of small 

objects which may neither be bought nor sold, but passed down through the generations into 

the care of each successive heir to the familyõs Bathford estate. 

Kept today in an undistinguished little box, they are described in an unpublished note by 

Duncan William Hume Skrine (1846 ð 1928), second son of Henry Duncan Skrine (A8), as 

having been shown to him around 1870 by his father. They consist of a personal seal, a large 

medallion, a silver filigree cross and a miniature portrait in a case, all said to have been inherited 

from Richard Skrine ð ôDon Eskrinoõ. 

Since it now appears as certain as can be without documentary support that the family 

tradition regarding the history of Richard Skrine ð ôDon Eskrinoõ (q.v.) as a family benefactor who 

made his fortune as a Spanish gentleman in Spain may well be largely correct, it has to be 

considered whether it could also be the case that, as family tradition has it, the four smaller relics, 

all now verging on 400 years old, were indeed the personal property of Don Eskrino. 

 

The Seal 

The impression of a seal on hot wax was for centuries used to identify the signatories to 

legal documents, and in personal life, to secure private correspondence before the coming of 

the envelope. A label attached to the seal in the collection of Skrine relics reads, on one side 

òThis seal has come down as a family heirloom with the filagree (sic) cross, the medal of Queen 

Mary and Philip, and the miniature of Don Eskrino, who probably was Richard Skrineó. On the 

other side of the label is written òThe seal of John Skrine of the Middle Temple, grandson of 

Henry Skrine of Warleigh (and) used by him to seal a deed in 1695ó. 

Although yet to be professionally dated, the seal appears to be of considerable age and is 

perhaps unusual in having three facets, the first showing, reversed, the Skrine blazon of two 
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castles and two lions rampant, and the 

second, also reversed, the Skrine family 

crest of a castle surmounted by a lion 

couchant. On the base, the side which 

would have been used in place of the 

personal signature are a number of 

capital letters reversed and intertwined. 

In the 2016 three people, not family 

members and not knowing what they 

were looking for, all identified the letters 

which form the word ESKRINO, as did 

also Duncan William Hume Skrine in his 

note on the relics. 

 

 

 

 

As already discussed, the very strong indication is that the seal was indeed the personal 

seal of Richard Skrine who died ôabroadõ in 1634, leaving money to his nephews Thomas (B1) 

and Henry (A1) Skrine, which they used in 1635 to purchase the manor of Bathford. The 

statement on a label that the seal was used by John Skrine of the Temple (A3) in 1695 must 

surely be an error: none of the Warleigh Skrines used the name ESKRINO.  

  

To create an image as 

would be seen in the wax 

seal, the photograph was 

ΨŦƭƛǇǇŜŘΩ ƭŜŦǘ-to-right and 

then converted to the 

negative image. 

The letters can be traced 

as shown. Note that I  was 

often written as J 
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The Medallion 

What is probably the 

second-oldest of the small family 

heirlooms is a large medallion 

(not silver) depicting on one side a 

bride and groom, and on the 

other a marriage feast. In ôSkrine 

of Warleyõ it is said to represent 

the marriage in 1554 between 

Queen Mary I of England and 

Philip II of Spain. 

The medallion carries two 

prominent inscriptions. The one 

on the side of the bride and groom 

is in Latin and reads òQUOS 

DEUS CONJUNXIT HOMO NON 

SEPARETó i.e. òThose whom God 

has joined let no man put 

asunderó. The inscription on the 

reverse however, is in German. It reads òJESUS CHRISTUS MACHE WASSER ZWEIN IN CANA 

GALIL JOH IIó, the reference being to the miracle performed by Jesus in turning water into wine 

at a marriage in Cana in Galilee as described in Saint Johnõs gospel chapter 2. 

In 2008 Philip Attwood, Keeper of Coins and Medals at the British Museum gave his opinion 

as follows òThe medal appears from the images supplied to be an early 17th century German 
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marriage medal. One side shows a newlywed couple and the other the marriage at Cana from 

the gospel of Saint John. Medals with a moral and/or religious message were popular in Germany 

at this time. The medal would probably have been made speculatively for sale as a wedding giftò. 

Although the suggestion which follows requires verification, a detail in the portrayal of the 

figures depicted on the medal suggests that it could have been issued in commemoration of a 

particular and very prestigious German marriage. 

The design of the side of the medallion showing the marriage feast follows closely Saint 

Johnõs description, with Jesus and his mother, the haloed figures on the left, and in the 

foreground the six jars containing the miraculously-created wine. The portly figure to the right 

holding the glass aloft is presumably the ôruler of the feastõ who tasted the wine and found it 

good, while the two figures seated at the table, rather clumsily portrayed, are the bride and 

groom. What is significant is that while all the other figures are bare-headed, the bride wears a 

royal coronet. On the reverse, she is more clearly represented as a young woman, again wearing 

her coronet, while the bridegroom is bare-headed, implying that unlike her he was not a royal 

personage. 

