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THE INFLUENCE AND WEALTH OF JOHN, 

FIRST EARL OF SHREWSBURY 
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v1 

THE AFFINITY OF JOHT1, FIRST EARL OF S'MEWSBURY 

Most of the problems met in the study of medieval 

affinities are created by the general paucity of evidence. 

The haphazard survival of legal and financial records makes 

an accurate assessment of the influence of an individual 

lord and the identity of all his permanent followers vir- 

tually impossible. John, lot Earl of Shrewsbury, is no 

exception. In co=on with so mazy of the peerage of the 

fifteenth century not one indenture of retainer between hin 

and any of his servants has survived. 
(') 

It is known, however, 

that he employed this form of legal contract, for a mandate of 

1423 is extant ordering the payment of an annuity to Laurence 

Merbury, as specified in the terms of an indenture made bet- 

ween the two. 
(2) 

Unfortunately, the evidence for the payment- 

of annuities and fees is little fuller. In addition to the 

annuity paid to Merbury, Talbot's will and the estate accounts 

of B1ac1 ere and Sheffield provide evidence of the payment of 

(1) cf Richard, Duke of York, and the family of Percy 
(J. T. Rosenthal, 'The estates and finances of Richard, 
Duke of York', Studies in Medieval and Renaissance History, 
ii (1965), 189; J. M. Vt. Bean, The Estates of the Percy 
Family, p95). For the fourteenth century, see G. A. Holmes, 
The Estates of-the' f the Hip-her Mobility, ch III, passim. 

(2) Hill Ad Ch 73948. 
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only nine fees of any substance. 
(') 

But Talbot is also known 

to have granted the use of five of his manors, or parts thereof, 

to dependents, although two were made over to his senior admini- 

strative officers, one to his brother-in-law and another to a 

man, Thomas Everinghan, who is also known to have been an 

annuitant. 
(2) 

Excluding his brother-in-law, but including the 

two senior administrators, this gives a total of thirteen known 

to be financially tied to Talbot. In the circumstances, there 

fore, the evidence of trusted servants and councillors employed 

in the management of his affairs takes on added significance. 

Appendix III attempts to list the more important of Talbot's 

known retainers, followers and servants. It does not include 

many of his purely household, junior administrative or menial 

staff, some of whose names are revealed in the surviving estate 

(1) The nahes of these and the details of the fees are listed in 
Appendix III. Evidence that would be supplied by an Auditor's 
valor or Receiver's General account is sorely missed but, since 
Blaclanere and Sheffield provided almost half the landed income, 
it appears that the estates were not heavily charged with fees 
and annuities. Those charged to Blaclanere in the 1430s repre- 
sented a little under, and those to Sheffield in the 1440s a 
little over, ten per cent of the net income. 

(2) Tasley was at one time held by his Receiver General, Richard 
Legett; Weston Turville by Legett and his assistant, Roger 
Stedman; CredenhilLby his brother-in-law, Richard de la Mare; 
Painswick by Thomas Everingham and two thirds of Alberbury by 
Hugh Burgh. Tasley, Weston Turville and Painswick (worth about (£150) could well have been held to use rather than as fees. 



216 

accounts. 
(') 

This study is not concerned with the host of 

lesser dependents, but with the men of substance who formed 

the nucleus of his following and influence. It is to this 

group that the term affinity is here applied. Over a period of 

fifty years, the size and composition of this affinity is bound 

to have fluctuated. Since only a handful of men known to have 

served hin before 1427 are also kno= to have been in his service 

after 1442, Talbot's affinity has been divided into two chrono- 

logical sections: one of the followers identifiable before he 

set out on his long career in France and the other of those 

associated with him after his elevation to an earldom. On this 

basis it can be seen that his affinity increased from at least 

twenty men in his early life to thirty-five or more in his last 

ten years. If these numbers are compared with the (equally 

incomplete) knowledge of the followings enjoyed by his much 

wealthier contemporaries, the Dukes of Buckingham and York and 

the Earl of Warwick, they would not appear to be much below 

(1ý It does not include, for example, his servants Bandewyn, 
Thomas Balthorpe and James French, nor his three chaplains, 
William Berkesyrell, Thomas More and John "Unchcombe, whoa 
he made his feoffees in Blaclonere in 1443 (TIM, ii, p351; 
BP 76/1427-89 1435-6; 82/1427-8; CCR, 1441-7, P155). For 
his junior household and administrative staff see Ch VIII 
passim. 
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parity. 
(l) 

The careers and attachments of the more prominent of 

Talbot's followers are outlined below and the influence wielded through 

his affinity then discussed. 

Of those who were certainly retainers, the families of Burgh of 

lattlesborough and Everin ham of Newhall stand out. Hugh Burgh, whose 

origins are obscure, appears to have come of a Westmorland family 

attached to Thomas Nevill, Lord Furnival, with whom he came to 

Shropshire. 
(2) 

There he eventually established himself by harrying, 

before 1413, Elizabeth, daughter and sole heiress of John de Mouthey, 

in right of whom he occupied extensive lands in the county, the principal 

(1) The Duke of Buckingham had 83 annuitants, including household 
servants and minstrels, in 1448; there were at least 49 men in 
receipt of annuities from Warwick towards the end of his life and 
York enjoyed the services of at least 77 retainers and annuitants 
in c1450 (T. B. Pugh, The Marcher Lordships of South Wales, P159; 
C. D. Ross, 'The estates and finances of Richard Beauchamp, Earl 
of Warwick', Du, dale Society Occasional Pavers, 12 (1956), p16 
and J. T. Rosenthal, loc cit, pp190-1. Rosenthal did not include 
in his numbers the 15 annaitants and feeholders listed in a valor 
of 1442-3 (PRO, SC 11/818) nor the 11 additional retainers, 'Esquires 
of the Duke', who accompanied York to Prance in 1441 (-, E101/53/33)" 
of Hastings' 67 indentured retainers later in the century (w. R. Dunham, Lord HastinMs' Indentured Retainers, p121). 

(2) J. B. Blakeway, The Sheriffs of Shropshire, p66. For notes on Burgh's career see also J. S. Roskell, The Commons in the 
Parli^, ment of 1422, pp158-9. 
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of which was the manor of Wattlesborough. 
(1) 

He seems to have first 

served Talbot as the second in command of the garrison of Montgomery 

in 1405. He was still with him in 1407(2) and probably continued in his 

service throughout the pacification of Wales. In 1408 he also becune 

a feoffee of Ankaret, Lady Talbot, in the lordship of Corfham for the 

conveyance of the estate to his lord. And in 1411 he performed a 

similar service as attorney of Griffin Hinton to deliver certain lands 

in Yorkshire to Maud, Lady Furnival. 
(3) 

No record of his receiving fees or annuities has survived, but in 

1414 Talbot granted two parts of the manor of Alberbury (neighbouring 

Wattlesborough) to Burgh's use. 
(4) 

In the summer of the same year his 

son was christened at Alberbury church and Talbot was one of the god- 

fathers of the boy, who was named in his honour. 
(S) 

Talbot had also 

been appointed Lieutenant of Ireland in 1414 and he secured the appoint- 

went of Burgh as the Treasurer. Soon after his son's christening, 

(1) G. T. Bridgeman, 'The Princes of Upper Powys', Powysland Club 
Collections, i (1858), pp90-8. Elizabeth succeeded in 1414 to her 
father's estates and a large section of the Corbet inheritance from 
her mother. In addition to Wattlesborough, this included Wentnor, 
Shelve, Yockleton, and a quarter part of the forest of Cause. 
(H. T. Weyman, 'Shropshire MPs', TSAS, 4th Series, xi, Pt i, p12). 

(2) PRO, E101/44/6,14- 

(3) CCR, 1413-229 p24; J. B. Blakeway, op cit. 

(4) T. F. Dukes, The Antiquities of Shropshire, p107. 

(5) H. T. Wr; yman, be cit, pp22-3. 
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therefore, Burgh crossed over to Dublin (with Laurence Merbury, the new 

Chancellor) where he was sworn into office on 18 September. He then 

returned to England in order to escort the Lieutenant across to his new 
(1) 

post in November. In the following May he returned yet again to 
t 

England, where he stayed for three years. He was kept occupied, for he 

was elected to Parliament in October 1415 and again in March 1416; 

whilst on 10 February he was appointed to the Shropshire bench. 
(2) 

Talbot also returned to England in February 1416 and did not go back 

to Ireland until May 1418, when Burgh probably accompanied him. Burgh 

finally surrendered his Irish office in 1420, when his lord was replaced 

as Lieutenant by James, Earl of Ormond, and is not known to have left 

England again. 
(3) 

During the last decade of his life Burgh devoted himself to 

Shropshire affairs. He was three times more an Mi' for the county (in 

1421,1422 and 1425) and sat on various commissions. He was sheriff 

(ý) Rot Pat Claus Hib, pp205,205b, 209b, 211. Merbury, who was 
Burgh's predecessor as Treasurer of Ireland, was the other god- 
father to his son. 

(2) H. T. Weyman, loo cit; CPR, 1413-16, p422. 
(3) J. H. Wylie, Henry V, ii, p61. 
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for the first and only time when he died in 1430. 
(') 

He still played 

an important part in Talbot's affairs, although in less personal con- 

tact. He is known to have stayed at least twice at Blaclanere 

(Christmas 1424 and in 1428), where he carried out duties as a coun- 

cillor. And at the time of his death he was one of those handling 

contributions for Talbot's ransom. 
(2) 

John Burgh was only sixteen when his father died, but he had 

possibly already been retained to accompany the young King to France. 

That he served in France is shown by the fact that he later styled him- 

self as Lord of Olonde, near Cherbourg. It was probably he who was 

Captain of Renville in 1433-34 and Lieutenant of Cherbourg in January 1436. 

Although there is no evidence that he ever served in war under his god- 

father, 
(3) 

the close connection with the family was maintained. In 

August 1436 he was in England and staying at Blaclanere with Christopher 

Talbot and Thomas Corbet and two months later Christopher's cousin, 

Ankaret Corbet, was entertained by him at Nattlesborough. He also 

(1) H. T. Wyman, be cit; CPR, 1416-22, P444; 1422-29, pp276,467; 
J. B. Blakewsy, op cit, p66. 

(2) EP 85/1424-259 76/1427-28; CCR, 1429-35, p27- 
(3) PRO, E101/70/4/669; H. T. Weyman, loc cit, p22; Wars of the Ennlish 

ii, p544; CPR, 1429-36, p533. It is by no means certain that this 
was in each case the same man. It is quite possible that his youth 
commended him as suitable company in 1430. 
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followed in his father's steps as a councillor and officer to Talbot, 

becoming Lord Lisle's Receiver. 
(') 

Unlike his father, John Burgh occupied Wattlesborough in his own 

right. Being one of the richest landowners in Shropshire, he enjoyed a 

far greater prestige and independence. He was five times sheriff (1441-42, 

1448-49,1452-53, and two consecutive years 1462-64); a JP from 6 July 

1445, from which date he is taken to be knighted; and twice DP in 1445-46 

and 1452-53.2) He was loyal to Henry VI in the last years of his reign, 

but made his peace with Edward IV. Nevertheless, he sat on the Readeption 

bench for Shropshire before he died in 1471. In these later years, 

however, he had moved away from the Talbot circie. 
(3) 

(1) EP 76/1435-36,1436-37; CCR, 1441-47, p155; CPR, 1467-77, P79" In 
1443 he was one of the witnesses of the conveyance of Blackmere to 
feoffees. In 1468 he was pardoned for not answering a plea that he 
render his account to Margaret, Countess of Shrewsbury, executrix of 
John, Viscount Lisle, for the time when he was his Receiver. This 
was presumably of Lisle's Shropshire estates, granted to him in 1443. 

(2) Wedgwood, P134. It is interesting that during his first shrievalty 
Sir Christopher Talbot was elected to Parliament and that in his 
second Talbot's Receiver General, Richard Banaster, was returned 
(see below p 234) 

(3) Ibid. For Burgh's relations with Humphrey, Duke of Buckingham, see 
below p 246. 
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At least three years before Hugh Burgh's death Thomas Everin; ham(l) 

of iletirhall, Leicestershire, and Beverley, Yorkshire, entered Talbot's 

service. Probably the son of Sir John Everinghan, he had served at 

Agincourt, when only fifteen, in his father's retinue. He later com- 

manded his own retinue in France, fighting at Verneuil and in Anjou in 

1425. 
(2) 

The first record of his service with Talbot is his appointment 

as co-janitor of Blackmere on 1 Juno 1427. 
(3) 

Mis probably marked the 

beginning of twenty-five years employment. On 14 March 1428 he was gran- 

ted the stewardship of Wexford. 
(4) 

He eventually surrendered the fee 

from Blacknere, but was granted an annuity of E10 charged to the issues 

of the forest of Bradfield, Sheffield, as well as the stewardship of the 

lordship with its fee of ¬6/13/4d. In addition to these fees he held 

the lordship of Painswick, by way of gift, or to use, for a period before 

1443. 
(5) 

He apparently enjoyed far greater reward than Hugh Burgh. 

(1) For notes on Everin; hom see Wedgiood, p308-9. 
(2) IT. H. Nicolas, The Battle of Agincourt, P355; Wars of the English, 

ii, pp394,412. 

(3) BP 76/1427. 
(4) Rot Pat Claus Hib, p241b. 

(5) ? AAS, ii, pp74,344-60; CCR, 1441-7, p155. Although he was said to 
hold Pain ick and other lands as gift, since the value was worth 
cE150, it seems more likely that he held then to the use of Lord 
Talbot. 
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But less is known of his service. He was employed to escort 

2. ZacMurrou, h fron Goodrich to Chester when he was released in 1427. He 

next appeared in Talbot's retinue in France in 1440, where he tool. part 

in the siege of Harfleur. 
(1) 

Thereafter it is difficult to distinguish 

between Everingham and his son, also named Thomas. Thonas, 'le jeune', 

took his father's place in France in 1441, 
(2) 

but it is not imediately 

clear which of the two cent back with Talbot in 1442 (the muster roll 

does not indicate whether it was father or son). It appears, however, 

that it was the younger Everingham who served before Dieppe in November 

and became Lieutenant of Harfleur in 1443, 
(3) 

for the elder was at 

Rotheran on 4 January 1443 settling, a dispute between Talbot tenants. 
(4) 

Evering, ham senior, indeed, had been made a JP in 144.2. Four years later, 

in September 1446, he was at Sheffield to witness Sir John Talbot's will 

and in September 1452 he becae an executor of his lord's w7ill. 
(5) 

He 

was sheriff of. Vlarwickshire and Leicestershire in 1447-8 and elected 12P 

(1) BP 76/1427; AN, K 65/1/5,66/1/32,50. For the siege see above p173-4 

(2) All, K 67/1/34- 

(3) PRO, E101/54/2; BIT, Mss Fr 1596; CPR, 1441-6, p203. 

(4) THAS, ii, p242. As steward he had also been in Sheffield to hold the 
'Toure of Hallamshire' in April 1441 (T. 71. Hall, Sheffield Records", 
P34). 

(5) Testanenta Eboracensia, (Surtees Society, xxx) p253. He is not to be 
confused with Thomas Everinjhan of Stainborough, whose will was 
proved 10 January 1454 (ibid, p168) Register Stafford and Kemp, 
f 312b. 
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for the latter county in 1449 and 1453-0) His son appears to have 

remained at his post at Harfleur, for it vi he who handed the to''m over 

to the French on 1 Jamary 1450. He later sailed to Bordeaux with 

Talboot and was a captain, or standard bearer, in his may, with a place 

in his council of war. Although he apparently advised against the fatal 

attack, he was shot dead as he planted his lord's barmer on the ramparts 

at Castillon. 
(2) 

After the double blow of 1453 Everinnham senior 

remained in the service of John, 2nd Eaxl of Shrewsbury, whoa he followed 

in support of the Lancastrian cause. He was either killed at Tovrton or 

died soon afterr-rards. 
(3) 

The Burghs and Ereringha s were the closest of Talbot's retainers. 

For the most part, however, it is probably more convenient to consider 

his affinity in groups correspondin to the origin or locality of con- 

nections. Several men, for instance, seem to have come into Talbot's 

circle for no other reason than their blbdd relationship to him. His 

relationship with these members of his family, his sisters' husbands 

and their children, is shown in the following genealogical chart: - 

(1) Tted, vood, P309. 

(2) Wars of the EnMlish, ii, p629; Basin, ii, pp195-6; Chattier, iii, 
P7. 

(3) He was his feoffee in Alton, Staffordshire (PRO, C139/179). For his 
later career see Vted vtood. 
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Two of Talbot's brothers-in-law, Barre and Cokesey, accompanied him 

to Ireland, and after Barre's death Talbot and his sister were given 

custody of his estates and the wardship of his son John, who was also 

Talbot's godchild. Sir John Barre was later a feoffee for his cousin 

and, although retained by York, followed Shrewsbury in supporting 

Lancaster. 
(') 

Of Talbot's other nephews, Catesby was an executor of his 

will, and Green. a feoffee in 1448.2) On the other hand, despite their 

relationship there is little sign of alliance between the Tal. bots and 

the Earls of Devon. 

Of all Talbot's relations Sir Hugh Colzesey of S`Tilley, Worcestershire, 

was the most prominent in his service. According to Mar]eborough he was 

with Talbot in Ireland and must have distinguished himself in the engage- 

ment that led to the capture of Donogh Mac durrou&h in 1419, for on that 

day 'was Sir Hugh Cokesey made knight'. 
(3) 

In 1420 the two succeeded to 

the manor of Shifnal and on 1 ; lay 1421 they were both retained to serve 

with the King in France. Cokesey had returned by 1423 for he was in the 

(1) Sir Thongs Barre's son was born in 1415. In Ireland he sat on various 
commissions and received several grants. Sir John Barre served in 
France under York, but it seems his blood tie with Shrewsbury proved 
more binding,, for he served on all the Lancastrian commissions of 
1458-60 and even ber. 01tted from the forfeiture of Yorkist estates. 
(J. Duncumb, Herefordshire, iv, p98; Rot Pat Claus Hib, pp206b, 209; 
PRO, E101/53/33, C1397179; Vledgwood, P-4-47- 

(2) Lambeth, Register Stafford and hemp, f 311b. 

(3) Chronicle of Ireland, p28. 
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retinue with which Talbot prosecuted his feud with John Abrahall. 
(1 

After Talbot's marriage to Margaret Beauchamp (1425) he followed his 

brother-in-law into the service of Richard, Earl of Warwick, from Whom 

he subsequently received an annuity of £26/13/4d. 
(2) 

Talbot and Cokesey 

were involved in Warwick's feud with Joan, Lady of Abergavenny. In 

January 1426 Talbot's brother, William, was killed by Joan's men and in 

November Talbot and Cokesey put up recornizances and agreed to svsit the 

award of John, Duke of Bedford, on the affair. Nevertheless, on 27 May 

follo: 7irZ Joan complained that Cokesey and others had raided and sacked 

her manor of Snitterfield. 
(3) 

This was only shortly before Talbot 

returned to France, after which it appears Cokesey's association with 

him waned. 

Amon, -,, st those who viere involved against Abrahall in 1423 and, took 

part in the sack of Snitterfield was one John Green ' of BlacItmere' , who 
ý4ý 

may possibly have been a younger son of Sir Thomas Green and Mary Talbot. 

(1) CPR, 1413-22, p322; PRO, E101/70/5/700; Rot Parl, iv, p254a. 

(2) C. D. Ross, 'The estates and finances of Richard Beauchsnp, Earl 
of Warivick', Dugdale Society Occasional Pavers, 12 (1956), p16. 

(3) See above P141- 

(4) In the list of those who took part in the raid on Snitterfield 
Green is described as of Blaclaaere (CPR, 1422-9, p423). 
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He gras probably the sane John Green, however, who was on occasion his 

Lieutenant at Coutances and who also captained a retinue of Talbot's 

men in Ireland in the 14305. He enjoyed a fee charged to the manor 

of Middleton, which Talbot willed in 1452 he should continue to receive. 
(2) 

It is not surprising that his relations should have played a part 

in Talbot's affairs, but his affinity was bound to be rooted in local 

connections, in the counties where he held extensive estates. Of all the 

counties in which Talbot held lands Shropshire was clearly the most 

important. It was the county of his childhood, which he had defended 

against the Welsh. He had taken particular care to inherit his mother's 

lands there and had even endeavoured to marry his son into the county 

hierarchy. Above all, it was the county from which he took his title in 

1442. He was not, however, the only peer with an interest in the county, 

nor the most powerful. The Earls of Arundel and Stafford and, to a 

lesser extent, the Stranges of Knockin had a claim to influence. But 

above them all stood the Earls of March, represented in Talbot's later 

years by Richard, Duke of York. 

(1) He was Lieutenant of Coutances in 1428 and 1435-36 and had left the 
, garrison there before 10 October 1437 (BAT, Ms Fr, 25768/296,310; 
25772/991; 25773/1127; 25774/1291). In the Sheffield Receiver's 
Accounts of 1442-3 there is a reference to the payment of his sol- 
diers in Ireland in 1437-8 (THA. S, ii, p235). 

(2) Register Stafford and Kemp, f 312. In TEAS Series 3, iv, p375 his 
nine is wrongly transcribed as John Evens. 
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Talbot in fact enjoyed a special relationship with Richard of York. 

His lordship of Corfhazn was but seven miles from Ludlow, the headquarters 

of York's vast Marcher estates. (They were also close neighbours in 

other counties. York held Bisley in Gloucestershire, Wotton Bassett 

in Wiltshire and Wakefield in Yorkshire). He had also been retained by 

York's uncle, Edmund, Earl of March, in 1424, and the annuity of ¬100 

which he had been granted then he continued to receive during York's 

minority. 
(') 

They were brought closer together during York's two tours 

of duty in France and by 1442 Talbot's annuities had been doubled. He 

was by*far the highest paid of York's retainers. 
(2) 

He was godfather 

to York's daughter Elizabeth and it is possible that negotiations took 

place between them for the marriage of Edward, Earl of March, to Talbot's 

daughter Eleanor. 
(3) 

It is hardly surprising, therefore, that between 

(1) CPR, 1422-9, P332. 

(2) PRO, SC 11/818. For a list of York's retainers see J. T. Rosenthal, 
loe cit, p190-1. Rosenthal has unaccountably neglected the evidence 
of Shrewsbury's (and other) annuities. In his list the highest 
annuity was paid to York's sister, the Countess of Eu. 

(3) ('', xi, p701. It may be suggested that Richard III's charge that 
Edward IV "Stode' married and trouth plight to Dome Elianor Butler, 
daughter of the old Earl of Shrewsbury" was inspired by knowledge 
that this had been discusse3 at one time. In fact, Eleanor was 
betrothed to Thomas, eldest son of Ralph, Lord Sudeley, in 1452, and 
married him soon after. (Rcrosay, ii, p487; CP, xii, Pt i, p422; 
Register Stafford and Kemp, f 312). 
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01436 and 1453 Shropshire was dominated by their powerful combination. 
(') 

The York-Shrewsbury connection was strengthened by their mutual 

friend, neighbour and retainer, William Burley of Broncroft. 
(2) 

A full 

biography of Burley, the most influential of the Shropshire gentry in the 

mid-fifteenth century, has been written by J. S. Roskel1. 
(3) 

Unfortu- 

nately, Roskell has done less than justice to the connection between 

Burley, and his father, with the Talbots. John Burley acted as a feoffee 

for Gilbert, 4th Lord Talbot and was Richard, 5th Lord Talbot's Steward 

at Blackmere. '(4) There is every possibility that John Talbot and William 

Burley grew up together. William Burley initially served Thomas, Earl 

of Arundel, 
(5) 

who died in 1415 of dysentry contracted at the siege of 

(1) In the first fifteen years of the century Thomas, Earl of Arundel, 
had been the dominating lord of the county. In a dispute with Talbot 
over a property called Pokmore in 1413 he had been able to secure 
Talbot's confinement in the Tower for a few months (J. H. Wylie, 
Henry V, i, pp63-4). After his death there was something of a power 
vacuum until the emergence of York. 

(2) Broncroft was only one eile north of Corfham, in Corvedale. 

(3) 'William Burley of Broncroft', TSAS, 1vi, Pt iii, pp263-72i 

(4) BP 75/1389-90; CPR, 1385-89, p327" 
(5) He was his executor, Steward of Oswestry and the recipient of an 

annuity of ¬20 (J. S. Roskell, loc cit, p265). 

UNIVERSITY 
OF BRISTOL 
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Harfleur, but after his death became increasingly prominent in Talbot's 

affairs. In 1418 he was an attorney whilst Talbot was in Ireland. He 

soon became an important member of his council, in which work he seems 

to have been several times associated with Hugh Burgh. On 1 June 1427 he 

became co-janitor of Black mere and by 1433 he had succeeded to his 

father's office of Steward of Bla kmere, an office he evidently exercised 

in person. In 1443 he was one of the council members who witnessed the 

conveyance of the lordship to trustees. 
(') 

In the 1440s his time may 

well have been taken up more in the service of Richard of York, from whom 

in 1442-3 he received annuities worth ¬73/6/8d. 
(2) 

But as Talbot was 

also in receipt of higher annuities it would be wrront; to assume that he 

had thereby deserted him. It would be perhaps more accurate to refer to 

a York-Shrewsbury-Burley connection. 

Burley was in fact employed from time to time by all the Shropshire 

peerage and many of the gentry. He was never very far from the centre of. 

county influence. It is not to be wondered ;,. that he represented the 

county in nineteen parliaments between 1417 and 1455"(3) He completely 

overshadowed the other members of the gentry who can be numbered in 

Talbot's affinity. 

(1) CPR, 1 16-22, -153; 85/1424-5; 75/1427,1427-8,1433-4; 
8271434-5. He was paid a fee of £5 as steward. 

(2) PRO, Sc 11/818. 

(3ý For the details of this and the rest of Burley's career see TS Roskell, be cit. 
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Of these perhaps the most important were the La, cons of Willey. 

Richard Lacon also rose to prominence in the service of Thomas, Earl of 

Arundel. He was IT for the county in 1413 and 1414 and was knighted, 

possibly as a result of service under Arundel in France, before he became 

sheriff in 1415. 
(1) 

After Arundel's death he is to be found from time to 

time in the service of the Talbots and Stranges of Knockin. In September 

1434, for instance, the Receiver of Blaclanere travelled to 'Lacon's place' 

with nineteen horses on the business of Sir Christopher Talbot. In 1443 

he witnessed, with Burgh and Burley, the enfeoffinent of Blackinere to 

trustees. 
(2) 

During these years he was LiP for the county four more times 

(1421,1423,1430 and 1433) and sheriff again in 1428-29. But somewhat 

curiously he was only once on the bench, for a few months in 1422. He 

died before 1446.3) 

Sir Richard Lacon left two sons; Richard and William. Sir John 

Talbot became a feoffee of Richard (with William Lacon) in 1446, and it 

was probably this Richard who was killed by his own servant in 1452, 

whilst he was serving Margaret, Countess of Shrewsbury, against the 

Berkeleys. Smyth recorded that 'one Lacon' was so killed and that his 

(1) H. T. Weyman, loo cit, pp10-11; CFR, 1413-22, p128. 
(2) BP 76/1433-34; CCR, 1441-47, p155. He stood bail for Richard, Lord 

Strange, in May 1417 and witnessed several of his deeds in 1439. He 
also witnessed the Burnell deeds of 1416 (CCR, 1413-19, p393; 
1435-419 PP358,359,362; Cat Anc Deeds, ii, C233998). 

(3) H. T. Weyman, loc cit. 

_ _/ 
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murderer confessed that he killed him 'for his untrue dealing' in the 

Berkeley dispute. 
(') 

Richard's younger brother survived and outshone 

him, even in his own:. lifetime. William had been a JP since 1443, repre- 

sented Shropshire in Parliament in 1449-50,1450-51 and 1453-54, and was 

also sheriff in 1451-52. His services were much in demand and he acted 

as a feoffee for Sir John Talbot, amongst others. It was probably his 

skill at law which enabled him to advance so rapidly. In 1453 he became 

a Serjeant and transferred his interests to the home counties, rising to 

Justice of the King's Bench in 1465. 
(2) 

Other less prominent members of the gentry were perhaps more closely 

tied to Talbot. John Bridge of Lea, near Bishop's Castle (and ? Staundon, 

near Hereford was one such man. He had entered the Talbot household as 

a young man, for in 1389-90 he was delivering money to London on behalf of 

Richard, Lord Talbot. Between 1404-08 he served under Talbot on the bor- 

ders of Wales, being in command of the detachment holding Bishop's Castle. 

He accompanied his lord to Ireland where he became joint-Admiral of the 

(1) CCR, 14__41.7, pp435_6,437; J. Smyth, Lives of the Berkeleys, ii, p71. 
(2) Wedgwood, P522; PRO, 0139/154" With Sir John Burgh he was a coun- 

cillor of William Burley, and he also succeeded his father in the 
service of Strange of Knockin. But he was a citizen of London by 
1448, acquired the properties of Stone, Kent, and Bray, Berkshire, and 
was a JP for Kent fron 1458. He died in October 1475 (CPR, 1446-52, 
PP62,311; CCR, 1447-54, PP115,482). 
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Lieutenant's fleet. It was possibly he, styled as John Bridge of 

Staundon, and described as a retainer of John, Lord Furnival, who wit- 

nessed the baptism of Sir John Barre and gave evidence when his age was 

proved in 1436. 
(1) 

Because of the commonness of his name there is uncer- 

tainty over the details of his public career. But it seems likely that 

he was Escheator of Shropshire in 1404-05 and 1407-08, sheriff in 1412-13, 

and HP in 1426. He was perhaps also sheriff of Herefordshire in 1416-17- 

He died in 1443, at the age of 73, leaving a son, John, Richard Logett, 

Talbot's Receiver General was one of his executors. 
(2) 

One of Bridge's contemporaries, George Hawkstone of Hawkstone, was 

perhaps almost as close to Talbot, although much less is known of his 

career. But he was a councillor in 1427-28 and his son served in Talbot's 

company in France in 1436. He was an 1ZP in 1403,1415 and (with Bridge) 

in 1426; sheriff in 1416-17; and Escheator during Bridge's shrievalty 

in 1412-13 and again in 1417-18. 
(3) 

During the last term of office he 

(1) EP 75/1389-90; PRO E101/4s/6, 14; J. Duncumb, Herefordshire, iv 
p98; Rot Pat Claus Hib, p206. He was appointed Admiral of Ireland 
jointly with Sir John Kighley on 10 December 1414. He was also enter- 
tained at Blackmere in the summer of 1425 (BP 85/1424-25)" 

(2) H. T. Weyman, 10c cit, p17; TSAS, v (1883), p320. 

(3) BP 76/1427-28; AN K 64/1/34; H. T. Weyman, loc cit, P7" 
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was responsible for tal: ir Gilbert, Lord Talbot's estates into the 

King's hands and it was perhaps as a result of his connection with 

the family that he was temporarily granted their custody(') (until 

16 July 1420). He died before 1442 when his son, John, served as 

Escheator. 

Even less information has survived for the Banasters of Hadnall. 

Thomas served as a lance in the retinue Talbot took to France in 1421,2) 

and he married Eliza Corbet, whose brother, Thomas, married Talbot's 

niece Ankaret Barre. Their son Richard also entered Talbot's service, 

spent some time in his retinue in France, and eventually rose to become 

his Receiver General. He represented his county in Parliament in 1449. 
(3) 

His colleague then was Nicholas Eyton of Eyton on the Weald Moors, a man 

of somewhat more substantial means who was three times sheriff of the 

county (1439-40,1444-45 and 1454-55) and was a councillor of Talbot in 

1443. It is possible that he too was his nephew. 
(4) 

In addition to the local gentry there was room for the more ambitious 

(1) See abovelp25-6. 

(2) PRO, E101/50/1- 

(3) H. T. Weyman, loc cit, pp21-2. For details of his career in Talbot's 
service see below 007. 

(4) H. T. Weynan, loccit, pp20-1; Wedgwood, P309; J. B. Blakeway, 
o, cit, P70. In the Shropshire visitation he was said to have married 
Katherine, a daughter of John Talbot. Weyman points out that this Katherine was his mother. It seems possible, therefore, that she may 
have been a sister, rather than a daughter of Talbot. 
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and more able of Talbot's Shropshire tenants in his service. The most 

successful was Richard Legett of Corfham, who served him for over twenty 

years as Receiver General. John tlenlock of Blackaere was Receiver of 

that lordship for as many years, and his son became one of Margaret, 

Countess of Shrewsbury's most trusted servants. 
(') 

Two others from 

Blacimiere, William Savill and Thomas Pensax, were permanent members of 

Talbot's personal retinue in his early days. 
(2) 

There were no doubt 

others, both from the Gentry and his tenantry who served him, but it is 

sufficiently clear from the surviving evidence that he enjoyed a wide- 

spread, and more or less permenaht, following in the county. 

The situation was different in Gloucestershire, where Talbot does not 

appear to have exerted himself until he became involved in the feud with 

the Berkeleys. But once involved, and particularly in the last three 

years of his life, he and his Countess dominated Southern Gloucestershire. 

In the circumstances he inevitably commanded a large following in the 

county. The names of some of these men have been preserved in the docu- 

ments concerned with the feud and particularly in the deeds extracted 

(1) For their careers see below pp 296-305. 

(2) Savill was in his retinue in 1412, served in France in 1421, and 
was granted free occupation of his lands in Blacimere in 1427-8- 
(E. G. Kimball, The Shropshire Peace Roll, P105; PRO, E101/50/1; 

76/1427-8). Pensax was Ankaret, Lady Talbot's Steward of 
B1aci ere 1410-12, and accompanied Talbot to Ireland where he 
was granted. an annuity of ¬16/13/44. charged to the ton of Waterford (BP 75/1410-11; Rot Pat Claus Hib, p212b). 
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from the Berkeleys in 1451. 
(') 

But not all of Talbot's supporters in 1451 were newcomers to his 

affinity. Giles Bridges of Coberley was a councillor of some long stan- 

ding. In 1443 he was one of the witnesses to the enfeoffnent of 

Painswick to trustees, and was also instructed to hand over possession. 

And either in 1442, or 1451-2, with his son Thomas he was in attendance 

on his lord at a session of the manorial court. 
(2) 

Moreover, like 

Barre and Burley, he was a retainer of Richard of York, his most important 

Gloucestershire man. 
(3) 

It would appear that the York/Talbot alliance 

extended beyond the borders of Shropshire. Thomas Mill of Harescombe, 

Talbot's neighbour at Painswick, was also one of his key men in the area. 

He apparently held office in the lordship, and his son, William, was 

the Receiver. He was one of the men against whom Lady Berkeley warned 

her beleaguered husband in 1451. 
(4) 

(1) PRO, KB 27/763/42. 
(2) CCR, 1441-7, p151; S. Rudder, A New History of Gloucestershire, P593. 

Bridges(113-96-1467) Evas a JP from 1440, sheriff in 1430-1,1453-4 
and LT in 1430 and 1455-6. He remained a stalwart Yorkist and his 
son particularly profited from the usurpation of Eduard IV (Wedwvood, 
op cit, p110). 

(3) J. T. Rosenthal, loc cit, p190. He received an annuity charged to 
Bisley from 1440 at the latest. 

(4)S Rudder, o cit; J. Smyth, Lives of the Berkeleys, ii, p63. Mill 
(1400-60) was a JP from 1437; escheator in 1430-1; sheriff of 
Herefordshire 1435-6,1445-6; andLTP for Gloucestershire 1435, 
1439-40,1449. He becwae a staunch supporter of John, 2nd Earl of 
Shrewsbury, as did his son, Who was killed at Tovrton (Wedgwood, p595)" 
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There are others whose association with Talbot can be traced before 

the outbreak of violence. Henry Clifford of Frampton on Severn, Bridges' 

brother-in-law, 
(1) 

John Cassy of i1ightfield, 
(2) 

and Geoffrey Holford(3) 

were all involved in the conveyance of Painswick in 1443. But perhaps 

the most eminent of Talbot's followers was the lawyer Sir William 

Nottingham. His connection with Talbot is not documented before 1451, 

but he occupied a house in Gloucester granted to hin by his lord, and 

was the only Gloucestershire man to be appointed one of his executors. 
(4) 

Other =es cited in the Bertkeley deeds show that Talbot ßn3 his 

(1) J. Maclean, 'Elmore and the family of Guise', Transactions of the 
Bristol and Gloucestershire Archaeological Society, iii, pp49-78" 
He was never a JP nor an LIP. 

(2) Cassy (1415-83) was IP in 1437,1447,1453-4; escheator in 1451-2, 
and sheriff in 1469-70. For his somewhat tortuous and violent 
career see J. IT. Langston, 'Old Catholic families of Gloucestershire: 
The Cassys of Vlightfield', ibid, 1xciv (1955), pp133"S" 

(3) Holford was of the lesser gentry. His only office was escheator in 
1445-6. He was a witness to Viscount Lisle's will and perhaps more 
closely tied to hin (Resister Stafford and Kemp, f 313)" 

(4) S7e&gwood, pp642-3; Register Stafford and Kemp, f 312; Plottin, ham 
(1415-83) may possibly have been a relation of John Nottingham, the 
second husband of Talbot's sister, Mary. He was a JP from 1445, 
escheator 1446-7, bailiff of Gloucester 1449 and IT 1449-50, 
1453-4. He was appointed Kin�'s attorney for life in 1452 and a 
baron of the exchequer in 1461. 
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Countess had succeeded in mobilizing considerable local support. His 

power and influence in 1451 far outweighed Berkeley, with whom few cared 

to be associated. Three of the local gentry were in Talbot's retinue; 

John Guise of Elmore, (Giles Bridges' nephew), Nicholas Daunt of Wotton- 

under-Edge, and Richard Venables of nearby Alderley, who was classed by 

Lady Berkeley with 'Ton Mull' as particularly dangerous. 
(1) 

Fie was also 

supported by local legal opinion. Of the l. veyers in his retinue Robert 

Stanshavr of Stanshavi's Court neax Chipping Sodbury was the son of 

; 7a=lick's retainer, and a man perhaps particulaxly experienced in the 

Berkeley law-suit. 
(2) 

Talbot also enjoyed the counsel of John Edward of 

Gloucester, who held property in his manor of Badgeworth, and John the 

younger brother of Nicholas Dwunt. 
(3) 

Lady Berkeley's fears that Talbot 

would not turn on her husband until "hee caused yee have so fewe peopull 

about you" seem-to have been more than justified. 
(4) 

(1) J. Maclean, be cit; Vied wood, pp260-1; J. Smyth, op cit, p63; 
KB 27/763/42. Guise was sheriff in 1449-50,1454-5, on the second 
occasion succeeding his uncle, whom he followed in the service of 
York. It may have been he, styled John Gye, who was constable of 
Goodrich Castle in 1452. (Register Stafford and Kemp, f 311b). 

(2) J. S. Roskell, The Commons in the Parliament of 1422, p220.. _ . 
(3) J. T. Driver, 'Parliamentary burgesses for Bristol and Gloucester 

1422-36', Transactions of the Bristol and Gloucestershire 
Archaeological Society, l iv. 1955 , PP83-4; Wedgwood, pp260-1. 
Daunt was appointed Icing's Serjeant and a yeoman of the Crown in 
1452. In January 1462 he was described in a commission issued for 
his arrest as "evil disposed änd adherent to Henry VI". He was 
possibly killed at Tewkesbury. 

(4) J. Smyth, ibid. 
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Of the remaining areas in which Talbot held lands there is less to 

be said. He does not seem to have taken rauch interest in the affairs of 

Herefordshire. If necessary his interests could have been upheld by the 

Barres of Rothervias and John Bridge of Staundon, and perhaps also by the 

Bridges of Coberley, who held the manor of Fownhope. It is interesting- 

that his quarrel with John Abrahall was amicably settled, for Abrahall 

was a witness to the deeds of 1443. 
(') 

Bearing in mind the ties between 

Barre, Giles Bridges and York it appears that Talbot was content to merge 

his own local interests with York. If anything Talbot concerned himself 

even less with Sheffield and the extension of his influence in the West 

Riding or north Midlands. Although he still enjoyed the profits, in his 

later years Sheffield perhaps becazae the unofficial 'appanage' of his 

heir, Sir John Talbot. 
(2) 

This survey of Talbot's affinity cannot claim to be exhaustive. There 

are, for instance, men who cannot be put into categories of blood or 

terretorial connections. Two of his executors, both probably lawyers, 

(1) CCR9 1441-7, p156. 
(2) His Sheffield councillors and feeholders, with the exception of 

Everin han, were men of obscure origin and but slight local stan- 
ding. Thomas Wortley was a younger son of Nicholas Wortley, who 
died in 1449 (Testamenta Eboracensia, ii, (Surtees Society, xxx) 
PP135-6). Seth. STorsley, perhaps a relation of Thomas Worsley of 
Whalley, who received an annuity of £5 on 28 February 1446, later 
entered the service of William Booth, Archbishop of York (1452-64). 
He was an executor of Booth's will and was bequeathed 50 marks in 
silver by him (ibid, pp265-6). For Sir John Talbot and Sheffield 
see above p34. 
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William Cumberford and Nicholas Billing, are such. 
(') 

Nevertheless, 

it seems clear that his affinity and influence was firmly rooted in the 

county of Shropshire, and that only in Gloucestershire, and then in 

special circumstances, could he command a following that approached 

his Shropshire connection. 

Talbot's influence in Shropshire was most apparent in the election 

of representatives to Parliament. In the years 1413-53 eleven of his 

followers represented the county on forty-two occasions out of a 

possible fifty-eight. 
(2) 

In other words, in almost every parliament 

at least one of the Ml's was his man and more often than not, both. In 

the early years they were usually his only followers in the Commons. 

In 1422, for instance, Hugh Burgh and William Burley were the 

Shropshire representatives and Talbot's only connections. According 

to Professor Roskell's calculation, this was the same support as 

enjoyed by Edmund, Earl of March, Ralph, Earl of Westmorland, Reginald, 

Lord Grey of Ruthin and Henry, Lord Fitzhugh. 
(3) 

(1) Register Stafford and Kemp, f 312; Wedgwood, pP76,. 244. William 
Cumberford of Cumberford, Staffordshire (1410-72) was Protonotary 
of Common Pleas, a JP in Staffordshire from 1442 and LIP in 1449. He 
was later a feoffee of John, second Earl, in Alton, Staffordshire 
(PRO, C139/179). Nicholas Billing was possibly a brother of Thomas 
Billing of Astwell, CJKB. 

(2) H. T. Weyman, loc cit, pplO-22; Wedgwood, Register, pp671-2. 
William Burley alone sat eighteen times in this period and Hugh 
Burgh five. 

(3) J. S. Roskell, op cit, pp69-77. Roskell did not consider Burley as 
a Talbot connection, which he clearly was. Richard, Earl of Warwick, had the largest following with nine. 
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But in Talbot's later years, in tune with his rise in rank, his fol- 

lowing extended beyond the Shropshire representatives. In 1442 there were 

four, perhaps five, of his men in the Commons(l) and in the last four 

Parliaments of his life an average of five; six elected in February 1449, 

five in November 1449, three in 1450 and six again in 1453. 
(2) 

These 

numbers compare with the nine followers of Richard, Earl of Warwick, 

elected in 1422, York's ten or twelve in 1450 and Hastings' seven or per- 

haps ten in 1478. 
(3) 

In these, as in the earlier Parlicments, the extent 

of Talbot's following conforms to that which might be expected of a peer 

of his rank. His case gives added weight to the view that, individually, 

(1) They were Burley and his own son, Sir Christopher Talbot, for 
Shropshire, Sir Hugh Cokesey for Worcestershire, John Abrahall for 
Herefordshire, and perhaps one of the Newcastle-under-Lyme members, 
Nillism_Cumbezford, who was appointed one of his executors ten years 
later. 

(2) In 1449: Thomas Everingham, Richard Banaster, Nicholas Eyton, 
Thomas Mill, William Catesby and William Cumberford. In 1449-50: 
William Burley, William Lacon, William Nottingham, John Daunt and 
William Catesby. In 1450-51: Sir John Barre, William Lacon and 
William Burley. In 1453-54: Sir John Burgh, William Lacon, John 
Cassy, William Nottingham, William Catesby and Thomas Everingham. 
This included all eight Shropshire L'IPs, four Gloucestershire MPs 
and two T2s sitting for Gloucestershire boroughs. Only Everingham, 
Catesby and Cumberford represented other counties. 

(3) J. S. Roskell, op cit, p70; K. B. McFarlane, 'The Tars of the Roses', 
Proceedings of the British Academy, L (1964), P90; W. H. Dunham, 
Lord Hastinrrs' Indentured Retainers, pp30-33,141-2. Like Hastings 
Talbot appears to have concentrated on the county seats. In 1459 
John, 2nd Earl of Shrewsbury, could rely on at least six of the Commons. 
His trusted servants Thomas Acton and Thomas Horde represented Shropshire 
Robert Barlow and Robert Eyre, Derbyshire, John Strelly, Nottinghamshire 
and his cousin Sir John Barre, Herefordshire. Sir William Vernon of 
Haddon may well have supported him for his son and heir married 
Shrewsbury's daughter Anne. The Gloucestershire returns have not our- 
vived but one or both of the IQ's could have been his men. He could, 
possibly, therefore, have had as many as nine followers in the HounP. 
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the magnates did not establish large followings in the House of Commons. 

But it is noticeable that in all the later parliaments quoted Talbot 

himself was abroad. His presence in England was clearly not needed to 

ensure the return of men favourably disposed to him to parliament. 

The extent of Talbot's influence over the actual elections is harder 

to assess. In Shropshire his voice was clearly of importance and, with 

the county dominated as it appears to have been by his alliance with York, 

it is unlikely that electioneering was as fierce as in East Anglia. The 

unique record of William Burley suggests that he was acceptable to most, 

if not all, of those who could influence results. It is quite likely 

that his repeated election reflected the combined efforts of the dominant 

lords. When the sheriff was Talbot's man it was perhaps easier to secure 

a favourable return.. It was surely no coincidence that, during Burley's', 

one shrievalty (1425-26), both John Bridge and George Hawkstone were 

elected, or that Sir Christopher Talbot was elected when Sir John Burgh 

was sheriff. 
(') 

And on the occasions when the sheriff was not so well 

disposed other means of persuasion were employed. In 1435, for instance, 

Burley and Richard Legett undertook the task of distributing gifts of fish 

amongst the electors. Their effort was apparently not wasted, for Burley 

(1) H. T. Z7eyman, loc cit, p17. 

,. -"ý . -; ä 
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himself and Thomas Corbet were elected. 
(') 

Thus, although Talbot's 

voice in the Shropshire elections was probably never seriously chal- 

lenged, his influence could never be taken for granted. 

In addition to sitting in Parliament, Talbot's followers fre- 

quently filled the royal offices of sheriff and escheator and sat on 

the local commissions. Talbot's men did not perhaps fill the office of 

sheriff as frequently as one might expect. Eight of his men were 

sheriff only twelve times in-the forty years 1413-53"(2) But his 

influence was not felt simply through official channels. He was able 

to maintain his followers' quarrels; it was not wise for a member of 

the lesser gentry to cross the path of one of his men. So Hugh Berwick 

found to his cost. Sometime between 1422 and 1429 he petitioned the 

Protector, Humphrey, Duke of Gloucester, for his support against Hugh 

Burgh in a dispute over property in Shrewsbury and elsewhere in 

Shropshire. He complained that one William Moyle, his feoffee, could not 

enter the properties in question nor find satisfaction in the courts, 

because Burgh was a Justice of the Peace and also an officer to Lord 

Talbot and other lords. As a result no court would dare pass judgment 

against him. Indeed, so great was Burgh's 'Malice' that he had instigated 

(1) BP 82/1434-35. 

(2) cf Hastings' eight retainers who served as sheriff twelve times in 
twenty years (1461-83). It is arguable that Talbot's men preferred 
to represent the county in Parliament (Vt. H. Dunham, op cit, p145). 
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Berwick's lawyers to desert him and had retained them himself. 
(') 

Such 

was the power of Talbot's maintenance. 

It was probably only in Gloucestershire, whilst pursuing his 

Berkeley claim, that Talbot was elsewhere able to enjoy a similar 

influence. In the last four Parliaments of his life six of the county 

and borough representatives were his followers. In March 1453, for 

instance, it is hard not to believe that Lisle and his mother influenced 

the election of Cassy and Nottingham. Similarly, in the question of 

local offices, in which it was in their own interest to have their own men, 

one may assume there was Talbot pressure behind the appointments of Henry 

Clifford as sheriff and John Cassy as escheator in November 1451. 
(2) 

But the advantage enjoyed by Margaret, Countess of Shrewsbury, during 

the lifetime of her husband and son faded away after their deaths. The 

Mills, and no doubt others, placed themselves at the service of her step- 

son, the second Earl, who allied himself with Berkeley. And when eventually 

the Berkeleys triumphed over the Talbotin; John Cassy was probably not 

the only one who had made a profitable change of sides. 
(3) 

In the 

Talbot-Berkeley feud it seems that the loyalties of most of the local 

(1) J. B. B1alceway, op cit, p67" 

(2) V1eagwood, Rem, p201; CPR, 1445-52, pp250-1" 

(3) In February 1454 Shrewsbury confirmed the Mills father and son in the 
offices they had held of his father (PRO, C139/179). Cassy was granted 
a pension of four marks per annum by Lord Berkeley for services at 
11ibley Green (J. N. Langston, loc cit, p135). 
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gentry was determined by the changing fortunes of the protagonists. It 

provides a fine example of the working of 'Bastard Feudalism'; Talbot 

influence lasted as long as it was judged to offer good lordship. 

Associations there were based on "calculation of mutual advantage"*(') 

It remains to be seen whether these conditions applied throughout his 

affinity, particularly in Shropshire. 

That one must not expect an uncomplicated and exclusive loyalty from 

retainers to their lords has been accepted. There were many men like Sir 

Humphrey Stafford of Grafton accepting fees from several lords in the 

mid-fifteenth century. 
(2) 

There is nothing extraordinary in the multiple 

connections of William Burley or Sir Richard Lacon. Their fees testify 

to their own influence and prestige. But it is perhaps more remarkable 

that exclusive loyalty was not even demanded or received from the closest 

and most trusted of Talbot's retainers. Hugh Burgh was in the 1420s not 

only officer to Talbot but also 'other lords', one of whom was probably 

John, Lord Clifford, 
(3) 

Thomas Everingham was sufficiently in the con- 

fidence of John, Duke of Somerset, to act as one of his feoffees in 1443. 
(4) 

(1) K. B. McFarlane, 'Bastard Feudalism', BIHR, xx, p176; 'Parliament 
and Bastard Feudalism', TBJIS, 4th Series, xxvi, p70. It is possible 
that Talbot's 'good lordship' had secured the posts of King's attorney 
and King's serjeant for Nottingham and Daunt in 1451-52. In 1451-53 
both Talbot and his followers appear to have benefitted fron the 
attack on the Berkeleys. 

(2) K. B. McFarlane, ibid; 'The Wars of the Roses', loc cit, p109. 
See also J. S. Roskell, op cit, P79- 

(3) J. B. Blakeway, op cit, p67; Deputy Keepers Reports, xlii, P341. Burgh was appointed Clifford's attorney in 1420. 

-- - 
(4) HMC, 

---Calendar of' Hastings Mss. i. i Ai; - 
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And Sir John Burgh was not only a Receiver and councillor of the Talbot 

family but also a retainer of his powerful neighbour Humphrey, Duke of 

Buckint; han. Indeed, when the King called both his lords to court with 

armed retinues in 1451, it was Buckin ham not Shrewsbury who summoned 

Burgh. 
(1) 

This complex web of loyalties was manageable for as long as 

the lords concerned saw eye to eye. It was then possible for men like 

Hugh Burgh and John Bridge to live and the with a record of uninpeachable 

loyalty. It was when loyalties conflicted that a man's character was put 

. 
to the test. 

Two instances of conflict in the Talbot affinity can be cited. The 

first is not strictly between rival lords, for it concerns the quarrel 

between Talbot and his heir over the partition of the inheritance. Some- 

time between 1449 and 1453 Sir John Talbot took steps to oppose his 

father! s arrangements for the alienation of Blaclcnere and Painsvrick to 

Viscount Lisle, by establishing his own quasi-legal feoffees in the pro- 

perties. He was able to persuade two at least of his father's closest 

men, Everinghan and Burley, to support hin, for they became his feoffees. 

Burley, with Sir Richard Lacon and Sir John Burgh, had even been recorded 

as a witness to the deeds of alienation. Of his fellovt witnesses Lacon 

was dead but his younger son Williem joined Burley and Lveriz; han(, 2)BurGh, 

as an officer of Lisle, appears to have remained loyal. The affair 

(1) K. B. McFarlane, 'The Aars of the Roses', loc cit, P91, n3. 

(2) PRO, C139/179; CCR, 1441-7, p155" Another who supported Sir John 
was Robert Stafford, who had served under Talbot for many years in France (see below pp 284-6) 
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clearly divided Talbot's innermost council. It is hard to imagine that 

Everingham and the lawyers Burley and Lacon defied their lord from con- 

cern of their own advantage. It is surely more likely that, on an 

issue as fundamental as rights of inheritance, they followed their 

consciences. 

The second instance. ' concerns John, 2nd Earl of Shrewsbury's opposi- 

tion to Richard, Duke of York. The close ties between his father and 

York and several of their followers has been discussed above. It is 

worth noting which side some of these men took when loyalties to York 

and Talbot became irreconcilable. Giles Bridges, who was perhaps no 

friend to the second Earl, remained loyal to York. Sir John Barre, 

Shrewsbury's first cousin, on the other hand, deserted him. He was 

twice a feoffee for his cousin, and on narr of the Lancastrian commis- 

sions of the last years of Henry VI. 
(1) 

William Burley died in 1459, but 

although he proposed York's second Protectorate, it is by no means certain 

that he gras totally committed to his cause. He was a trustee of 

Shrewsbury and employed on all conrhsions until his death. 
(2) 

He pos- 

sibly steered something of a middle course. It can be argued, of course, 

(1) Wedgwood, pp44,110; PRO, C139/179. 

(2) J. S. Roskell, 'William Burley of Broncroft', loc cit. Roskell 
argues that he was indeed fully committed to York. But Burley was a 
trustee for Shrewsbury in both Blac ere and Painswick. Between 
1456-8 he sat on all the Lancastrian commissions. Before 1456 his 
support for York would not have alienated him from Shrewsbury. It is 
reasonable to suppose that, had the evidence of Burley's Talbot con- nection been available to Roskell, he would not have been so certain 
of Burley's Yorkist convictions. 
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that Shrewsbury offered better lordship in 1456-60, but York was also 

becoming increasingly tainted with treason. For men like Barre, fol- 

lowing Shrewsbury was also a demonstration of loyalty to the Crown; it 

ý, ý 

was not necessarily the result of a cool calculation of xnztuäl advantage. 

This discussion has as yet been restricted to the composition and 

influence of Talbot's affinity in England. But Talbot's case is of 

special interest because so much of his life was spent abroad in the King's 

service. It is to be noted that his affinity and influence was not 

greatly reduced because of this. In relationship with his wealth and 

standing, his following is directly comparable with the followings 

enjoyed by his own lords, Warwick and York. The question remains of 

how much he employed his affinity in his service abroad and how much it 

was at the same tine increased by that service. 
44 

Talbot's first tour of duty was as Lieutenant of Ireland in 1414-9" 

There can be no doubt that then he relied extensively on his affinity to 

provide the *nucleus of his civil and military government. The two chief 

officers of state, the Treasurer and Chancellor, were his retainers, the 

Treasurer's account was audited by the auditor of the Talbot estates, 
') 

and important military posts were filled by his men. Others whose offices 

are not known served on financial and judicial conmmb3ions and received 

(1ý Rot Pat Claus Hib, p214b. Richard Clerk of Painswick was ordered to 
audit the accounts on 27 May 1417. For Clerk see below ch VIII. p 307 , 



=ý 

249 

copious rewards. 
(1) 

His government in fact provides a cross-section of 

his affinity at the time, and indeed adds to our knowledge of it. Of 

his military retainers Sir John Kighley of Walton, Lancashire, was 

Bridge's fellow admiral. John.. Kirkham, who was sent to the King in 

Normandy with a plea for support in 1418, was Captain-serjeant of 

County Kildare. And John Steward and John Marshal were Captains of 

Newcastle Lyons and Athis respectively. 
(2) 

On the civilian side Wyche 

of London, who had been an attorney of Talbot in England, crossed to 

Ireland in 1416, where he was soon placed as second baron of the 

Exchequer. 
(3) 

Several of these men remained in Ireland after the ter- 

mination of Talbot's appointment to form the nucleus of his party under 

the Archbishop of Dublin. 
(4) 

(1) Eg Sir Thomas Talbot, Sir Thomas Barre and Thomas Pensax. The largest 
rewards were paid to Laurence Merbury. He received the manor and 
lordship of Cromelin, County Dublin, and 920 from the town of Drogheda 
(ibid, pp206b, 207)- 

(2) Ibid, pp206,211,212b; RA, Cotton Mss, Titus B xi, 31; PRO, 
SC 1/43/176. Steward was perhaps one and the same as John Stuard, 
Receiver of Shifnal 1424-27 (BP 85/1424-25,82/1426-27)- 

(3) CPR, 1413-16, p378; 1416-22t p31; Rot Pat Claus Hib, p215b. Others 
appointed as attorneys by Talbot were William Burley, Richard Legett, 
the lawyer William Babington and Nicholas Wynbysh, canon of Lincoln,. 
Rector of Whitchurch 1423-26. (For 17ymbysh's career see 'Visitations 
of Religious Houses, i', ed A. Hamilton Thompson, Lincoln Record 
Society, vii (1914),, p200. As Rector of Vihitchurch see Parish Register. 

(4) See above pp123,128. 
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In 1419 Talbot was summoned to Normandy and he entered upon the years 

of service that were to dominate his life. He went to France as a sol- 

dier, involved in a much larger enterprise than the administration of 

Ireland. Indeed, he never held high civilian responsibility in France. 

The demands placed upon him were different and consequently the cormec- 

tion of his retinues with his affinity was neither as straightforward 

nor as close as it had been in Ireland. It is to the problems of the 

composition of his retinues of war in France and their relationship 

with his affinity at home that the following, chapter is devoted. 
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VII 

RETINUES OF 17AR IN ITO1 MY OF 

JOIUT, FIRST EARL OF SHRE'7SBURY 

(l) 
The connection between the system of raising armies in the late 

middle ages by contract and the use of private indentures of retainer 

led historians to assume that magnate contingents taken to France during 

the Hundred Years War drew extensively on such pernanent followers. 

Closer inspection of a fear of these contingents has led, however, to a 

modification of this view. It is now recognised that only a nucleus of 

the retimes of great nobles such as John of Gaunt or Richard of York, 

and but a mere fraction of those of less peers, were life retainers 

or other permanent follotivers. 
0) 

But a detailed study of the composition 

of any peer's retinues of war is yet wanting. John, 1st Earl of 

Shrewsbury, lends himself to this not only because of the length of his 

service in France, but also because of the survival of abundant material 

on 'which to base such a study. 

(1) G. A. Holmes, The Estates of the Higher Nobility, p80; 
K. B. McFarlane, 'Bastard Feudalism', be cit, p165. 
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The basic äocu ents for the- study of retinues of 'zax in IZo=anc 

in the fifteenth century are those connected. ' ith the military and 

financial administration of the array of occupation, collected mainly in 

the French national archives. As R. A. Newhall established, for every 

retinue in each year there would be in ordinary circumstances the fol- 

lowing; nineteen records: 

"(1) an indenture between the captain and the king or 
regent, usually made in September and running for a year 
from Michaelmas to Michaelmas; (2) a `arrant from the 
regent to the treasurer, issued at the sane time as the 
indenture or thereabouts, authorizing the payment of wages 
under the indenture; (3) a letter of expedition from the 
treasurer to the Receiver-General of Normandy, issued after 
verification of the indenture, directing payment in 
accordance with the warrant; (4) four commissions of 
array, one for each quarter of the fiscal year (beginning 
29 September, 29 December, 29 March and 29 June respec- 
tively), arra ;i for musters to be taken; (5) four 
muster rolls; (6) four contrerolles; (7) four quittances 
(after payment) from the captain. " 1) 

In addition to these there are letters of relief respecting irre ularities 

and a similar body of docunents concerned with the raisirZ of retinues 

in England. Exanples of each class of Norman document concerned with 

(1) R. A. Newhall, Muster and Review, P158. This work is an 
invaluable survey of the English military administration and the 
problems involved in maintaining and paying the army of occupa- 
tion. Contrerolles were lists kept by officials, ordinarily in 
garrisons, known as controllers to record the day to day atten- 
dance of soldiers, and against which musters were checked. For 
a discussion of these see Muster and Review, p72. 
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Talbot's retinues have survived. Few indentures have survived, 
(1) 

but 

these are of lesser value for this study. The key document is the muster 

roll, supplemented by the contrerolle", of which some sixty-five have 

been traced of retinues commanded by Talbot. It is the detailed analysis 

of these surviving muster rolls, supported by the many quittances sealed 

in his nerve, which is undertaken in this chapter. The strength of this 

evidence lies in its concentration within the years 1436 to 1442, the 

years of Talbot's longest, continuous service in Norman&y, which alloys 

a study not only of the composition of retinues well established in the 

war, but also of their recruitment and organisation. Its most serious 

weakness: is the lack of several key musters of retinues taken out of 

England. 

Fortunaýe1y, the gaps in the musters taken of retinues as they left 

I 

England are not as serious as they would be in a study of fourteenth 

century retinues of war. During Edward III's war armies were largely 

expeditionary; that is to say, a captain took his retinue over to 

France in the company of an army commander, marched through France and. 

(1) Those surviving are the indenture with the Crown in 1421 and 
indentures for the captaincy of Neufchatel in 1434 and of Meaux 
and Falaise in 1438. Dugdale quotes indentures of 1434 and 1444 
which have since disappeared. Warrants to the treasurer and letters of expedition to the Receiver General refer to other 
indentures. 
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returned to England. Few remained abroad for over a year at a time. 
(') 

But after 1417 Normandy was occupied and a standing army of occupa- 

tion was maintained for over thirty years. In the fifteenth century 

captains such as Talbot were employed continuously over far longer 

periods. The administration of a garrison army raised problems largely 

unknown to Edward III's soldiers. One consequence was a complication 

in the organisation of the rtinues of war. Expeditionary armies, as 

reinforcements, still crossed the Channel. But during the later stages 

of the English occupation these became fewer. Hence the garrisons were 

mobilised more frequently to form operational armies. 
(2) 

For lesser 

captains this did not seriously affect their retinues. They became 

attuned to alternate service in garrisoru and in the field. 
(3) 

But for 

the senior commanders such as Talbot it led to a multiplication of the 

nu ber of retinaes under their command. 

In 1421, as a mere captain in the King's array, Talbot had but one 

retinue of a total of eighty-four men. As a senior commander in 1436 

(1) See J. W. Sherborne, 'Indentured Retainers and English expeditions 
to France, 1369-80', EHR, lxxix, p740. 

(2) R. A. Newhall, op cit, p133. 

(3) For example, Francois du Surienne. See A. Bossuat, Perrinet 
Gressart et Francois du Surienne, ch x passiv. 

7k 

y 
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he had several, containing a total of 1,341 men. 
(1) 

These were men in 

his personal retinue and in six garrisons. But in addition to these, as 

the commander of an army in the field, he often raised temporary retinues 

to reinforce the garrison contingents that made up the bulk of such 

forces. In one.. exceptional case, during the siege of Tancarville in 

1437, all his retinues totalled the best part of three thousand men. 

His relationship with his retinues was correspondingly more complex than 

in 1421. 

In the period 1436-42, therefore, Talbot is to be found in command 

of three distinct types of retinue; his personal retinue, garrison 

retinues and temporary operational retinues. Twelve musters of the per- 

sonal retinue have survived in these eight years, of which no less than 

nine fall after 1439. 
(2) 

At the head of all the rolls the retinue is 

distinguished as "la compagnie of retinue de Moseigneur de Talbot a lui 

ordonne estre entour sa personne sur lee champs", or occasionally, 

"ordonne pour la conduite do sa personne sur 'w champs". As a permanent 

bodyguard in the field this type of retinue appears to have been the 

special right of the Lieutenants-General given field corama. nd. 
(3) 

It was 

(1) PRO, E101/50/1; BN9 Ms Fr 25773/1112. 

(2) For a tabulation of these see Table N below, p 270 ff. 

(3) In 1436 the other Lieutenants-General, Lords Scales and \Villoughby, 
were the only Captains besides Talbot to have their own retinues, as 
distinct fron their garrison retinues (BN, Ms Fr 25773/1112). 
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always kept apart from any garrison retinues. Talbot's personal retinue 

consisted regularly of twenty lances and sixty archers until Michaelmas 

1441 when, to accompany his promotion to the field command of all 

Normandy, it was increased to 120 and 360. 
(1) 

The original contract 

was probably the indenture of 1434 quoted by Du dale. 
(2) 

Thereafter 

it was renewed annually at Michaelmas in Normandy, usually for the full 

twelve months service. 
(3) 

Between 1434 and 1441 the personal retinue is 

only known to have been broken iup twice. On the first occasion, in 

February 1436, one third was sent as reinforcements into Paris, whilst 

the remainder went to Rouen, and on the second occasion, in the autumn 

of the same year, a section was temporarily seconded to the personal 

service of Richard of York. 
W. 

On another occasion Talbot raised a 

supporting retinue of the same size, "oultre et pardessus vint hommes 

d'armes et soixante archiers qu'il a pour la conduite de sa personne" as 

(1) BN9 Ms Pr 25776/1559" In the summer quarter of 1436 the personal 
retinue was temporarily expanded to thirty and ninety and placed 
in Rouen castle (BN, Ms Fr 26062/3092). 

(2) Dugdale, p329. Dugdale quotes eighteen men at arms and six hundred 
archers. It seems more than likely that he read 600 for 60. 

(3) Reference to indentures at Michaelmas 1436 and 1441 have survived. 
In 1436 York only retained his Captains for nine months (BN9 Ms Fr 
26062/3002,25776/1559)- 

(4) AN, K 64/1/32,10/9; BN, PO 2787, Talbot section 21. 
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temporary reinforcement. 
(') 

The personal retinue of the 1430s was 

clearly the most important of his nstinues and*the direct successor of 

his original retinue of 1419-22. 

The vast majority of Talbot's men were retained in garrisons. 

Appendix IV lists the twenty-five Captaincies held by him between 1420 

and 1450 in seventeen towns and fortresses. 
(2) 

The most he held con- 

currently were six; between 1436 and 1439, including the most important 

charge of Rouen. His largest garrison retinue was four hundred men in 

Caudebec in 1436; the smallest, sixteen men in Poiasy the preceding year. 

None were permanent and the number of places in his charge fluctuated, 

so that although he had six up to Michaelmas 1439, in the following 

year he had only one. The longest he held any one place was Harfleur, 

from its recapture in 1440 until its loss in 1450; the shortest was 

Pontorson for six months in 1427. The only garrisons that he appears to 

have captained personally were those in Rouen in 1436 and 1443, and 

Falaise in 1448. In 1436 and 1448 this was largely because those towns 

were his military headquarters. For the most part his duties were exer- 

cised and his rights protected by lieutenants. In such fluctuating 

conditions one cannot expect the rank and file of the garrisons to 

(1) B1, Us Fr 25772/944,963. 
(2) Over forty musters and counterolls of these garrisons have survived. 
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have been very close to Talbot, only his lieutenants. 

The temporary operational retinues were, by their very nature, even 

less regular than the garrison retinues. Musters of five such retinues 

have survived, raised for the siege of Orleans in January 1429, the 

recovery of Tancarville in 1437., the siege of Harfleur in 1440, the 

recovery of Louviers and Conches in 1440-41 and the siege of Dieppe in 

1442. 
(1) 

A look at the arrangements made for the recovery of Tancarville 

will best demonstrate their particular nature. The action was decided 

upon in the summer of 1437 and Talbot was appointed to command an axe 

of 1,200 men called out from garrisons, and a further 800 raised per- 

sonally. The army was to rendezvous at Jumieges in the week following 

7 August, but sufficient notice had not been given to marry garrisons and 

in anticipation of their non-appearance Talbot was commissioned to 

recruit replacements, substituting three archers for one lance if neces- 

sary. Consequently he collected the additional retinue of 34 and 604. 
(2) 

But these were not sufficient and he had to call out a further 58 lances 

and their archers from his Rouen garrison. 
(3) 

In the event he supplied 

two thirds of the garrison part of the army in addition to his own. 

(1) BM, Ad Ch 11612,137,144,6949; BN, Clair 202/8474/2. 

(2) R. A. Newhall, op cit, pp143-6. 

(3) BN, Dis Pr ' 25774/1241. 
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He appears to have had little difficulty in raising his own division. He 

subcontracted with eight captains to bring the greater part; raised 

24 and 104 himself;, and to complete th number called upon his 

Lieutenant (Pulk Eyton) in nearby Caudebec and 28 archers of the 

garrison. 
(') 

Eventually, in addition to his personal retinue, he was 

in direct command of two temporary retinues numbering a total of 762 

men, beyond the subcontracted and garrison retinues. After the fall 

of Tancarville they were disbanded. These irregular retinues were the 

least likely to contain permanent followers. It is in the ranks of the 

personal and, possibly, garrison retinues that they might be found. 

(ii) 

Contrary to G. A. Holmes' suggestion, Talbot's first kflthfFrench 

retinue shows a marked reliance on tried and permanent followers. This 

is the retinue which Talbot took to France in June 1421. Having been 

retained on 1 May, Talbot appeared for muster at Sandwich on 11 June 

with eighteen lances and sixty-six archers. 
(2) 

Of the lances no fewer 

than fourteen can be"traced with a possible permanent connection. At 

least five had been in his service in Ireland, one of whom had been a 

(1) M, Ad Ch 137. 

(2) PRO, E101/70/5/706, -/50/1. It would appear as though he substituted 
six archers for two lances. 
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retainer since 1412. 
(1) 

There was at least one member of his Sheffield 

household, 
(2) 

and, more surprisingly, two, perhaps four, taken from 

the Blacliere household. And to add to this another three were members 

of neighbouring Shropshire families, and a fourth possibly a relation. 
(3) 

There appears to be not only a close connection with his Shropshire 

affinity but also a strong continuity with his retinue as Lieutenant 

of Ireland. At the beginning of his career in France, whilst only a 

mere captain, Talbot clearly drew extensively on his established con- 

nections to provide him with his retinue. Was this also true later of 

(1) John Kirkham, captain-serjeant of County Kildare 1415 and messenger 
to the King and Regent in 1417 (Rot Pat Claus Hib, p211; Ri, Cotton 
Mss Titus B xi, 31,36), Richard Lokkay, who received grants of land 
in Meath, William Sutton and James White (Rot pat Claus Hib, pp204b, 
205b, 216b). William Savill was in Talbot's retinue in January 1412, 

and severely wounded in a brawl with bandits at Broughall (part of 
Blacl=ere). He received grants in Ireland in 1415 and in Blacißnere 
in 1427-8 (E. Kimball, The Shropshire Peace Roll, P105; Rot 
Claus Hib, p206; BP 76/1427-8) 

(2) John Kernford, twenty yeaxs later a councillor and in 1446 a witness 
to Sir John Talbot's will (THAS, ii, p242; Testamenta Eboraconsia, 
ii, (Surtees Society, xxx) p253 " 

(3) John Camvill,, teward of the household 1414-5, Thomas Mayre, servant 
in 1417-8 (BP 76/1414-5; 85/1417-8), William Walsh, perhaps a rela- 
tion of John Walsh of Allerton,. steward 1417-8, and Huh Overton, 
perhaps a relation of Richard Overton, Receiver in 1400-1 (Ibid 75/ 
1400-1,85/1417-8). The Blackmere connection is further emphasised 
by the presence of at least four tenants amongst the archers: Edmund 
Leighton, William Stuychq Edmund Borland and Walter Ferrour. The 
presence of these Black mere men is particularly remarkable since the 
lordship was at the time in the hands of Talbot's sister-in-law. In 
addition to men it provided arrows for his archers (BP 75/1420-1). 
Talbot was in Shröpshire in March-April 1421, staying with his 
retainer Hugh Burgh at Wattlesborough on 20 April (CCR, 1419-22, p196) 
and"was perhaps recruiting then. The Shropshire men were Thomas 
Banaster of Hadnall, John Husee of Balderstone and Boyan de Sandford, 
whose family held lands in Whixall. The possible relation was Richard 
Talbot, perhaps an illegitimate brother, or a member of the 
11alahide family. 



261 

his retinues as a senior commander? 

The next surviving muster, that of December 1428, 
(1) 

in fact shows 

that after a five year break from service in France the continuity with 

his Irish retinue had been broken and the connection with his affinity 

much reduced. There was only one lance who had been mustered in 1421 and 

only a possible two more associated with his affinity. 
(2) 

On the other 

hand, no less than eight of the twenty-three lances mustered were to 

serve Talbot in the years following 1434. 
(3) 

Moreover, this is the first 

muster of a retinue, specifically described as personal. The signs are 

that this was a precursor of his retinues as senior commander and that 

already an important transition away from his English following had 

taken place. 

There can be little doubt that this had occurred by 1436. In the 

ten musters of the personal retinue between 1436 and 1441 the names of 

only three or possibly six permanent followers occur. 
(4) 

They are 

(1) BN9 Ms Fr 25768/318. 

(2) William Sutton, Richard Emond, household official at Blackaere in 
1420-21,1424-25, and William Wienlock, (? ) relation of the Receiver 
John Wenlock. 

(3) For details see below p270 ff. 

(4) See below Table IV. 

.ý 
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Thomas Everineham, Everingham's son, and John, son of George Hawkstone, 

Bandwyn Wake, who may be the same as the Bandwyn employed in the 1420s, 

Robert Stafford (? ) brother of Henry Stafford, Receiver of Sheffield, 

and John Talbot, perhaps an illegitimate son. A closer look at these 

musters reveals that Talbot had come to recruit his personal retinues 

primarily in Normandy itself. This was clearly demonstrated in 1442, -. 

when, after eight years in Normandy, Talbot returned to Er land to 

raise reinforcements. Before he sailed to England Talbot increased his 

personal retinue from eighty to four hundred and eighty men. 
(1) 

It was 

obviously decided that he could not take this entire company to England 

and so arrangements were made for their employment during his absence. 

One half were left under the co=and of a lieutenant and at least another 

sixteen were seconded to the garrison of Rouen. 
(2) 

How many he took to 

Endland is not known, but when he arrived back in Normandy he had a per- 

sonal retinue of thirty newly-retained lances and three hundred archers. 
(3) 

Clearly most of the archers were now recruits, but of the lances no less 

(1) BN, Ms Pr 25776/1559. 
(2) 58 lances and 181 archers of Talbot's personal retinue served for ten 

days in the field under Lord Fauconberg from 16 May 1442. These men, 
probably under the command of Sir John Ripley rejoined Talbot for 
the Dieppe cempaiggn (PO 2787, Talbot section 44). The controller of 
Rouen recorded the addition of 16 men of the retinue to the garrison 
für the quarter December-March 1441-2 (BN, Ms Pr 25776/1559). 

(3) PRO, E101/54/2. He had made his new indentures and appointed his 
retinue by the beginning of May when Sir Henry Clifford was ordered 
to join his company (Wars of the En:,, lish, i, P430)- 
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than twenty were veterans of his retinues of the past eight years, 

whilst on the other hand only five were possibly from his affinity. 

And of these three had already seen service, so that there were only 

two new recruits, John Vlenlock, the Receiver of Blackmere, and John 

de la Mare, his nephew. 
(') 

The situation was similar in 1448, after Talbot's second 

Lieutenancy of Ireland. One is unfortunately unable to trace any Irish 
(recruits, 

and there was possibly only one of his permanent affinity, 
2ý 

but of the fourteen mustered there were still at least eight veterans 

of pre-1442 still in the personal retinue. In all the musters surviving 

between the years 1428 and 1448, excluding possible illegitimate members 

of his fcmily, 
(3) 

there were only seven or perhaps nine members of his 

permanent affinity who served in his personal retinue. 

Amongst the more numerous and less regular lances of the garrison 

retinues just one permanent follower has been traced. This eras Richard 

(1) The three who had seen previous service were Thomas Everin; ha, 
Robert Stafford and Richard Talbot. 

(2) One Thomas Talbot. 

(3) Richard, John and Thomas may have come of other Talbot families. 
John was almost certainly not his son and heir because his rank was 
not noted. It is known that Talbot had an illegitimate son, Join, 
who died while still a boy at Rouen, in 1439 (TSAS, x (1887), pp417-8). 
Another, Henry, was, according to V'Taurin, captured at Dieppe in 1443 
and is supposed to have been killed at Castillon (Vdaurin, x, 431-47, 
P372). 

4 
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Banister, who during; the crisis of 1436 joined the garrison of Caudebec 

as a foot lancecl) Moreover, there were only two more amongst the 

twenty-two known lieutenants, John Green of Coutances and Thomas 

Everinghsza of Harfleur. The majority of Talbot's lieutenants were, 

in fact, drawn not from En gland but from either the ranks of estab- 

lished lesser captains, brought in temporarily to fill the post, or from 

the ranks of tried and trusted soldiers, promoted from his own retinues. 

Ten of Talbot's lieutenants fit the first category and five, probably 

six, the second. 
(2) 

The garrison retinues, therefore, reveal but two 

more permanent followers. 

There remains the possibility that captains with whom Talbot sub- 

contracted were members of his affinity. In fact, Talbot is only known 

to have entered into such agreements twice. None of the eight captains 

(1) BN, ISs Fr 25777/991 " 
(2) The established captains were Sir William Breton, Sir Nicholas 

Burdet, Sir Richard Curson, Sir Thomas Hoo, Sir John Melton, Sir 
Henry Norbury, Sir William Peyto (twice), John Clay, Pulk Eyton 
and Thomas Goyrer. (Hoo'and Eyton in fact succeeded Talbot to the 
captaincy of the places in which they acted as his lieutenants). 
Talbot's promotions were Richard Bolt, William Cornwalle, Richard 
Gond, Thomas Eton (or Elton), John Wake and probably Thomas 
Stones. Thomas Curson and Richard. Gower were probably sons of the 
above. 
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retained for the recovery of Tancarville was a permanent retainer. 
(1) 

The other occasion was in 1442 when he returned to bland to raise 

reinforcements. His indenture for this force has not survived, but it 

is known from the issue rolls that it was intended to be 2,500 strong, 

of which all but two hundred were to be archers. 
(2) 

By May he had 

subcontracted thirty-five captains, for at the beginning of the month 

Sir Henry Clifford was ordered "to goo in this present voiage with our 

cousine the Lord Talbot into our realm of France, sithen the appointment 

of the retinae of the saide Lord Talbot and the racking of his enden.., 

tures. "(3) The muster of the army, taken on its arrival at Harfleur 

on 15 June, although damaged, has survived. 
(4) 

The names of twenty-nine 

of Talbot's captains are discernible. Of these only three, Richard 

Banaster, Rich rd Cholnondley, Steward of Blackmere 1427-8, and Richard 

Chalouns of Archenfield can be connected with his affinity or estates. 

Of the rest three more were established soldiers, but the remainder were 

(1) They were Sir Philip Darcy, Sir Röbert Griffin, Sir Thomas Griffith, 
Sir Robert Janes, Thomas Aston, Robert Brid, Richard Hasteseld and 
William Minors. Griffith and Minors later served in the personal 
retinue. See belog pp288-90. 

(2) Ramsay, ii, p42. 

(3) Wars of the English, i, p430. 
(4) PRO, E101/54/2. 
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of obscure origin and apparently more humble rank. 
(') 

It was not a 

very illustrious company and this is emphasised by the extension of the 

ratio of archers to lances from three to one to ten to one. There was 

revealed a noticeable unwillingness to serve among the warrior class 

which Talbot's connections as a peer, or fame as a soldier, could not 

overcome. If one combines his personal men at arms and subcontracted 

captains one finds he was accompanied by a possible total of eight 

permanent followers out of fifty-nine. This was indeed a mere fraction. 
(2) 

In all Talbot's retinues betwegn 1428 and 1448 only eleven, or 

possibly thirteen, permanent followers can be traced. 
(3) 

This is, 

(1) The established soldiers were John Curzon of Keddleston, Derbyshire, 
who had fought at Agincourt, John Clay of Cheshunt, Hertfordshire, 
who had been his lieutenant in*Rouen, and Thomas Pigot of Roxwell, 
Essex, who had crossed previously in 1435 (Wedgwood, p245; CPR, 
142, p476). 

(2) of York's retinue in the preceding year. He had been accompanied 
by the Earl of Oxford, Lord Bourchier, Lord Clinton, Sir Richard 
Woodville and Sir James Ormond and their retinues. He himself had 
a retinue of 110 lances and 330 archers. Amongst his lances there 
were definitely 27, probably 34, permanent retainers of whom 16, 
Esquires of the Duke, took their own retinues. This was certainly 
a substantial nucleus (PRO, E101/53/33)- 

(3) It is unfortunate that no musters have survived of his Castillon 
retinue, so it is not known if he called more extensively on his 
estates and affinity for his last campaign. 

ýä 
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remarkably, fewer than served in the one early retinue, of 1421. Having 

early in his career drawn heavily on his affinity, 
(') 

once established 

in Normandy Talbot clearly relied to an equal extent on recruiting his 

retinues of wax on the spot. After 1434 his affinity and retinues of war 

were almost completely divorced. 
(2) 

In the circumstances, one can well 

wonder whether his affinity was conversely swollen by "thousands of 

household retainers with nothing to do but brawl and bully" brought home 

from Normandy. 
(3) 

Talbot had in fact at certain times retained thousands 

but these, the bulk of whom were irregular garrison and operational 

soldiers, he left where he found them. He had also come into contact and 

(1) It is to be noted, however, that some of his closest retainers did 

not go to France in 1421. John Bridge and Hugh Burgh, for instance, 

who served him loyally both in Wales and Ireland, did not go to 
France, although they remained active in his service long after 1421. 

(2) For the purposes of this discussion, Talbot's tenantry in general has 

not been considered part of his affinity. Blacloere tenants were 
fairly prominent (as were household officials) in comparison with 
the contribution of other lordships. There appear to have been fewer 
Sheffield men, for instance., but this may well be the bias of less 

evidence. Legend has it that both lordships proztided large numbers 
for the Gascorrj expeditions (J. Hunter, Hall^mshire, p451 and the 

memorial plaque on the porch of St. All und's, VThitchurch, commemo- 
rating the dead of Castillon). A court held at Painswick at the end 
of his life also recorded the fact that sixteen men of the lordship 
had served abroad in his wars. Several of these can be traced in 
his retinues of 1421 and 1442 (S. Rudder, A New History of 
Gloucestershire, pp593-4) 

(3) A. R. Myers, England in the Late Middle Ages, p142. 

i 
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retained many established soldiers of fortune, but towards the end of the 

scar the successful of these turned to the permanent service of one, or 

both, of the royal dukes, Somerset and York. 
(') 

Only members of his 

personal retinue returned to England with him. And indeed this 'brawling' 

company was provided with someone (James, Lord Berkeley to bully. At 

least five veterans of Talbot's retinue were in Lady Margaret's retinue 

when she entered Berkeley Bastle in 1451. These, and one more at least, 

probably accompanied him to Gascony, and another two survived to serve 

his heir. 
(2) 

Certainly the return of the personal retinue brought new 

retainers into his affinity, but it is to be doubted whether it seriously 

effected its size or behaviour. 

(1) Oldhall, O; ard, Clay and Gower, for instance, turned to York. Hoo 

and Scales were also at one time his councillors, but they later 
turned to Somerset. Sir Richard Harrington was more fim1Y 
Somerset's man. The less fortunate fell back on charity after the 

war. Sir Robert James, for instance, who had served in the wars 
for the space of thirty years or more (and on occasion under Talbot) 

and had been taken prisoner no less than four times and at the fall 

of Bayeaux had lost all he possessed, was granted alms in the 
college of St. George, Windsor, on 12 August 1451 CPR, 1446_52, 
P470). 