Given that the medallion has been dated by an expert to the early 17th century, a date 

consistent with the style of dress, a strong possibility, though still requiring verification, is that 

the bride wearing the coronet was the 17-year-old Princess Elizabeth, daughter of King James I 

of England, who in 1613 was married with great pomp in Westminster Abbey in London to the 

equally young protestant Elector Palatine in what is now the southern Rhineland in Germany. 

The marriage was a political move and part of King Jamesõs ill-fated attempt to create a balance 

of power between protestant and catholic powers in Europe. The marriage would certainly have 

been seen in Germany as sufficiently prestigious to warrant the issue of a celebratory medal. In 

the event King Jamesõs scheme failed, for in 1619, Frederick allowed himself to be elected King 

of Bohemia, only to be forced to flee within the year when his country was overrun by the catholic 

Hapsburgs, leaving his ôdivinely beautifulõ and charming royal English princess to live in exile in 

Europe, renowned to this day as the romantic ôWinter Queenõ. 

How a medal created in Germany and apparently not circulated in England came into the 

possession of the Warleigh Skrines as country yeomen in Somerset in the early 1600s it is 

impossible to tell. It could have been acquired by a later family member when travelling abroad, 

or come into the family through a marriage.  However, because the tradition in the family is that 

the relics were the property of Richard Skrine, Don Eskrino, the possibility exists that as part of 

his ôadventurous careerõ abroad, Richard Skrine saw military service in the Palatinate in Germany 

and of obtained the medallion there. 
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The Silver Filigree Cross 

The ôblackened silver filigree cross, double and containing three little parcelsõ remembered 

from his childhood circa 1870 in a family memoir by Duncan William Hume Skrine is a true 

religious reliquary. According to experts it cannot be dated stylistically, and it shows little sign of 

wear. The little parcels of cotton or linen are clear to see when the cross is opened up, and each 

is marked with small brown stains. There is no way now of knowing to which particular saints 

these relics were attributed, or whether within one of the parcels there is still a fragment, reputedly 

of the true cross as mentioned in ôSkrine of Warleyõ. Devotional objects such as these were 

universally revered as long as England remained a catholic country, and continue to be used in 

the Roman catholic church today; but following Henry VIIIõs reformation of the English church 

in 1539 their use by protestants was discouraged, if not actually forbidden. As protestants since 

at least the mid-1500s when Thomas Skrine (8) served as churchwarden at St Swithunõs church, 

possible Skrine owners of the cross could only include members of the family living as Catholics 

before the Reformation, or during the brief revival of catholicism in the 1550s under Henry VIIIõs 

daughter, Queen Mary. 

Here also, however, tradition has it that with the other relics the cross came into the family 

through Richard Skrine, Don Eskrino. For this to be true it has to be presumed that during his 

time in Spain under a devoutly catholic Spanish King, Richard Skrine converted to Roman 

Catholicism. As with the medallion, there is little likelihood now that the true history of the cross 

can ever be known, and like the medallion, it could equally have come into the family through 

marriage or in some other way.  
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The Pendant Portrait Miniature in a Case 

 

A duplicate of this small portrait is held in the Holburne Museum in Bath, catalogued simply 

as ôan unknown man, painted by a follower of Cornelius Jonson (1593 ð 1662) with the further 

comment that ôthe miniature is datable c. 1650. It is competently painted and is in the style of 

Jonson, the treatment of the eyes being particularly reminiscent. Although the miniature is 

competently handled, it cannot be attributed to the master, but is by one of his followersõ. Amina 

Wright, Senior Curator at the Holburne has in 2016 provided the additional information that ôthe 

Holburne portrait is painted in oil on copper, or possibly card, with the version held by the Skrine 

family today apparently painted on a yellow metal supportõ. The version held by the Holburne 

Museum was given to them in July 1938 by a Mr. H.E. Head of 14, Dunsford Place, Bathwick 

Hill, Bath. From the measurements given, the two versions of the portrait appear to be identical 

in size, and while it has not been possible to compare them directly, photographs taken 

independently show the portraits themselves as being virtually identical. It is not certain whether 

this is also true of the case which in the version held by the Warleigh Skrines is backed by what 

was perhaps originally green shagreen, lined with green velvet. 

As Ms. Amina Wright comments, ôthe suggestion on a label attached to the Skrinesõ portrait 

stating that the sitter was Don Eskrino, the founder of the family who came as a courtier to Philip 

when he married Queen Mary Tudor in 1554 is of course nonsense, given the probable date of 

the portraitõ i.e. c. 1650. 

Bearing in mind that the Holburne Museumõs current attribution of the painter is to a 

follower of Cornelius Jonson rather than to ôthe master himselfõ it is nevertheless worth quoting 

the account of Jonson given in ôThe Genius of British Paintingõ edited by David Piper (1975). 

Born in England in 1593 of Dutch parents, Jonsonõs style was influenced by Van Dyke, but - òhe 

is best known for a succession of charming small portraits, many set within a painted oval. He 

was one of the Kingõs ôpicture drawersõ and had painted Charles I, but his most accomplished 