(2) PRO, IM 27/766/42,42d, C139/179; CPR, 1452-61, p37. 

S 
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There is in fact one strand of unity that can be traced between the 

retinue Talbot originally took to Normandy and the one with which he 

returned thirty years later. A peer of the realm surrounded himself in 

peace and war with a personal retinue befitting his dignity and adequate 

for his protection, made up of his tried and trusted men. The composition 

of this body changed at least twice during Talbot's lifetime - between 

1404-07 in Wales and 1421 in France, and between 1421 and 1451 - but its 

size, purpose and nature remained much the same. By 1421 Talbot had 

diswssociated himself from most of the men who followed him in Wales') 

and had gathered a new company in Shropshire and Ireland, and it was this 

that he took to France. But constant occupation in France led to another 

charge in personnel. It is to the composition of these later personal 

retinues, recruited, as we have seen, almost entirely in Normandy, that 

this study now turns. 

(1) Of Talbot's retinues at Montgcmery and Bishop's Castle, only Hugh 
Burgh and John Bridge among the men of note continued in his ser- 
vice. There was also a member of the Banaster family, William, 
at Montgomery and others of the Shropshire gentry, including 
Plowden and Winnesbury, who did not remain in his service. In the 
lesser ranks, Richard Lokkay, an archer at Montgomery in 1407, 
accompanied him to Ireland where he was granted lands in County 
Meath (Rot Pat Claus Hib, p216b) and served as a lance in 1421, and 
Edmund Market, a lance at Montgomery, was an officer of his house- 
hold in 1414 (ibid, p216b). rEdmund Rowland and Walter Ferrour of 
Blackmere appear to be the only two who were archers in both 1407 
and 1421 and another archer, John Asserton, rose to the squirarchy 
and crossed to the service of Gilbert Talbot (BP 751414-15). For 
the retinues of 1404-07 see PRO, E101/44/6,14. 
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(iii) 
It would be wrong to consider Talbot's personal retinue as a permanent 

and unchangirw body of men. Even ozaong the lances there was a considerable 

turnover of men. As far as can be told from the survivinr musters (parti- 

cularly those between 1436 and 1442) exactly the same company rarely 

stayed together from one quarter to the next, whilst every Michaelmas, 

at indenture time, extensive chances were likely to be made. The reason 

for this lay in the nature of the indenture system, for just as Talbot 

himself was retained on an annual basis, so he apparently retained his 

own soldiers for no more than a year at the most. Indead, it may well 

often have been less and this, with the absence of ashy strict control over 

the movement of his men, would account for the almost constant. comirr 

and going in the ranks illustrated in Table IV, an analysis of the compo- 

sition of the lances of the retinue as revealed in fourteen muster rolls 

between 1428 and 1448. 

The one year in which the turnover from one retinue to another is 

known is 1440 (Musters 7,8 and 9 in the Table). Muster 7 was taken in 

two parts; the first of Talbot, ten of his lances and forty of his 

archers at Horifleur on 1.0'. Au 
.; the second of the ren. ainirZ nine 

lances and archers before Harfleur on 8 October. Muster 8 was taken 

ýyd'I 
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TABLE IV 

The Lances of the Personal Retinues, 1428-1448 

The following information has been taken from each mustert- the month held; 
the quarter of the year for which the muster was held; the number of lances 
(other than Talbot) mustered; the number who had seen previous service; the 
number from Talbot's English affinity and the reference. The numbers who had 
seen previous service have been broken down into four categories: those whose 
names are to be found on the previous extant muster roll of the personal reti- 
nue; those whose names are to be found on earlier muster rolls of the personal 
retinue other than the last; those whose names are to be found only on muster 
rolls of garrison retinues of an earlier date and those whose names are to be 
found only on muster rolls of temporary retinues. 

Date Qtr. o 
-----Previous Service----- 

Last Earlier Gar. Temp. Total 
Pers. Pers. 

English 
Affinity 

Ref. 

1) Dec 1428 23 1(1421)- - - 1 1(? 2) Ms Fr 25768/318 

2) Feb 1436 2 20 2 - - 5(1) 7 - K 64/1/32,34 

3) Mar 1437 2 19 5 - 2 2 9 - Ad Ms 29315/2 

4) Sep 1437 4 20 11 - 4 - 15 (? 1) Ms Fr 25774/214 

5) Nov 1439 1 18 5 4 4 - 13 (? 2) Clair 201/8466/68 
6) Feb 1440 2 19 11 1 3 - 15 1 K 65/1/5 

7) Aug/Oct 1440 4 19 15 4 - - 19 1(? 3) K 66/1/32,50 
8) 27 Nov 1440 19 9 6 2 - 17 (? 2) Ms Fr 25775/1451 
9) 29 Nov 1440 1 19 9* 2 - 1 12 (? 1) Ms Fr 25775/1455 

10) Mar 1441 2 19 14' 4 - - 18 (? 2) Ms Fr 25776/1510 
11) Aug/Sep 1441 4 19 16* 1 - 1 18 1(? 2) K 67/1/34; 

Ms Fr 25776/1533 
12) Jun 1442 30 9 5 4 2 20 3(? 4) E 101/54/2 
13) Oct/Nov 1442 30 19* 2 - - 21 2(? 3) Ms Fr 25776/1591,6 
14) Jul 1448 14 7' - 1 - 8 - K 68/29/6 

*includes. 1 promoted archer. 

(1) These five served in the special retinue raised to reinforce the permanent 
retinue in the summer of 1435 (Ms Fr 25772/9449 963). 
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at Pontaudemer on 27 November and. Muster 9 two days later at the same 

place. As can be seen in Table 17 only nine of the lances who had 

served in the siege of Harfleur were still in the retinue on 27 November. 

Two days later all ten of the replacements and on: of the nine ; rho had 

stayed on had left. To fill the rants, four of those absent on 27 

November returned and seven new recruits were found. The muster rolls 

themselves do not explain these comings and goings, but if one takes 

into account Talbot's operations at this time an explanation can be 

found. Harfleur did not fall until early November, after the expiry of 

indentures, and it is likely that Talbot's men were released immediately 

the campaign was over. From the end of November Talbot was at Pontaudemer 

gathering a force for the projected relief of Louviers and Conches. 

Sometime between these commitments it is reasonable to suggest that Talbot 

renewed his indenture. But even whilst not officially retained of the 

Crown he would clearly have kept a retinue about his person and one which 

the Crown would have paid. Hence it is reasonable to suggest that the 

retinue mustered on 27 November was only a temporary retinue, maintained 

between the termination of one contract and the sealin of another. The 

muster of 29 November would thus be the first of his retinue retained 

under an indenture made between the two dates. Ignoring the temporary 

retinue, therefore, only twelve of his lances from the retinue which was 

disbanded after the fall of ßarfleur were retained again for the next 
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year and of these nine had stayed in his company in the intervening 

period. 

The turnover in personnel could be as great, indeed greater, from 

quarter to quarter. Eight new lances had to be recruited for the second 

quarter of the year 1439-40 (Muster 6) and five for the second quarter 

of the year 1440-1 (Muster 10). Looking over the whole of both these 

years, no more than seven served in all three quarters for which musters 

are extant in the first and eleven in all three musters for the second. 

On average, therefore, it would appear that Talbot could only rely on 

approximately half of his lances staying in his service throughout the 

year. Moreover, taking the two years 1439-40 as a whole, only four men 

are to be found in all seven extant musters. At this period of the war, 

even after five years residence in France, Talbot7in no way enjoyed the 

service of a permanent band of retainers. 

However, this does not present the complete picture. In 1439-40 

the lances in Talbot's retinue in the three quarters were drawn from only 

26 men and no less than 24 of these can be traced in his service before 

and/or after this year, in either personal, garrison or additional 

retjimgs; Over the two years 1439-41 a total of 42 men served as 

lances in the personal retinue of whom 33 have records of more than 

ý; "ýt 
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strictly casual or temporary service. Hence, although the composition 

fluctuated, it fluctuated within a loosely defined group somewhat larger 

than the numbers actually needed to fill the retinue at any one time. 

The personal retinue was not made up of a select band of permanent fol- 

lowers, but neither was it completely irregular; the greater part seems 

always to have been drawn from a pool of reserves, of which in 1439-41 

the above 33 are identifiable members. One should think in terms, 

therefore, not of the regular company, but of the less regular and less 

clearly definable pool of followers. 

Why Talbot used this method of manning his personal retinue one can 

only guess. It may well have boon the result of his being unable to 

command the services of a more permanent following. ' The existence of 

this pool appears to have enabled him to meet successfully the problem of 

keeping a full retinue of men of known and proven worth "in a period", 

as R. A. Newhall observed, "oblivious to real military authority and 

efficiency"(') and at a time when irregular attendance, absenteeism and 

de ; ertion see)to have been particularly rife. The army that he col- 

lected over the winter of 1440-41, for instance, of which his retinue was 

part, dvrindled from 1,450 to 500 men in three months. Another who, 

like Talbot, nana,; ed to maintF:. in his own contingent at full strength 

(1) city p53. 

__ -. 4 
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was Francois du Surienne and it is perhaps significant that he too 

enjoyed the backing of "une sorte de reserve qui permet do conbler 

tres rapidenent les vides qui peurent se produire par la desertion ou 

les pertes due champ de bataille". 
(1) 

In an army which by today's stan- 

dards was decidedly irreöalar and undisciplined this may well have 

been the most efficient ray for a senior commander to keep his personal 

contingent up to strength. 

This pool of lances was in no way a formal body. It was merely a 

collection of known and available meng some tith very close, others 

with very casual, ties; some with records of long and continuous 

service, others with records of only short or intermittent service. The 

thirty-three men who can be identified in the years 1439-41 were not 

necessarily the full ni ber but they probably include most of the men 

more closely tied to Talbot. 
(2) 

Prominent anorpt them was a nucleus of five - Thomas Deere, 

Jean Le Prince, Rimon Manessier, Ralph Rainford, and Robert Stafford - 

(1) A. Bossuat, o cit, pp290-1. The council at Rouen was well aware 
of the deterioration in the morale of the army for it wrote to the 
King in June 1441 "VThatever commands have been used in your nahe 
to any captains or troops by shoving them your need they have 
indifferently obeyed". (Wars of the EnTlish, ii, p605). 

(2) For the names and details of service of these men see Appendix V;..:. 

__ _ 
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who saw more or less continuous service in the personal retinue from 

1437 until the loss of Normandy. They formed the permanent core of 

the company. Another sixteen served Talbot intermittently, over a 

comparable period of time, some of then - Richard Bannes, Edmund Canto . 61c, 

Jean Gracieu, Andre Chabsunes and John Montfort - from early as 1428 

until into the 1440s. Another identifiable section was the group of 

seven who came into the personal retinue between 1437 and 1439. These 

men may well have replaced a similar number who can only be traced in 

the years 1435-7. 
(1) 

Others did not come into Talbot's service until after 

1441. 
(2) 

The manner in-which Talbot first came into contact with his men is 

largely unknown. Many seem to have served in a garrison or temporary 

retinue before the personal retinue, su, 3gesting that connections deve- 

loped from casual or chance association. There were twelve of the pool 

in 1439-41 whose first service was in garrisons, and three whose first 

service was in temporary retinues. And amongst other lances there were 

(i) Viz. William Blackbourrne, Pierre Manterne, Willi= Stokes, George 
Swillington, John Talbot, Willies Walton and Henry V7ygray. 

(2) For example, Thomas Dalton, William Doule and John of Inde. 
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a further fifteen who can be originally traced in other retinues. 
(1) 

This is as true of the most as well as the least regular of the retinue. 

Manessier, for instance, first served as an archer in the temporary 

retinue raised for the Orleans campaign, Stafford in the additional 

retinue of 1435, Le Prince (and three others) in the Caudebec garrison 

of 1436 and Dewe in the Gisors garrison of the same year and the temporary 

retinue of 1437.2) Thomas De: ve in fact appears to have left the service 

of Sir Thomas Hoo, with whom he joined the garrison of Gisors, for that 

of Talbot. He was possibly not the only one to change captains. This 

gras also a two-way traffic, for Edmund Cantock left Talbot before 1444 

(after at least fourteen years association) to become John Salvain's 

Lieutenant in Gaillard. 
(3) 

Garrison duty was an obvious means of keepin men in reserve, but 

surprisingly not nariy can be traced in garrisons between spells in the 

personal retinue. John Montförd was in the personal retinue in 1428 , 

(1) Eight in garrisons and seven in temporary retinues, eg Walter 
Vianesley, who served in the garrison of St. Germain in August 1435 
and Rouen castle in Jarmary, April 1436 and August, November 1437, 
did not join the personal retinue until June 1442. William, Doule, 
similarly, was in Neufchatel in April to December 1436, Rouen 
castle in August to November 1437 and the temporary retinue of May 
1441 before joining the personal retinue at the same time as i1anasley. 

(2) See Appendix V:... 

(3) BN, Clair 201/8457/59; dis Fr 25777/1695. Cantock had left Gaillard 
by February 1446. 

A, 
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Rouen castle in 1436, Neufchatel in 1437, the personal retinue again in 

1439,1440 and 1441, and back again in the garrison of Harfleur over the 

winter of 1441-42. Richard Connmgston and Walter Bailly alternated gar- 

rison and personal retinue service in a similar manner but there were few 

others. 
(') 

This was clearly not as important a means of keeping men 

under contract as might have seemed likely. Garrisons in fact were made 

up almost entirely of resident or casual soldiers, and the men with 

established connections with the personal retinue formed but a small 

proportion, if any, of their complement. 
(2) 

When not on duty in the field some of the men whom Talbot employed 

as lances may have turned aside from war to the enjoyment of estates in 

Normandy. Thomas Dalton, a lance from 1442 and described as Talbot's 

servant, held lands in the baillywicks of Rouen and Pontaudemer in 1446. 

(1) See Appendix V. 

(2) The Rouen castle and Caudebec garrisons of the spring of 1436 
contained the highest number of men who also can be traced in the 
personal retinue (five and eight respectively). Between a third 
and a halfofthe garrisons of Coutance, between 1428 and 1437, and 
Gaillard, between 1436 and 1441, served regularly under different 
captains. With the controller they appear to have formed a resident 
nucleus to the garrison. A similar section, though smaller, can be 
traced in the Rouen garrisons of the period. (For Coutances see 
BN, Ms Fr 25768/296,310,362; 25772/991; 25773/1127; 25774/1291; 
Bid, Ad Ch 12089. For Gaillard see BN, Ms Fr 25774/1303; 25776/1550; 
BM, Ad Ch 6875,94" See also It. A. Newhall, o-p cit, P51 ff). 
There was also a type of itinerant soldier, such as Richard Hankford 
who served five captains in three garrisons between 1436-43. 

. 1-1 -- ,_w.. _-- --- 
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Almost twenty years earlier Talbot had acted as a feoffee for John 

Montfort in the transfer of lands from Montfort to one of his friends 

and John Housacre was granted lands in Gascony in 1452.1) It was 

clearly not uncommon for the men from whom the lances were drawn to 

hold lands in the occupied territories. And, although no evidence for 

it has survived, it may well be that Talbot paid fees and annuities 

from his own French estates to some of the men who served more regu- 

larly under him. But exactly how the men of the pool were employed 

when not in the field under Talbot, or how they were otherwise bound 

to him, cannot be said. 

Promotion from the archers to the lances was not unknown. Birnen 

Manessier first served as an archer, and others, like Duvant le Vavassour 

in 1441, were occasionally promoted to fill a vacancy during the year. 

The largest number of promotions, however, came in 1442 when Talbot's 

retinue was expanded. Four men who had served as archers in the years 

1439-41 were mustered as lances in the autumn of 1442. Another, Thomas 

Cooks, who first served Talbot as a lance in 1436, was demoted to an 

archer in 1437 in which capacity he served in 1439-40, before rising 

(1) EA, Ad Ch 14501; AN, JJ 175/67; CPR, 1452-61, p37. Another 
'servant' of John, Earl of Shrewsbury, was living in Pont-de-L'arche 
in January (? ) 1443 (BN, PO 2787, Talbot section 33). 

X, 
k 
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again to the rank of lance in 1441. He was still with Talbot as a 

lance in 1448. 
(1) 

There does not appear to have been a rigid class 

distinction between the ranks. What mattered most was the ability 

of individual lances to provide the more costly equipment. 
(2) 

Hence 

it was possible for the more successful archers to rise in rank. 

The archers as a body were far less regular than the lances. The 

turnover from quarter to quarter could be substantial. In September 

1437 only a handful of the archers who had served in the previous March 

were still in the retinue. By 1440-41 there was a "greater stability, but 

even so only half those mustered on 29 November 1440 were still there 

in the following March. The death rate amongst the archers may have 

been higher than among the lances but desertion was probably a far 

greater problem. During the two years 1439-40 Talbot did manage to 

keep about one third together, but only six of these were men who had 

seen service in 1437 or before. 
(3) 

Only a handful of the archers were 

(1) See Appendix V. The archers promoted in 1442 were Edward Clyn, 
Edward Spring, William Trumpet and Thomas Warbretton. 

(2) of A. Bossuat, oD cit, p294, who found similar changes of rank 
within Francois du Surienne's retinues. 

(3) The names of these were: Richard Capplewood, Thomas Hall, William 
Marshal, Taffin Savage, Louis de Tragora, Richard Trumpet. 



, 280 

at all permanent and they were probably the only ones who became, with 

the majority of the lances, at all attached to their Captain. Whereas 

in the lances it is possible to establish a degree of regularity, in the 

archers this seems to be almost completely lacking. For the most part 

the famous longbowman of England appears to have been a somewhat casual 

and undisciplined soldier. 

Although all the retinues were predominantly English, 
(') 

there was 

a scattering of French and other nationals. There were five, possibly 

six, Frenchmen in the pool of lances, and several others who served only 

occasionally. 
(2) 

Amongst the archers names such as Jean de Mantes or Jean 

do Meaux appear from time to time. In the temporary retinue there was a 

much higher proportion of Frenchmen; about one quarter in 1437, one 

third in 1429 and 1441, and as many as one half in 1440. This servos to 

emphasise the local and strictly temporajy nature of these retinues. 

But the net was thrown wider than France. In 1428 there was a lance 

named Hans Duchesman, in 1429 a Michel de Luxembourgh, in 1437 a "Jehan 

de Baytmont did Lo'bart' (? Jean de Piedmont, dit Lombard) and in the 

(1) There was not a very large Welsh contingent. The only obvious 
Welshman amongst the lances of the personal retinue was Griffith 
Gwyn, although a few more found their way into temporary retinues. 
The highest proportion in any garrison was 12 of 45 soldiers in 
Falaise 1428-29 (AN, K 63/1/10,7/7 and 12). 

(2) Manessier, Jean Gracieu, Andre Shabaunes, Jean de la Brosse, 
Estienne Cabuche and perhaps John Le Prince, and less frequently 
Pierre de Villiers and Pierre Manterne. 



I 

281 

previous year six archers "natif s du pars cd' Italie". 
(1 

The background of most of the En; lish in Talbot's retinue is obscure. 

We have already seen that there were very few of his own retainers. 

There also appear to have been few of any substance in En, land. John 

Montfort may have been a member of the family of Montfort of Coleshill, 

V`Tarwickshire(2)John Rainford a relation of Henry Rainford of Rainford, 

Lancashiro, and Willi = Massy the same as Willi= Massy of Rixton, 
(3) 

but 

few others could be placed in the ranks of the established gentry. Some 

may have come from the riff-raff of society. Hugh Bostok, the leader of 

a gang who operated in Cheshire and Shropshire in the early 1430s, 
(4) 

was in the personal retinue in 1436 and 1442. There may well have been 

other outlaws and miscreants who sought safety or new opportuiities in 

(1) BN, Us Fr 25768/318; U. i, Ad Ch 11612; Bii, Ad llb% 29315/2; AN, 
K64/1/34. In March 1437 the archers included Jehan du Mans, Jehan 
Bourgignon, Jehan de Meaux, Pierre Leureux and even one Guillaume 
de Bourges. 

(2) But there was also a John Montfort Esq of County Wiltshire who took 
the oath not to maintain breakers of the peace in 1434 and a John 
Montfort, yeoman, of Stinsford, pardoned all offences on 11 May 1446 

CPR, 1429-36, P371,1441-6, P439). 
(3) Sae J. S. Roskell, 'Lancaster Knights of the Shire', Cheth^_ 

Society, New Series, 96, pp193-4. 

(4) On 14 February 1433 Humphrey, Earl of Stafford, and others were 
ordered to arrest Bostok and twenty men of his company and bring 
them before the King and Council CPR, 1429-36, p277). 

'b 

____ 
ý++0 
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Normandy. Perhaps more were men who merely hoped to establish them- 

selves in the war. One who appears to have succeeded was William 

Stokes, a fairly regular member of the retinue between 1435 and 1437. 

By birth a Shropshireman, he established himself in Bondon between 

1430 and 1434. He seems to have made a profit in France, for by July 

1441 he had invested extensively in property in London and Middlesex. 

Fron 8 July 1440 he was a Justice of the Peace in Middlesex and sat on 

various commissions includin. g thy; commi ion to examine all complaints 

against captains of war, set up, in February 1451 .1 

By the time that he was promoted the Earldom of Shrevisbury, Talbot 

enjoyed the services of a flexible and cosmopolitan pool of veterans, 

Gathered around him over the preceding years of continuous service. 

Although his conndction with the archers never became very permanent, 

he c =-e to enjoy the more regular services of a fairly wide selection 

of men at arms. These men, of generally humble origins in England and 

France, were the backbone of his retinues of %var. 

(1) CCR, 1429-35, PP56,93,98,346; 1441-7, PP153-4,211; 1447-54, 
PP75,510; CFR, 1445-52, p169; CPR, 1446-52, P444. 
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(iv) 

The maintenance of Talbot's personal retinue at full strength and 

his relations with his pool of soldiers clearly needed careful attention. 

But recruiting was not the only administrative problem. All his retinues 

had. to be equipped, provisioned and paid. He had also the additional 

responsibilities of a senior field commander and Marshal of France to 

attend to. Inevitably much of the routine work had to be delegated. 

This even extended to the negotiating of contracts. In the summer of 

1434, for instance, whilst he was campaigning in the Ile de France, his 

councillors or deputies in Rouen were left with the task of completing 

his indentures for the captaincies of Gisors and Neufchatel (16 May) and 

findir the retinues which took up their posts on 24 June and 1 July 

respectively. 
(') 

Who it was who was entrusted with this and similar 

business in the following years is not known. But in more down to 

earth matters concerned with the day-to-day running of his retinues, from 

1436 at the latest, Talbot employed men from the regular nucleus of his 

personal retinue. And for those areas in which he came into contact with 

the central administration, the paying and mustering of his troops, 

ample documentation has survived. 

One vital officer was a paymaster to handle the receipt and distri- 

bution of wages. His identity is revealed by the signature on the 

(1) BN, PO 2787, Talbot section 9-12; BN, Us Fr 25771/894" 
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official receipts or acquittances given to the Receiver General of 

Ilo=andy when wages were handed over. Talbot very rarely signed these 

himself(') and they were almost invariably signed by his own'deputy. 

In 1436 the names of two members of the Rouen garrison, John Pasquier 

and Richard Conningston, are found on acquittances. 
(2) 

But in February 

1437 Connizgston was superceded by Robert Stafford, whose signature 

is found thereafter on the great majority of these documents until the 

final loss of Nornandy in 1449. 

Robert Stafford, possibly the brother of Henry Stafford of Treeton, 

Receiver of Sheffield in the 1440s, is first known to have been in 

Talbot's service in the additional retinue of 1435" He was posted to 

Caudebec in January 1436, where he was appointed 'maistre portiert in 

charge of the town gates. He moved to Rouen at the end of the year, 

where he took command of one of the five city gates, and bec=- e Talbot Is 

paymaster. 
(3) 

The first surviving acquittance signed in his name is 

dated 7 February. From this date he appears also to have had charge of 

(1) The only known occasions when Talbot signed acquittances himself were 
during the later stages of the attempt to save Pontoise in 1441. See 
Bel, PO 2787, Talbot section 41; BN, Its Pr 26068/4363. 

(2) AlT, K 64/10/9,15; BI19 PO 2787, Talbot section 16,19; ALT, Ad Ch 
7980-83. 

(3) For these and further details on Stafford see AppendixV. He is 
possibly the same as Robert Stafford who lost all his -rants in 
Normandy for allowing the French to recapture Ferte-Bernard in 1428. 
The lands were subsequently granted to Talbot (AN, JJ 17445/108). 

___... ý 
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Talbot's seal and all moneys, including Talbot's personal salary, paid 

by the Receivers General of Normandy probably passed through his hands. 
(') 

While still in Rouen, for instance, (on 10 August 1437) he went out to 

Jumieges to deliver the first months wages of the army besiegiiv 

Tancarville. 
(2) 

At the end of 1437, when Clarvrick took over the captaincy, 
(3) 

he appears to have left the garrison of Rouen and joined the personal 

retinue. He was certainly in that company in November 1439 and stayed in 

it, with a short break in the first quarter of 1440, until the loss of 

Normandy. 

During the 1440s Stafford was assisted occasionally by Rimon 

r. 2anessier, the longest serving of Talbot's regular companions. Manessier 

signed acquittances during the periods MarchMay 1441, September 1442 

and May 1445. On 29 May 1445, for instance, Stafford received the `vages 

of the garrison of Harfleur whilst Manessier received those of 

(1) BIT, Clair 201/8463/66. All acquittances were both signed and sealed. 
The Clairambault section in the Bibliotheque Nationale has by far 
the best and most complete collection of seals still attached. The 
seal was 1 inches in diameter and incorporated Talbot's full arras. 
All acquittances in 1437-41 were signed by Stafford. 

(2) BN, PO 2787, Talbot section 23. 

(3) Viarwick took over in November. Stafford was no 1or er in the garrison 
for the quarter beginning 29 December 1437 (BIT, Ms Fr 25774/1286). 



286 

Montivilliers. 
(1) 

'Whilst both Stafford and 1.1anessier were in England 

in the early part of 1442, a third of Talbot's regular companions, John 

Le Prince, deputised for them. 
(2) 

But Stafford was clearly the most 

important financial officer. The last surviving acquittance, of 

1 February, 1449, was signed by him and after the fall of Rouen later 

in the year he was specifically associated with his captain in terms 

imposed on them to secure the repayment of loans made by the citizens 

of Rouen. 
(3) 

This indicates that his activities and responsibilities 

were wider than those of a mere paymaster and possibly extended to the 

management of all Talbot's financial affairs in Normandy. 

Stafford's position as paymaster was apparently distinct from that 

of captain's clerk. Less information exists of this office, but he 

appears to have been responsible for recruiting, supplying, provisioning 

and controlling Talbot's retinues. 
(4) 

He was perhaps most akin to the 

present day quartermaster. In 1449 John Le Prince, who had acted as 

Stafford's deputy in 1442, was described as Talbot's clerk. It was he 

(1) BN, dis Fr 26068/2489; BIN, Clair 201/8849/51,8451/52,8453/55- 
(2) BIT, PO 2787, Talbot s ection 44. Le Prince signed an acquittance 

for the wages of part of the personal retinue on 1 June 1442. 

(3) All, K 68/29/2; AN, J 1039/8 (dated 4 November). 

(4) See remarks of R. A. Newhall, op cit, p53 ff. 
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who organised the provision of artillery and powder for Fougeres after 

its capture by Surienne in March 1449. He personally took the artillery 

from Falaise to Fougeres, arranged for powder to be brought down from 

Rouen, and persuaded the reluctant carrier to transport it from Falaise 

to Fougeres. 
(1) 

He had probably been Talbot's clerk for some time for, 

besides acting as Stafford's deputy, he and his son had been regular 

members of the personal retinue since 1436 and employed with Stafford 

and Manessier in mustering. 
(2) 

Talbot was frequently empowered to take the musters of retinues 

joining him in the field, but he rarely did this personally. 
(3) 

This 

was another task delegated usually to his most trusted subordinates. 

Between 1439 and 1442 particularly, Stafford, Le Prince and Manessier 

mustered many contingents serving with their captain. One can take as 

an example the mustering of the Duke of York's army in the summer of 

1441. On 24 May Talbot was commissioned to take the muster of York and 

his men after their landing in flormandy. 
(4) 

York did not in fact meet 

(1) See the inquiry into the capture of Fougeres held before Juvenal des 
Ursins, printed in T. Basin, Histoire, iv (1859), Pp290-347, espec- 
ially the depositions of Pierre Tuvache, Cardinot Rocque and Jehcn 
du Moustier dit Valot, pp307,311,315-6. Le Prince was known as 
Le Petit Prince. It is clear from these statements that Talbot left 
most of the practical details of this operation to his clerk. 

(2) See Appendix V for details of Le Prince's career. 

(3) With the notable exception of detachments of artillery which were 
seconded to him 1436-37 and which he always mustered personally (see BN, Ms Fr 25773/1128,1144; 25774/1248,1283,1296). 

(4) CPR, 1436-41, P571. 
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Talbot until early July at Juziers. On 13 and 14 July the musters were 

taken by Stafford, Le Prince and Manessier not only of York's men but 

also of all the troops forming Talbot's army for the relief of Pontoise. 
ý1) 

Record has also survived of the same three mustering the garrison of 

Pontoise in September 1441, and the contingents left to garrison Conches 

one year later. 
(') 

There can be little doubt that Talbot's staff officers were those 

men who formed the permanent nucleus of his personal retinue. He clearly 

relied fairly heavily on them to carry out the routine tasks of his 

military administration. But, in addition to this permanent staff, 

Talbot possibly also retained a second in command or adjutant in his 

retinue. If this were so the post was never occupied for long by any 

one man. Nevertheless it is perhaps more than coincidence that, during 

the last ten years at least, the muster roll of the personal retinue 

was headed by a knight bachelor or esquire of undoubtedly higher rank 

than the remainder of the lances and who, in all but one case, had had 

considerable experience in the war and exercised independent command. 

These men were: Sir Thomas Griffith in November 1439, Thomas Everir ham 

in February and August 1440, William Minors in November 1440, March and 

(1) AN, K 67/1/23-27. 

(2) AN, K 67/1/40,41; BN, Ms Fr 25776/1533; AN, K 67/12/71-4. 

---- _ý, 
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September 1441, Sir John Ripley in September and November 1442, and 

Sir Here John in July 1448. 
(1) 

Ripley had probably been with the 

retinue since Michaelmas 1441 and appears to have taken over command 

of part of the retinue when Talbot was in England in January-June 1441, 

and again before Dieppe from December 1442 until captured in Au, ust. 
(2) 

William Minors is perhaps typical of these men. A yeoman of the Crown 

under Henry V, he fought at Verneuil, became Captain of Harfleur in 1426 

and, as an usher of Bedford's household, was at Chartres with him during 

the siege of Orleans. He was still Captain of Harfleur in 1433-34 and 

lost the town to the peasant army in December 1435. In 1437 he served 

with his own retinue in the siege of Tancarville and joined Talbot's 

personal retinue in November 1440. After leaving Talbot he joined York 

as the controller of his household in 1442. But he eventually left 

York and joined the court. He became an usher of the chamber and was 

indicted at Rochester in 1450 during the reaction against Suffolk. This 

he survived, for, styled usher, he purchased a pardon in February 1452 of 

(1) Griffith was included in Willism of Worcester's list of Bedford's 
retinue and served with his own retinue in the siege of Tancarville. 
Everi wham was Talbot's retainer, besides a veteran of Verneuil and 
Anjou (see above p222-3). John was also one of Bedford's captains (Wars of the English, ii, p436). 

(2) See above p188. Ripley had also served with Sir William 
Chamberlain in Talbot's garrison at Meaux, which surrendered to the 
French in September 1439 (Waurin, 1431-47, p256). 
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all his debts as Bailiff of Gartre Hundred. 
(') 

There must surely have 

been something exceptional about the position of men like Minors in 

the personal retinue, and it seems plausible that they took over a large 

degree of practical command for a captain whose duties and responsibili- 

ties were so extensive, and must have taken him away for considerable 

periods from direct contact with even his own personal retinues. 

Although the evidence for the earlier years is imperfect, by the 

period 1439-42 Talbot had created in Normandy itself a fairly sophis- 

ticated organisation for his personal retinue. A flexible system of 

recruiting had been established, based on the existence of a pool of 

available men at arms, which ensured fairly regular service and a full 

complement. The closest and most regular of these provided his per- 

manent staff and the essential continuity. There was perhaps also a 

higher ranking adjutant retained on a short term basis. His officers 

probably also acted as his personal council of war and in this period 

of almost constant campaigning possibly fulfilled the function of his 

(1) Wars of the Ennlish, ii, p394,545; li'olandon and Beaucourt, 
L'armee An!; laise ycaincue par Jeanne D'Arc, P107; C. L. Kingsford, 
Fifteenth Century Historical Literature, P365; Waurin, 1431-47, 
p104; Es, Ad Ch 137,3603,12158; CPR, 1452-61, p44" 

--- --- ---- ------ -ý---ý 
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household. 
(') 

For his own needs Talbot developed an administrative 

system loosely parallel to the administration of the army as a whole. 

This, and the very slight contact with his affinity in England, was 

perhaps the inevitable consequence of his constant occupation in the 

wars of Henry VI. 

(1) There is unfortunately no direct evidence of the presence of 
Margaret, Lady Talbot, and/or a permanent household in France. On 
8 April 1441, however, Lord and Lady Talbot received a Papal 
indult to have a portable altar and to celebrate mass in places 
under interdict (Cal Papal Resisters, Letters, ic, p239). The 
Lady Margaret had certainly spent some time in France, for she 
had been in her father's household there in the year 1431-32 
(H. A. Cronne and R. H. Hilton, 'The Beauchamp Household Book', 
University of Birmingham Historical Journal, ii (1950), pp208-18). 
Talbot's establishment in France had, of course, all the chivalric 
trappings. He had his Herald, Shrewsbury, and Poursuivants, ore 
of whom was named Purnival, who were active during the weeks fol- 
lowing the seizure of Fougeres-('Evidence before Juvenal des Ursins', 
loc cit, pp307,312,316,319). His Herald served him for over 
forty years and. lived to perform the final and unpleasant task 
of recognising his master's body after Castillon (d'Escouchy, 
Chronige, ii, pp42-3, and also above p207. ) 

R 
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VIII 

THE ESTATES SUM FINANCES OF 

JOHI1, FIRST EARL OF SHF VSBURY 

Just as the reconstruction of Talbot's affinity was hanciicopped 

by lack of evidence, so also is an assessment of his finances. In 

common with so many of his peers, his once huge collection of estate 

accounts and surveys has by now largely disappeared. It is particularly 

unfortunate that no B3ceivers' General accounts or Auditors' valors, 

which would have allowed an accurate assessment of his overall annual 

income from land, have survived. 
(') 

On the other hand, there is 

surviving documentation in the form of Receivers' and Ministers' 

accounts, especially a very full collection of accounts relating to the 

lordship of Blaclßnere. 
(2) 

The economic and social history of the 

lordship is the subject of the follovwix chapter, but the B1acl ere 

accounts are also invaluable as a source for the administration system 

employed in the Talbot estates as a whole. 

(1) A valor of Blac ere, Badgeworth, Ashton and Broughton Gifford for 
the year 1401-2, and another of the Shropshire estates for 1521-2 
have survived, however, as part of the Bridgewater Papers (see 
Appendix VI). 

(2) See Ch IX passim. The accounts cover the years 1377-1522. In addi- 
tion to the B1ac1nere accounts, there are two Sheffield Receiver's 
accounts of 1442-3 and 1446-7 (printed TJU, ii, pp229-246, 
344-360), a Goodrich account of 1480-1 (PRO, SC 6/1122/12), entries 
relating to Goodrich in Herbert Receiver G3nera1 accounts (National 
Library of Wales, Badminton Liss 1501-3) and a similar entry relating to Painswick in an account of the lands of Edward Grey, Lord Lisle, 
c1475-83 (PRO, SC 6/1119/6). 

4 
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(1) 
The administration of the Talbot estates in the mid-fifteenth 

century was similar to that of the Duchy of Lancaster, 
(') 

found 

reproduced in other private inheritances. The basic unit was the 

receivership, each under the management of a Receiver. The division 

of responsibility seems to have followed the lines of the old lord- 

ships which had, by 1422, been joined together into the inheritance. 

Thus Sheffield, Worksop and Alton were separate receiverships of the 

Furnival, Blackmere and Corfhsm of the Le Strange and Goodrich and 

Painswick of the original Talbot inheritances. The Wiltshire, 

Berkshire and Oxfordshire group of manors, which were in the hands 

of Beatrice, Lady Talbot until 1447, may be assumed to havo formed 

another administrative unit. 
(2) 

There were other individual manors 

which may also from time to time have been attached to a receiver- 

ship or held directly responsible to the Receiver General. 
(3) 

The Receiver General was the direct superior of the Receivers and 

the general manager of the estate finances. Although none of his 

(1) R. Somerville, History of the Duchy of Lancaster, Ch VI, passim, 
especially p98 if. 

(2) See above p28-9. 

(3) Cheswardine and Wrockwardine, Shropshire, for instance, were in 
the early fifteenth century occasionally charged to the Receiver 
of Blaclmere (eg 1397-98,1401-02,1420-21) whilst in 1427-28 it was 
specifically noted an his account that issues of Cheswardine were 
delivered directly to the Receiver General (BP 76/1427-28). After 
1473 these and other manors, including Shifnal, which at one time 
had enjoyed its own Receiver, were brought permanently into the Receivership of Blackmere. 
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accounts has survived it is clear from the careers of individual 

holders of the office that he held an omnicompetent place at the head 

of the administration. He was, like his counterpart under Richard 

Beauchamp', ' Earl of Warwick, "the pivot of the whole estate and finan- 

cial organisation". 
(1) 

Moreover, the power and importance of his position 

was increased by Talbot's years of service overseas. 

It is of. great interest, however, that the centralised organisa- 

tion under the control of the Receiver General was a new development 

in the Talbot estates, which did not take place until the amalgama- 

tion of inheritances in the hand of John, Lord Talbot himself in 

1422. Lord John's father, Richard, does not in fact appear to have 

employed a Receiver General. The administration of his own and his 

wife's inheritances seem to have been kept independent. Blackmere, 

the seat of the Le Stranges, remained under the general charge of a 

Steward and the profits, if not handled by this official, were delivered 

directly to Lord Richard. 
(2) 

There was no intermediary between the lord- 

(1) C. D. Ross, loc cit, p7. The administration of the Hungerford estates 
was also modelled on the Lancastrian pattern (J. L. Kirby, The 
Hungerford Family in the Later Middle Ages, p107). On the other hand, 
the estate management of Richard, Duke of York, and Humphrey, Duke of 
Buckingham was not as centralised. In the Stafford system there were 7 
independent receiverships (T. B. Pugh, The Marcher Lordships of South 
Wales, P157) and J. T. Rosenthal, loc cit, has recently suggested a 
similar independence in some of York's receiverships. 

(2) In 1391-92, for instance, profits of ¬261/7/8id. were delivered direct tc 
Lord Richard at Eccleswall, whilst in 1393-94 £274/14/3d, were delivered 
to the Steward of the lordship, John Burley (BP 75/1391-92,1393-94)" 
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ship and the person of the Lord. The independent administration of 

the Le Strange lands naturally continued after Richard's death during the 

life of his widow, Lady Ankaret. Blaclflmere, in fact, appears to have 

been her headquarters and the Steward of her household there her prin- 

cipal financial officer, not only for her own lands, but also for those 

held in joint-enfeoffinent and dower. 
(1) 

It was not until after Lady Ankaret's death in 1413 that the Talbot 

and Le Stranre inheritance could be completely united in the hands of 

Gilbert, lord Talbot, and it is not until after this date that reference 

is found to the office of Receiver General in the Talbot administration. 
(2) 

Even so, the Le Strange lands seen initially to have remained an indepen- 

dent administrative unit, for the Steward of Blaclßnere continued to 

(3) 
control the profits of the lordship. Continued independence was 

guaranteed by Lord Gilbert's joint-enfeoffment of the lordship with his 

wife, Lady Beatrice, 
(4) 

although Gilbert's premature death in France 

(1) See above Ch I, pp9-10. Lady Ankaret held Eceleswall, Herefordshire, 
in joint-enfeoffinent. In 1400-01 lands in Gloucestershire and Wiltshire 
were included in a valor of some of her estates drawn up at Blackraere. 
And in 1411-12 the Steward of Blaclmiere received payments from various 
other estates including Corfham (Culmington) and Eccleswall (BP 87 
(valor) ; 65/1411-12). 

(2) The first reference is in a Steward's account of 1417-18. Lord Gilbert 
may well have employed a Receiver General in his estates before this 
date (BP 85 1417-18). 

(3) The profits were delivered to the Steward in 1414-15 (BP 75/1414-15). 

(4) See above Ch I, p24. 

_. - ý_ -- 
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speeded up the process of amalgamation. During her brief period of 

possession of the entire inheritance (1420-2) Lady Beatrice appears 

to have begun to bring. the two administrations together. By 1421 the 

Receiver General had gained' a foothold in the lordship of Blaclanere, 

although Lady Beatrice received the lion's share of the profits 

directly. 
(1) 

The complete absorption of the Strange lands into a 

centralised system followed quickly on Talbot's succession to all his 

brother's estates and their amalgamation with the Furnival inheritance. 
(2) 

When Lady Beatrice surrendered Blackomere to her brother-in-lair, the 

independent status of the Steward as an administrative official finally 

disappeared and Lord John's Receiver General took full control of the 

combined Talbot, Stran e and FZrnival lands, organised rationally into 

dependent receiverships. 

John Talbot's choice as his first Receiver General was Richard 

Legett, a native of Corfhen and a man who began his career in the 

household service of Ankaret, Lady Talbot. In 1407 he was a benefi- 

' ciary in the will of his lady's second husband, Thomas, Lord Furnival, 

(1) B' 75/1420-1. 

(2) In 1424-5 the Receiver of Blackinere, who was also the Steward of the 
household, kept the profit of the lordship in his ovm hands to help 
cover part of the household costs (see also below p317 ). But in 
later years all the clear profit was delivered to the Receiver 
General, who presumably made allowances to the Steward. 

"iJ 
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and in the followirg years held a position of some responsibility in 

the household, being employed particularly as a buyer of provisions and 

agent in London. 
(') 

On Lady Ankaret's death he succeeded into the ser- 

vice of her son John and was soon holding a position of great 

responsibility, for in 1418 he became one of his English attorneys. 
2 

He was possibly already his principal financial officer, for in 1422 

he immediately became Receiver General of all the Talbot estates, 
(3) 

He held this position, apparently without a break, until 1446. 

Legett was not a prominent member of Shropshire society. He was 

never in great demand as a feoffee, nor ever aspired to the bench or 

a seat in Parliament. As a feoffee he most often worked in collabora- 

tion with his lord or his fataily. 
(4) 

His failure to advance in the 

society of the county of his birth was due partly to his migration to 

(1) Testanenta Eboracensia, iii:, (Surtees Society, xlv) 1864, p42; 
IT 85/1411-2. 

(2) CPR, 1416-22.. P153- He was reappointed 1 September 1424 (ibid, 
1422-29 p263). 

(3) ICI' 76/1422-3. No record of his fees and/or annuities has survived, 
but he did hold the manors of Weston Turville and Tasle for certain 
periods (Cat Anc Deeds, iii, C 3722; CCR, 1441-79 P1555- 

(4) He was a feoffee for Richard Fox in 1425, a justice of gaol delivery 
in 1433, a feoffee with Talbot and his son Sir Christopher in 
galas in 1437 and a farmer, with Sir Christopher and others, of 

the lands of Geoffrey Louther, one time executor of Thomas, Lord 
Purnival, in 1441 CCR, 1422-9, p207; CPR, 1429-36, p277,1436-41, 
p73; CCR, 1441-7, pp60-1 . 
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London. In the early 14403 Richard Legett Esq. of Corfham bec=e 

Richard Legett, qentlenan of London. 
(') 

His London connections had 

always been strong. In his early days in Lady Ankaret's household he 

had conducted ouch business there and he Was helped by the success of his 

brothers John and Thomas, one a draper and the other a goldsriith, vrho 

both became citizens. 
(2) 

Richard was established in a property in 

St. Andres, Baynards Castle, acquired by Talbot, and which he held in 

enfeoffnent with his Lord, his brother John, Sir Christopher Talbot and 

others. The place became known, by corruption, as Legates Place, and it 

appears that it was not only his residence but also the London head- 

quarters and nerve centre of his adninistration of the Talbot finances. 
(3) 

Legett's London connections were no doubt invaluable for the 

financial dealings in which we may asswm he was involved on behalf of 

his Lord. But little is knovzn of thäse. The only financir of Which 

(1) He is referred to as Esq. of Corfh= in 1429,1433 and 1441, and 
Gentleman of London in 1443,1446 and 1451 (CCR, 1429-35v pp27,224, 
ß, p77,60-1,382,1447-549 p326). 

(2) See CCR, '-1429-35, p224,1447-54, P337. 

(3) Ibid, 1441--7, p382. The Property was made up of two tenements and 
two shops.. ý It passed eventually into the hands of Margaret, 
Countess of Shrewsbury. On her death it was in the hands of her 
feoffees, but in 1477 it was given to St. Andrews for the support 
of a chantry priest to sing for the souls of Legett and his wife 
Jane (PRO, C140/26; London TonorraDhical Record, ix, p30). 

r 
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specific information has survived concerns the collection and organi- 

sation of Talbot's ransom. In 1429 he was one öf those receiving 

contributions; in 1434 it was he who received the first instalment of 

¬1,000 granted to Talbot on 25 February; and in 144.21 or later, he 

and Thurston Banaster filed a petition in Chancery on Talbot's behalf 

against Thomas Coland, iihon they claimed had knocringly received part 

of a cargo of salt belonging to Talbot, lost to pirates. 
(') 

The rest 

of Legett's financing, the raising of credit, the settling; of debts, 

the investinE; of profits can only be imagined. Fortunately more is 

known of the work involved in the administration of the estates. 

The (incomplete) itinerary in Table V, d. ravrn up for the years 

1434-79 suggests that Legett spent much of his time touring the 

Talbot estates, whilst being loosely based in Corfhcn und London. Ile 

certainly appears to have been at Corfham every Easter where his 

account for the preceding financial year was completed and audited. 
(2) 

(1) CCR, 1429-35, p2?; Chance Proceedirts Elizabeth I, i, ixl; 
Devon, Issues, P423. Banaster of ? rtakeslv. ll, Yorkshire, and 
London was often associated with Legett and was eventually appointed 
a feoffee of his goods and chattels in 1451 (CCR, U47-549 p337)- 
He was perhaps Legett's personal assistant. The salt captured by 
pirates was part of a gift towards the ranson from the Duke of 
Brittany. 

(2) It was noted at the foot of the lt"eceivcr's accounts 1433-4,1434-5 
that the kuditor had audited Legett': accounts at Corfhan at this 
time. 
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Table V 

The Itinerary of Richard Legett, 1434-37 

1434: January at Dorchester 
February it London 
March Corfham 
April " Blaclcere 
July " Corfhan 
October Corfham 

Bridgnorth 
December London 

1435: January B1aclcere 
March " Corfhcm 
September " Shrewsbury 
November London 

1436: January " Corfham 
April " Sheffield 
October Corfh m 

Blaclaere 
November " London 

1437: February Credenhall 

On the other hand, several of the winter months were spent in London. 
(') 

Possibly after 1440 he based himself more permanently in London, for in 

1442-3 moneys were delivered to him in London on four out of five 

occasions durin, the year - on 6 December, 21 February, 21 July and 

10 September. 

Le, ett's visits to the various estates too., in a wide ron�e of 

business beyond the mere supervision of the Receivers. In June 1427, 

(1) It is apparent fron the B1aclcaere household account of 1424-5 that 
Legett continued to take personal responsibility for the purchases 
of spices, and other luxury imports, in London (EP, 85/1424-5). 

4i 



301 

for instance, he was at Goodrich in consultation with the Lady Margaret, 

probably arranging the release of Talbot's Irish prisoner, MacMurrough. 

In the followino month: he travelled up to Chester where he stayed until 

September supervising the repair and fitting out of one of Talbot's 

ships, 
(1) 

But he was also active in upholding his Lord's local interests 

and influence. In September 1435, for instance, he and William Burley 

were responsible for managing Talbot's interests at the election of the 

Shropshire MPs, 
(2) 

successfully, it would appear, since Burley gras one 

of those elected. Judicial business, both in the King's courts and 

within Talbot's private jurisdiction, also too:: up much of his time. In 

October 1434 he was at Bridgnorth maintaining the cause of Katherine Say, 

whilst in April 1428 he was adjudicatinG between Blackmeie tenants and 

William Venables (of (? ) Kinderton) and in November 1442 he was at 

Rotheram settling a dispute between Sheffield tenants. 
(3) 

More than a 

financial officer, Legett was a general factotum in the management of 

all Talbot's domestic affairs. 

Clearly the Receiver General could not perform personally all his 

executive =id judicial tasks. Consequently the Receivers, such as 

John Wenlock '4 Blackmere or Willicm Swift at Sheffield, were employed 

(1) 76/1427,82/1427-8. 

(2) BP 82/1434-5. 

(3) B' 76/1434-5,1427-8; 'TINAS, ii, p242. 

ýS 
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as local agents. Wenlook came of a family with a tradition of household 

service, for his father had been employed in the household of Lord 

Richard. He himself was the second officer in Lord Gilbert's household 

in 1417-18 and became Lady Beatrice's Steward and then Receiver at Easter 

1419. He was replaced in 1422 and perhaps stayed in Lady Beatrice's 

service for five years. 
(') 

However, he became Lord John's Receiver at Easter, 

1427 and held the office continuously until at least 1443, with a fee 

of ¬3 per annum. 
(2) 

Like Legett he was far more than an accountant, being 

responsible under the orders of the family or the Receiver General for the 

management of much of Talbot's Shropshire affairs. In addition to the 

administration of the lordship, he undertook a great deal of local legal 

business and represented his Lord before local commissions. Two particular 

cases stand out. In 1434-35 he was permanently involved in protracted 

defence of Katherine Say's interests at Bridgnorth, the case in which Legett 

also took a personal interest. And in 1437 he was again busy taking action 

against one John Wickstead for subtraction of rent, collecting the evidence arf 

(1) In addition to making him Steward and Receiver, Lady Beatrice 
rewarded him with the issues of the manor of Hethehouse and £3 
from other members of the lordship. With his wife Margaret and. 
son John he escorted Beatrice durir a long journey to the South 
in the summer of 1421, which took her to the court of Queen 
Katherine and probably her marriage to Thomas Fettiplace (BP 81/ 
1405-06; 85/1417-18; 75/1420-21). 

(2) BP 84/1426-27; OCR, 1441-47, P155" 
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hirinv an apprentice at law to conduct the case. 
(') 

On other occasions 

he rode to Shrewsbury to represent his Lord at the sessions of the peace 

and several times was responsible for the delivery of felons to 

Shrewsbury gaol. 
(2) 

The full range of Wenlock's work is well illustrated by the jour- 

neys which took him away fron Blaclamere in the year 1435-6"(3) His 

first trip was to London in November 1435, taking sixteen days, to 

deliver some of the profits of the lordship to Legett. He took 

another instalment to Legett at Corf ham in January. In the followinc 

month he gras called to the sessions at Shrewsbury and in March went dorm 

to assizes at Bridgnorth "on the cause of the Lord's nanor of Morton'. 

In April he rode to Liverpool to discuss certain of his Lord's affairs 

with Thomas Stanley and from there to Sheffield to confer with Legett. 

Part of their discussion was no doubt on the tax to be paid that year 

for, when he reti±ned to B1acl1ere, Vlenloclc set out Cain for 

(1) 33P 76/1424-5,1436-7. The Receiver of Sheffield was similarly 
employed in legal work. In October 1442, for instance, he went to 
Rotheran to support Talbot's servant Thomas Wortley in a case 
against one Harry Boston (TILLS, ii, p242). 

(2) In his account he claimed for expenses incurred "equitanti usque 
Salop ad sessiones ibidem ex parte domino". And the lailiff of the 
manor frequently claimed for the expenses of delivery of men to the 
gaol on the instruction of the Receiver. 

(3) The expenses for these, as most other business outside the routine 
management of the estate, was claimed under the item 'Necessary 
expenses and foreign payments'. 

- -- ----- --- - -- -- -- ------ -- --- 
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Shrewsbury on Legett's orders "in the cause of the King's subsidy". 

In July he returned to Sheffield, this time to confer with Sir 

Christopher Talbot, who in the following month stayed at Black mere 

with Thomas Corbet and John Burgh. 
(1) 

Wenlock perhaps remained Receiver of Blacl ere until Talbot's 

death. 
(2) 

Legett, however, retired from Talbot's sertice in somewhat 

puzzling circumstances in Ilay 1446. In that month Legett and his 

Lord released all claims and actions against each other and Legett 

quit his claim to Legate's Place. 
(3) 

But this was not the end of 

(1) EP 76/1435-6/h 3. 
(2) He died in 1462-3 (EP 21/1462-3). At Whitchurch Great Court John, 

son and heir of John Wenlock, took possession of a house in Noke 
Street and other properties in the town, which his father had 
lately held. It was probably John the youn, er who had served-with 
Talbot in France 1442-3. He was in the Countess Margaret's retinue 
in 1451 at Berkeley, was granted the manor of Bookh^. pton, part of 
Kingston Lisle, in or before 1451-2 and the office of parker of 
that lordship with a fee of ¬5. He -ras a witness to the will of 
Viscount Lisle, a feoffee with Lisle's brother, Sir Lewis Talbot, 
in 1456 and (styled. 'Esquire' of London) Countess Margaret's attor- 
ney in Painswick in 1460. He became Steward of Kingston Lisle, 
with a fee of £6/13/4d. in 1466. After his Lady's death he joined 
the service of her only surviving; son, Sir Humphrey Talbot. In his 
will, dated 6 October 1477, he asked that 100 marks be spent "upon 
a tomb over our lady of Shrewsbury" in St. Paul's. This was not 
carried out immediately for Sir Humphrey, his executor, himself 
willed in 1492 that "a stone be put on the pillar before the grave 
of my lady my mother-in Pauls of her portraiture and arcs, according 
to the will of John "Uenlock". (PRO, E101/54/2; PI20ý KB 27/763/42; 
R. 19 Ad U 15664/53-60; Register Stafford and Kemp, f 313; Cat 
Anc Deeds, iv, A 9048; CFR 1452-61, p295; IT. Johnston, History of 
of Lovetots, Furnivals and Talbots, Sheffield Public Library, Bacon 
Franks Liss, 3, p178 ff). 

(3) CCR, 1441 : L, P382. 

_. _... _ _ _. _____ ________ _. __ _ __. .___- _______wWýý'f 
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his active career, for he found his way into the confidence of none 

other than Janes, Lord Berkeley, for whom he stood surety on 7 December 

1451, in the midst of Berkeley's troubles at the hands of the Talbots. 
(1) 

This suggests that his forty or more years of service with the Talbot 

fanily was ended by some profound disagreement with the Earl of 

Shrewsbury. 

Legett was succeeded by Roger Stedman, Rector of ti7hitchurch, another 

who had spent many years in Talbot's service. Stedman began his career 

in 1410 when he was presented to the livin of Bishop's, Castle. He had 

entered Talbot's service by 1414, for he accompanied him to Ireland, 

where he was granted a living in the Province of Armagh. Nine years 

later Talbot presented him to Culmington (Corfham), which living he 

resigned in 1425. He did not become Rector of Vthitchurch until 1441. 
(2) 

He acted as a feoffee with and for his Lord on occwsion(3) and was made 

co-Janitor of B1G, cliere in 1427. It is in this year that he can be 

first traced in the financial administration, for he worked with Legett 

(1) CCR, 1447-54, "p325-6. 
(2) Reistran Roberti Mascall, Canterbury and York Society, xxi, p176; 

Rot Pat Claus Hib, p206; Registrum Thorne Spofford, Canterbury and 
York Society, xxiii, pp351-2; Whitchurch Parish Register. Stedman 
was also made Rector of Munslow in Corvedale by Yfilliom Burley on 
1 December 1422 (Remistrwn Thome Spofford, Canterbury and York 
Society, xxiii, P350)- 

(3) Cat Anc Deeds, iii, C 3362,3722. 
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on the repair of Talbot's ship at Chester. 
(') 

But unfortunately nothing 

is known of his activities or exact position until 1442-3 when he was 

Receiver of Sheffield, the duties of which office were exercised by a 

deputy, William Swift. During the brief visit made to England by Talbot 

in the summer of 1443 it was he who took charge of arrangements in 

London. 
(2) 

He seems to have been Legett's most experienced and senior 

assistant and the obvious choice as his successor. 

Stedman, in fact, only remained Receiver General for one year. 

During this year he adcompanied Talbot to Ireland again, where he was 

made a canon of St. Patrick's, Dublin. But he was back in Sheffield on 

9 January 1447 and was replaced at about Easter by Richard Bnna. ster. 
(3) 

This was not, however, the end of his career. He may oven have been 

restored to the office, for he was the ally one of Talbot's administra- 

tars to be made an executor of his will in 1452. He, himself, died in 

1455. 
(4) 

(1) BP 76/1427,1427-8. 
(2) TUS, ii, pp229,243. 

(3) : mia, PP359-60. 
(4) Register Stafford and Kenp, f 312b; Vihitchurch Parish Register. He 

was also a feoffee in the group of southern manors in April 1449 
(C'R, 146-, 52, p246). 
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Richard Banaster of Hadnall, Shropshire, was a man of greater means 

than either Legett or Stedman. His father had served in France under 

Talbot as had. he, with his own retinue, in 1442. 
(1 

The only information 

on his earlier employment in the administration of Talbot's finances is 

a reference in the Receiver of Blaclanere's account of 1433-4 to the 

effect that in April the Receiver delivered to Banaster, at Shifnal, 

some of the profits of the lordship assigned to go to France. 
(2) 

It is 

also known that Banaster was in France in early 1436. 
(3) 

It may be 

suggested, therefore, that at this time Banaster was one of Talbot's 

senior financial agents there. After his promotion to Receiver General, 

Banaster became a feoffee in Talbot's southern manors (1449) and in the 

same year was elected one of the Shropshire Members of Parliament. 

After 1449 nothing more is knovm of his life. 
(4) 

A financial check gras kept on the Receiver General, tie Receivers 

and all Talbot's ministers by his Auditor. It appears that only one 

Auditor was employed, who was responsible for all the estates. In the 

early years of the fifteenth century this was Richard Clerk of Painswick. 

Clerk was very rauch the senior raember of the administration. Like 

Legett he began his career under Lady Ankaret, but he was already 

(1) PRO, E101/50/1,54/2. 

(2) 13P 76/1433-4. 

(3) BN, Ms Pr 25772/1050. He served from 4 January as foot lance in the 
garrison of Csudebec. 

(4) V1edovlood, P38. 
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receiving an annuity of Z2/13/4d. charged to her manor of Badgeworth 

in 1397" By 1399-1400 he was her Receiver in Gloucestershire and 

Herefordshire; in 1402-3 the Receiver of Blac1 ere; and in 1405-6 

her Auditor. Clerk's services were recognised by Thomas, Lord 

Purnival, who left him the large sum of ¬20 in 1407. 
(1) 

Unfortunately 

his career after 1407 is less fully documented. He accompanied John 

Talbot to Ireland in 1414, where he helped audit the Treasurer's 

account in 1417. But he was back in England by 1420-1 as Auditor of 

Beatrice, - Lady Talbot. He continued to be John Talbot's Auditor at 

least until 1437, 
(2) 

but he retired or died before 1443. 

Clerk appears to have been the Talbot Auditor without a break fror 

1405. This alone testifies to his skill and the high regard in which 

he was held by his employers. His work, particularly in his later 

years was not overtaxing, extending little further than the specific 

task of auditing the various accounts. This is shown by his itinerary 

in the year 1433-4, of which details have survived in his claim for 

expenses attached to the foot-,. Of-':; the Receiver of Blackaiere's account 

for that year. The audits were carried out in two sessions, one 

beginning after Michaelmas and ending at Christaas, the other over 

Easter. The first session began at Sheffield, whence Clerk travelled 

to Blaclanere, perhaps covering Alton en route. He arrived at 

(1) BP 87/valor 1400-1; 81/1399-1400,1402-3,1405-6; Testamenta 
Eboracensia, (Surtees Society, xlv) p42. 

(2) Rot Pat Claus Hib, P214b, BP 75/420-1,76/1433-7,02/1426-7. 
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Black mere in November, moving on to Shifnal and Corfham. V; ilst based 

at Corfham, Clerk carried out business at Ludlow, Leominster and 

Credinhill, and was still there at Christmas which he spent as the guest 

of Richard Baaard. He set out for home on 28 December and arrived at 

Painscrick after three days travelling. In April he set out on the 

second session which took him to Goodrich to supervise the renewal of 

the rental there and to Ecclesvrall for the audit of the south Herefordshire 

estates. From Ecclesvtall he went back to Corfhara to. -audit not only the 

accounts of the lordship but also that of the Receiver General. Having 

completed this he returned once more to Painswick. In October he set 

off on his next circuit. The first stop was Talbot's Inn at Shrewsbury, 

where he audited the Welsh ministers' accounts, before going on to 

Blackinere. At Blaclßnere he filed his claim for 15/5d. in expenses. 
(') 

By 1443 Clerk had been succeeded by John Harper (? ) of Rushall, 

Staffordshire, for it was he who audited the Sheffield accounts in 1443 

and 1g47. 
(2) 

Clerk had been very much the faithful;: fanily retainer. 

(1) BP 76/1433-4. 
(2) THIS, ii, pp244,352. It has been assumed that John Harper, Auditor 

of Sheffield, who travilled from Hereford to car out his audit, 
is the same as John Harper of'Rushall (c1395-1464) one time Steward 
of Anne, Countess of Stafford, and life long retainer and councillor 
of Humphrey, Duke of Buckingha (see J. Roskell, The Commons in 
the Parliament-of 1422, p189 and T. B. Pugh, rThe idarcher Lordships 
of South Wales, p291). 

. ý.. ý 
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I 

Haxper was far more the independent professional, for in addition to 

Talbot, from whom he received a fee of ä4, he was employed by the 

Crown, Richard, Duke of York, Richard ITevill, Earl of T arwick, and 

probably a number of lesser Lien of whom Robert Corbet of ; Torton 

Corbet, Shropshire, was but one. 
(') 

In contrasting ways, however, 

the careers of both Clerk and Harper illustrate the high prer1iun 

put by the fifteenth-century landed class on a good auditor. 

The estates not only produced a regular income from rents, but 

also yielded an occasional increment from the exploitation of the 

incidents of feudal tenure, particularly reliefs and aids. The assess- 

ment and collection of these was in the charge of the Feodary, Richard 

Dalby. In 1451, Dalby drew up a 'Feodarium', a list of reliefs and 

aids due from the free tenants in the lordship of Sheffield and from 

the holders of K iights Fees of the barony of T'urnival in Nottinah hire 

and Yorkshire. Reliefs fron the Knights Fees totere worth £55/5/Od-, an 

aid fron all the feudal tenants listed, P-41/6/Od. 
(2) 

One may asswae 

(1) He was retained of counsel by Corbet with a fee of £5 in 1445; a 
feoffee of "Warwick in Stoke Edith, Herefordshire, 1453-4; an Audi- 
tor of Richard of York on 14 October 1458; appointed Aaditor of all 
the lands confiscated frog Warwick 9 December 1459; and appointed 
Auditor of all the Crown and Talbot; Stafford and Mowbray lands in 
the King's hands in' Gloucestershire, Herefordshire and Shropshire on 
1 January 1462 (CCR, 1'141-7, 'p271; 1 -60, p60; CPR, 1452-61, 
Pp49,527,570; 1461-7, P9). 

(2) TH. S, i, PP137-172. 
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that aids were levied in 1426, when his eldest son, John, was knighted, 

in 1434, when Talbot himself was r ored, and in the mid 1440s, when 

his eldest daughter (by Margaret Beauchamp), Elizabeth, married John, 

Duce of Norfolk. 

The whole of the financial administration was ultimately respon- 

sible to the Lord and his council. Talbot's council remains to us a 

vague and shadowy institution. Its importance during Talbot's periods 

of absence speaks for itself. On occasions such as the year 1432-3, 

when he was a prisoner and Lady Margaret a permanent Guest in her 

father's household, 
(1)his 

affairs must have been almost entirely in 

its hands, but yet details of its composition and work are scarce. 

Clearly important positions were held by the senior administrators and 

most trusted retainers, but there were probably also permanent clerks 

to conduct the routine work. The Receiver General, Richard Legett, 

appears to have held a pre-eminent position. He was not only the chief 

executive of the council, but possibly also its chairman, for in every 

surviving reference to the council he alone is consistently singled 

out as a member. Legett was assisted it is knovm by William Burley, 

Hugh Burgh, George Hark/stone and John Kernford. In the early years' 

unless Legett himself had received legal training, the only known 

(1ý See H. A. Cronne and R. H. Hilton, 'The Beauchamp Household 
Book', lac cit. 



312 

la; ryer was Burley. 
(1) 

It is perhaps significant that, in the later 

years, when Talbot become preoccupied with the Berkeley claim, the 

number of lawyers grew. Of the eight executors n=ed in his will, 

a cross section of the council of his last years, no less than four 

were probably lawyers, and only one an accountant. 
(2) 

In its routine viork the baronial council was not only concerned 

with the exploitation of the estates, but also responsible for the 

welfare of its tenants and the protection of their interests. Its work 

was both judicial and administrative. 
(3) 

It was concerned with much 

internal and ex, ernal litigation. The extensive preoccupation of 

essentially financial officers, such as Legett and 'Tenlock, with legal 

matters was probably a reflection of the council's supreme judicial 

function. 
(4) 

It was the council's responsibility to settle disputes 

(1) G. A. Holmes found that John of Gaunt's council was dominated by 
retainers, lawyers and accountants (op cit, p76). 

(2) Register Stafford and Kemp, f 312b. The lawyers were: John Brown 
of Baddesley-Clinton, Warwickshire, William Cumberford of Curnberford, 
Staffordshire, Sir William TZottin hcm of Gloucester, and Nicholas 
Billing, (? ) brother of Sir Thomas Billing. Roger Stedman was the 
accountant. The other executors were Lady Margaret, his nephew 
William Catesby, and his retainer Thomas Everingham. See also 
C. D. Ross, be cit, ppll-2, who found that in 1420-1 Richard 
Beauchamp, Earl of Warwick's council was similarly dominated by 
lawyers when he was involved against the Berkeleys. 

(3) See also G. A. Holmes, op cit, P77. 

(4) See above pp 300,301-02. 

--- ------ - ---- ------ -- --------- -- ---- -- - 
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between tenants and it was as councillors that Le, ett and others acted 

in this. 
" It was also within the council's power to decide on grants, 

such as the assignment of pasturage mithin Blaclmere Park to William 

Savill in 1428.2) 

In matters of high policy the council gras the Lord'"s advisory and 

executive body. In June 1427 Legett and perhaps other members of the 

council were at Goodrich in consultation. with Lady Margaret, probably 

over the release of i. acMMurrough. In 1451 Lady Margaret had the assis- 

tance of a predominantly legal council at the climax of her litigation 

against the Berkeleys. 
(3) 

But it would be wrong to assume that the 

Lord and Lady only took an active interest in more important matters 

and left routine affairs entirely to the discretion of their council. 

On 19 December 1445 it was Talbot himself, not his Receiver General, 

who ordered the Receiver of Sheffield to repay a debt of £12/8/0d. to 

Henry Hale of London. He clearly had a keen personal interest in his 

estates, for in 1446-7 he himself co ^aanded that no less than 3,500 

briar slips were to be bought at two shillings a ton for the planting 

(1) Egg at Blacl=ere in April 1428 and Sheffield and Rotheran in 
November 1442 (BP 76/1427-8; THAS, ii, p242). 

(2) BP 76/1427-8- 

(3) BP 76/1427; PRO, KB 27/763/42. For the lawyers in her retinue 
see above ChVI, p237. 
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of a rose garden outside the valls of Sheffield castle. 
(') 

Behind his 

council Talbot no doubt kept a wary eye on his officials, their m gge- 

ment of his affairs, and the profits made on his lands. 

(ii) 

The profit made by Talbot from all his lands in any one year is 

not knovm. In the absence of either a. 1teceiver' General account or 

an Auditor's valor an exact estimate is impossible. As a basis, how- 

ever, vie do'have Talbot's declaration of income made for the tax of 

1436. This has its limitations not only because of the restricted 

nature of the tax, but also because of the opportunity allowed to the 

nobility to make false declarations. 
(2) 

However, Talbot declared a 

net income of Z1,205 from lands, a muities and offices in England. 

He held no English offices in 1436 but he was in receipt of at least 

¬100 of nn=ties from Richard, Duke of York, which leaves a probable 

{1) THAS ii pp350-1,358. For the rose garden. oaks were felled in 
Sheffield Park to provide posts, rails and pailings, whilst 12 cart 
loads of manure were hauled in. There was a Garden at Blac1s ere 
and another at Goodrich, called the VinyardA(BP 81/1410-1; PBO, 
C138/5 inquisition post mortem of Ankaret, Lady Talbot, 1413)- 
Some importance was attached to the Garden at Sheffield for a speci- 
alised Gardener was employed - Simon Frenchman, Keeper of the Great 
Garden in 1442-3 with a fee of ¬1/10/4d. and John Gardiner with a 
fee of 12 in 1446-7. 

(2) For a discussion of this tax see H. L. Gray, 'Incomes fron. ' land in 
EnZland in 1436', Ems, xlix (1934), pp607-39, and T. B. Pugh and C. D. Ross, 'The English Baronage and. the Income Tax of 1436', BIHR, xxvi (1953), 

p1. 
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X1,105 from Ex fish land. 
(1 

About one third of' Talbot's income came from his lands in the county 

of Shropshire and a further third from the estates formiri the barony 

of Furnival. The three richest estates were: the lordship of 

Sheffield, worth just under £300 in 1442-3; the lordship of Blaclanere, 

worth approximately 0200 per annum in the 1430s; and the lordship of 

Painsvriclk, worth just under X200 in the latter part of the reign of 

Edward N. 
(2) 

The total assessment of 1436, however, probably did not 

include the value of the Purnival manors of Bubnell, Glossop and 

Worksop, granted to Talbot's sons Christopher and John in the same 

year and worth about C75, nor the annuity of x'100 charged to Blac1iere 

and paid to the Lady Margaret. 
0) 

It certainly did not include the 

value of the five southern manors, worth well over ¬100, which were in 

the hands of the Lady Beatrice until her death at Christmas 1447. 
(4) 

(1) CPR, 14.22-9, p332. It is unlikely that he was receiving the second 
hundred recorded in 1442-3 before 1436 (PRO, SC 11/818; see also 
above p228. 

(2) For these and other estimated values see Appendix II. The figure 
quoted for Sheffield is the : median of three imoim for the fifteenth 
century. 

(3) THAS, ii, p232; BP 76/1435-6 (see also below p382) 

ý4) CCRq 1447-54, PP11-12. 



316 

Neither did it include the unknown value of certain Welsh lands held by 

Talbot, 
(') 

nor the value of Irish estates of which Wexford was assessed 

at 200 marks in 1406-7. 
(2) 

It seems likely that the total clear value 

of the Talbot lands was not far short of ä1,500. To this must be added 

annuities, which by 1444 totalled 0300 (2100 from the Crown and ¬200 

from York), E20 as Earl of Shrewsbury (after November 1451), and one 

shilling a day as Captain of Porchester and Governor of Portsmouth. 
(3) 

At the end of his life Talbot's income must have been far in excess of 

the sum declared in 1436. 
(4) 

(1) In 1417-8, Gilbert, Lord Talbot employed one William de Lee as the 
Receiver of his lands in Anglesey and other ministers in his manors 
in Wales (BP 85/1417-18)" In October 1434 the Auditor, Richard 
Clerk, was at Shrewsbury to audit the accounts of Talbot's Welsh 
ministers, includiiz, presumably, those of Anglesey (BP 76/1433-4)- 
No reference to the identity, extent or value of these lands has 
been traced. 

(2) P. H. Hore, History of the Tovm and County of VTexford, v, p127, 
quoting memoranda roll of the Irish Exchequer destroyed in 1922. 
In 1426 Talbot was granted the right of levying issues of his 
possessions there and having them sent to England CPR, 1422-9, p350). 

(3) PRO, SC 11/818; CPR, 1441-6, p235; 1446-52, pp517,568. On 
2 March 1444 Talbot was granted £60 from the Exchequer and E40 
from the London customs per annum for life. 

(4) Margaret, Lady Talbot enjoyed her own inheritance after 1439; a 
third share of the Lisle lands, including Kingston Lisle, worth, 
according to a valor of her father's time, just under £200 (CFR, 
1437-45, PP97-8; PRO, SC 12/18/46; PRO, C 140/26). She also 
held Ribbsford, Wiorcestershire, and Drayton Basset, Staffordshire, 
from the main Beauchamp inheritance, worth at least C50 according to her inquisition post mortem (C 140/26). 
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Most of Talbot's income was probably spent on household costs and 

on ia. intainin; himself and his family at their proper estate. There 

was a central household, with its Treasurer, 
(1) 

which was perhaps pema- 

nently in Talbot's company. There were also permanent establishments 

in his principal dwelling places, such as Blacl ere and Sheffield. In 

1424-5, for instance, the household at Blaclrere had a staff of nine. 

Talbot himself visited the lordship in August and early September 1425 

and the costs for the year came to C344/7/8d., exceeding the Steward's 

allowance by Z30/16/5d. The greater part of the Steward's income was 

usually allocated by the Receiver General, but in this year, since the 

Steward was also the Receiver, he kept the clear profit of the lord- 

ship in his hands as the basis of his allowance. 
(2) 

For other expenses and additional paymonts, in co=on with the 

general practice, assignment of revenues was frequently made at source. 

This ranged, for example, fron the charging of a horse purchased at 

Rouen to the revenues of Blac1 ere in February 1428, through the ' 

(1) 
-In 1436-7 the receipt for Lady Margaret's annuity on Blacic ere was 

deposited with the Lord's Treasurer. For further details of the 
post see It. Somerville, op cit, pp102-3. 

(2) The clear profit of Blaclauere was C140/19/11d; the Receiver General 
provided . 101/14/10d. and Talbot himself £10/13/4d. towards the, end 
of the year. Additional sums came from other ministers, and the 
sale of wool-fells, hides and other items. Costs were taken up 
almost entirely by food and provisions, which were consumed in 
excessive amounts (BP 85/1424-5). The Blac? mere Household Accounts 
are the subject of an uncompleted ETA Thesis of Mrs. Barbara Ross, of the i4ational University of Australia. 

(3) BP 76/1427-8. 
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assigment of an annuity of C10 fron the issues of the forest of 

Bradfield to Thomas Everin9, ham, 
(1)to 

the financing of the repair of a 

ship directly from the issues of Blaclmnere(2) or the repayment of 

debts, such as a loan of £100 from Lord Cromtivell, from the issues of 

Sheffield. 
(3) 

Expenditure was by no means entirely centralised. 

Moreover, living as they did from hand to mouth, Talbot and his officers 

were frequently short of ready cash and constantly in debt. This is 

well illustrated by, a letter written by Roger Stedman from ITaas on 

30 November 1446 to Henry Stafford, the Receiver of Sheffield. The 

purpose of the letter was to command Stafford to repay a loan of E100 

from the goldsmith John Wynne, but Stafford was also asked to pay "all 

the remnant of your good that lieth in your charge" to Henry Kent, and 

to send the bearer of the letter back with £5 of the fee of Bakewell, 

or some other issue, "for I have but skant of money". Almost the 

entire clear profit of Sheffield in 1446-7 (0219) was assigned to the 

(1) THAS, ii, pp74-5. It is possible that only a small proportion of 
Talbot's income was spent on annuities, but in the absence of 
general accounts nothing certain is known (see also above p215) 

(2) BP 76/14279 1427-8; 82/1426-7. At least £53/1/10d. wascharged 
to the Receiver's and Bailiff's accounts for the costs involved. 
These included the expenses of the Master and crew of 14 men tra- 
velling up fron Bristol to Chester to join the ship and the 
purchase of 12 guns with which to arm her. 

(3) THAS, ii, p234. 

E 
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repayment of Talbot's creditors. 
(') 

And in 1452 he willed that the pro- 

ceeds of the sale of his moveable goods and the revenue of certain of 

his estates were to be used to pay off his debts. 
(2) 

Short of cash and auch indebted, it night appear that Talbot's 

finances were, at the end of his life, on the verge of collapse. But 

most large baronial households, like the Crown, lived extensively on 

credit, and this in itself is no indication of financial straits. 
(3) 

Nevertheless, Talbot's situation was complicated by the war in France, 

and it could be that he suffered losses at war which seriously crippled 

his finances. Superficially the evidence suggests just this. LI. LI. 

Postan has recently cited Talbot as an example of one who "may not have 

been ruined by the war but merely failed to benefit from it", basing his 

judgment on the evidence that "in 1434, after neaxly a lifetime of ccm- 

paigninb in France and despite the high commands and offices he had 

held, the great Sir John Talbot, Earl of Shrewsbury, could describe 

himself as living in great necessity and had to obtain £1,000 from the 

(1) T S, ii, pp359-63. The 'renn=t of the good' delivered to Kent 
was £73. Lesser sums were also repaid to Henry Hale, Grocer of 
London, and John Pygot, Fishmonger of the same. 

(2) Register Stafford and Kemp, f 312. 

(3) For the complications of Richard Beauchamp, Earl of Warwick's 
finances see C. D. Ross, loc cit, pp17-18. 

i ý'J"'. ý. 
_ .... _ . _.. _ ... .. __ý. 
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king in compensation for his various claims upon the crown 

Postan might have gone further. In 1438 Talbot was claiming another 

¬3,800 of arrears of wages built up since 1435 and complaining that 

to meet his obligations he had "expended all his money, pledged his 

plate and jewels, and borrowed where he could". 
(2) 

Another settle- 

ment with the Crown had to be made in 1443 and still in 1452 he instructed 

his executors to "sue unto the kynge our soverayn lorde and other 

Lordes of his counsell for suche Bettis as ben due-unto me by oure 

saide soverayn lord consideryng the grete costa and impertie of my 

person that y have had in his service, that my wife & myn executours 

may have my seid dettis in perfoi yng my Wille withoute which may not 

be don". 
(3) 

This they did, and in a petition drawn up while he was still 

alive, but presented to Parliament after he was dead, they asserted that 

he "continueth dailly in the kynges service, to his right grete and 

sumptuose charge, costes and expences". 
(4) 

(1) M. M. Postan, 'The Costs of the Hundred Years War', Past and Present, 
27 (July 1964), PP51-2. 

(2) BN9 PO 2787, Talbot section 26/7; 3.19 Ad Ch 439- 

(3) Register Stafford and Kemp, f 312b. Vane transcribed "(injury-)" for 
"impertie". See TSAS, Series 3, iv, p377. 

(4) Rot Parl, v, p263b. 
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However, a deeper look into Talbot's war finances suggests that his 

plight was not as desperate as was constantly claimed. His unsatis- 

fied claims against the Crown covered his -rages of war and the burden 

of his ransom. Under its contract, the Crown was obliged to pay 

Talbot his personal wages, a salary for his maintenance as a field 

commander and the wages of his soldiers. As a baron he received the 

personal wage of four shillings a day, with a rise to 6/8d. as an earl. 

In view of the fact that he was frequently the captain of several 

retinues, care was taken by the administration to see that he was only 

paid once. Surviving indentures and acquittances specify whether or 

not the captain is to be paid with particular retinues. 
(') 

One may 

assume, therefore, that his own wages came to E73 per annum before, and 

E121/13/4d. per annum after, 1442. Talbot's promotion to the rank of 

Lieutenant-General in 1434, and Marshal of Prance in 1436, entitled hin 

to a salary, or 'pension pour son estat', the known payments of which 

are summarised in Table VI (see over). Although the size of this. fluc- 

tuated fron year to year, it Was worth approximately X500 per annum 

1434 and 
(2) 

1444"2ý In addition to this salary, he was paid 

from time to time a kind of bonus to cover expenses (see Table VII'. ), *. 

(1) R. A. SNeWha11, o cit, p21. 

(2) In all cases in the text livres tournois have been converted to poundsi sterlin;, on the basis of vdi1lim of Ydorcester's rate of exchange, 9 lives tournois to 1 pad sterling, as also followed by K. B. McFarlane, 'England and 
yTK 

the Hundred Years Was' 
, Past and Present, 22 (July 1962), P13, n1g. 



Table VI 

Payments of Talbot's 'salary' 

Year Amount 
(in livres tournois) 

Source 

1434-35 5,000 BN, PO 2787, Talbot 
section 14 

1433-37 49800 BP, I, Ad. Ch 1264 (on 24 
June Talbot received 
a (? ) nonthl instal- 
ment of X400) 

1438-39 4,000 BIT, Clair 201/8436/67, 

-/8467/72 
1442-43 5,000 BN, Clair 201/8445/45 

1443-44 5 , 000 BN, Clair 201/8453/54 

Table VII 

Payments of Talbot's 'bonuses' 

Date Amount Source 
(in livres tournois) 

. 11 November 1435 300 BT, i, Ad Ch 11883 

24 May 1437 2,925 BIT, Ids Fr 26065/3758 

12 June 1437 4,000 B1, Clair 201/8469/74 

12 July 1440 200 BIS, PO 2787,6 Talbot 
section 37 

10 Jamzary 1441 438.15.0 Wars of the English, ii, P317-9 

17 February 1441 438.15.0 AN, K 66/1/2 

11 October 1441 400 MA, Ad Ch 579 

6 February 1442 900 BIT, Clair 202/8475/37 
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This was described alternatively as 'for the support of his retinue' 

or in 'recompence for his expenses' and once, in 1440, more fully, 'to 

assist him in maintaining his position more honourably and to aid him 

in supporting the charges which he must necessarily incur by the occasion 

of the sane'. 
(') 

In ten years, 1434-44, he received over £1,000 in 

such bonuses. A total of approximately ¬700 per annum from wages, 

salary and bonuses must have been ample for his personal needs. 

A captain was far more likely to find difficulty in making the 

Crown meet its obligation to pay the far larger sums involved in his 

soldiers' wages. It was these which frequently fell into arrears and 

which captains had to pay out of their own coffers. The details of 

Talbot's claims for arrears of wages and the settlements he received 

are set out in Table VIII (see over). 

10'' In 1434, as 11. M. Postan recognised, Talbot agreed to accept ¬100 ,, 

in settlement of his claims upon the Crown, including; debts left over 

from his Lieutenancy of Ireland, and one may assume that, after he had 

(1ý flats of the En fish, pp317-9. 
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received this sum, the slate was clean. 
(' 

By August 1443, despite 

the settlement of 1438, the arrears had climbed to a peak of 

¬4,627/10/6 ., 'verily ascertained for truth' by royal accountants. 

This sure, built up over nine years, has, however, to be put in pers- 

pective. First of all it was a trifling amount compared with the sums 

he must have received. The wages bill of his personal retinue alone 

came to ¬839/12/0d. per annum and the total annual bill for all his 

retinues was frequently over ¬10,000. In 1438-9, for example, the 

wages bill for his garrison retinues alone was approximately ¬15,000. 

The amount outstanding in 1443 was certainly no more than five per 

cent of the total due since 1434" Secondly, the sum was small com- 

pared to the ¬38,666 owed to Richard, Duke of York, three years later, 

or even the ¬19,000 owed to Humphrey, Duke of Duckinghcn, for his 

wages as Captain of Calais. 
(2) 

(1) The grant specified that the sun was part reward, particularly in 
consideration of one and a half years service under Henry V without 
wages, part payment of a certain sum due fronthe time he was 
Lieutenant of Ireland, but chiefly on'account of his -=eat neces- 
sity after four years of captivity. Talbot had apparently served 
for eighteen months without tal: in -wages (mentioned also in 1429 - 
Rot Parl, iv, p338b). It is known, however, that he received tir es 
from June 1421 (PRO, E101/70/5/706; -10/110,116; -15/111,114 . The only possible period was from the late s=er of 1419 to 
February 1421. For the first six months of this period he was still 
Lieutenant of Ireland, and it might have been that he served in 
France under his contract as Lieutenant. 

(2) it. L. Storey, The End of the House of Lancaster, P75; T. B. Pugh, 
The Marcher Lordships of South Bales, p178, n3. York also claimed, 
in 1454, to have sold "a great substance of my livelihood", pledged 
his jewels and plate, and borrowed where he could (see above p 320) 
cf John Fastoff who raked up demands against the Crovrn totalling 
over -P11,000 (K. B. McFarlane, 'The investment of Sir John Fastolf's 
profits of wax', TITS 9 5th series, 7(1957)9 P93). 
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Although comparatively small, the mount owed was, of course, still 

substantial. Yet Talbot agreed to waive almost half. Why he did this 

is not clear, but Richard of York later did the same, releasing a third 

of his arrears so as to be surer of payment of the rest. 
(') 

Talbot 

was possibly as realistic, although at the same time this was probably 

only because he could afford to be. Moreover, despite the fact that 

the sun was 'verily ascertained for truth', he may not have bean above 

fraud, for acquittances have survived for. 4,000 received of his tira, es 

for the garrison of Caudebec in 1436, although his claim that ho has not 

received any paymonts for the garrison wages in that year was accepted. 
(2) 

But, above all, it is most likely that he was prepared to compromise 

over wages in order to ensure fuller payment of the much larger sum of 

C91000 which the Crown had promised to pay towards his ransom. 

The burden of his ransom was a far more serious threat to TalbotIs 

solvency than any failure of the Crom to pay the wages of his soldiers. 

In 1434 Talbot's great necessity was largely due to the fact that he 

had only just been released and was faced with the task of payin an 

'unreasonable and importable' ransom. 
(3) 

The exact amount demanded 

(1) R. L. Storey, off. 

(2) 
, Ad Ch 7983; BIT, PO 2787, Talbot section 22. 

(3) Rot Parl, iv, p338b. 

i 

ý__.. 
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is not known, but it was probably well in excess of the ¬20,000 asked 

for William, Earl of Suffolk, captured during the äane canpaiSn. 
(1) 

It was no doubt because it was so much in excess of his own resources 

that he received a great deal of support from the Crotim, council and 

private individuals. 

Within a few months of Talbot's captiiro in 1429 the council had 

resolved at least to set aside the ransom due for the French prisoner, 

Barbazan, at the most to make a direct exchange of prisoners. 
(2) 

But 

its plans were defeated when Barbazan was rescued from Chateau Gaillard 

early in 1430. In consolation Talbot was granted a sum of f-9,000 to be 

levied on the gabelle raised in Normandy and France. 
(3) 

The council's 

efforts were supported by ons ally at least, Brittany, who gave Talbot 

a quantity of duty free salt. 
(4) 

Support was even wider in England. 

Three of Talbot's retainers can be traced handling sums raised to help 

(1) C. L. Kiri sford, Prejudice and Promise in Fifteenth Centum Er, rl . nd, 
P148. Above the actual sun demanded the expenses attendant on his 
captivity and negotiations for his release would have been substan- 
tial. These cost Lady Hungerford F-3,694 (on top of F. 6,000) in the 
1450s (J. L. Kirby, The Hungerford Family in the Late 11iddle Ages, 
P132). 

(2) Rot Pail, iv, p338b. 

(3) Ramsay, i, p414; 'Wars of the English, i, pp434-6. E9,000 was 
expected to be raised from 2,000 mewes of salt. 

(4) CPR, 1429-36, p211. On 8 July 1432 Talbot was granted licence to 
export salt given by Brittany wherever he wished free of duty. 

., r,. __---- _---- -- -- --------- 
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with the ransoms, including contributions from bodies such as the 

corporation of Coventry. 
(') 

But the decisive help cane from his father- 

in-law, Richard, Earl of ZWarwick, who in August 1431 captured Talbot's 

own captor, Poton de Xaintrailles. Negotiations were soon entered into 

for the exchange of the two, which were completed early in 1433. 
(2) 

But despite this exchange, Talbot still appears to have had to ship 

money abroad (he had been granted permission on 8 January 1430 to take 

up to 8,000 marks out of the realm)(3) and continued to enjoy the gifts 

he had received to cover this. In 1439, for instance, he was still 

trading in the salt given by Brittany "in holpyng of his ransoum", 
(4) 

and the Crown's grant of ; C9,000 was never withdrawn. 

Talbot did, however, meet Great difficulty in makiA good the Crotrn'. s 

gift. The gabelle proved to be valueless and so in 1443, in combination 

with the arrears of his wages, the sum was transferred to assigmments on 

(1) CCR, 1429-35, p27; J. Hunter, Hallamshire, p45. Sir John Popher 
" and others presented 250 marks to Richard Legett, Hugh Burgh and 

Henry Perpoynt to be delivered to Talbot and 27 of the citizens of 
Coventry collected 20 mar's towards the good cause. 

(2) R-msay, 'i, P432. For details of the negotiations and Talbot's release 
see above p150. 

(3) Wars of the EMlish, i, pp422-3. 

(4ý Chancery Proceedin s, Elizabeth I, i, jr. d. 
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Enjlish revenues. 
(1) 

But these were only marginally better. Payments 

were finally stopped by the Act of Resumption in 1450 and at his death 

the sum of P6,797/18/2ysd. was still outstanding. This was almost cer- 

tainly the debt referred to by Talbot in his will when he commanded his 

executors to sue the King for the debts due to him "consideryng the 

grete coste and irzpertie of my person', 
2) 

and actin; upon which they 
( 

presented a petition in the next session of Parliament (Sprint 1454) for 

payment. Once again in order to take surer of satisfaction they appar- 

ently agreed to waive much of the total and settled for ¬2,000 to be 

paid from the duty on wool, licence for which was granted by letter 

patent on 8'. l April. 
(3) 

In the Lore-sober light of these figures, Talbot's pleas of hard- 

ship appear more rhetorical than real. All his claims for viaces due 

(1 Wars of the EnMlish, i, pp434-6. Assignment was actually made on 
3 December 1443 but Talbot had to wait until debts to Cardinal 
Beaufort had been paid (CPR, 1441-6, pP277-8)" 

(2) Register Stafford and Kemp, f 3120. 

(3) Rot Par1, v, p263; C. -FR, 1452-61, p116. The grant was made for 
payiients of not more than 800. n: rks per annum "unto the time that he 
and his executors be satisfied and content of ¬2,000 in pleyn 
satisfaction and contentyn, of all the so=es above said; and the 
ling and his heires, of the same somnes bp quyte discharged". 
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before 14430) were settled and a substantial part, if not the entire 

balance, of the amount outstanding from his ransom was underiritten by 

the Cro:. n. This was no trifling favour. Indeed, the langu. a e of his 

will is open to the interpretation that the Crown debt was regarded as 

an additional asset, upon which the settlement of his other debts 

relied. The chief legacy of his ransom and other claims may have been 

an added complication to his system of credit; it seems unlikely that, 

as a result of them, his finances were on the verge of collapse in 1453. 

It is reasonable to suppose, therefore, that the costs of Talbot's 

wars were bearable. It remains to be seen to what extent these costs 

were balanced by his profits of war. In this there is unfortunately 

no exact infonation, but there is sufficient evidence to sujgest that he 

did not waste his opportunities. Althaj; h he did not share in any of 

the groat victories, over the fears he gust have accumulated steadily 

from minor en ,.: E; enents und exploits. Some of these were recorded by 

impressionable chroniclers. When Talbot took Le Mans in 1428, for 

(1) How Grell the Cron riet its obligations after 1443 is not certain. 
In 1444 Talbot creed to serve for another six months in Prance on 
condition that ha received £10,000 in advance for his retinue, and 
on 27 February the Treasurer was commanded to ay 2,000 narks of 
this (Bu,, dale, p329; Proc Priv Counc, vi, p27). By 10 March the 
Crown owed a farther C39527/6/8d. for Talbot's second Lieutenancy 
of Ireland. Tallies levied for the payment of part of this sum had 
not been cashed and in exch=. -, e for the surrender of these the 
Crown anted assi m'cut on the subsidies granted by the previous 
Parliament CPR, 1146_52, p146). On 1 July 1446 tallies totallin 

1,827/6/ßd. had. been dishonoured and fresh ones cut (A. B. Steel, 
The Receipt of the Exchequer, p226). 
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inztance, the French fled, "levyng beheynde therin all their apparel, 

horses, arm=e, and riches". Later in the sa: e campaign he took Laval 

and besides plunder was reported to have picked up an indemnity of 

13,000. 
(1) 

There were other incidents after 1433. After a successful 

campaign in 1434 he returned to Paris loaded with "great riches and fatte 

prisoners"; when Gisors was rescued in 1436 "there was moch good gotyn 

therin"; und in late 1437 Burgundy left behind a good stock of supplies 

when he let Le Crotoy fall into Talbot's hands. 
(2) 

In these and other actions it must be remembered that Talbot not 

only benefitted fron his own personal plunder, but also had a right to 

one third of the gains of his men. Moreover, as Marshal after 1436, 

he had additional rights to plunder throughout the entire anoy. It 

may well have been difficult to extract his full claias, but it is hard 

to believe that they were totally umollectable. Over the years Talbot 

gust have extracted some profit fron the division of the spoils of war. 

(1) Hall, P143; M. Valet de Viriville, Chronicue de la Pucelle, p254. 
"En ce temps Talbot at ce gens priurent d'estrele la ville de Laval 
at y entrevant; il y avait moult de richesses dedans qu'ils 
pillerent at tirent tout ce qu'ennemis pouroient faire et M. Andry 
do Laval..... so reliva au chäteau at pays apres par composition 
vingt ails escus". - 

(2) Hall, P170; Ilonstrelet, ii, p49; C. L. Kingsford, Chronicles of 
London, pp140,141,144-5. After the raid into Flanders in 1437 Sir 
Thomas Kyriel rode hone in the Duke of Burgundy's carriage. 

(4) D. Hay, 'The Division of the Spoils of War', TRHS, iv (1954), 
especially p109. 

__ 
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One particular incident demonstrates that Talbot kept a very keen 

eye on the opportunities that presented themselves and, moreover, that 

these opportunities existed right up to the end of the English occupation. 

After the capture of FouG-, eres in March 1449 Talbot, at Falaise, arranged 

through the Rouen merchant, Cardinot Rocque, for the transportation of 

one thousand pounds of gunpowder to the town. The carrier of this valu- 

able cargo was escorted from Falaise to Fougeres by one of Talbot's 

poursuivants. But for the return journey the mules were loaded with four 

bales of the finest cloth, acquired by Talbot's men. One of these was 

left with Talbot at Falaise, whilst the remainder were taken back to 

Rouen and delivered to his agents for disposal. 
(') 

Clearly Talbot had 

a well established system for the distribution of all his gains. 

In addition to plunder, the other important source of profit was the 

income from estates and offices held in France. Fron 1428 he held exten- 

sive lands in Nornandy, and the Ile de France at least. These included 

the county of Clermont, the lordships of Granville-St. -Honorine, 

Heugeville, Touars and Longemprey, and "landes and howses in Harflue 

and H=flue" (Harfleur and Honfleur). The value of all these estates 

is not known, even in peacetime, although Heugeville had a nominal 

gross value of approximately ¬195 in 1400, nor is it certain that he 

t1) 'Evidence before Juvenal des Ursins', printed in T. Basin, Histoire, 
iv (1859), pp290-347, especially Pp306-18. 
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ever took possession of Cler ont. 
(1) 

But even with the difficulties 

of wartime,. one can assume that, like Sir John Fastolf, he continued 

to enjoy some income from these lands even late in the English occupa- 

tion. 
(2) 

The captaincy of a town also involved property rights, for 

it was partly an office and partly a grant. In 1440, for example, he 

was awarded a special grant, partly because "for a certain time past he 

has not had fron us any charge as a captain..... and that at this present 

time he has none from us except Lisieux and the custody of that of 

Harfleur and Ilontrivillier; which have been delivered to him of late..... 

to hold until he shall have some other higher and more ample provision". 
0) 

Bein; captain of six places in 1436 and 1438 must have been of some 

value. Rouen was one torn at least that paid an annual tribute (01,000, 

livres tournois) to its English captain. 
(4) 

And it was no doubt because 

(1) A1, JJ 174, f 45, no 108, f 47, no 112; JJ 175/318; Cal Pap Rec, 
Papal Letters, ix, p219; Wars of the EnMlish, ü, p620; Register 
Stafford and Kemp, f 311b. Heugeville was said to be worth 1,200 
salus. Clermont was lost to the French again, not long; after 
Talbot recovered it. 

. 
Vane transcribed 'Harshire' and 'Huntshire' 

for 'Harflue' and 'Humflue' (TSAS, Series 3, iv, P375)- 

(2) K. B. McFarlane, loc cit, pp105-6. The value of Talbot's lands in 
France was probably not as high as Fastolf' s maximum of over £675. 
But, like Fastolf, the value of whose holdings in the Caux 'ras 
reduced from 0200 per annum to a mere L8, he no doubt suffered 
from the peasant risings of 1435. 

(3) 'tars of the English, ii, pp317-9. 

(4) On 20 September 1437 Talbot received part of f. 1,000, livres tournois, 
paid per annum by the tovrn of Rouen "pour raison et la cause de la 
dite cappitanie" (BIT, PO 2787, Talbot section 24). 
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of the financial value of the post that Talbot refused to surrender 

St. Germain-en-Laye to Francois du Surienne in early 1439 until he 

had been given an indemnity of F-700, livres tournois. 
(1) 

There were very few actions or responsibilities that did not offer 

the chance of personal enrichment and Talbot does not appear to have 

let marry of these pass him by. The extent of his net profit might well 

be reflected in investments at home, but here again the evidence is not 

all that it might be. Such detailed information as that available for 

K. B. McFarlane's study of Sir John Fastolf has not survived. 
(2) 

The 

standard and safest investment was, of course, land. And Talbot did 

purchase estates in his 'ester years, mainly in Shropshire. These, some 

eight manors and properties in Shrewsbury and Ludlow, he provided for 

his younger sons. It is doubtful, however, whether he paid much over 

¬1,000 for them. 
(3) 

Nor does he seem to have undertaken any large- 

scale building projects; a tower at Sheffield was rebuilt in 1446-7, 

but expenses were met from the regular income of the lordship, and there 

(1) A. Bossuat, op cit, p271- 

(2) K. B. McFarlane, loc cit, passim. 

(3) Register Stafford and Kemp, f 313b; Calendar of Inquisitions, 
Henry VII, i, pP428-9; PRO, C 139/179. This is a rough estimate 
based on twenty times the gross annual value, taking into consid- 
eration the underestimation of the inquisition value of ¬20 for the 
purchased lands. 
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are remains of improvements to Goodrich castle in the fifteenth century, 

but these are neither extensive, nor can they be definitely attributed 

to Talbot's lifetime. 
(') 

Talbot may have broken with tradition and invested more heavily 

in trade. He was, it would appear, a fairly large scale merchant, cer- 

tainly dealing in salt, wool and cloth, and owning several ships. Four 

of his ships, the 'Christopher', the 'Margaret', the 'Carvell' and the 

'Tregoe' were disposed of in his will. A fifth, the 'Magdalen Lisle', 

returned fron Bordeaux in 1453 after Castillon and was eventually 

handed over to the Countess Margaret. 
(2) 

His captains occasionally ran 

into trouble on the high seas. On 16 February 1440 orders were issued 

to arrest Thomas Williamson and his crew, Master of one of Talbot's 

bal3in3ers, for the capture and robbing, of a Hanse ship. Two years 

later another act of piracy was committed by one of Talbot's ba1ýin�ers, 

when six packs of cloth were taken from a Hanse ship near Q, ueensborourgh. 
0) 

(1) THAS, ii, pp352-6; Royal Commission of Historical Monuments, 
England, An Inventory of the Historical Monuments in Herefordshire, 
Vol 1, p74 ff. 

(2) Register Stafford and Kemp, f 312; CPR, 1452-61, p166. On 15 
December 1453 the Mayor of Sandwich was commissioned to arrest the 
'P, Zawedlyn Lisle' which Talbot and Lisle loaded with merchandise in 
Aquitaine, all the goods and those claiming to be crew. On 8 January 
following it was handed over to the Countess Margaret's servant, 
Nicholas Gresly. Sir John Talbot also trades, for in 1451 he purchased 
a licence to trade in person to Finmark. (Deputy Keener's Reports, p386) 

(3) CPR' 1435-41, p408; 1441-6, p108. 
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But there is unfortunately a: conplete absence of any statistical infor- 

mation on his trading activities. It is quite possible, however, that 

much of Talbot's profit was used in household expenditure and additional 

personal extravagance. 

The balance between Talbot's costs and profits was complicated, 

but it seems likely that, by the end, he had made a slight gain. Cer- 

tainly his family did not suffer as a result of his preoccupation with 

the war. It had risen in rank and his heir, John, 2nd Earl, seems to 

have benefitted. As Treasurer of England in 1456-8 he was able to loan 

at least ¬3,295 to the Crovm and in 1459 he purchased, for sometiint; 

approaching 01,000, the manors of Windfield and Crich from the executors 

of Ralph, Lord Cronwell. 
(1) 

It certainly appears that he was not one of 

the impoverished peers of the mid-fifteenth century. 

John Talbot's war career suggests, therefore, a modest profit. 

But it was a profit gained not without the burden of a ransom and Con- 

tinuing credit from the Crovni. It was neither easily 'von nor staggeringly 

(1) A. B. Steel, on cit, p330; 100, Re-port on 'Miss of Lord de Lisle 
and Dudley, i, pp207-8,212. Accordin;; to a valor of 1429-30 the 
clear value of the manors was £26/8/Q d. Shrewsbury's death at 
Northampton stopped payments (W100 was paid in July 1459). His son 
inherited the manors and the debt. To pay the debt he enfeoffed 
several of the Derbyshire manors of the lordship of Sheffield to use, 
charging his feoffees to pay the revenues to the warden of 
Tattershall College (PRO, C 140/46). 

______. ý 
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high. It was probably because after 1422 the majority of the barons 

found that the risks were not worth the returns that Talbot was one 

of the few to soldier on to the bitter end. Talbot may have profited 

at war; his total income may also have been affected by economic 

decline and a subsequent fall in revenues from land. In Sheffield, 

for instance, the total charge to the Receiver fell from ¬382/2/8d. 

in 1442-3 to f281/17/21d. in 1446-7, but had risen again to ä425/13/7d. 

in 1479-80.1) This evidence is inconclusive. Only in one estate, 

Blackmere, is it possible to trace the economic history in detail and 

this is considered in the following chapter. 

(1) THAS, ii, pp229,344; vi, P19. 
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Ix 

THE LORDSHIP OF BLACHI', 1ERE, 1377-1522 

(i) Description of the Estate 

In 1540 Leland, travelling from Whitchurch, 'cam by the Pale of the 

Large Parke of Blajmer longging to the Erle of Shrieusberi wherin is a 

very fair Place or Loge'. 
(') 

All that the traveller four centuries later 

can discern is a mound on the southern bank of the dark watered lake 

from which the name of the 'very fair Place' was taken. He has to ima- 

gine the house which Leland saw, its crenellated walls, chapel, suites 

of private chambers, stables, outhouses and gardens. 
(2) 

But even in 

Leland's time it had passed its heyday. It had been the seat of the Le 

Strange family andtha. probable birthplace, the childhood home, and its 

parish church the last resting place, of John, 1st Earl of Shrewsbury. 

Then, in the late middle ages, it was the centre of the large estate to 

which that dark lake also gave its name. 

(1) Itinerary, v, f 81. 

(2) No thorough or professional excavation of the mound has been made. 
On 14 July 1322 Pulk Le Strange obtained a licence to crenellate 
his dwellin3 house at Whitchurch (CPR, 1321-24 , p275). References 
to Sir Christopher'Talbot's room, 'knight's' and 'squire's' chamber, 
the chapel (which was altered in 1457-58), the garden, the weirhouse 
and dovecote are to be found in the accounts. 
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The size of the estate was approximately 32,000 acres(1) which, as 

the map shows, embraced the town of "k1'hitchurch and a compact area of 

land within a radius of three miles, mainly to the south and east. It 

also included the outlying; manor of Marbury, three miles to the north 

of the town over the Cheshire border, and isolated holdin,; s in the vii- 

lages of Lyneal, "Uhixall and \Villaston to the south. Approximately one- 

sixth of the estate formed the demesne, 
(2) 

scattered throughout the 

lordship. There were two main parks - one at Blaclcnere and another at 

Tilstock - and woods at Alkington, Ash, Bubnoy and Tilstock. The rest 

was broken up into approximately thirty open fields. At Yockin�s ate, 

half-way between Blac1 sere and Whitchurch, there stood a grange. The 

remainder of the estate, approximately five-sixths, was in the hands of 

customary tenants or copyholders. In 1328, according to a rental of that 

year, there had been 395. tenants, but the number may well have been less 

(3) 
at the end of the century. It -ras thus, traditionally, a rentier 

estate, for there is no evidence of iZis land beir; at any time in the 

(1) It was this size at the end of the sixteenth century and. no substan- 
tial additions or alienations had been rude since the fifteenth 
century (E. Hopkins, The Bridgewater Estates, p132). 

(2) According to a survey of 1597 the acreage of the demesne was 5,245 
(ibid, p131). 

(3) BP 17, Extent 2 Edward III. 
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direct possession of the lord. 
(' 

For the convenience of the collection 

of rents (paid twice yearly at l, Iichaelmas and Ladyday) the estate was 

divided into ten members, each based on a village or hamlet. These were 

Alkington, Ash Magna, Ash Parva, Broughall, Dodington (now a suburb of 

Whitchurch), Edgelgr, Hollyhurst I and Chinnel, New Woodhouse, Old Woodhouse 

and Tilstock. In addition to the rent on holdings the customary tenants 

owed boon work - for carting and harvesting - and heriots. The boon 

work was commuted on an annual basis, although the lord was still able 

to claim some work service, providing he paid a small wage 'as well. 

Heriots were paid in kind as late as the third quarter of the fifteenth 

century. There were also a very few free tenants. 

V1hitchurch was not an independent town; its inhabitants paid 

assized rents just as customary tenants. The lord controlled the town 

bakehouse, charged tolls (tolnetum on passage through the town, the 

(1} The copyholders paid fixed rents (reZtus assisus). Much recent 
research has revealed that rentier economies were not exceptional 
throughout the middle aces. E. A. Kosminsky noted the existence of 
a 'non-manorial' type of estate - 'a complex of free tenements in 
feudal relation to the lord and paying rent to him' - common to medium 
size estates which formed the basis of the knightly class in the thir- 
teenth century ('Services and Money Rents in the Thirteenth Century', 
Econ. HR, v, No 2, pp24-45). Blackmere would have come into this class. 
J. M. I. W. Bean also found that the Percy Estates in Cumberland and 
Northumberland had always been rentier and suggested that this was 
a result of the insecurity of the border (The Estates of the Percy 
Family, pp12-3). This may also apply to Blackmere. For other comment 
on this topic see A. E. Lovett, 'The Black Death on the Estates of the 
see of Winchester', Oxford studies, v, pp14-20; R. A. L. Smith, 
Canterbury Cathedral Priory, p126; F. R. H. Du Boulay, The Lordship 
of Canterbury; and R. H. Hilton, A Medieval Society. 
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weekly market and the annual fairy(') and levied the traditional taxes 

on the brewing of beer (prisa cervisa). In the fourteenth century there 

was a windmill and wratermill in Black Park, but these fell into decay 

and, perhaps in their place, a new mill was built at Vhitchurch to join 

( 
the Town Mill (the largest )y Sherry2} Mill, Upper and Middle Mills. 

These mills, the bakehouse and the collection of tolls were traditionally 

farmed out. The courts, a hundred court at V hitchurch and manorial 

courts at Brou; ha11 and Dodington, provided additional revenue as did the 

kylgh, a tax of Welsh origins, levied on the settlements of Dodington and 

Tilstock for the support of the lord's servant on judicial circuit. 
(3) 

The estate was thus' very firmly under seigneurial control. 

(ii) The Administration of the Estate 

The normal method of accounting was employed at Blackmere. Each 

minister eras charged with his share of the expected annual receipts. 

Every Michaelmas he accounted for his charge and the discharge of his 

(1) Licence to hold an annual fair was granted to John Le Strange on 
3 November 1362 (Calendar of Charter Rolls, v, p174). 

(2) This is the modern spelling. In the middle ages it gras spelt 'sheref', 
'shirref', 'shrive' or 'shreve'. 

(3) This tax was common in the Welsh marcher lands and was also levied 
by the Earls of Arundel at Oswestry (S7. J. Slack, The Lordship of 
Oswestry, p22). 
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responsibilities, as authorised by a superior officer. If charge and 

discharge balanced he was quit (this happened only once - with the 

Receiver in 1392-3). If, as happened most frequently, he could not 

discharge himself of, or account for, the full charge he was in debt 

and usually carried this debt over to his next year's charge in the 

form of arrears. If he overspent his charge, the estate recouped him 

through a superplusacium added to his discharge of the following year. 

In essence each account is a statement of the liability of the indivi- 

dual accountant. 
(') 

The responsibility for the collection of all the 

Lord's revenues and the general management of his interests in the 

lordship were firmly in the hands of his Receiver. The detailed super- 

vision was undertaken by three Bailiffs in the 'manors' of Blaokmere, 

Marbury and Lyneal. 
(2) 

The 'manor' of Blaclaaere consisted of the entire lordship, exclu- 

ding Marbury and Lyneal, and the area of responsibility was so large 

that the Receiver as well as the Bailiff played an active part as a 

minister in the routine collection and disbursement of revenues. The 

division of liability between the two officials chan ; ed several times 

(1) The accounts axe tabulated in full in Appendix VI. 

(2) In 1409-10 a separate Receiver of Glhitchurch was appointed and between 
1400-4 a separate 'manor' of Dodin ton was created under the respon- 
sibility of a fourth Bailiff. Neither of these experiments was lasting. 
In addition, from time to time, a Receiver for the proceeds of the sale 
of wood was appointed, but this again was not a permanent post. All 
these ministers were responsible to the Receiver of the lordship. 
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during the period and, before a detailed picture of the finances can be 

drawn, it is necessary, therefore, to outline the relationship between 

them in the management of the 'manor'. 

Before 1383 and after 1409 the collection of revenues was shared 

between the Receiver and Bailiff along clearly defined and reasonably 

permanent lines. Under the Le Strange Lords the rents, farms of the 

mills and the greater part of the herbage and pasturage dues were col- 

lected by the Receiver, whilst the Bailiff collected a much smaller 

total of the issues of the manor, the profits of the court and the rest 

of the demesne rents. Although both deducted their own expenses, their 

charges were complementary and the sum of the two accounts thus repre- 

sents the total revenue of the manor. One may take as an illustration 

the income of 1377-8: 

Receiver Bailiff 

Rent due: 114.4.6 nil 
Farms of mills, 
etc: 67.16.8 nil 
Demesne rents & 
Issues of Manor: 49.10.9 19.13.8 
Foreign: 16.14.7-? 9.18.5 
Courts: nil 8.15.9 

248.6.6-i 38.7.10 Total income: 286.14.4 
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It seems, however, that Richard, Lord Talbot, found this system 

unsatisfactory for when he entered the lordship the roles of the two 

officials were altered. Perhaps to bring the 'manor' of Blac]oilere more 

into line with : Iarbury and Lyneal, complete liability was placed on the 

shoulders of the Bailiff, assisted by a Rent Collector (collector 

denariorum). The Bailiff's account, as a result, becomes a full and 

detailed survey of all the income of the 'manor'. The Receiver, on the 

other hand, relieved of much of his burden, became more remote and his 

account correspondingly becomes a brief summary of the net profits deli- 

vered to him by the three Bailiffs of the lordship. There was one 

permanent exception to this in that the Bailiff never delivered the 

profits of the court to the Receiver, whilst on occasion, without reason 

being given on the accounts, various other items of income bypassed the 

Bailiff and were charged directly to the Receiver. But with these irre- 

gularities excepted, the full income is to be found for a quarter of a 

century after 1383 charged to the Bailiff's account alone, whilst the 

Receiver's account is a duplicate of the net profit. For an illustra- 

tion one may take the income of 1389-90: 

,ý ý. ý-_ _- -- -- --- . ý----- ---- --------- ----_J. __...... 
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Bailiff Receiver 

Rent (gross): 128. 2. 2z (net 107.16.81 'de claro' 
rent = 
cf-114) 

Farms of mills, 
etc: 67. 4. 0 67.4.0 
Demesne rents & 
Issues, etc: 68. 5.11 55.13.4 
Sale of wood: 149. 2. 2 142.13.4 
Courts: 37.18. 512' nil 
Foreign: 8. 6 nil 

18.13.4 From the farm of Vlibberley 
leased for 4 years and not 
charged to the Bailiff 

Total: 451. 1. 3 392.0.8Lw Total income: 451.1.3 + 
19.13.4 

469.14.7 

After Lord Richard's death (1396), Lady Ankaret adapted his arrange- 

rent by replacing the single Rent Collector, who delivered rents to the 

Bailiff, by ten (one in each member, excluding Vlhitchurch), who delivered 

to the Receiver. Hence from 1397 the Receiver is to be found accounting 

for the rents received from these ministers. 
(') 

But a somewhat anomalous 

situation was created, for the Bailiff continued to be charged with the 

receipt of these same rents, in addition to those of the tom, VThixall 

(1) See BP 75/1397-8. Three instalments of rent were paid to the 
Receiver in this year, which suggests that Easter was the time when 
the change was made, the Michaelmas 1397 rent being carried over 
into the next year. 
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and the Kylghs. In 1400-1, for instance, for which year both accounts 

have survived, the Bailiff accounted for moneys "recerta de reddito 

assiso Albi Monasterii cum membris", deducted in detail the decayed rents 

and itemised the delivery of the balance ("de claro reddito assiso") to 

the Receiver. Yet the Receiver clearly states that he received the s=e 

"de collectoris redditis hoc anno per duabus talliis". 
(1) 

Both Bailiff 

and Rent Collectors did not handle the money. The double accounting no 

doubt had a purpose and it seems likely that, whilst the Collectors collec- 

ted the rents, the Bailiff was still accountable for their dealings. The 

fact that-, 
,,, _in 

1409,, or thereabouts, the Rent Collectors began to keep their 

own accounts and at the same time the Bailiff ceased to record the col- 

lection seems to confirm this supposition. 
(2) 

The dislocation caused by the Welsh raid in 1404 seems to have 

forced Lady Ankaret and her council to overhaul the administrative system 

yet again. In 1409 it was decided to return to the division of respon- 

sibility within the 'manor' employed in the time of her brother and father. 

The collection of the Whitchurch rent was transferred back to the 

Receiver with the responsibility for the farms of the mills and most of 

the pasturage. The Bailiff's charge was reduced once more to the issues 

ý1ý 13P 75/1400-1; 81/1400-1. 

(2) The last of the Bailiff's accounts with the rents to have survived 
is that of 1407-8. The first surviving Rent Collector's accounts 
are those of 1410-11. 
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of the manor,. lands in hand, commuted services, profits of court and 

the rest of the pasturage. 
(') 

The incomes charged to the two accounts 

thus become complementary again. The detailed division of responsibility 

was not immediately set, but when a particular time was transferred to 

the other account special care was taken against double accounting. 
(2) 

Gradually the line of division hardened and by the second half of the 

century this system of äccounting for the 'manor' of Blackmere had 

settled into permanent custom. 

The complex and changing division of responsibilities between the 

Receiver and the Bailiff in accounting for the 'manor' creates oompli- 

cations in the assessment of the revenues and finances of the estate. 

The fixed rents provide a case in point. In thä years 1383-1409 (with 

the exception of 1400-04), 
(3) 

for instance, information on these can be 

(1) The first accounts under the revised system were those of 1409-10. 
At Michaelmas 1409 a separate account of the Bailiff's outstanding 
arrears of rents was also drawn up. This marled the end of any 
responsibility for rent, except for the kylghs, free rents and rent 
of V hixall which the Bailiff continued to collect. 

(2) The responsibility for the farm of the Town Mills for instance, was 
changed fairly frequently. In 1409-10 it was the responsibility of 
the Receiver, 1410-11 and 1414-15 of the Bailiff, 1418-19,1419-20 
of the Receiver and 1420-21 of the Bailiff again. The. charge was 
finally settled on the Receiver. Special care was taken in 
accounting for demesne leases to see that particular meadows or 
fields were not charged to both accounts. 

(3) Unfortunately none of the accounts of the Bailiff of Dodington in 
these years has survived, although the extent of his charge can be 
estimated from the reductions to the charge of the Bailiff of 
Black=ere. 
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found entirely in the Bailiff's account with confirmation in the 

Receiver's; after 1409 one needs, for the full information of any one 

year, a complete set of Receiver's accounts for the rents of Whitchurch, 

of Bailiff's accounts for the rents of VIhixall, the free rents and 

kylghs (always treated as rents) and of the Rent Collectors' accounts 

for the rents from the members. Likewise, after 1409, the total revenue 

raised from the demesne, and in some years from the mills and tolls, can 

only be calculated from both Receiver's and Bailiff's accounts. Thus, 

after 14.09 a complete set of cbcuments is, needed for the full assessment 

of revenue where previously one suffices. This partly explains the 

fuller detail of our knowledge of the earlier period, 1383-1409. 

(iii) The Demesne 

Before turning to the discussion of the financial and economic 

history of the estate the problem of the exploitation of the demesne 

must be considered. It must be stated immediately that there is no evi- 

dence of the direct exploitation of the whole or even greater part of 

the demesne from the earliest surviving account, that Of 1331-2, on. 

The absence of full-scale direct exploitation at that date, when it was 

common elsewhere, suggests, in fact, that the demesne at Blac21ere may 

possibly never have been directly exploited to the full; if it had)it 

had ceased at an early date. '+ then Richard Talbot entered his wife's 
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estate, therefore, he found that the great majority of the fields 

forming the demesne were either leased or 'sold' annually for pasturage 

and herbage. The tradition existed, however, of reserving just a few 

fields - never more than five in any one year - for the direct exploita- 

tion of the Lord. The same fields were not necessarily reserved each 

year and, indeed, such exploitation was occasionally suspended altogether. 

Hence in the fifty years before Richard's entry there was a history of 

minor and sporadic exploitation. It is of greater significance that 

this sporadic exploitation continued well into'the fifteenth century and 

that, moreover, in one period before 1422 an attempt was made to inten- 

sify it. 

The detailed evidence for the direct exploitation of the demesne is 

provided by the stock lists kept by the Bailiff of the 'manor' on the 

dorse of his account. Here he listed the stores of grain kept-in the 

grange, giving details of the seed and yield per annum. As records of 

the arable farming on the demesne, however, the lists have two drawbacks. 

Firstly, the acreage is rarely stated, usually only the number of fields 

under crops. And secondly, the amount sown and harvested in one year is 

never recorded on the same account. At the beginning of each accounting 

year, ie Michaelmas, the Bailiff noted the amount in store, the 'total 

issue of the grange', which was last autumn's harvest. During the 

accounting year he noted the use of this, including the amount used for 

seed in the following spring but the next harvest was not recorded until the 
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next account. Hence only when consecutive accounts have survived can 

the yield per seed be established, but in each year some indication of 

the extent of arable farming, can be Pained from the knowledge of either 

the amount sown or the amount harvested. 

Most of the land was put down to oats, with only very small quantities 

of wheat, barley, rye or peas, except for a few years in the early fif- 

teenth century when the amount of wheat sovrn was increased. In 1384 the 

yield was 3.52 quarters per quarter seed of oats, but in 1388 it dropped 

to a fraction under two. These figures compare with the average of 2.87 

found by Beveridge in five Winchester manors between 1350-99" The only 

occasion that a quantity of wheat was grown was in the years 1418-21. 

In 1419 it is known that 26 quarters of seed produced a yield of 97 

quarters 6 bushels; that is a yield per quarter of seed of 3.76. This 

compares with Beveridge's average of 4.54 for the Winchester manors 

between 1400-49.1 

The figures for the amount sown and amount harvested axe set out 

overleaf in Table IX. 

(1) W. Beveridge, 'The Yield and Price of Corn in the Middle Ages', 
Essays in Economic History (ed E. Carus Wilson), i, Table III, p18). 

.1 
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TABLE IX 

Blackmere demesne cultivation, 1331-1422 
(All quantities are in quarters and bushels) 

Year No of Fields Amount sown Total Yield 

1331 - - 128 
1332 1 48.6 - 
1341 - - 120.4 
1342 2 40.6 - 
1343 - - 155.1 
1344 2 40.0 - 1369 - - 59.6 
1370 1 21.3 - 
1377 nil nil nil 
1379 - - 60.0 
1380 1 25.4 - 
1384 2 32.4 117.0 
1385 2 32.1 - 
1387 1 - 55.0 
1388 1 16.0 31.0 
1389 nil nil nil 
1397 2 - 92.0 
1398 1 10.0 - 
1399 nil nil nil 
1410 1 - 56.0 
1418 - - 89.2 
1419 4 52.3 97.6 (minimum) 
1420 4 - 226.0 
1421 5 68.4 - 1422 nil nil nil 

The figures suggest that there may have been regular arable culti- 

vation by the Lord in one or two fields until the Black Death and that 

thereafter it was only sporadic. Lord Richard's entry was marked by 
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the immediate return to the cultivation of two fields - one near 

Yockingsgate(1) and the other adjacent to another grange two and a half 

miles away at Heathhouse. Richard did not pursue this for long. He 

abandoned the direct exploitation of the field at Yockingsgate in 1386 

and three years later he leased the land at Heathhouse. Nevertheless, 

after his death, the Lady Ankaret returned once more to the direct 

cultivation of two fields, which were sown with oats in 1397. But by 

1399 she too had abandoned these, although between 1402 and 1404 she 

exploited the field at Yockingsgate and again in 1410 had another field 

under crops. And yet when her son, Lord Gilbert, inherited the estate 

he returned again to direct exploitation and on an unprecedented scale; 

at his death in 1418 almost a third of the demesne was being exploited. 

An alternative to. direct arable cultivation, employed by both Lady 

Ankaret and Lord Gilbert, was a system described in the accounts as 

sowing to the third sheaf' (seminandi ad tertian arbaz). The explana- 

tion, operation or origin of this arran; ement is obscure but it seems 

most likely that the third sheaf was simply the original rent in kind 

paid by copyholders, whereby the Lord claimed every third sheaf at 

harvest time. Although this rent had long been commuted, certain parts 

of Ash and Tilstock, which had been in the Lord's hand unrented for mart' 

(1) This field was also known as Blakemerefold or 'Whitchurchfield. 



351 

years in 1383, were in fact regularly leased for the third sheaf. The 

revenue raised thereby fluctuated, but it gras generally rauch lower than 

the decayed rentable value. In 1399, for instance, the unrented lands in 

Tilstock yielded five quarters of grain from the third sheaf, which 

fetched 19/9d. as against a rentable value of £4/11/7d. 
(1 

When employed in the demesne, lands; the third sheaf proved far more 

profitable. Between 1399 and 1404 Lady Ankaret exploited the field of 

Wibberley, which had been worth £5/6/8d. as pasturage in Lord Richard's 

time, in this way. In 1399-1400 her share of the harvest fetched 

¬12/13/7d; in 1400-01, her share, 88 quarters, fetched £11/14/8d. and 

in 14-02-03,81 quarters fetched £14/6/8d. Why this was so profitable is 

impossible to tell. Perhaps the land was particularly good and the oppor- 

tunities for takers particularly attractive. After the Welsh raid of 

1404 the returns fell drastically - only 28 quarters from Wibberley in 

1410-11. ZTevertheless, th? general disorganisation and collapse of 

revenues brought by this raid temporarily increased the importance of the 

third sheaf as means of extracting some profit from land that would 

otherwise have remained idle, for in 1409-10 there were three demesne 

fields sown to the third sheaf. 

(1) This was the combined value of 29 holdings. The alternative open 
to the lord was to let each holding, if possible, at greatly reduced 
rates. A croft in New VIoodhouse, for instance, was reduced from 
2/d. to 3d per annum. 
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So far only the cultivation of the demesne has been discussed; 

more land was in fact used as pasture. Some was kept for grazing the 

lord's horses or livestock, other was kept - two or tree meadows in 

most years - to be 'norm for the lord's use'. Although before the 

Black Death livestock appears to have been kept in fairly substantial 

n bers, 
(1) 

Lord Richard only kept beasts which had been paid as 

heriots. 
(2) 

Lady Ankaret, on the other hand, introduced a small herd 

of dairy cattle, which nurmbered 25 in 1402 and which was under the 

charge of Alice lall whose dairy was at Yockingsgate. In the year 

1402-03 the produce - butter, milk and cheese - was worth £2/8/04. Lady 

Anlaret's experience as a dairy farmer, however, was not very happy; in 

1400, just before Michaelmas, thieves broke into B1ackPark and drove 

array 14 head of cattle worth 40 marlks(3) and then in 1404 she lost the 

whole herd to the 'Welsh. After that there is no further reference to 

the herd or to the dairy. 

Lady Ankaret's operations in both arable and dairy farming over 

the turn of the century amounted to a; more thorough attempt at direct 

exploitation than that undertisken by her husband. The extent of her 

interest is indicated by the fact that the grange at Yockings ate, the 

(1) In 1343-4, for instance, there were 39 head of cattle, 61 pigs and 
192 sheep on the estate (BP 80/1343-4, dorse). 

(2) In 1384-5, for instance, there were 5 horses, 8 oxen and 72 pigs, 
including 45 pigletä, the issue of 6 sows (BP 80/1384-5, dorse). 

(3) BP 81/1402-3, dorse; E. Umball, The Shropshire Peace Roll, p60. 
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focal point, was enlarged or reconstructed between 1399 and 1403{1) The 

disaster of the Welsh raid appears to have ended her efforts. When, ten 

years later, Lord Gilbert undertook an even more thorough attempt, it 

was perhaps partly inspired by a desire to speed up the recovery of the 

estate from that blow. The whole period 1413-22, the period of occupa- 

tion of Lord Gilbert and his widow Lady Beatrice, witnessed the most 

extensive exploitation in both arable and pastoral farming of which 

record has survived. Most evidence has survived for the years 1418-21. 

At the most (in 1418-9) nine fields and Black Park were involved. 
(2) 

In 1420 four of these yielded 226 quarters of grain and in 1418 Black 

Park supported a herd of 289 head of cattle. 
(3) 

A labour force of five 

including a cowman, under the supervision of one William Paulyn, 'ballius 

husbandria. e domine', was employed. 
(4) 

Hour profitable was this venture? The herd of cattle was sold off 

by Lady Beatrice in 1420 and 1421, but not necessarily because it was a 

bad investment, for it could well have been sold to raise cash to help pay 

(1) C4/11/7d- was spent on the 'nova edificationis de Yockvnes atc' in 
1399-1400 and 7/18/7ild. eras spent on it and a new nalthouse in 1402-03. 

(2) Two were under oats, I under wheat, 1-under oats, wheat and barley. 
Two were used for hay, 1 was pasture and 2 lay in fallow (BP 81/1418-19) 

(3) Ibid, dorse. cf the herd of 252 head kept by the Ear1 of Northumberland 
in Hulse Park, Alrnvick in 1448 (J. I. I. W. Bean, The Estates of the 
Percy Pami1y, p14). 

ý4) BP 75/1420-21. 
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the large annual fine of 600 marks with which she was charged for the 

occupation of the Talbot estates during the minority of her daughter, 

Ankaret. 
(1) 

On the other hand, balancing the gross. profits fron the sale 

of grain in the two years 1419 and 1420 (¬39/12/14. ) against the costs 

real (labour) and hidden (loss of payments for work service), which 

totalled over £10 per annum, the margin of profit on direct cultivation 

could only have been slight. 
(2) 

Moreover, this net profit seems to have 

been less than the nominal value in sales of pasturage and herbage of the 

land used. It was hardly surprising, therefore, that when in 1422 John 

Talbot entered the lordship he irnediately suspended all direct arable 

exploitation. One can only conclude that direct exploitation on this 

comparatively large scale was finally proved unprofitable. 

The attempt at direct exploitation which reached its peak under 

Lady Beatrice was the last. John Talbot did continue to keep a few 

fields in hand for the production of hay and the pasturage of horses and 

heriot beasts sind he did continue to receive the third sheaf from some 

(1) CPR, 1416-229 p415. Lady Beatrice was required to pay this sum from 
14 February 1420. It was remitted in 1422, because it was found 
that the estates did not produce that amount. Nevertheless, during 
1421 she was settling debts, presumably incurred in raising cash to 
pay the Crown, which the sale of the remnant of the herd, for 
£46/9/8d., went a long way to meet (BP 75/1420-21; see also Ch I, p27)- 

(2) See below p371. 

Y 

-. x 



355 

unrented lands. 
(') 

For this reason the grange at Yockingsgate was 

still used. But all forms of exploitation seen to have been discon- 

tinued by John, 3rd Earl of Shrewsbury, who finally commuted the payment 

of heriots. From his time (1466-73) the income from the demesne lands 

came entirely from. leases and sales of pasturage and herbage. 
(2) 

Sales and leases had, in fact, never ceased to provide the greater 

part of the revenue from the demesne, even in the time of Lacy Beatrice. 

Most of the income was raised by selling, annually to one man, the rights 

of pastures, - ,, e or herbage in each field. The number of agreements reached 

for more than a year was never more than nine in ar, r year between 1395 

and 1437. Only one unit, that known as the manor of Heathhouse, was ever 

leased as a farm. In 1389 it was taken bjr Henry Ravenscroft for life 

and follotiwink; his death in 1408 the lease was taken by Richard Hunsterton, 

initially for six years, subsequently for twenty-one. 
(3) 

Some fields, 

such as the one near Yockingsgate, had a more checkered history; 

Yockings ate was cultivated in 1383-6, sold annually as pasture e until 

1392 to 1402, kept in the lord's hand for twenty years (being used as 

arable land, directly and by the third sheaf, and once as pasture for 

(1) In 1436-7, for instance, he had four fields reserved for hay and 
raised £4 from sales of the issue of the third sheaf. 

(2) The last recorded payrn? nt of the third sheaf is in 1468. 

(3) EP 801389-90,81/1409-10. Hunsterton still held the property in 
1436-7. 

ä 
a 

.... rrý 
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the household horses) and finally sold annually again from 1422. The 

break up of the demesne into farms did not take place until the six- 

teenth century. 
(') 

The men who bought the rights of pasturage and herbage viere the 

more prosperous of the customary tenants. Th9 most prominent of these, 

men such as Robert Daykin, William. Heath and William Stuyche, axe also 

to be found in the service of the household or as Bailiffs. The most 

outstanding was V1illi m Stuyche who bought the rights of several fields 

in the years over the turn of the century. In 1399-1400, for instance, 

he paid no less than £47/3/4d. for his fields. But he appears to have 

over-reached himself. By 1402 he had only three fields worth Z5 and 

after the Welsh raid he never tried his luck again, although he did find 

employment with John Talbot in 1421 and 1427-8 and as late as 1430-1 was 

Bailiff of the manor. 
(2) 

Like Stuyche, none of those who bought rights 

succeeded in establishing themselves above the ranks of the tenantry. 

The pattern of exploitation of the demesne lands of the estate was 

unusual. Although the sporadic continuation of direct cultivation of dem- 

esne on English estates into the fifteenth century gras not unique, 
(3) 

(1) A Guide to the Shropshire Records, p90. 

(2) BP 80/1397-8,1399-1400,1402-3; 76/1427-8; 82/1433-4; PRO E101/50/1" 

(3) There were, for instance, sporadic returns to direct explm. tation on the 
lands of the lordship of Canterbury in the early decades of the centurY (F. i,. H. Du Loulay, The Lordship of Canterbury, p221). 
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it is of special interest in Blacl-ere because it was continued on an 

estate which had not seen large-scale exploitation since at least the 

early fourteenth century. Indeed, the revival of 1413-22, although still 

only affectinC one-third of the demesne, was the most extensive on record. 

Yet it proved to be no more successful or profitable than the smaller 

attempts made in 1383-87 and 1396-1404. One wonders why Lord. Richard, 

Lady laikaret, Lord Gilbert and Lady Beatrice all tried it. It might have 

been because of dissatisfaction with the low revenue to be had from sel- 

ling pasturage rights, in which, however, Lord Richard managed to achieve 

a substantial increase. It night have been because of an ill-conceived 

belief of all four that more money was to be made out of direct expbita- 

tion. There could have been encouraging factors in the economy. Or, 

simply, they all might have been interested in agriculture. Fach no 

doubt had his or her own individual reason. Although great profits were 

no longer to be made from direct exploitation, it would appear neverthe- 

less that the choice between cultivation and leasing depended for a while 

to a large degree on personal wishes and local conditions. It is impos- 

sible, in the absence of further information on the state of the market 

or the personalities of the owners, to make any certain assessment of why 

these periodic revivals occurred at Blaclcaere, but it is interesting to 

note that, at the time when many landlords were finally abandoning direct 

exploitation, the lords of one estate, which had no recent tradition of 

it, were dabbling afresh. 
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(iv) The Revenues of the Estate 

One can now turn to the assessment of the finances and economic 

development of the estate, of which clearly the first task is the esti- 

mation of the revenue or gross income. It is not possible to establish 

the exact gross income produced from the lordship in any of the years for 

which all the necessary accounts have survived. There are two reasons 

for this. First, not only was part or all of the income of L7arbury 

alienated between 1383 and 14.24, but also there are no accounts extant 

for Lyneal before 1426. A full set of all accounts exists only for 

1433-34,1470-71,1475-78 and 1521-22. Second, the total amount of rent 

actually collected is only once recorded (1397-98), so that in all the 

other years the total amount of rent due has to be used in assessing the 

gross income. This, however, is not always ascertainable. Table X, 

therefore, shows only the estimated gross income of the 'manor' of 

Blacknere for certain years between 1377 and 1522 when the rent due is 

known. An estimated £26 to E30 for the revenue of 11arbury and Lyneal, 

which, as will be seen in the Table, remained steadily within this ran e 

over the whole period, should be allowed for those years in which they are 

not known. 
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Table X 

The Gross Income of the 'T. Tanor' of Blaclonere 

(figures in brackets are Marbury and Lyneal) 

1377-1378 286 1433-1434 216 (27) 

1384-1385 308 1434-1435 220 
1388-1389 325 1436-1437 236 

1395-1396 394 1470-1471 215 (27) 

1397-1398 389 1476-1477 200 (26) 

1399-1400 321 1506-1507 204 

1407-1408 134 1521-1522 195* (28) 

1410-1411 192 

*this is taken from the valor for that year. 

The whole history of the estate in the late middle ages is donini- 

ted. by one event; the sacking of Vhitchurch and the surrounding 

country by the Welsh rebels in 1404. This was the year in which much of 

Shropshire was ravaged. It was also the year, as the Bailiff of the manor 

explained to Lady Ankaret, "en temps del premier love des rebolles de 

Gales", in which the evidences and tallies for the account and court rolls 

of Marbury for the years 1399-1403 were lost. 
(') 

The lordship was utterly 

devastated. Whitchurch and Tilstock were both burnt, the Town Rill was 

put out of action and the destruction carried right up to the gates of 

the manor house, the . outhouses of which were damaged. 
(2) 

Life was 

(1ý J. H. Wylie, Henry IV, ii, p9; BP 88, list of arrears for 1409. 
See also above Ch I, p15. 

(2) BP 81/1407-08. The mill was out of action until 1409 and the imposi- 
tion of tolls was temporarily relieved. A neu bridge had to be 
built at Blacrcnare in 1407-08 at a cost of c11/6%8d. 

; ý,; 
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brought to a standstill. For Lady Ankaret it meant a very severe loss 

of revenue. Four years later she could still only raise forty-two per 

cent of the revenue coming in immediately before the raid. Much of the 

rent had to be excused and as late as 1408 the Bailiff was unable to 

collect rents from Dodington - and indeed confessed that he knew not 

how much was due. It was even longer, six years, before the inhabitants 

of Tilstock began to pay rents again. 
(1) 

The crisis does not really 

appear to have passed before 1409, when the administrative structure was 

changed and the Bailiff was required to make a final statement of the 

collectable arrears of the past five years. 

The permanent effect was as disastrous as the immediate impact; it 

was a blow from which the estate did not fully recover until the six- 

teenth century. The permanent reduction in income was such that even at 

the peak of initial recovery, ih the fourth decade of the fifteenth 

century, it etas still only two-thirds of the income enjoyed in the last 

decade before the raid. As the fig Tres in Table X showed, the Welsh raid 

divides the history of the lordship into two distinct phases; a period 

of high revenues in the last decades of the fourteenth century and a 

period of partial recovery and then slight overall decline into the six- 

teenth century. The detailed analysis of the movement in revenues, both 

(1) A new assessment of rents was made at Dodington in 1408. In 1409-10 
Tilstock rents were described as being in hand. 
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before and after the raid, can conveniently be conducted under four 

heads: rent, demesne lands, mills and tolls, and casualties. The 

manors of Marbury and Lynsal fora a fifth category. 

Rent 

The fixed or assessed rents paid by tk customary tenants formed 

the largest single regular source of income in the lordship. The gross 

annual value as recorded in the rental, the net value after deductions 

for losses and allowances - the real amount due - and the actual amounts 

collected from the members of the 'manor' in selected years are shown in 

Table XI. Of these sums, that of the rental is the least useful, for it 

shows only the maxiraum rentable value without allowance for decayed 

rents. In common with general medieval practice these were accumulated 

and repeated annually as the first item in the discharge section of the 

account. For the town of T'Jhitchurch, for example, decayed rents worth 

01/7/6 
.. datin from the destruction of the tovm in 1404 viere carried 

well into the sixteenth century. By deducting these and other less per- 

manent allowances and remissions, one arrives at the real amount due each 

year. vlhere documents are incomplete (as in the Bailiff's account of 

1389-90) or where after 1409 a full set of Receiver's, Bailiff's and 

Rent Collector's accounts has not survived, it is impossible to assess 

this. The most valuable sum of all is that for the =ount actually 



TABLE XI 

Income from Rent at Blaclnnere 

Year Rental Due Collected Misc. * 

1377-78 125.4. 62 114.4. 6 - ý1) 13. 4 
1383-84 
1 8 8 

126.4. 
1 6 

11 111.4" 
1 

59 1 . 4" 
1 

1 - 
1 3 5 4- 

1387-88 . 4. 2 
126.18. 

1ý"' 111. 2. 
113.3. 

04.10.1 
108.4.11 

7. 
- 

4 

1388-89 126.18. 22 113.9. 01 106.13.5 - 
1389-90 128.2. 22 - 107.16.8 - 
1390-91 - - 54.5.5 - 1393-94 - - 112.9.10 - 
1395-96 - 117.9. 1 ý2) - 1397-98 128.5. 1 - 114.13.1 1.11. 1 
1399-1400 128.5. 1 114.4. 31 109.17.91 4.19. 4 
1407-08 

. 59.12. 41.19. 7 - 1.17. 4 
1410-11 - 103.13. 3 72.17 14. 6 
1414-15 - - 84.16.11] - 
1415-16 - - 44.17.3 1 - 
1419-20 - 107.7.10 50.12.7 

ý35 
- 

1420-21 - - 88.3.11 - 
1424-25 127.14. 8i - W 80.10.0 - 
1427-28 - 0110.0. O 45.10.11 5.2. 4 
1430-31 - - 72.15.7 t - 
1433-34 - 1071 0. 31 86.12. l 4.4. 8 
1434-35 - 106.2. 2 81.17.5 5.14. 0 
1435-36 - 106.1.11] 

ý 
78.15.3 - 1 6 127.16. 9 ( ) 7 -1 0 2 8 8. 0 45 _57 (80.19. 5 Z 
7 . O j . - 

1467-68 138.16. 5 113.0. 3 79.14.10- 3.14. 7 
1470-71 - 118.11. 71 78.10.91 1.13. 9 
1476-77 138.5. 4"" 118.17. 51 87.10.10 1.6. 11 
1506-07 - - 87.12.2 - 

*these miscellaneous rents in Willaston and elsewhere were accounted separately 
and occasionally under the heading farms. They were enlarged in 1399 through 
acquisitions made by Lady Ankaret from Hugh, Rector of Malpas (BP 81/1399-1400 m1, 

(1) One whole instalment of rent was not collected, and for some reason was 
postponed until 1386-87 when three instalments were collected. The third 
instalment then was worth ¬56/1/14d. 

(2) The Receiver was paid three instalments of rent in this year, but the third 
instalment has not been counted here as part of the annual income. 

(3) In these years there were annuities charged to the Rent Collector's accounts 
totalling ¬9/6/8d. The sum for 1419-20 is incomplete since only half of 
the rent of Dodington was accounted for. 

(4) The rent due from Whitchurch and the members was ¬105/11/1d. The kylghs 
were worth approximately ¬4/10/0d. at this time. 

(5) This is the sum due from the members only. 
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received, for this reflects most vividly the ability of tenants to pay, 

or of lord to collect, rent from year to year. Unfortunately, this too 

is only partially revealed. The exact amount collected of the kylghs, 

free rents and Whixall rents (always accounted together and worth 

¬4-¬7 per annum) is only once recorded and after 1409 the exact amount 

collected of the Vlhitchurch rents is not recorded either, so that only 

in 1397-98 would, if the document had been complete, a direct comparison 

between the amount due and the amount collected have been possible. In 

the third column of Table XI, therefore, is listed the rent collected 

from TJhitchurch and the members before 1409 and from the members only 

after 1409 (see also Diagram I). 

The overall increase of ten per cent in the rental reflects incre- 

ments only, interrupted just the once by the Welsh raid. It is no doubt 

a reflection of the magnitude of the disaster that even the rental was 

reduced. Apart from the loss caused by the raid, the most remarkable 

feature of the rent due is again its stability. Over the whole period 

there was never more than ten per cent fluctuation in sums, which slight 

annual movements indicate were real rather than fictitious. Within this 

range of fluctuation three phases can be detected; growth in 1383-1400, 

stagnation in the 1430s and renewed growth after 1450. Although initi- 

ally they had to accept a reduction in the value of rents due, -Richard 

and Ankaret Talbot achieved an overall increase of ¬3 (¬2/1/Od. in 
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increments and 19/Od. in recovered rents) between 1383 and 1400. Fol- 

lowing the immediate recovery from the raid - at its peak it would 

appear in the late 1420s - there was a slump of approximately four per 

cent, but this was balanced by the temporary leasing as farms of some of 

the empty holdings, which totalled £3 in 1436-37. In the second half of 

the century the trend was reversed and by 1500 the rent due was at a 

higher level than ever before. 

With the exception of 1404, neither the rental nor rent due, however, 

shows any real fluctuation in the level of rent actually received. In 

particular, neither reveals the existence of bad years when rents were 

not collected and fell into arrears. The third column of Table XI 

reveals the evidence of five such years: 1390-91,1411-12,1415-16, 

1419-20 and 1427-28. Of these 1390-91,1415-16 and 1427-28 were particu- 

larly severe. Partial or whole recovery of the lost rents of at least 

two of these years was made. In 1390-91 the Michaelmas instalment of 

rent was not collected at all, but in the following year £22/5/1d. 

(just under half) was recovered. No record has survived of other pay- 

ments of the outstanding amount which can be assumed to have been 

written off. And the rents lost in 1415-16 were almost all paid in the 

following year. On the other hand, the'loss in 1427-28 led to the 

creation of a backlog of arrears which was not reduced, and indeed grew 

even larger, over the next ten years. At Michaelmas 1428 the Rent 
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Collectors' arrears totalled £45/2/8 d; at Michaelmas 1438 they totalled 

£56/19/9 d. The effect of this burden of arrears was that each year only 

approximately half of the current rent was collected and the remainder 

gras postponed to become new arrears. As a result it was taking two years 

to collect one year's rent. 

These bad years occurred either because the tenants would not, or 

because they could not, pay. The difference is important, since it has 

been suggested, from incidents that occurred on the estates of the 

Bishop of Worcester, that the mid-fifteenth century witnessed a phase 

of rent 'strikes' in which tenants, individually and collectively, 

refused to pay their rents. In 1433, for instance, some tenants there 

refused to pay a recognition, threatening to leave the land if an attempt 

to enforce payment were made. Poverty and disease were pleaded but 

these, it is considered, were excuses rather than causes. 
(') 

It is con- 

ceivable, therefore, that the five years in which substantial amounts of 

the Blackaere rents were unpaid witnessed such strikes. The accounts of 

these years do not include, as occasionally did the Worcester accounts, 

any comment to the effect that tenants refused to pay. Tb rmaintain a 

stony silence. On the other hand, there is evidence to su; Irllest 
that in 

the two years when the effect seems to have been most critical - 1390-91 

(1) Christopher Dyer, 'A redistribution of incomas in Fifteenth Century 
England', Past and Present, 39, April 1968, pp11-13, especially 
pp20-21. See also E. A. Kosminsky, 'Feudal R : nt. '., ibid, 7, p25. 
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and 1427-28 - the tenants might genuinely have been unable to pay. In 

1390-91 all regular sources of income were much reduced. Now it so 

happens that in that year there was an outbreak of pla, ue, which 

'Walsingham described as general. Moreover, it is significant that, in 

1349, when the Black. Death Visited Vihitchurch, there was a similar, 

though more catastrophic, effect on the payment of rents for, according 

to the inquisition post mortem of John, 4th Lord Strange and his son, 

the rents were reduced by ninety per cent because the tenants were 

dead. 
(') 

It seems reasonable to suppose that an outbreak of plague was 

the reason behind the failure of rents and other sources of income in 

1391. In 1428 it is possible that the harvest failed, for according to 

the compiler of the Great Chronicle of London, "in this same yere fro 

the begynnyng of April into Haiwemass (1 TTovember) was so Bret abundance 

of reyn where through nought only hey was destroied, but also much corn, 

for it reyned almost every other day more or lasse". 
(2) 

With the lack 

of evidence to the contrary, it would seem that disease and poverty viere 

the cause not the excuse for the failure to pay in these two years. 

The difficulties encountered in collecting the rents in the decade 

1428-38 coincided with the slump in the rent due. There can be no doubt 

(1) J. I. T. W. Bean, 'PlaSue, Population and Economic Decline', E'con°HR 
2nd Series, xv, p429; P. A. Gasquet, The Black Death, pp167=8. 

(2) C. E. Britton, A Meteorological Chronicle to AD 1450, (H SO) 1937" 
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that this was a period of depression in the payment and collection of 

rent. However, care must be taken not to exaggerate the gravity of this. 

Even assuming- that none of the burden of arrears outstanding in 1438 was 

ever recovered this would represent from 1422 (the year of entry of John, 

Lord Talbot) no more than an average annual loss of 4.5 per cent on the 

amount due from the Rent Collectors, and of this about 3.75 per cent can 

be attributed to the single year of 1427-28. And although the amount 

due was also lower, it must be remembered that this reduction was balanced 

by the exploitation of copyhold property that was thus in the hand of the 

lord. There is certainly no indication of a "constantly mowin defi- 

ciency in the area of customary land in the hands of tenants and its 

total yield of rent"(') in these years. Nor, although the evidence is 

very thin, does it appear that the situation worsened over the next 

thirty-five years. From the, incomplete Rent Collectors' accounts of 

1457-58 it would appear that that year was another bad year, as was 

either 1468-69 or 1469-70, for there was a fairly substantial increase 

in arrears between 1468 and 1470. In one sense, however, there was an 

improvement, since the amount due was increasing again in these years. 

The difficulties had certainly passed by 1473, for during the minority 

of George, 4th Earl of Shrewsbury, prompt payment was enforced, no 

arrears developed and, as a result, more rent was collected than ever before. 

(1) PI. M. Post-an, 'The Fifteenth Century' , EconIR, ix (1938), p160, 
thy italics). 
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There gras, therefore, a period of slight depression or stagnation in 

the revenue from fixed rents in mid-century marked by a certain degree of 

difficulty in collection. Nevertheless the overall impression is one of. 

stability, punctuated by the occurance of bad years. Nor does it seem 

likely that rent was diverted from the coffers of the lord to the purses 

of the tenants by means of strikes. Rent, as a static and fixed source of 

income, alike restricts the lord' s profits during prosperity and shields him 

from the worst hardships that may have affected his tenants during adver- 

sity. It is conceivable that, in the middle decade of the century, the 

real sufferers in bad years, and perhaps cumulatively from plague, rebel- 

lion and famine, were the tenants and not the lord, who suffered only 

comparatively slight losses. The lord himself was more vulnerable to 

direct loss in the reverse from his demesne lands. 

Demesne Lands 

In this category have been included the sales of produce from direct 

or indirect exploitation, the items such as agistments, pannage, turbary 

and fowlrights known collectively as issues of the manor, the farms and 

sales of pasturage and herbage and any profit extracted from unleased or 

unrented land left in the lord's hand. A certain degree of adjustment has 

been necessary not only in combining figures from both Bailiffs' and 

Receivers' accounts, but also in separating these items from certain casu- 

alties with which in all accounts up to 1388 they were collected together 

as 'issues of 'the manor' and transferring the leases of some lands from 

the item in the accounts headed 'farms', under which they were listed 

with the farms of the mills and tolls. These adjusted figures are set 
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out below in Table XII. The Table is divided into two parts, the first 

covering 1377-1403 and the second 1405-1507, which are discussed separ- 

ately. 

Table : SCI 

Blackmere Demesne Revenues (First Part) 

Year Sales 
of Produce 

Issues of 
Manor 

Farns and 
Sales of 

Pastura e 

Lands in 
Hand 

Total 

1377-78 6. 6 35.16. 6 incl. iss. incl. i ss. 36.3. 0 
1383-84 5.18. 8 40.1.10 it it 46. o. 6 

1384-85 1.15. 2j 39.16. 7-'h it If 41.11.1 0 
1386-87 12.13. 3 44.6. 1 11 it 56.19. 43- 
1387-88 1.11. 4 45.4.10 it 4.11. 2 46.15. 4 

1388-89 5.3. 81- 9.13. 9 31.14. 4 6.9.1 0 53.1. 3 
1389-90 - 14.12. 9 38.4. 6(1) 7.19. 6 60.16. 9 
1395-96 1.7. 0 8.1. 0 41.11. 0(1) 10.17. 3 61.16. 3 

1397-98 16.5. 4 26.9. 6(2) 53.18. 8(3) 2.12. 6 98.16. 0 
1399-1400 14.13. 4 13.17. 1 46.7. 0 1.4. 0 76.11. 5 
1402-03 1.11. 0 4.12. 0 37.19. 7(4) 17.16. 2 61.18. 9 

(1) Not including £14 for pasturage dues paid in advance. 

(2) Including; sales of wood which, because the document is badly 
damaged, cannot be separated. 

(3) Including £10 increment on Black Park. 

(4) £10 of this is an estimate for the pasturage accounted as part of 
the manor of Dodinýýton in this yeas. 
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The fluctuation from year to year in the revenue from the 

demesne Evas caused principally by the varying, income from sales of corn, 

hay and livestock. These were accounted either separately, or in the 

issues of the manor or even once under the profit of lands in hand 

(1402-03). An additional slight fluctuation occurred in the income 

from lands and leases of pasturage, noticeable particularly in the 

1380s, because certain open fields were subject to common rights and 

fallow every third year and because the lord reserved some fields to be 

mown for his own use. In 1384-85, for instance, four fields lay in 

fallow and four were reserved for the lord, accounting for a reduction 

of at least £2 10/0d. in the profit of pasturage sales in that year. 

These annual fluctuations apart, Richard and An?. {aret Talbot 

achieved a substantial overall increase in revexnze between 1383 and 

1403, primarily from the sales of pasturage. This v done both by 

increasing the number of fields 'sold' from 34 to 38, of which the addi- 

tion of the fields at Yockingsgate and Heathhouse brought in ¬9/6/84., 

and by a general increment in rates. It would appear, however, that the 

period of really high profits was restricted to the second half of this 

period. In the 1380s the revenue seems to have fluctuated within the 

range of £30 to £35. There are no Bailiff's accounts from Which to 

assess the effect of t1ague in 1390, but the complete series of 

Receiver's accounts for the years 1389 to 1393 show a fall in his 
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receipts from pasturage from ¬24/13/44. in 1389-90 to £10/0/8d. in 

1390-91. They recovered to £15/4/1&jd. in 1391-92 and ¬19/12/2d. in 

1392-93, but probably did not reach the level of 1389-90 again until 

1394-95. This is evidence enough to show that there was quite a 

severe setback in 1390. It was not until after 1395 that revenues 

of over ¬40 or even ¬50 were raised from sales of pasturage. 

This period of high profits was short lived. Even though revenues 

from the demesne were still higher than in the 1380s, they fitere begin- 

nine to fall again in the early 1400s. There were one or two ominous 

signs. In 1384-85, for instance, it had been possible to raise 

¬10/1/94. from a istments in Black Park when the pasturage therein 

(worth ¬13/6/8d. ) remained unsold; in 1402-03 such agistments raised 

only 7/17/34. In the event, however, this phase was brought to an 

abrupt and disastrous end by the Welsh raid of 1404. 



Table XII 

Blaclonere Demesne Revenues (Second Part) 

Year Sales 
of Produce 

Issues 
Manor 

of Farms and 
Sales of 

Pasturage 

Lands in 
Hand 

Total 

1407-08 - 5.6. 9 14.9. 0 6.14. aZ 26.9. 9, 
1409-10 6.13. 4 4.17. Olt 29.11. 1 13. 6 41.14.1 1 

1410-11 - 2.7. 0 17.13. 1 1.12. 6 21.12. 7 

1419-20 20.18. 5 7. 2 12.19. 5 4. 0 34.9. 0 

1420-21(1) 67.10. 2 ? 13.19. 8 ? 81.9.1 0 

1423-24 - 5.5. 2 20.17. 6 19. 2 27.1.1 0 

1427-28(1) ( 3. 2ti) ( 3.17. 5). 33.12. 4 ( 1.3. 0) 
( 2.18. 8) 

1433-34 10.16. 7 5.4. 9 28.13.10 1.17. 8 46.8. 1 
1434-35 6.6.10 7.4. 3 27.7. 2 1.19. 1 42.17. 4 

1436-37 4.3. 0 6.2. 6 28.17. 2 2.13. 7 41.16. 3 

1470-71 - 6.14. 8 30.6.10 1.12. 0 38.13. 6 

1473-74 - 7.5. 0 26.19. 3'ý 6 34.4. 9-, - 
1476-77 - 6.7. 3ý 25.11. 8-N 6 31.19. 6 
1506-07 - 4.6. 9 28.0. 4 6 32.13. 71' 

(1) These figures are incomplete, being based on Receivers accounts 
alone. Those in brackets for 1427-28 are taken from the Bailiff's 
account of the preceding year. 
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As the estate recovered from the raid, revenues fron the demesne 

fluctuated. fairly wildly. In 1409-10, for instance, Lady Ankaret managed 

to push them up to two-thirds of their pre-raid level, but in the folloo- 

ing year they dropped. sharply down again. One year of exceptionally 

high revenues - 1420-21 - stands out. However, the figure quoted in the 

Table for the sales of produce in this year exaggerates the prosperity 

of Lady Beatrice's home farm. A large part of this sum was raised by 

selling off her entire stock and the rest, being gross profit, does not 

take into account any of the costs. If the costs are taken into account, 

it can be seen that over the two years 1419-21 the net profit from 

arable cultivation was, if ariythin.,, only marginally more than th:: value 

of pasturage in the fields used. An exact comparison bet; reen profits of 

direct exploitation and leasing is impossible, but the following estivate 

is made. 

The cross profit from, corn sales in the two years was F , 39/12/1d. The 

costs of sowing in 1419-20 Were c6/6/6d; the cost of hired labour in 

1420-21 gras £4/17/114. Some of this raust be accounted against the pro- 

fit of the livestock, as must come of the reduction in incone from 

commuted. labour services ( about £7 per annum) - that iss the labour 

services used for rakin and carting hay. Total costs, real and hidden, 

must still have been something Hore than ¬10 per annuza and the net pro- 

fit something less than £10 per annum, which was the nominal value of 
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the pasturar-e of the fields used. On the other hand, it is to be 

expected that the full nominal value was not forthcoming. At best, 

therefore, arable cultivation might have broken even. Since Lady 

Beatrice had already been obliged to sell off her livestock, there 

certainly was not a large enough profit margin to encoarage John Talbot 

to maintain the hone farm after 1422. 

After 1422 the revenues settled down at approximately two-thirds of 

the pre-raid level. Pasturage, rates were permanently reduced and the 

nuriber of fields 'sold' annually was cut down to just over thirty. 

From 1430 revenues from pasturage remained, steadily within the linita- 

tions of X25 to '30. The reduction in value was perhaps most severe in 

Black Park. Pasturage was worth only £6 in 1436-37 and agistments 

therein in default of a purchaser were down to £2/0/8d. in that year-0) 

In the 1430s John Talbot nans, Zed to keep the revenues over £40 per 

annim by the continued e: loitation of the lands left in hand, but this 

was abandoned by his successors and explains why, when the revenue from 

pasturage remained stable, there was a further decline in total revenue 

after 1470. 

(1) A sample of six other fields reveals a fall in price from C10/13/0d" 
in 1400 to 08/6/811. in 1437. These sie fields had been worth £7/12/4d. in 1385 and were worth w7/14/8d. in 1525. 
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Mills and Tolls(') 

The farm (and issues when in hand) of the mills and tolls was one 

of the two sources of income to show a more or less consistent decline 

throu; hout the later middle ages. The decline clearly fell into three 

phases: an overall fall in the later decades of the fourteenth century, 

a sharp drop as a result of the Welsh raid from which only a fifty per 

cent recovery was made, and a continuation of the decline at the end of 

the fifteenth century. Overall, the value of 1506-07 was under twenty per 

cent of the value of 1363-64, when the farm was wczh 2100 per annum. 
(2) 

Table XIII shows that the decline was greatest in the Town Mill and 

particularly the tolls, traditionally farmed together. The decline in 

value is matched by continual difficulty in finding farmers. Successive 

lords were forced to reduce rents to find farmers, only to find that 

sooner or later the farms were back on their hands. It, in fact, appears 

that the mill maintained its value, at C'18, 'to £20, until put out of action 

by the Welsh rebels. It was the combined value of the tolls an'the fair, 

market and passage through the town, and the tax on brewing which suf- 

fered the real loss in this period. In twenty-two years, from 1379-80 

(1) 'Tolls' is used to cover not only the tolls on passage through the 
tom but also the dues levied on the fair and market, and the tax on 
beer. 

(2) BP 75/1363-64. 



4. 

Table XIII 

Income from Mills and Tolls at Blaclnere 

Year Town Mills and Tolls Other Total 
Mills & 

Oven 

1363-64 - - 100.0. 0 
1377-78 52. 0. 0 15.3. 4 67.3. 4 
1379-80 19.1.1-ý 29.1.9s - - 
1384-85 53. 0. 0 15.6. 8 68.6. 8 
1386-87 15.3.0 24.5.9 9.17. 6 49.6. 3 
1387-88 42. 0. 0 10.4. 0 52.4. 0 
1388-89 48. 0. 0 13.14. 0 61.14. 0 
1389-90 48. 0. 0 13.17. 4 61.17. 4 
1395-96 18.0.0 22.11.6 15.10. 0 56.1. 6 
1397-98 18.0.0 (? )19.16.1i 15.10. 0 (? )53.6.11 
1399-1400 18.0.4- 20.0.0 15.0. 0 53.0. 4', 
1400-01 18.0.0 16.5.4 16.0. 0 50.5. 4 
1401-02 18.7.7 14.19.0 - - 
1402-03 40. 0. 0 15.0. o* 55.0. 0 
1407-08 nil 2.3 . 4.3. 4 6.6. g? 
1409-10 10.5.2 2.11.6 9.0. 0 21.16. 8 
1410-11 6.4. '; 1.12. 9.3. 3 16.19.11k 
1419-20 8.6.8 9.0.0 10.13. 4 28.0. 0 
1423-24 8.13.4 9.6.8 9.3. 4 27.3. 4 
1427-28 18. 0. 0 - - 
1433-34 9.0.0 4.5.3 11.13. 4 24.18. 7 
1434-35 5. S-& 10.4.2 9.13. 4 29.13. 2- 
1435-36 7.18. 8.16.6 11.0. 0 27.14. 9 
1436-37 6.11.2 8.2.11 11.0. 0 25.13. 1 
1458-59 - - 20.0. 0 
1466-67 - - 22.16. 8 
1467-68 16. 0. 0 9.10. 0 25.10. 0 
1470-71 12. 0. 0 11.16. 8 23.16. 8 
1476-77 12. 0. 0 9.6. 8 21.6. 8 
1506-07 10. 0. 0 9.16. 8 19.16. 8 

*Including an estimated ¬9 for the mills from the missing account for 
the'manoz' of Dodin�ton. 

Underlined figures are the sums received from direct exploitation of the 
town mill and the tolls when farmers could not be found. The sums do not 
take account of any expenditure on re airs or of fees paid. to millers 
or toll collectors (17/0d. in 1435-36). 
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to 1401-02, the issues fell from 229/1/9-t-d. to £14/19/0d. - almost 

fifty per cent. The Welsh raid was just the final blot to a rapid 

decline in the commercial prosperity of Whitchurch in the last decades 

of the fourteenth century. 

Immediately folloYrin; the Welsh raid t1n Town Mill remained out of 

operation for at least four years, and although it was temporarily pos- 

sible to farm the tolls at a reduced rate, they were soon back in hand 

and for several years were worth very little. Much of the trade lost 

to both the mill and the town was never regained and. the permanent 

value of the farm had to be cut to £18, under half the pre-raid level. 
(') 

In 1434 : floods added to the troubles. The sluices of the mill pond 

were swept away and part of the bridge in the town collapsed, effectively 

stopping trade. Once more the farms were terminated and, while in' 

hand, £12/4/2d. had to be spent on repairs to the mill, and £3/7/54. on 

reopening the bridge. 
(2) 

Although in 1434-35 Talbot's ministers manaCed 

to extract more than the value of the farm, in 1435-36 and 1436-37 the 

income fell away whilst a farmer could still not be found. 

(1) In the lordship of Neuport several mills were destroyed and never 
repaired. The total value of the mills fell from £ 2/6/11d. in 1401-02 
to ¬22/12/8d. in 1447-48 (T. B. Pugh, op cit, p169). 

(2) BP 82/1433-34,1434-35. In these sarge years £10/9/7d. had to be spent 
on repairs to Sherry and New Mills, the combined farm of Which was 
N5/6/8d. But since New Mill was in hand in 1434-35 expenditure on 
these mills was greater than income. An agreement existed with the 
farmer of the other two mills, who paid £4 per annum that he should 
meet the cost of rurnin repairs, the lord being responsible only for 
major reconstructions (BP 76/1436-37). 
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Although not as dramatically as in the last decades of the previous 

century, the decline in the value of the town mill and tolls continued 

slowly into the sixteenth century. It was not just a decline in the 

prosperity of Tihitchurch; it was also the collapse of seigneurial con- 

trol over industry and trade. For produce was probably taken more and 

more to freer markets, undermining the traditional monopoly of the lords 

over their tenants. It was a feudal as well as an economic decline. 
(') 

Casualties 

The revenues raised from sales of wood, commuted services, the 

courts and other miscellaneous items are listed in Table XIV. Once 

again profits soared in the period before the Welsh raid. This was due 

particularly to the intensive exploitation of'the standing timber in 

lordship. In eleven of his thirteen years of occupation Richard Talbot 

sold well over £800 worth of wood, at an average of over £70 per annum. 
(2) 

His wddovi Ankaret was not far behind Yhin, raising, at least C200 from 

(1) T. B. Pugh, op cit, expresses the same opinion. The decline in 
income from mills and tolls was geographically widespread. Besides 
Newport, the mills in Cockermouth, Cumberland, declined from 917 to 
¬1376/ed. between 1437 and 1478, and in Topeliffe, Yorkshire, from 

27/'3/5 " to C20 between 1443 and 1491 (J. %Z. Vt. Bean, orn cit, 
pp19,25,39). 

(2ý The most spectacular years were 1389-96 when annual sales of timber 
were as follows: 1389-90, ¬15j6/0/11d; 1390-91, £60/6/6d; 1391-92, 
£42/12/0d; 1392-93, E127/12/6d; 1393-94, £99/18/114; 1395-969 
£109/4/8d. This is a total of £596/5/Od. in six of seven consecutive 
years. 

y 

t 



Table XIV 

Casualties 

Year Wood* Commuted Courts Miscell. Total 
Services 

1377-78 24.19.4 8.2. 1 8.15. 9 26.13. 0-b- 68.10. 2N 
1383-84 29.11.6 5.6. 6 45.18. 9 - so. 16. 9 
1384-85 51.12.11 5.17. 6 25.18. 1= 1.16. 3 85.4. 91 
1386-87 33.2.2 7.9. 4 14.12. 5 11.16. 432- 67.0. 3-12- 
1387-88 86.3.11 6.19. 1 42.4.1 1 4.18. 1 140.6. 0 

1388-89 39.2.8 10.16. 7 44.14. 2ý 2.6. 2- 96.19. 8 

1389-90 156.0.11 10.10. 4 37.18. 5-z 8. 6 204.18. 2l 
1395-96 109.4.8 11.1. 6 37.15. 2 1.5. 2 159.6. 6 

1397-98 - 62.12.8 10.17. 6 47.10. 0 - 121.0. 2 

1399-1400 44.11.221, 11.7. 9 15.12. 2 - 71.11. 9 

1400-01 37.2.10 10.19. 0-1 10.16. 8 - 64.17. && 
1402-03 54.11.7 11.3. 229 16.4. 1 - 81.18.1 a'ß 

1407-08 -28: 16: 10 2.5. 6 27.4. 5 - 58.6. 9 

1409-10 14.9.2 4.9. 8iß 9.16.10 16. 0 30.1. 

1410-11 11.7.0 9.5.11- 28.12. 117 2. 0 49.14. 1 

1418-19 44.16.1 4.10. 5 6.17. 4 - 56.3.10 

1419-20 13.5.4 2.2.10 18.7. 0 5.18. 7"z 39.13. 9' 

1429-30 27.7.3 9.0. 1 19.10. 3 - 55.17. 7 

1433-34 1.18.4 8.18. 7 23.7. 5 - 33.4. 2 

1434-35 4.5.10 8.18. 0 21.9. 9 - 34.13. 7 

1436-37 23.3.9 9.15. 8 10.12. 2'r 1.13. 6 53.5. 3-ý 
1458-59 c10.0.0 8.19. 2 23.5. 3ti3 - c42.4. 5-aI 

1466-67 18.10 9.2. 0 36.15. 9 - 46.16. 7 
1470-71 5.4.7 9.3. 3 15.8. 2 3.13. 7N 33.9. 7'} 
1476-77 2.13.4 9.5. 0 13.13. 0 - 25.11: 4 

1506-07 11.6.8 9.0. 8 6.4. 1 5.9. 8 32.6. 2 

*These figures" include the sales of under,; *rowth and fallen wood 
occasionally accounted with the issues of the manor. 
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sales of wood in four years of the eight of her occupation before the 

Welsh raid. After 1404 the penalty was paid for cutting; so recklessly 

into the resources, for there do not appear to have been the reserves 

left to cover the loss of more regular sources of income. Indeed stands 

of timber seem to have been so depleted that in the remainder of the 

fifteenth century on only one occasion (1418-19) did sales approach 

those of the last years of the fourteenth. 

The profits of court were also higher, on average, during the time 

of Lord Richard and like the farm of mill, and tolls declined there- 

after. 
(1) 

The average of a sapple of five years taten in the decade 

1383-93 is just udder £40 per annum; fifty years later the average of 

a similar sample is just under ¬20; and in the 1470s it is down to C15 

per annum. The average of the five years 1509-14 is a mere £6., On the 

other hand, Lady Ankaret was on occasion (1407-08,1410-11) able to 

exploit the courts more fully after the raid than immediately before. 

Nor was the decline in value as steady as that of the mills. In 1466-67, 

for instance, the year John, 3rd Earl of Shrewsbury, entered the estate, 

the profits of court were Z36/15/9a., only ¬9 less than in 1383-84 when 

his great-g=father entered the estate. Plevertheless, by the end of 

the fifteenth century the profits to be had fror the exercise of seig- 

neurial control of -the local courts were considerably reduced. 

(1) The combined decline in these two sources is illustrated in the 
diagram overleaaf. 
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The value of commuted services also fell after 1404, largely due 

to a fall of twenty-five per cent in the number of services owed, 

although this was partly offset by a rise in the money payment from 3d. 

to 4d. per service. Thus in 1399-1400,869 services were worth ¬11/7/9d., 

whereas in 1435-36,680 were worth ¬9/15/8d. In addition to 1404, the 

only occasions when the revenue from this source fell were when parts of 

the demesne were cultivated and the services called upon by the lord. 

Marbury and Lyneal 

Of these two manors, MMarbury was much the larger and more valuable. 

Before 1426, however, none of its Talbot Lords enjoyed its full income. 

First, one-third had been granted in dower to Isabel, Countess of 

Suffolk, widow of Lady Ankaret's brother John, 5th Lord Strange. 
(1 

Second, in June 1391, Lord Richard granted an annuity of ¬6/13/4d. 

charged to the manor to Hugh, Rector of Malpas. 
(2) 

This may well have 

been arranged in repayment of a loan. Third, sometime after 1403 and pro- 

bably to pay for purchases of property(3) amounting to ¬380, Lady Ankaret 

granted the whole manor to the same Hugh. ¬207 of this debt was still 

outstanding when the terms of repayment were revised in 1409-10. In an 

(1) BP 86/1388-90. 
(2) BP 86/1390-92. 

(3) In 1399-1400 a new item appears on the Bailiff of Blaclanere's account - 
redditus tenementorun per Domin3m perguisitioriun - which is a list of 
rents from property acquired from Hugh, Rector of Malpas in exchange 
for properties of Lady Ankaret in 'Leuynton' (BP 82/1399-1400). 
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indenture then made between the parties, Hugh granted the manor back 

to Anltaret and her heirs in return for an annual pay-ment of f23, the 

avera, e value. 
(') 

Hugh did not, however, enjoy this for lon , for he 

died in 1413, in the same year as Ankaret herself 
c2)Ana 

fourth, on 

inheritir ; the full manor, Ankaret's heir Gilbert immediately granted 

it to his younger brother, Sir 'William Talbot, who occupied it until 

his death in 1426. 
(3) 

It was not until then that John Talbot could 

enter the manor and thus become the first of the Talbot Lords to enjoy 

its full revenue. 

The earliest surviving accounts for Marbury are biennial Bailiff's 

accounts for two-thirds of the manor for the years 1388-94. After 

adjustment-, tie full annual &ross income from regular sources eras £23 to 

F, 26, of which Richard Talbot received £15 to £17 before, and about £10 

(1) Ibid, 1409-10. The indenture attached to the account refers to an 
earlier undated agreement' whereby Hu 

,, 
h had been granted the entire 

manor. It was after 1403, for in 1401-02 and 1402-03 receipts from 
the manor were recorded on the Blackmere account. Isabel, Countess 
of Suffolk was still alive and it appears that the portion of her 
dower was transferred elsewhere. 

(2) In BP 86/1414-15 reference is made to one half year's rent falling 
due on St. T, Iartin's Day 1413 (25 April) still owod to the executors 
of Hugh, late Rector of Malpas. 

(3) Ibi4,1414-15,1423-24. 
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1 

41 
after, 1391. 

(1) 
This sure was aumented by casualties, allowing the 

Receiver to collect as much as £44/5/6d. for 1390-92. Full annual 

accounts exist from 1423-24 and a selection of these is listed in 

Table XV with the accounts of Lyneal from 1426-27. Both remained 

remarkably steady throughout the period, the gross income of i! arbury 

being virtually the same in 1521-22 as during the last decades of the 

fourteenth century. This overall stability was perhaps due to the fact 

that the revenue came almost entirely from rents. Expenditure in both 

was regularly very light, although a fee paid to the Bailiff was 

charged to Lyneal between 1426 and 1439. The only occasion of extra- 

ordinarily high expenditure of which evidence has survived was the cost 

incurred by the Earl and Countess of Shrewsbury when they stayed for 

three days at Marbury in July 1458. Even then sales of timber met over 

half the cost. But for the most part both Marbury and Lyneal remained 

outliers of the main body of the lordship, supplying a small but reguLýx 

inpplerient to its income. 

(1) Ib-id, 1388-92. In 1392-94 the Bailiff accounted as follows: 

rent: 27.11.4 
mill: 2.13.4 
issues: 2.2.8 
court: 2.9.9 
sales: B-13.4 

43.10.5 
41.3.3 

Malpas. The regular income 
Manor, equivalent to a total 
annum. In 1368-92 a similar 
annum. 

- 2.7.4. expenses 
delivered to Receiver and Rector of 

aqualled 034/17 1 for two-thirds the 
income of 052/5/7'3d. or Z26/2/9-, 11d. per 
sum gives an income of £238/9 d. per 
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(v) Expenditure 

We may now turn to the other side of the account - the discharge. 

It is unfortunate that the discharge section of both Receivers' and 

Bailiffs' accounts have survived together only in nine years between 

1377 and 1478, and that therefore only on these occasions is the total 

expenditure known. Nevertheless, in other years sorge idea of the extent 

of expenditure can be deduced from one or other of the accounts. In the 

period 1383-1405, the Receiver appears to have spent only a very small 

amount, and that largely on fees and wages. Only occasionally, as in 

1391-92, was a substantial amount of other expenditure undertaken by him. 

Repairs, maintenance, and the expenses of officials, councillors, and on 

occasion the lord himself, were met by the Bailiff. After the revision 

of the accounting system in 1409 the Bailiff continued to meet the greater 

share of the expense of maintenance, but because his income was so dras- 

tically reduced the Receiver took over some of the burden as well. 

The surviving figures for expenditure are listed in Table XVI. The 

overall pattern is fairly clear. There was a sharp increase on Richard 

Talbot's succession, caused partly by the costs incurred in his visits 

to his new estate. 
(') 

Even so ht its highest the expenditure was only 

thirty per cent of the gross annual income, and in the decade before the 

Vielsh raid it was much less. One of the consequences of the raid was a 

(1) £45/1o/8d. in 1383-84; 23/8/0, k. in 1384-85. 



Table XVI 

NL, nenditure 

Year Bailiff Receiver Total % of 
Income 

1377-78 15.8. 6 13.3. 6 28.12. 0 (11) 
1383-84 
1384-85 

109.7.5tiý 
78.11.10 28.5. 0(1) 

- 
106.16.1 0 (32.5) 

1388-89 50.15.10N 
1389-90 - 10.18. 0 - 
1390-91 - 11.5. 1 - 
1391-92 - 36.1. 9 - 1397-98 c53.0. 0 12.2. 9 65.2. 9' (16.5) 
1399-1400 34.2. 7> - - 
1402-03 56.5. 7 - - 1407-08 
1 10 

62.11. 1 
6 6 

(2) 
1 (28) 4 -11 28.0. 8 .1 . 2 11 54. 7. 7 

1419-20 33.4. 6 - (3) - 
1420-21 - 50.5. 3 
1426-27 41.7. 9 - - 
1427-28 - 32.6. 10 - 
1433-34 49.13.112 37.16. 2 87.10. 14 40) 
1434-35 43.6.10 22.6. 3 65.12.10 29.5) 
1436-37 28.15. 3 18.3. 2 46.18. 5 21) 
1466-67 34.5. 7- - - 1467-68 - 13.1. 4l - 
12.70-71 42.17. 6 22.10. 0 65.7. 6 32 
1476-77 22.1ß. 4 154. "'1. 4(4) 176.19. 7 91 
1506-07 18.14. 0 10.15. 3 29.9. 3 15 
1521-22 7.15. 3-? ý 17.7. 1z; 25.2. 3 12.5 

(1) Quoted at the foot bf the Bailiff's account. 

(2) Excludin; Z51/6/6°ýd. of household expenses char&ed to,, and £3O/17/0d. 
of household debts allowed to, the Receiver. 

(3) Excluding £20/13/9 d. of household expenses charged to the Receiver. 

(4) Includes £109/6/8d. in annuities. 



Text cut off in original 
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comparative and real increase in expenditure. In 1407-08 just over 

twenty-five per cent of the Bailiff's charge was consumed in repairs and 

his other expenses added a further eighteen per cent. Althouti; h costs 

subsequently fell back to the pre-raid level, expenditure generally 

remained proportionally higher until the end of the century, when there 

was a noticeable reduction. 

Throughout the period maintenance costs and other unavoidable expen- 

ses incurred by the officials in the regular course of duty took up the 

greater part of expenditure. Periods of residence by the family, even the 

two widows Ankaret and Beatrice, appear to have been brief and few and 

far between. 
(1) 

The charge of fees was rarely more than f15. The lax- 

Best regular fee was that of the Steward, ranging from two pounds under 

Lord Richard to eight under Lady Beatrice, but settling to five for the 

rest of the fifteenth century. The Receiver was paid £3, the Janitor, 

presumably the officer. responsible for the maintenance of the buildir; s, 

(1) The only extended visits of Richard Talbot were for three weeks in 
November 1383 and twelve days in February 1385. It is difficult to 
establish how much tii,. e either Ankaröt or Beatrice, as distinct from 
their households there, spent at the lordship. It is certain that 
An:: aret spent three days in February 1400 at Blaclaiere (BP 80/1399-1400, 
attached list of special payments) and that she, her second husband, 
Thomas, Lord Furnival, and her chiildren were there over Christmas 1401 
(BP 75/1400-01). Both estate and household accounts are unfortunately 
reticent over stating the whereabouts of the Lord or Lady. John, Lord 
Talbot, only had time for fleeting visits (4 days in September 1422, in 
October 1424 and, with Lad 2ll=- garet and his brother Richard, Archbishop 
of Dublin, in January 1434). Richard had also spent 3 weeks after 
Easter (33 March) 1421 there and Sir Christopher Talbot was an occas- 
ional visitor in the 1430s. John, 2nd Earl of Shrewsbury and his son 
may have been more frequent visitors. John, 2nd Earl spert 5 weeks at the manor in 1458-59 and John, 3rd Earl visited it no less than six i-; r, oc, 01w t f- 
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E3/0/8d. and the keeper of Black Park and Forester of Bubney, £2 each. 

fora Richard also paid a fee to the senior member of the Harnher fcmily, 

Sir John, who was paid. -6/13/44. in 1388-89. With the exception of Lady 

Beatrice, there were even fewer annuities paid by the later Talbots. 

Lord Gilbert paid small suns to John Asserton and two valets, 
(1) 

but 

his widow paid almost 920, charged to the Rent Collectors and Receiver 

equally, to-oersonal servants. 
(2) 

John, Lord Talbot, did, it is true, 

arrange the payment of an annuity of E100 to his second wife, Lady 

Margaret, but this may be legitimately considered part of the profit of 

the lordship rather than additional expenditure. 
(3) 

The only other 

occasion of large annuities was during the minority of George, 4th Earl, 

when Edward IV granted a total of £106/13/4d. to Sir Gilbert and Sir 

Humphrey Talbot, which accounts for the sharp rise in expenditure during 

these years. 

(1) The annuities paid to Asserton and the valets, David Corbury and 
Richard B^: er, totalled £2/6/8d. (BP 76/1414-15)- 

(2) Her Receiver, John Wenlock, was the largest annuitant with £5. 

(3) The first reference to the annuity is in the year 1426-27. It had 
not been arranged before lUichaeinas 1425. In 1434-35 the Receiver 
quoted the annuity as being paid to Beatrice, l dy Talbot, but this 
presumably was a slip. In 1442 the possession of the lordship in 
joint-enfeoffnent was finally settled, but it is not known , whether 
the payment of the annuity was then stopped. 
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It was not the re tar practice to meet household costs directly 

from the income of the lordship; this was the responsibility of its 

Ste ward, a handful of whose accounts have survived. Ilevertheless, some 

at least of these costs were met by the Receiver in 1401-02,1410-11 

and 1420-21. The first of these occasions is worthy of special note, 

for this was the period when Thomas, Lord Purnival, made B1ac1o ere the 

headquarters of his foreign household and when the office of Receiver of 

Blaclaiere was combined with that of Keeper of his household in the person 

of Walter Woodburn. In 140; 1-02 the income of just under X300 from 

Blac giere, other Shropshire manors and Lord Furnival' s own coffers was 

spent, after allowance for the necessary costs of the lordship, partly 

on Fu_rnivalIs household and the costs of his operations in Wales, and 

partly on Lady Ankaret's household and her children. 
(') 

In 1410-11 Roter 

Thirsk, Steward of the household, until 12 July 1x. 10, was allowed to 

settle various household debts from the income of the estate in addition 

to £50+ paid over to his successor as Steward. The large sunOrPlusaýiL 

created this year can be attributed to this enta-rilement of estate and 

household finances. The household costs have not been treated as estate 

expenditure, either in 1410-11 or again in 1420-21. 

(1) See, Appendic VI. 
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(vi) Profit 

The assessment of profit is often the trickiest and least satis- 

factory aspect of medieval estate accountancy. There are essentially to 

ways of assessing profit; either as the net value, the income with 

which the accountants were charged less the allowances, costs and, expendi- 

ture - the amount the estate should have been worth - or as the clear 

profit, the actual moneys delivered to the lord's coffers. The clear 

profit was frequently quite different from the net value, since it invol- 

ved the settlement oi' creation of arrears and surpluses. Hence, if 

arrears were bein paid off the clear profit could well be greater than 

the net value, whereas if for various reasons the revenues raised were 

lower than the charge the clear profit could be considerably smaller than 

the value. 

The assessment of both net value and clear profit is complicated by 

allowances and payments made at the time of audit. These allowances, 

negotiated between the accountant and Auditor, could be both reductions 

in charge or increases in expenditure, includin almost invariably the 

expenses of the audit. The most common reductions in charge were made 

for decayed rents, rebates and adjustments in the value of farms and the 

remittance of fines and amercements.. The opportunity Evas frequently 

taken as well to pay a last instalment of cash. 

The audit coated clearly be an occasion of keen negotiation between 

minister and Auditor. In 1384-85, for instance, the Bailiff drew up a 
ký 

iA 
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special claim for the allowance of c10/2/0d. At first only 6/12/8d. 

was granted, but on review the Auditor allowed a further ¬2/10/0d. 

Allowances often concerned fictitious arrears. Remittances were some- 

times granted to tenants by the lord without the Bailiff receiving official 

notification. Hence, he was still charged with. a sum which he did not 

collect and which was, therefore, officially considered to be in arrears. 

Eventually, official cancellation would be made, as in 1437 when the 

Bailiff's accumulated arrears were reduced by £12 for a farm of £2 from 

Andrew Aylward remitted six years previously. In this year the Bailiff's 

allowances also included 10/0d. rebated entry fine and L1/11/10d. in 

cancelled amercements. On occasion the sums involved were quite substan- 

tial. At Michaelmas 1369 the Bailiff's arrears were reduced by C63/11/2d. 

This included the full amount of decayed rents for two years and the 

total cost of wages and fees for tz-,. ree years, for which the Bailiff had 

not been discharged in the relevant years. The accumulation of these 

postponed allowances accounts for the depression in the net value in 

this year. This case was exceptional, but it demonstrates the way in 

which both the net value and clear profit could be significantly modi- 

fied by fictitious arrears and by the financial arrangements made at the 

audit. 

Where complete sets of documents exist the net value is relatively 

easy to assess. From time to time one is also helped by an Auditor's 

r 
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valor on the account, either in the form of a complete summary of the 

finances or of a brief note. The only surviving full valor is one of 

1521-22, which has been taken as the closing point of this study. An 

interesting document of 1401-02 described as a valor notes the value of 

Black mere and three other manors of Lady Anikaret Talbot, but is largely 

concerned with listing the expenditure of their revenues. 
(') 

On other 

occasions tlr 'valor hoc anno' is noted at the foot of accounts. But 

this is of limited value not only because the exact terms of reference 

are not always clear but also because after 14.09 any note of the valor on 

the Receiver's account is of little use for the total value of the lord- 

ship, since it is based on the clear profit of the nerabers, not their 

net value. Hence, the assessments of net value have not relied on 

Auditor !. notes, but on the evidence of the accounts themselves. 
(2) 

A complete set of documents should not usually be needed to estab- 

lish the clear profit, the final sum delivered by the Receiver to the lord's 

coffers or Receiver General being the relevant entry in accounts. Before 

1422, however, the Bailiff of Blaclvaere manor did not necessarily deliver 

(1) See Appendix VI. 

(2) The complications involved in the assessment of the valor can be 
illustrated from the Bailiff's account of 1436-37. Charge less dis- 
charge equals £56/0/3--d. The Bailiff also subtracted 12 for the 
annual value of the farm remitted to Andrew AAylward. But he added 
19/04., the value of ten cartloads of hay, one delivered after the 
end of the account and still in his hand. This leaves w54/19/34-d. 
The farthing was cancelled and the Auditor noted the valor as £54/19/3d" 
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all, if any, of his clear profit to the Receiver, for he also paid a 

sum directly to the Lord or Lady, or to the Steward of the household. 

In 1399-1400, for instance, he delivered ¬83/7/744. of his clear profit 

of ¬313/14/644. to others than the Receiver. And for a while, from Lady 

Ankaret's last years to 1422, he delivered all his surplus cash either 

to the Lord or Lady or to officers of the household and none to the 

Receiver. Moreover, in one year (1410-11) the roles were partly reversed, 

for the Receiver delivered ¬11 of his clear profit to the Bailiff. Bet- 

ween 1383 and 1409, therefore, the Bailiff's account alone shows the 

total clear profit of the manor and between 1409 and 1422 both the 

Bailiff's and Receiver's accounts aro needed. Only after 1422 will the 

Receiver's account alone suffice. 

These qualifications having been made, one can now turn to the figures 

for net and clear profit of the manor set out in Table XVII (see overleaf). 

The overall pattern is clear; an extension of profit margins in the 

last decade of the fourteenth century and a drastic and permanent reduc- 

tion after the raid of 1404. It is interesting to note, however, that 

although there was no general increase in revenue in the early sixteenth 

century there seem to have been higher profits brought about by lower 

expenditure. The most interesting feature is the complete lack of regu- 

larity in the cmount of expendable cash raised. Various factors, not 



Table XVII 

Net and Clear Profit of the 'Manor' of Blaclßaere 

(1ý Year Gross Income Expenditure & Net Value Clear 
Due Allowance at Profit 

Audit 

1377-78 286 34 252 236 
1384-85* 308 94 214 232 
1388-89* 325 114 211 240 

1397-98 389 75 314 318 
1399-1400* 321 36 285 314 
1407-08* 134 76 58 47 
1410-11 192 55 137 118 
1433-34 216 89 127 170 

1434-35 220 78 142 160 
1436-37 236 . 62 174 172 
1470-71 215 `70 145 144. 

(2) 
1476-77 200 183 17 - 
1506-07 196 32 164 196 
1521-22 195 25 170 186 

*In these years the net value is that deduced from Bailiff's accounts 
only. 

(1ý In many years the clear profit includes the money raised fror 
Marbury and Lynea1. 

(2) Under Eduard 1V the Receiver h^ndled moneys fror several Shropshire 
estates and it is impossible to distin ish the actual clear profit 
of Blacl ere. 



388 

least the ups and dooms in payment and collection of arrears, caused 

substantial fluctuations in the clear profit available for the Lord's 

use. The most obvious and the most damaging were the political and 

natural hazards which lay beyond the Lord's control, of which the 

Welsh raid of 1404 was the most disastrous. Other hazards could and did 

bring drastic falls in profit for which no allowance was made in the 

accounts. In 1389-90, for instance, over ¬463 in cash were raised; in 

the following year, probably (as discussed above) due to an outbreak of 

plague, the clear profit fell to ¬153. Again in 1427-28 cash receipts 

fell by over fifty per cent to E56/6/8d. 
(1) 

On top of this the Lord 

had frequently to meet outside obligations on the income of the lordship. 

Between 1383 and 1416 a dower of fifty marks per annum (¬33/6/8d. ) had 

to be paid to Isabel, Countess of Suffolk. 
(2) 

There were also debts to 

be settled, the largest. of which in any single year was £100 paid to the 

Earl of Arundel in 1389-90. 
(3) 

All these factors serioiisly affected the 

(1) BP 80/1389-90,75/1390-91,76/1427-28. In 1427-28, because of the 
fall in revenue, Lady Margaret Talbot had to forgo her annuity of £100. 

(2) In 1402 no fewer than three instalments were aid, one current and two 
of arrears (EP 87/valor 1401-02 - Appendix VI). 

(3) The payment of ¬100 to Arundel may perhaps have been part of the ¬3,000 
which Lord Gilbert, father of Lord Richard, owed in 1386 (CPR, 1385-8-99 
P327). In 1394 Richard granted ¬40 per annum fr©m the issues of 
Blackmere and Eccleswall for seven years to Hugh, Lord Burnell, in 
settlement of a debt (Cat Anc Deeds, iii, C3618). There was also the 
debt of ¬380 owed to Hugh, Rector of Malpas in part payment of which 
the manor of Marbury was granted to the Rector between 1403 and 1409 
(see above pp377-8). 
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expendable cash surplus on the estate and mc2; e it virtually impossible 

to generalise from the evidence of scattered documents about the actual 

money deposited in the Lord's coffers from year to year. 

The problem of arrears has already been touched upon in the con- 

sideration of the payment of fixed rents. Confusion is sometimes caused 

in the minds of historians by looking at the burden of arrears in any 

one year in isolation. 
(') 

Essentially the 'lebet' left at the foot of 

an account was a postponement of payment not an abandonment of revenues. 

It- could well include old or bad debts, the collection of which gras 

most unlikely, but for the most part the ' debet' was made up of collec- 

table items, which were eventually paid over, even if at the expense of 

later income. It also encompassed petty cash, which the accountant 

kept in hand and for which he v: as not given allowance. In any one year, 

therefore, the important aspect of the arrears is not the total sun but 

the rate of increase or decrease over the previous year. 
(2) 

The only occasions when debts were usually written off was on the 

death of a lord, as for instance following the death of Lord Gilbert on 

19 October 1418, from which date new accounts were stated cnd the burden 

(1) For example, J. T. Rosenthal in his study of the estates and finances 
of Richard, Duke of York, loc cit. 

(2) This point is made by F. R. H. Du Boulay, 'A rentier economy in 
the late Middle Ages: The Archbishopric of Canterbury', Econ 1, 
2nd Series, xvi, 1963-64, PP436-7" 
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of collecting the outstanding arrears of his ministers was taken over 

by his feoffees. In cases such as this it is likely that the feoffees 

failed to recover only the old, lost revenues. 
(1) 

Unfortunately, no 

final account has survived. If any had, one could establish the total 

amount lost during an occupation and its percentage of net value. 

However, the buildup of arrears over certain incomplete periods can 

be traced and these give some indication of the extent to which Blacl1ere 

was burdened. 

The fullest details of the accumulation of arroarc are to be found 

at the end of the period in the evaluatioh of 1521-22. In that year 

the total net value was 9197/x/9 d. , but there was a' lebet' of C274/3/2-71; d- 

At first glance overwhelming, this in fact was the accumulated arrears of 

thirty-seven years. Of this count, 264/9/11 d. was clearly specified 

as bad debts remaining since the years 1489 and 1517, the rest being 

deferred payments for the ultimate and penultimate years. The amount 

actually delivered in 1522 - 9186 - Was made up, almost in equal parts, 

of three years' issues. The system of collection thus involved a per- 

mannt debt. In 1521-22 the total burden was, in fact, reduced by 

£1,16/0d.. and over the full thirty-seven years of the fourth Earl's 

occupation the whole burden of arrears as it stood at the end of the 

(1) As also in Canterbury, the arrears being considered part of the dead. 
Lord's assets. 
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year would have represented, if never collected, a loss of about four 

per cent of the net value of 1521-22. But most of this the Earl, in 

fact, had every chance of collecting over the next three years. The 

irrecoverable debts came to only one per cent of the value. 

It appears that another irrecoverable debt was created in 1391, 

as a result of the outbreak of the plague. From next to nothing in 1390, 

the arrears on the Bailiff's account grew to over ¬100 by Michaelmas 

1395, the year before Lord Richard's death. Although it is not known 

what arrangements were made at his death it appears that the greater 

part at least of this sum would have been written off. There was a 

similar increase in the burden of arrears after the bad harvest of 

1428, but at least a partial recovery was possible. Between 1422, the 

year of John Talbot's entry, and 1437-the arrears on all accounts rose 

to ¬145. The greatest rise was in 1428 when the arrears of the 

Receiver and Rent Collectors were enlarged by ¬90 in the single year. 

Although the Rent Collectors never managed to recover the lost rents, 

the Receiver in the followirw nine years succeeded in reducing his own 

personal arrears from ¬54 to ¬16/10/0d. The total on all accounts 

continued to climb in the 1430a, however, because the Bailiff's arrears 

grew steadily. From ¬5/8/4d. in 1430 they grew to ¬62/10/7i-d. in 1437. 

But this was probably recoverable. William Sherman, the Bailiff for 

1433-35, for instance, owed ¬45 after two years, but was able to pay 
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back all but E8 of this by Michaelmas 1437. His successor, Ralph 

Vandrey, proved even less efficient and after a year and a half already 

owed over £52. But like Sherman he was probably able to pay his debts 

in time. The irrecoverable debts were probably very small. William 

Pletcher, Bailiff fron 1422 to 1430, and William Stuyche, Bailiff from 

1430 to 1433, owed just £1/15/9d. between them at Michaelmas 1437. The 

permanent loss after 1428 appears to have been incurred only by the 

Rent Collectors. 

There were occasions when arrears were recovered more rapidly than 

after 1425. A debt of £66/7/6d. outstanding; at Michaelmas 1402, for 

instance, was reduced to F. 8/15/2 1; 
4d. the followinu year. Similarly, 

arrears that had built up to ¬62/1/8d. on the Bailiff's account by 1409 

were reduced to 4/Od. by 1410. At the same time the accountants were 

rarely required to overspend. The only years when largo sune: ýlusm ia. 

were created were in the last two years of Lady Anl: aret's life. In 

1410-11 the Receiver overspeýýt to the tune of £65/15/2 d. whilst the 

Bailiff carried supernlus agier of £1/14/1114. and £16/17/27, -d. in 1410-11 

and 1411-12. 
(1 

It is not possible to put a fiCure to the count of revenue lbct in 

the arrears owed by the ministers. At its peal; - over the years 1422-37 - 

(1) The Receiver also overspent by 38/6/11 
.. in 1389-90 but this cum 

was qui6l y absorbed in the fol1ovrin; year, 
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the rate of increase of new arrears over the annual net value was 

approximately six per cent. It seems likely, however, that the greater 

part of the suns postponed from year to year were in fact eventually 

recovered. Moreover, almost all the absolute losses can be attributed 

to specific bad years such as 1391,1428,1489 or 1517, the effects of 

which have also be seen on the sources of revenue. In these yearsi in 

contrast to 1404, the Lord or his council refused to discharge the mini- 

stern, in particular the Rent Collectors, of their responsibility to 

find the lost moneys, refusing to believe perhaps that the sums were 

indeed irrecoverable. In the event, the ministers were overcharged and 

their debts merely theoretical. In real terns the income produced by 

the estates in these years was even lower than that shown in the accounts. 

What is revealed is loss of revenue'at source, not inefficiency or cor- 

ruption in collection. The fact that in certain- periods arrears were 

growing, even though the greater part of them was recoverable, indicates 

strain, but there was neither a substantial nor a permanent drain of 

revenues throw, h arrears. 

(vii) Conclusion 

In any final assessment it is necessary to distinguish between the 

short. -term financial and agrarian fluctuations and permoxent economic 

trends. The profit marin and annual value were not only precariously 
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open to the hazards of nature and war, but also determined by the chan- 

ging policies of the Lords. One must hesitate from deducing overall 

economic trends from figures that fluctuate widely because of this The 

most relevant figure remains the sum of the gross revenue available. 

But in this again general trends cannot be completely divorced from the 

individual policies and the intensity, or lack of it, with which dif- 

ferent Lords exploited the estate. 
(1 

There can be no doubt that Lord Richard brought to Blaclnere a keen 

interest in the management and exploitation of his estates and that this 

was the chief cause of the boon in the last two decades of the fourteenth 

century. There are several signs of his impact; the reorganisation of 

the administrative system, the renewal of the rental, and the partial 

revival of demesne exploitation. The result was that, despite a steady 

fall in the profits from the trading monopolies, the total profit from 

regular sources of income was higher curing the last two decades of the 

fourteenth century than it had been for at least twenty years. 
(2) 

These 

(1) of the intensive exploitation by William, Lord Herbertof S7evrport ) 
and Goodrich between 1460 and 1469, which stand out as the most pro- 
fitable years for those estates in the fifteenth century (i. D. Pugh, 
The Marcher Lordshirs of South Tales, p179; and above ChII, I p97. 

(2) lie average gross income for 1362-63 and 1363-64 cris 0290 and the 
total income for 1377-78 gras 2,286. 
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marginal increases Talbot augmented by a thorough exploitation of the 

lordship's supplies of timber. Lord Richard appears to have needed 

ready cash, for he is Y. nown to have paid fairly substantial debts to 

the Earl of Arundel, Hu; h, Lord Burnell and the Rector of Malpas frora 

the proceeds' . of the estate. But shat the use of this cash was one 

does not know. 
(1) 

The period of high profits and intensive exploitation was brought 

to a sudden end by the Welsh raid of 1404. There was a severe short team 

loss and a lastin, 3 reduction of about one'quarter to one third of the 

late fourteenth--century income. 
(2) 

But was this permanent reduction 

solely the result of the raid or was there, as T. B. Push has suggosted 

at Newport, an econo: ic decline which the dramatic effect of the raid 

almost entirely concealed? It is indeed true that the gross income of 

the lordship was lower in the years immediately precedir; the raid (1399- 

1400,1401-02 and 1402-03) than it had been at times in the 1390s. And 

there was also perhaps some significance in the fact that a source of 

revenue such as c istnents in Black Park, which had raised C12/11/9d. in 

(1) At this sýsne time the Prior of Canterbury Cathedral Priory was raisin.; 
all the cash he could from his estates to finance the reconstruction 
of the nave of the Cathedral (R. L. C. Smith, C intorbury Cathýkdra7, 
Priory, p192). Perhaps Lord Richard was buildin at. his residence at 
Ecclestiwall, Herefordshire, where he scorns to hieve spelt rauch of his 
time. 

(2) This was not exceptional. In Denbigh revenues wore reduced to about one 
half to one third of their former value (G. A,. Holmes, The Estates of 
the Higher Nobility in 'Fourteenth Century Erland, p101) and in Newport 
the rebellion reduced revenges by about twenty-five per cent (T. B. 
Pugh o cit, p152) " . r.. +'' 
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1384-85, made only ¬7/17/3d. in 1402-03. But on the other hand, 

although the value of such demesne revenues fell away in 1402-03, in 

all they were still higher than in 1395-96. And in this same year 

Anikaret Talbot was actually able to halt the general slide in the value 

of the tolls and mills. Including or excluding sales of wood, the 

income of 1402-03 was, in fact, higher than that of 1377-78 or 1384-85 

and only fractionally less than that of 1388-89. It is clear that a 

decade of exceptionally high productivity had passed, but there is 

insufficient evidence to argue that a permanent decline had set in. 

Nevertheless, it remains possible that complete recovery between 1410 

and 1430 was hindered by adverse economic conditions. One might be more 

specific, for decline could possibly have been due to a series of set- 

backs and disasters, of which the Welsh raid was but the worst. Horn 

much permanent effect each bad year had one carrot guess, but it is con- 

ceivable that the cumulative effect of plague, rebellion and famine 

manifested itself at least in the failure of the estate to recover to 

its former prosperity and accounted for the strain which is apparent in 

the fourth decade. 

It is particulaxly unfortunate that there is a Cap in the series 

of accounts between the fourth and seventh decades, because this period 

has generally been considered to show the most severe signs of decline 
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and depression. 
(1) 

But one group of accounts, those of the Rent 

Collectors and Bailiff for 1457-59, has survived and these provide some 

comparable evidence. It can be noted that no less rent was being paid 

than in the 1430s and that the total charge on the Bail. iff's account 

in 1458-59 gras almost the same. Although the value of pasturage and 

other income from the demesne charged to the Bailiff was 1ow1er, rent 

and profits of court were higher. It is perhaps also significant that 

arrears on the Bailiff's account, although high, were reduced during 

1459 where they had been accumulating steadily between 1422 and 1437.2) 

This seems to indicate that the estate was in no now or particular cdif- 

ficulty during the middle of the century. 

It is hard to see, therefore, that the Lords of Black mare suffered 

as a result of economic depression in the middle of the fifteenth cen- 

tury; there was no continuous rise in the number of vacant holdings, 

(1) F. R. H. Du Boulay found that, although the lordship of Cante.. bury 
lands enjoyed relative stability throughout the century, the 1450s 
were years of so'e difficulty (The Lordship of Canterbury, p225)" T. B. Pugh reco nised a 'financial crisis' in the Welsh lordships in the mid-fifteenth century, although he ached against assuming a prolonged agrarian depression because the early years of dzi=d N's reign mood out as the best of the century (The Marcher Lordships of South Wales, p179) 

(2) Arrears eiere reduced by about tv1e1ve per cent from C66 ß/C> ; Sd. to Z53/8/5d. 
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nor a continuous fall in the value of rents or fa=s. 
(1) 

However, 

there was (the effect of the Welsh raid apart) a moderate decline in 

revenues over the century, which was not due to agrarian depression. 

The reason was twofold; there was a slackening in the intensity of 

exploitation, evident in the fall and eventual disappearance of income 

from lands in hand and in lower sales of wood, and, more seriously, 

there was a continuous and severe decline in the profits from seigneurial 

monopolies in justice and commerce - together they were worth just over 

£100 in 1397-98, but only ¬25 in 1506-07. This was the most outstanding 

feature of the fifteenth century. 

As there was no agrarian depression, no there was no resurgence 

at the end of the century. Between 1473 and 1522, for half a century, 

there was barely any fluctuation in the revenues. 
(2) 

George, 4th Earl 

of Shrewsbury, enjoyed a steady, almost stagnant, income, which had 

(1) These were the features of decline originally cited by H. M. Postan. 
Postan later modified his views, for he was prepared to admit that 
the conditions of decline were by no means general and that there 
were some estates, such as Pelham in Sussex, and Hungerford, in 
Wiltshire, which remained relatively stable ('The Fifteenth Century 
Econ HR, ix (1938), p160 and review article in ibid, 5th Series, v 
(1952)9 P135)" 

(2) of the Percy and Grey of Ruthin estates. J. M. W. Bean found that 
the income from the Percy estates remained fairly stable between 
1470 and 1537 (The Estates of the Percies, p68). R. I. Jack found 
that the revenues from the Grey estates stayed steady or diminished 
only slightly between 1468 and 1532 (The Lords Grey of Ruthin, p274)" 
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settled at a level sorge ten to fifteen per cent lower than that enjoyed 

by his renowned great-grandfather in the 1430s. - George appears to have 

been content with this until 1524, when the first of two interesting docu- 

ments seems to indicate that he was at last awakening to the possibility 

that more could be made from the estate. In 1124 and 1425 two lists 

were drawn up by his council recording "Domayne lande s medowco and pastures 

milles tene-ments with the common bakehouse notice in rr lordes hands for 

vrhiche offers hath byn made". 
(1) 

Each states the holders of all the 

demesne property and mills, the rent paid and th; anount offered as a fine 

by whom for each. In the first there were few offers, but in the second 

the great majority were prepared to offer a fine for the renewal of 

their tenancy. In 1525, thirty-eight holders of mills or pasturage 

rights offered fines to keep their holdings, of which ten viere contested 

and only five declined. Of most significance to the council was the fact 

that the occupiers were prepared to offer fines totalling £71 for lands 

and properties for which the total annual rent was then only £52. In 

other words, they were collectively prepared to pay well over twice the 

rent charged. This must have been one of the early pointers to the 

fact that the demesne land was considerably under-exploited, and the 

asking for the payments of fines the preliminary move towards the breal. 

up of the demesne into farms, vrhich transforrzod the oste, te, `by. 1600. 

(1) BP 346, Surveys, 1524 and 1525. 
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Just how fixiariental this transformation was is demonstrated by 

coriparirg 1525 with 1600. In 1525, thirty-seven demesne holdings ren- 

dered £35 - almost exactly the sane as in 1365; in 1600, two hundred 

and twenty-seven holdings rendered just over F-700. Making allowance 

for the fact that prices quadrupled between the two dates, 
(1) 

this 

means that division and enclosure had brought about a five-fold increase 

in the demesne revenue. Over the some period, copyhold rents, which 

could not be increased, remained static and because of inflation were 

reduced to a merely nominal value. The real significance of this is 

shown if one compares the share of these two sources of income in the 

two years. In 1525 copyhold rents provided approximately sixty per cent 

of the income and demesne revenues approximately seventeen per cent; 

in 1600 copyhold rents provided a more thirteen per cent and the revenue 

from the demesne farms sixty-three per cent. 
(2) 

The balance was reversed. 

In time the word 'estate' came to be applied only to the collection of 

farms on the old demesne lands. In these seventy-five years the Middle 

(1) P. D. Ramsay, Tudor Economic Problems, p116. 

(2) The figzres for 1600 are dravrn from E. Hopkins, The Bridpevmter 
Estates in. North Shropshire in the first half of the 17th Contu 
Ch VI, passiv. Under the heads of revenue used in this study the 
breakdown of the income was: 

rent: 150.16.1 rental) 
demesne: 704.6.2 34.14.1 in 1525) 
mills/tolls: 58.10.0 17.0.4 in 1525) 
casualties: 200.6.8 

It is interesting to note that in real ter. is the total revenue in 
1600 was approxinately the s=e as two hundred years earlier in 
1395-93. 

/l-, -_- __-- 
.__ -14". 

4 
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Ages ended at Whitchurch. And, as if to symbolise the transition, in 

1598 the estate was sold to Sir Thomas Egerton, one of the most success- 

ful of 'the rising gentry', and the manor house, that "very fair Place" 

passed by Leland in 1540, was first abandoned and then pulled dozen. 
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CONCLUSION 

A study such as this is bound, by the nature of the evidence, to be 

concerned chiefly with the genealogical, political, legal and financial 

aspects of the family history. It is well-nigh impossible to reach back 

over four hundred years and reconstruct in depth the character, persona- 

lities and attitudes of the Talbots themselves. What sort of men and 

women were they? The surviving portraits of John, Ist Earl of Shrewsbury, 

at Castle Ashby, the Collect of Arms and on the frontispiece of the book 

he presented to Queen 2dargaret, 
(1) 

and the effigy of the fourth Earl in 

Sheffield Cathedral show a stocky figure and 'a square, sturdy face which 

contrasts with the long thin face of the Lancastrians. The overall 

impression of their character is of extreme conventionality, most apparent 

in the personality of John, first Earl. 

War was the centre of John's life. He was no doubt trained for war 

as a boy, practiced for war in jousts as a man, and was employed in war 

from his early manhood until his death. The demonstration of valour and 

prowess and the pursuit of military glory were his highest goals and in 

these he did not fail. Coupled with this was a noticeable sense of his 

responsibilities as a peer of the realm, shown by his unswerving loyalty 

to his King and his causes. There can be no doubt of the force of his 
. 

(1) Bfr, Royal Mss 15 E VI. 
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character. It is revealed in his brutality in war and violence and 

quarrelsomeness in peace; it is revealed in his obsessive pursuit of the 

Berkeleys and his determination to split his inheritance in two; and it 

is revealed in the keen interest he took in the management of his estates 

and finances. His education was perhaps only rudimentary; surviving 

examples of his signature are all of an unformed and unsteady hand. That 

he delighted in the tales of chivalry and the codes of the nobility is 

shown by the contents of the book commissioned for Queen Margaret. On the 

frontispiece he is depicted kneeling before the King and his court, dressed 

in the robes of the Garter, with a talbot hound at his heel, as he pre- 

sents the book to the Queen. The book contains seven poems and romances 

(beginning with the history of Alexander the Great), the book of gover- 

nance of kings and princes, the chronicles of Normandy, the breviary of 

the nobles, the book of armed deeds and chivalry and the history of the 

Order of the Garter. Each section is prefaced with an illumination and 

a representation of Shrewsbury, or one of his officers of arms, bearing; 

the royal banner in the right hand margin and a sketch of his own banner 

at the foot of the page. These, the frontispiece and no less than ei&hty- 

four miniature illustrations to the history of Alexander the Great are 

fine examples of fifteenth century book illumination. The whole work is 

a bible of chivalry. 
(') 

Shrewsbury thought nothing of the now learning 

(1) Bt'1, Royal hiss 15 E VI. 

ice: 
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in which Humphrey, Duke of Gloucester, or Lord Tiptoft showed such interest. 

He was immersed in the traditional culture of the feudal aristocracy. 

His faith was equally orthodox and there is no reason to doubt its 

sincerity. In April 1441, for instance, he and the Countess Margaret 

received an indult to have a portable altar on which they could, when 

their business required, have mass celebrated before daybreak and mass 

and other divine offices in places under interdict. 
(') 

In 1450 he spent 

six months on pilgrimage to Rome and in 1452 he willed that a chapel of 

our Lady and St. George be built for him in St. Alkmund's, Whitchurch, 

and that a college be founded in the same church to pray for his self 
l 

his wife, all their children and ancestors and all their 'good doers' . 
(2) 

These terms were not apparently carried out, for neither chapel nor col- 

lege were founded at Whitchurch. There is also record of his patronising 

preachers and scholars. In 1453, for instance, he supported the petition 

of John Grone of the diocese of Exeter, a Carmelite friar of 'gentle' 

birth who had laboured for twenty years in preaching, and in 1445 he sup- 

ported the petition for a benefice of Roland Banes, a twenty year-old who 

had studied in arts for a long time and intended to take the degree of 

master theraln. 
O) 

The Countess Margaret was perhaps more devout. Of her 

(1) Calendar of Papal Registers, ix, p239- 
(2) Register Stafford and Kemp, f 312. 

(3) Calendar of Papal Registers, ix, p374; x, p139" 

---- 
. ý`'" 
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it was said: "This lady to the honour of God made a decre in her hows, 

not her childre owt set, that what ever person blasphazyd Our Lord by 

unlawfull sweryng he shuld lak that day ale wyn and chochyn (? cooking) and 

only have but bred and watre. 11(1) 

John, first Earl, was conventional in all that he did - even down to 

fathering several illegitimate children. With the exception of his grand- 

son, of whom Hunter commented that he was more devoted to literature and 

the muses than to politics and war, there is no reason to doubt that he 

was representative of his family. They all appear to have been devoid of 

political ambition. This is reflected not only in their record of 

unimpeachable loyalty to the house of Lancaster between 1399-1460, but also 

in the unwillingness of the third Earl to commit himself during the crisis 

of 1469-71. And it is perhaps this trait, more than any conscious effort, 

that ensured the survival of the inheritance into the sixteenth century. 

Such political caution, not the thrusting ambition of overmighty subjects 

such as Percy, Suffolk or the Kingmaker, or lesser men such as Herbert or 

Hastings, was typical of the majority of the fifteenth century baronage, 

most of whom had more to lose than to gain. 

Their ambitions were to be more nakedly displayed in their private 

affairs. The history of the Talbots reveals all the usual factors in the 

(1) Rous Roll, No 51 (quoted CP vii, p55, n(f) ). 
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creation and retention of a large inheritance; the good fortune to 

profit from shrewd marriages and premature deaths whilst always produc- 

ing a male heir of their own; the careful protection of their estates 

against rival claims and, as far as possible, the incidents of feudal 

tenure; the jealous exercise of local power and influence; the thorough 

exploitation of all their resources and the violent pursuit of rights and 

claims which might extend their power and wealth even further. Their 

history leads to no startling new conclusions nor to any fundamental modi- 

fications to established views on the late medieval peerage. Indeed the 

extent to which they shared the preoccupations, motives and methods of 

their contemporaries shows how typical they were. The frequent employment 

of enfeoffinents to uses in the management of the inheritance is a case in 

point. This provides ample confirmation of J. M. W. Bean's judgment that 

"they owed their existence to the interraction of two motives 
among the landowners of England in the later middle ages - 
the desire to evade the incidents of feudal tenure and the 
search for a method by which lands so held could be devised 
by will, generally in order to pay debts or provide for 
younger children". (1 

It was to avoid the incidents of feudal tenure that Gilbert Talbot enfeoffed 

to his use approximately two-thirds of his inheritance. Both John, first 

Earl, and John, third Earl, devised lands enfeoffed to use to pay debts 

after their deaths, but the most outstanding instance gras the employment of 

this device in the partition of the inheritance. What is particularly 

(1) The Decline of English Feudalism, p177. 
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remarkable in this is that John, second Earl, also resorted to enfeoff- 

ments to counter, successfully, his father's provision for his half- 

brothers. In the dispute between John, second Earl, and his father and 

step-mother there was a veritable war of uses. This affair, and 

especially the manner in which uses were so readily bandied about, testi- 

fies to the normality and commonness of them in the politics of 

inheritance. An interesting sidelight is also thrown on the comparative 

qualities of Lancastrian dnd Yorkist Kings in the attitudes of Henry V 

and Edward IV towards the Talbot inheritance and enfeoffinents therein. 

Henry V's ruthless exploitation of the inheritance of one of his closest 

companions between 1418 and 1422 stands out in stark contrast to the con- 

ciliatory policy of Edward IV towards the son of one of his father's 

adversaries. This warns one against attributirr too sweepingly new methods 

and new ideas to the first Yorkist. 

Every inheritance wasp of course t the basin of an extensive social 

grouping, the core of which was the lord's council and his estate admini- 

stration. In this the Talbot inheritance was no exception and it created, 

in effect, a self-sufficient enterprise complete with itra ovm efficient 

bureaucracy, which could, and did, run without the direct interference or 

superirlsion of its Lord. It was because he enjoyed the services of such a 

bureaucracy that the first Earl, like other of the leading peezrage, could 

spend so irxuch time abroad without loss of local patronage and influence. 
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At the same time, we have'seen that the first Earl's followings abroad 

developed and evolved independently of his circle at home. As Lieutenant 

of Ireland in 1414 he originally drew on his affinity to supply the key 

men in his civil and military administration there, but Once established 

he created his own Irish following which was led and managed for thirty 

years by his brother, the Archbishop of Dublin. The same development 

away from his English following can be seen in his retinues of war. The 

company that he took to France in 1421 was drawn primarily from his 

English and Irish followings and was in essence his personal bodyguard of 

liveried men greatly expanded for foreign war. But he was soon recruit- 

ing in Normandy and after twenty years his following in England had 

barely any connection with his retinues of war. His lances and archers 

were drawn from the established fighting population of English occupied 

France and were organised and managed quite separately. This clear dis- 

tinction between the military establishment in France and the following 

at home, may well have been typical of other, less wealthy peers such as 

Lords Fauconberg, Scales and Willoughby, who, like Shrewsbury, spent so 

much time at war. Whether or not it was shared by wealthier peers and 

commanders such as the Earls of Arundel, Salisbury and Warwick, awaits 

further research, but Shrewsbury's case gives detailed substance to the 

opinion that retinues of war were not to any great extent drawn from the 

ranks of permanent retainers. 
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It has been debated recently whether or not the preoccupation of the 

knightly class in the Hundred Years War was economically and socially dama- 

ging to England. ') Shrewsbury's experience seems to give weight to the 

argument that there was neither a great dislocation of manpower nor an 

undue burden on the shoulders of the great nobles. A certain dislocation 

and complication to his finances was caused by his being held to ransom, 

but even so he appears to have made a slight profit out of the war, 

whilst the main cost of his ransom was taken over by the Crown. Although 

few cared to fight for as long as he did, his family was certainly not 

the only beneficiary at the expense of France and the Crown in the fif- 

teenth century. This and the steady expansion of the inheritance leads 

one to suppose that the family maintained its wealth during the century. 

The history of the only estate for which sufficient record has survived 

reveals no economic depression. The severe decline in income that occurred 

there over the turn of the century was due to external forces (to which an 

agrarian economy is always extremely vulnerable) and the slight and grad- 

ual decline during the fifteenth century itself was due primarily to the 

loosening in, and therefore fall in profits from, seigneurial control over 

trade and industry and the weakening of private jurisdiction. Blaclonere 

is, of course, but one estate in one inheritance, but its history adds to 

the growing body of evidence that, whilst agrarian conditions were on the 

(1) K. B. McFarlane, 'England and the Hundred Years War', Past and Present, 
xxii, pp3-11; 11. M. Postan, 'The Costs of the Hundred Years War', 
Ibid, xxvii, PP34-53. 
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whole stable throughout the century, landowners suffered financially 

through the slow disintegration of the structure of seigneurial privilege 

and monopoly. This was a social phenomenon which could have been only 

imperfectly understood. 

Neither the need to occupy hordes of restless retainers kicked out 

of France nor the need to refill empty coffers can satisfactorily explain 

the disorder and strife in society to which the Talbots and their followers 

made their contributions, particularly in Ireland and Gloucestershire. 

The violence with which the Talbots pursued their feud with the Berkeleys 

was the result of an obsession with their claim to the barony. It was this 

obsession with pursuing claims and rights and preoccupation in extending 

wealth and local power that lay at the root of so much of the violence. 

It was so common and passed by without retribution so frequently in the fif- 

teenth century because of the weakness of the royal government. The 

comparative peace of Shropshire existed not because royal authority was 

any stronger there, but simply because the two most powerful lords, York 

and Shrewsbury, dominated the county unchallenged and undisturbed by dis- 

puted claims. Stability and peace in the shires depended on harmony 

between the local powers. The preservation of their position of local 

power and the perpetuation and extention of their hold on people and land, 

not the search for royal power and influence, these were the principal 

ambitions of the Talbots, as of most of their peers, in the fifteenth cen- 

tury. 
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APPENDIX I 

The Talbot Inheritance in 1422 

Talbot estates 
( (C) - from Elizabeth Comyn's inheritance) 

Herefordshire: 
The lordship of Goodrich 

(including the hundred 
of Archenfield) (C) 

Credenhill 
Eccleswall 
Peruyard Chase 
Strangeford 

Berkshire: 
Shrivenham (C) 

Oxfordshire: 
Bampton 

Irelands 
Wexford (C) 

Gloucestershire: 
Huntley 
The Lea 
Longhope 
Moreton 
Painswick 
Whaddon 
A moiety of Lydney 

Buckinghamshire: 
Weston Turville 

Wiltshire: 
Swindon (C) 

ý-° 
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Le Strange estates 

Shropshire: 
The lordship of Blackmere 

(including Dodington, 
Marburg and Whitchurch) 

Cheswardine 
Corfham (including 

Culmington, Clee Chase 
and Earnstrey Park) 

Sutton Maddock 
Wrockwardine 

Warwickshire: 
One quarter part of Wylie 

Yorkshires 
The lordship 
Treeton 
Whiston 

Furniyal estates 

of Sheffield 

Nottinghamshire: 
Worksop 

Wiltshire: 
Stoke Verdon 
Wilsf ord 

London: 
Purnival'a Inn (Holborn) 

Gloucestershire: 
A moiety of Badgeworth 

Wiltshire: 
A moiety of Ashton 

Gifford (in Codford 
St. Peter) 

A moiety of Broughton 
Gifford 

Derbyshire: 
Bamford 
Brasington 
Eyam 
Middleton 

Staffordshire: 
Alton 

Buckinghamshire: 
Farnham 

Ireland: 
Westmeath 
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Later Acquisitions 

Shropshire: 
Alberbury 
Ashfield 
Aston 
Baldesley* 
Basford* 
Bitterley 
Bolas 
Bouldon 
Linley 
Middlehope 
Neenton 
Overton 
Shifnal 
Sidnal 
Tasley 
Wheathill 

Derbyshire: 
Bubnell 
Carsington 
Chelmorton 
Childerton 
Crich 
Foolow 
Glossop 
Mori ash 
Over Stratton 
Windfield 

Oxfordshire: 
North Leigh 
Wolvercote 

*Alienated after 1460. 
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APPENDIX II 

Values of the Talbot Estates 

Since values are drawn from sources ranging over a period of 120 years, and 
some even from inquisitions post mortem, no attempt has been made to draw up 
a total. The list does not include the Shropshire purchases which passed 
to Sir Humphrey Talbot nor the Derbyshire acquisitions of John, second Earl. 

Estate Value Source 

Gloucestershire 

Badgewrorth 29.1.61 valor, 1401-02 

Huntley 
The Lea e Lea 42.11.2 inquisition Bost mortera, 1407 Th 
Longhope 
Lydney 

Moreton 
Painswick(l) 192.8.4 receiver's general account, 
Whaddon c1475-83 

Hallamshire* 

Alton 46.0.0 inquisition post mortem, 1473 

Bubnell 
Glossop 75.0.0 inquisition post mortem, 1473 
Worksop 

Sheffield"' 295.13. G receiver's account, 1442-43 

*Correctly Hallamshire is an ancient name for the area of Sheffield; it is 

. here used to cover the Purnival estates in Derbyshire, Nottinghamshire, 
Staffordshire and Yorkshire 

(1) This figure is taken from an incomplete account of Edward Basyng, 
Receiver General to Edward Grey, Lord Lisle, 'for an unknown year between 
1475 and 1483. It is made up of sums received by Basyng before and after 
account and sums, by far the greater art, handed directly to Lord Lisle 
by John Vynes (? Receiver of Painsvrick), the delivery of which is 
recorded on the dorse (PRO, SC 6/1119/6). 

(2) This includes the manors of Bamford, Brasinr; ton, Eyam, I. 2iddleton, Treeton 
and Vlhiston. The value given in the inquisition post mortem of 1473 
seems to have been based on a detailed assessment and the sum of 
£24O/5/5-d" for these manors may have been more exact than usual. 
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Estate Value Source 

Herefordshire 

Archenfieid 
Goodrich 

Credenhill 
Peruyard Chase 
Strangeford 

Eccleswell 

Southern Counties 

Ashton Gifford 

Bampton 

Broughton Gifford 

Farnham 
Stoke Verdon 
Weston 

Turville 
Wilsf ord 
Shrivenham 

Swindon 

53.0.0 
(including ¬23/0/Odo in fees 
and annuities) receiver's 
account, 1481-82 

20.0.0 receiver's account, 1481-82 

41.0.0 inquisition post mortem, 1407 

9.8.4 valor, 1401-02 % 
53.10.0 inquisition post mortem, 1407 
19.10.3-1 valor, 1401-02 

21.13.4 inquisition post mortem, 1453 

15.0.0 inquisition post mortem, 1407 

20.0.0 inquisition -Pont mortem, 1407 

(1) At the end of the fifteenth century the Talbot share in Weston 
Turville was sold for ¬120. At twenty times purchase price this 
would give an annual value of ¬6 (BM, Ad Ch 72131) 
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Shropshire Estates 

Alberbury 

Bitterley 

Blackmere 

Bolas 

Cheswardine 

Corfham 

Shif nal 
Sutton Maddock 

Tasley 

Wrockwardine 

Clear Profit Valor 
Receiver's Account 1521-22 

1485-86 

8.2.1 

9.9.1 10.19. 9 
190.8.5 197.0. 91 

23.12.6 22.4. 3 

25.8.11 31.16. 1 

39.7.51 63.2. 5 
34.8.0 69.10. 7 
13.2.51 18.10. 0 

27.0.91 29.13. 6 

34.10.31 46.3. 41 
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APPENDIX III 

Prominent Members of John Talbot's Affinity 

This list is in two parts; those in the affinity before 1427 and those 
in it after 1442. Six nahes overlap. The dates given indicate the 
first known connection. The status is not necessarily that at the date 

given. Fees and annuities are quoted where they are known. (L) denotes 
lawyer. 

1) before 1427 
John Bridge of The Lea, Bishop's 

Castle, Salop 

Hugh Burgh of Wattlesborough, 
Salop 

William Savill 

Sir Thomas Barre of Rotherwas, 
Herefordshire 

Laurence Merbury 

Thomas Pensax 

Roger Stedman, clerk 

John Kirkham 

John Steward 

John Wyche of London 
Richard Clerk of Painswick 
'William Burley of Broncroft, 

Salop (L) 

Richard Legett of Corfham 

Nicholas Wymbish, clerk 

1404 
, retainer/Admiral 

of Ireland 

1405 retainer/councillor/ 
Treasurer of Ireland 

1412 retainer 
1414 brother-in-law 

1414 

1414 
1414 

1416 

1416 

retainer/Chancellor 
of Ireland 

retainer 
Receiver General 

executor 
Captain-sergeant of 

County Kildare 

Captain of Newcastle- 
Lyons 

attorney 
Auditor 

attorney/councillor/ 
Steward of Blaclßnere 

attorney/Receiver 
General 

(¬40. o. o) 

1416 
1417 
1418 

1418 

1418 attorney 

(? 2.13.4)* 

*This annuity was paid by Ankaret, Lady Talbot, from 1397. It is assumed 
. that her son continued its payment. 

,ý 
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Sir Hugh Cokesey of Willey, 
Worcestershire 

Thomas Banaster of Hadnall, 
Salop 

John Kersf ord 
John Green (? ) of Blaclamere 

Thomas Everingham of Newhall, 
Leicestershire 

George Hawkstone of Hawkstone, 
Salop 

2) after _1442_ 
William Burley 
Thomas Everingham 
John Green 
John Kernford 
Richard Legett 
Roger Stedman 

Robert Stafford (? ) of Treeton, 
Yorkshire 

Richard Banaster of Hadnall, 
Salop 

Sir John Burgh of Wattlesborough 

Thomas Everingham the younger 
John Harper of Rushall, 

. Staffordshire 

John Lincoln 

1419 brother-in-law 

1421 retainer 

1421 retainer/councillor 
1423 retainer 

1427 retainer/councillor/ 
Steward of Sheffield 

1427 councillor 

From before 1427 

1435 retainer 

1436 retainer/Receiver 
General 

1436 councillor/ 
Receiver to Lord 
Lisle 

1441 retainer 
1442 Auditor 

1442 retainer 

(fee charged 
to 

Middleton) 

(¬16.13.4) 

(¬4. o. o) 

(E2.13.4) 

ýýýa 
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Agnes Moigne, Prioress of Worksop 1442 

John Wenlock of Blackmere* 1442 retainer/servant of 
Countess Margaret 

Thomas Wortley of Wortley, 1442 'servant' 
Yorkshire 

John Abrahall of Eton Tregoz, 1443 councillor 
Herefordshire 

Giles Bridges of Coberley, 1443 councillor 
Gloucestershire 

John Cassy of Wightfield, 1443 councillor 
Gloucestershire 

Henry Clifford of Frampton, 1443 councillor 
Gloucestershire 

Nicholas Eaton of Eyton, Salop 1443 councillor 
Geoffrey Holford 1443 councillor/servant of 

Countess Margaret 

Sir Richard Lacon of Willey, 1443 councillor 
Salop 

Seth Worsley 1446 retainer 
Sir Thomas Green of Norton Davy, 1448 nephew/feoffee 

Northamptonshire 

John Daunt of Wotton-under-Edge, 1451 retainer 
Gloucestershire (L) 

Nicholas Daunt of Wotton-under- 1451 retainer 
Edge, Gloucestershire 

John Edward of Gloucester (L) 1451 retainer 
John Guise of Elmore, 1451 retainer(? )constable 

Gloucestershire of Goodrich 

Thomas Mill of Haresoombe, 1451 retainer 
Gloucestershire 

Sir William Nottingham of 1451 councillor/executor 
Gloucester (L) 

Robert Stanshaw of Stanahaw's 1451 retainer 
Court, Gloucestershire (L) 

(¬3.6.8) 

(fee as 
constable) 

*This is the son of the Receiver of Blackmere, 1427-37. Before her death in 

. 1467 he was receiving fees of ¬11/16/44. from the Countess Margaret. 

r 
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Richard Venables of Alderley, 
Gloucestershire 

Nicholas Billing (? L) 
John Brown of Baddesley-Clinton, 

Warwickshire (L) 

Sir William Catesby 
William Cumberford of Cumberford, 

Staffordshire (L) 

Richard Lacon the younger of 
Willey, Salop 

1451 retainer 

1452 executor 
1452 executor 

1452 nephew/executor 
1452 executor 

1452 retainer 
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APPENDIX IV 

A List of Captaincies held by Talbot in France, 

with the Names of Lieutenants'(where known) 

Place Period of Captaincy Lieutenant 

Caudebec 14 January 1436-after March 1439 Fulk Eyton 
(Ad Ch 439; Clair 201/2465/69) 

Coutances (1) 1 January 1428-September 1429 John Green 
(Ms Fr 26050/918) 

(2) Michaelmas 1433-Michaelmas 1437 John Green 
(Wars of the English, iii p541; 
Ms Fr 2514/1291) 

Creil Before September 1438 December 1 439 (? )Thomas Stones 
(Clair 201/8465/70; Ms Pr 26066/ 
3921) 

Falaise (1) Michaelmas 1428-September 1429 Thomas Gower 
(PO 2787/4) 

(2) 1 January 1438-after September 1439 Richard Gower 
(Ms Pr 26064/3406; K 65/1/33) 

(3) (? )1448-20 July 1450 Thomas Eton 
(Wars of the English, ii, p633) 

Gaillard (1) Before December 1435-December 1436 Thomas Curson 
(Ad Ch 6875; R. A. Newhall, Muster 
and Review, p73 n147) 

(2) Michaelmas 1441-before Michaelmas 1444 Richard Gonde 
(Ms Fr 25776/1550; Ms Fr 25774/1695) 

Gisors 16 May 1434-before September 1438 Sir Thomas Hoo 
(Ms Pr 25771/894; K 64/23/16) 

..: Ja' 
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Place Period of Captaincy 

Harfleur November 1440-1 Janaary 1450 
(K 66/1/2; Wars of the English, 
ii, p629) 

Lisieux 1440-after 1441 
(Wars of the English, ii, pp317-9; 
Us Fr 260684243 

Meaux 8 October 1438-15 September 1439 
(Ad Ch 12009) 

Montivilliera November 1440-19 October 1449 
(K 66/1/2; Wars of the English, 
ii, p627) 

Neufchatel (1) 16 May 1434-before March 1436 
(PO 2787/9; Us Fr 26062/3183) 

(2) Before March 1437-after March 1439 
(K 64/12/1; Clair 201/8485/19) 

Pont-de-I; arche Michaelmas 1433 Michaelmas 1434 
(Ears of the Eni lieh, ii, p541) 

Pontoise (1) October 1422 
(Aa Ch 553) 

(2) Before June 1439-21 October 1439 
(Ad Ch 445; PO 2787/36) 

Lieutenant 

Thomas Everingham(1) 

Richard Gonde 

(? )Sir William 
Chamberlain 

John Payne(2) 

Sir William Peyto 

John Wake 

Pontorson May 1427-September 1427 
(E. Cosneau, Le Connetable de 
Richemont, P134; Ms Fr 26051/951) 

Rouen (1) 7 January 1436-22 November 1436 (See below) 
Lieutenant for York until November(3) 
1437 
(K 64/1/31; Clair 201/8455/57) 

(1) Jointly with Sir William Zouche in 1449. 

(2) CCR, 1447-54, p96. 

(3) See above p164. 
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Place Period of Captaincy 

Rouen (2) Michaelmas 1441-before Michaelmas 1443 
(Ms Pr 25763/734; Ms Pr 25777/1663) 

St. Germain en Before May 1435-January 1436(1) 
Laye and (Ms Pr 25772/946) 
Poissy 

Vernon (1) October 1422 
(Ad Ch 553) 

(2) 28 Pebruary 1438-2 September 1438 
(Clair 201/8457/58) 

Lieutenants of Rouen 

Lieutenant 

(See below) 

Richard Bolt 

There were three separate garrisons guarding the castle, the walls and 
gates of the town and the bridge. The following are known to have been 
Talbot's Lieutenants in all three: 

1436-37 castle Sir Nicholas Burdet Ms Fr 25773/1136 
(September 1436) 

John Clay (1437) 
. Ms Fr 25774/1260 

walls Sir Richard Curson (1436) C. L. KinGsford, 
Chronicles, p140 (? ) John Hanford (1437) 

bridge - 

1441-43 castle Sir William Breton Ms Fr 25776/1546 
(1st quarter) 

Sir John Melton Ms Fr 25776/1556 
(2nd quarter) 

walls Sir William Peyto Ms Fr 25776/1559 
bridge Sir Henry Norbury Ms Pr 25776/1552 

(1) It fell, to the French but St. Germain en ? aye was recaptured by Talbot 
on 18 December 1438 and he held the town until Francois du Surienne 
was appointed Captain on 4 March 1439 (Bossuat, op cit, pp270_1). 
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APPENDIX V 

Details of the Service of thirty-three Lances who provided 
the greater part of Talbot's Personal Retinue in 1439-41 

(References for personal musters can be found in Table IV above and those 
to other musters are not repeated after the first occasion). 

John Allets(1) Personal: March 1437, September 1437,27 November 
1440 

Walter Bailly Gaillardt February 1436 (Ad Ch 6875) 
Personal: November 1439, February 1440, August 1440, 

27 November 1440 
Harfleur: 1441 (Ms Fr 25776/1554) 
Gaillard: December 1441 (Ma Fr 25776/1550) 

Richard Bannes Personals 1428 
Rouen: January 1436, April 1436 (K 64/1/31,10/1) 

November 1436 (Ms Fr 25773) 
Personal: November 1439, August 1440, June 1442, 

July 1448 
Peoffee of John, 2nd Earl of Shrewsbury at*North 

Leigh and Wolvercote (C 139/179) 

Estienne Cabuche Personal: February 1440,29 November 1440, March 1441, 
August 1441 

Edmund Cantock Personal: 1428 
Rouen: April 1436 
Personal: February 1440, August 1440,27 November 

1440,29 November 1440, March 1441, Auguet 1441, 
June 1442, October 1442 

Andre Chabaunes: Personal: 1428, November 1439, February 1440, 
August 1440,27 November 1440,29 November 1440, 
March 1441, August 1441 

(1) In this and other surnames spelling varies. The most common has 
been used. 

i, 

_ý,:.. 
3 
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Richard Connin? ston (? )Rouen: 1436 (signature on acquittances) 
Neufchatel: April 1437, December 1437 (K 64/12/1, 

Clair 201/8459/63) 
Personal: September 1437,27 November 1440, March 

1441 
Rouen: December 1442 (Ms Fr 25776/1609) 

Thomas Cookes Personal: February 1436 (archer: March 1437, 
February 1440,29 November 1440), March 1441, 
August 1441, June 1442, October 1442, July 1448 

William Cornwaille Poissy: May 1435, August 1435, November 1435 
(Ad Ch 11871, Ms Fr 25772/946,972) 

Rouen: April 1436 
Personal: 27 November 1440 

John de la Brosse Temporary: September 1440 (Clair 202/8474/2) 
Personal: 29 November 1440, March 1441, August 1441, 

October 1442 

Thomas Dewe Gisors: January 1436, October 1436 (Ms Fr 25772/1052) 
Temporary: September 1437 (Ad Ch 137) 
Personal: November 1439, February 1440, August 1440, 

27 November 1440,29 November 1440, March 1441, 
August 1441, June 1442, October 1442, July 1448 

Henry Dowdley Personal: February 1440, August 1440,27 November 
1440,29 November 1440, March 1441, August 1441, 
October 1442 

Ra. lvh Fox Personal: November 1439, February 1440, October 1442 

Jean Gracieu Personal: 1428 
Caudebec: January 1436 (Ms Fr 25772/1050) 
Personal: February 1436, March 1437, November 1439, 

August 1440 

Griffith Gw. vn Personal: November 1439, February 1440, August 1440, 
27 November 1440,29 November 1440, March 1441, 
August 1441 

Geoffrey Houre Personal: November 1439, February 1440,29 November 
1440, March 1441, August 1441 

-1 Ld 
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John Housaker Personal: November 1439, February 1440, August 1440 
Dieppe: 1443 
Gascony: 1452 (CPR, 1452-61, p37) 

Jean Le Prince Caudebec: January 1436 
Personal: September 1437, November 1439, February 1440 

Au, sust 1440, October 1442, July 1448 

Jean Le Prince Personal: 29 November 1440, March 1441, August 1441, 
(the younger) June 1442, October 1442 

Thomas Malton Rouen: 1436 
Personals March 1437, September 1437, November 1439, 

27 November 1440 

Rimon Manessier Temporary: (archer 1429 (Ad Ch 11612) ) 
Personal: February 1436, March 1437, September 1437, 

November 1439, February 1440, August 1440, 
27 November 1440,29 November 1440, March 1441, 
August 1441, June 1442, October 12 

(? )TMontivilliers: May 1445 (Clair 201/8453/55) 

William Massy St. Germain: November 1435 (Ms Fr 25772/972) 
Personals November 1439, February 1440,27 November 

1440 

William Minors Personal: 1428 
Temporary: 1437 
Personals 29 November 1440, March 1441, August 1441, 

John Montfort Personal: 1428 
Rouen: January 1436 
Neufchatel: April 1437, December 1437 
Personal: November 1439,27 November 1440, March 1441, ' 

August 1441 
Harfleur: October-December 1441 
Countess of Shrewsbury's retinue: 1451 (KB 27/763/42) 

Ralph Rainford Personal: September 1437, November 1439, February 1440 
August 1440,27 November 1440,29 November 1440, 
March 1441, August 1441, June 1442, October 1442, 
July 1448 

Thomas Rooks Caudebec: January 1436 
Personal: February 1440 
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Robert Stafford Additional: May 1435, July 1435 (Ms Fr 25772/944, 
963) 

Caudebec: January 1436 
Rouen: 1436-37 (Ad Ch 6911, Ms Pr 25774/1245,1292) 
Personal: November 1439, August 1440,27 November 

14409 29 November 1440, March 1441, August 1441, 
June 1442, October 1442 

Feoffee with Talbot and Henry Stafford of Treeton of 
Richard Walkeden in lands in Derbyshire, 
8 April 1446 (Cat Anc Deeds, vi, C4368) 

Personal: July 1448-49 
Feoffee of Sir John Talbot in Blackmere and other 

lands of the same as Earl of Shrewsbury 
(C 139/179) 

John Sterky Caudebeo: January 1436 
Distinguished self in capture of Pontoise, February 

1437 (Chartier, i, p232) 
Personal: February 1440, August 1440,29 November 

1440, August 1441 
Countess Margaret's retinue: 1451 

John Sterlc Caudebec: January 1436 
the younger) Personal: February 1440, August 1440 

Alan Stewart Personal: February 1436, March 1437, September 1437, 
27 November 1440 

Bandrom Wake Caudebec: January 1436 
Personal: September 1437, November 1439, August 1440,, 

27 November 1440, March 1441 

Jenkin Woodford Personal: February 1440, August 1440,29 November 
1440, March 1441 

ThomasYoun, R Neufchatel: April 1437, December 1437 
Personal: 27 November 

,ý 
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APPENDIX VI: 

The Blaclanere Estate Accounts 

In the following pages the Receiver's, Bailiff's and Rent Collectors' 
accounts are tabulated. There are 32 Receiver's accounts and 36 Bailiff's 
accounts for the years 1377-1508, and 20 Rent Collectors' accounts for the 
years 1411-1471. Included with the Rent Collectors' accounts are details 
of the rents delivered from each member, as found in the Receiver's account 
for five years in which Rent Collectors' accounts have not survived. In 
addition to these tables, abstracts and details from Walter Tloodburne's 
special account of 1401-1402, the valor of the same year and the valor of 
1521-1522 are given. 

Notes to the tables have been set out separately at the end of each 
section. 

To distinguish them from debets, superplusagia at the foot of tho 
Receivor's and Bailiff's accounts have been underlined. 

To distinguish them from allowances, annuities in the Rent Collectors' 
accounts have been underlined. % 

Instances in which the accounts do not appear to balance have been 
indicated by (sic). 

All the accounts are in the Bridgewater Paper3, Boxes 75,76,80,81, 
82,83,84,87 and 88. 
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Blackmere Rent Collectors' Accounts 

1411-12 Arrears Due Delivered Allowances 
& Annuities 

Debet 

Dodington nil 10.19. 3 6.5.0 - 4.14. 3 
Alkington) 8.17. 51 4.10.0 - 4.7. 5, ' 
Edgeley 
Aroughall 8.0. 7 2.10.0 - 5.10. 7 
Ash Major 6.11. 5 5.11.7 - 19.1 0 
Ash Parva 9.10. 3 4.10.6 - 4.19. 9 
Old Woodhouse 19.13. 11 13.4.10 - 6.8. 34 
New Woodhouse 
Tilstock 13.12. 6 12.15.1 - 17. 5 
Hollyhurst* 5.10. 2J '5.5.1 - 5. 11 

TOTAL 82.14.9141 54.12.1 - 28 . 2.8 

1414-15 (fron Receiver's account) 

Dodington 9.15. 0 
Alkingtoný 6.13. 91 
Fdgeley 
Broughall 7.3. 6 
Ash Major 9.17. 8 
Ash Parva 9.6. 

7.6. 
4 
71 Old Woodhouse 

10.16. 33 New Woodhouse 
16 11 0 Tilstock . . 

Hollyhurst 5.4. 9 

TOTAL 84.16.111 

1415-16 

Dodington 1.12.11 10.8. 6 5.8. 0 5.11 6.7. 
4 

6 
1': Alkington 17. 5 7.11. 01 3.16. 4 8.0 4. . 

Edgeley nil 19. 6 7. 6 - 12. 0 

Broughall 1.5. 7 7.19. 7 4.4. 6 - 5.0. 
4 0 

8 
51 Ash Major 17.41 7.14. 8 4.11. 7 - . . 6 13 6 Ash Parva 1.10.1 1 9.18. 3 4.15. 8 - . . 

Old Woodhouse 1.18. 9 8.1. 7 5.9. 3 - 4.11. 1 
New Woodhouse 4. 31 11.6.114 3.3. 6 . 0.8 5.7. 

1 
1 
9' Tilstock 1.14. 1i 16- 3-1 1-- 10.1. 5 - 6 

7. 5. 
16 1i Hollyhurst 6. 1 5.9. 61 2.19. 6 ?1 2.1 2. . 

TOTAL 10.7. 5- 85.12. 814 44.17. 3 3.14.7 46.18. 4 

*Chinnel is included with Hollyhurst in all entries. 
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Blackmere Rent Collectors' Accounts 

1416-17 Arrears Due Delivered Allowances 
& Annuities 

Debet 

D odington 6.7. 6 10.11.10 15.9.88 - 1.19. 7 ý1ý 
Alkington 4.16. 1i 7.11.0i 11.19. P- 1.9. 2 
Edgeley 
Broughall 5.0. 8 

no 

, 
9- 1 7-1 

entry 
11.15.51 - 1.4. 9 

Ash Major 4.0. 51 7.16.11 10.16.2J - 6 - 
? 

14 2 51 Ash Parva 6.13. 66 9.7.9 4- . 13.1 . . , 
Old Woodhouse 4.11. 1 8. 

, 
1.. 7 11.9.6 - 

8 0 2' 3 6 
1.3- 

11 1 .2 0 New Woodhouse 5.7. 1 11.10.11* . . ., 12.1 . . 
Tilstock 
Hollyhurst 

7.15. 
2.16. 

gi 
1- 

16.3.1- 
5" 

. 
9" 

. 
61 

239.7 - 
7: 17 " . 

7ä - 
3 

=" 
. 
e" O 

TOTAL 47.8. 4 84.12.31 118.19.71 3.0.8 10.10. 3 

1418-19 ý, , 

Dodington nil 10.18.0 9.19. ý3 6. 0 12. 82, 

Alkington 7.15.01 7.0.6 5. 6 9. 0ý., 
Edgeley 1.1.10 1.1.10 - - 

16 9 Broughall 7.19.7 7.2.10 - . 10 2 Ash Major 
Ash Parva 

7.19.2 
9.18.3 

70 
. 
90 

ü0 6.7.10 
- 
- 

. 
3.10. 5 

Old Woodhouse 8.0.9 7-11-18 1. 8 7. 5 
New Woodhouse 10.14.5 7.0.0 

6 . 0. 
1 0 

8 
0 

13. 
7 

9 
10 Tilstock 16.3.10. . 0. 14.1 . . . 

Hollyhurst no entry 

TOTAL 80.10.101 68.8.111 4.14. 0 7.8. 1 

1419-20 

Dodington 12. '81 5" '3-'A ' 1" *5" '61 4. 0 4.6. 5`(2) 
Alkington 9.01 7.15.. 0 6.2. '71 

* 
10. 41 1.11. 91 

Edgeley noel 1.1.10 1.10 1. - - 
1 8 1 Broughall 16.9 7.19 .7 ' 

7"ý8", ý3) . . 
Ash Major 10.2 8 7.18. 3. 

, 
6" 

W8 
3.0. 2 2.2. 0 

Ash Parva 3.10., 5 10.13.: 0: 6.18.4 3.10. 5 3.14. 8 
Old Woodhouse 7"5 8". 0"; 3 5"5", 4 6. 8(4) 2.15. 8 
New Woodhouse . 13., 9 . 10.14.104 6.2. 

.9 . 10.10 1.15. 91 
Tilstock 7.10 .,. 16.4.11- 7.16.0 S. 6. 8 3.9. 3 
Hoilyhurst 

... nil, 5.10.21 5., 6.01 3. 5 9 

TOTAL 7.8.1 81 . 0.9i 50.12.71 16.12. 61 21.4. 51 
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Blackanere Rent 

Delivered (from Receiver's account) 

Collectors' 

1420-21 

Accounts 

1423-24 1424-25 

Dodirgton 11.15. 0 11.19. 0 11-. 3-. 2 
Alkington 8.12. 1 7.4. 01 7.8. c' 

Edgeley 18. 3 1.1.10 1.2.10 
Broughall 8.1. 9 7.19. 5 7.19""7 
Ash Major 7.6. 6 8.14. 2 8.13.1 
Ash Parva 13.1. 0 9.7. 7 8.16.10 
Old Woodhouse 10.11. 9 7.17. 3 

. 
7.17.3 

New Woodhouse 8.10. 9 8.0. 3 8.0.. 4 
Tilstock 13.7. 3 14.15. 3 14.0.4 
Hollyhurst 5.18. 61 5.9- 6 5.9.6 

TOTAL 68.. 3.11 82.8. 6 80.10.. 41 
sic 

t 

1425-26 Arrears Due Delivered Allowances Debet 
'. & Annuities 

Dodizgton nil 11: 3: 2 116; 9: 7 12.0 2. 
3 

7 
41 Alkington 77: 8 ?: 4: 4 - . 

Edgeley 1: 1: 10 '1: 1: 10 - - 
Broughall 7.19. 7., 6.13.. 4 - 1.6. 3 
Ash Major 8.8. 1 6.15.10 - 1.12. 3! 
Ash Parva 8.16.10 7.3; '4 - 1.13. 6 

Old Woodhouse 8.0. 3 7.3.0 - 
8 0 

17. 
8 

3 
& New Woodhouse 11.5. 41 7.16.0 . . . 

Tilstock 14.13. 5 13.0.0 - 1.13. 5 
Hollyhurst 5.9. 6 5.6.61 - 3. 0 

TOTAL 84.5.9 72.12.9 3.12.8 8.0.41 
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Blackmere Rent Collectors' Accounts 

1426-27 Arrears Due Delivered Allowances 
& Annuities 

Debet 

Dodington 2. 7 10.12. 2 10.14.9 - - 
Alkington 3. 4' 7.7. 81 7.7.41 - 3.81 
Edgeley nil 1.1.10 1.1.10 - - 
Broujhall 1.6. 3 7.19. 7 8.6.7 - 19.3 
Ash Major 1.12. 3 8.9. 6 8.17.3 - 1.4.6 
Ash Parva 1.13. 6 8.1. 1 8.5.3 

8.12.61 
- 
- 

1.9.4 
111 4 Old Woodhouse 

New Woodhouse 
17. 
8. 

3 
88 

B. 0. 
11.5. 

3 
41 818.10 1.10. 

. 1.4.11 
Tilstock 1.13. 5 14.18. 3 14.0.6 - 2.11.2 
Hollyhurst nil(sic) 5.9. 61 5.2.10 6.8 

TOTAL 7.17. 4A 83.5. 31 81.7.9 1.10.4 8.4.61 

1427-28 

Dodington nil 10.14. 2 
8 

4.15. 
14 3 

0- 
81 - 

5.19. 
3.16. 

2 
& ý Alkington 3. 7. 7" . . , 

Edgeley nil 1. 1.10 10. 8- 11. 2 

Broughall 
M 

19. 3 
6 

7.19.7 
6 101 8 

4.13. 
5.4. 

3- 
6- 

4.5.7 
4.6.10 r Ash ajor 

Ash Parva 
1.4. 
1.9. 4 

. 
8. 

. 
B. 4 4.15. 1 14.0 4.8. 7 

Old Woodhouse 4.111 8. 1. 3 
' 

4.1. 
5 17 

7- 
5- 

4.4.7 
6.12.102 New Woodhouse 1.4. 11 11. 5. 4 . . 

Tilstock 2.11. 2 14. 7. 7 9.11. 
6 

2 7.7. 
3 9 

7 
6 Hollyhurst 6. 8 5. 9" 6 . 2. 8- . . 

TOTAL 8.4. 61 83. 2. 31 45.10. 1j 14.0 45.2. e& 

1428-29 

Dodington 5.19. 2 10.17. 9 10. 9. 2 - 6.7. 9 
Alkington 3.16. 8j 7' 7" ' 7. 7" & - 3.16. 8j 
Edgeley 11. 2 1. 1.10 1. 1. 8 - 11. 4 
Broughall 4.5. 7 7. 9. 7 7.12. 8 - 4.2. 

10 
6 
1: Ash Major 4.6.101 8.12. 1j 8. 8.10; . - 4. 

Ash Para 4.8. 7 9. 3. 4 9.10. 21 - 4.1. 1* 
Old Woodhouse 4 4 7 7.13. 3 7.17. 7 1.3 3.19. 0 
New Woodhouse 

:1 :1 620 11. 5. 41 11. 7.101 - 6.10. 5 
Tilstock 7.7. 7 14. 7. 7 14. 7. 7 - 7.7. 7 
Hollyhurst 3.9. 6k 5. 9. 6k 6. 4. 3 - 2.14. 9k 

TOTAL 45.2. 8" 83. 8. 14 84. 7. 71 1.3 44.1.11 
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Blackmere Rent Collectors' Accounts 

1430-31 Arrears Due Delivered Allowances Debet 
& Annuities 

Dodington (from Receiver's account) 9.5.0 
Alkington 7.2" (' 

Edgeley 1.0.10 
Broughall 7.0.0 
Ash Major 5.0.0 
Ash Parva 8. S. 1 
Old Woodhouse 7.15.0 
New Woodhouse 8.10.0 
Tilstock 13.17.8 
Hollyhurst 4.17.0 

TOTAL 72.15.7 

1431-32 

Dodintton 8.5. 0 10.15. 2 9.14. 91 4.1 9.1. 
18 3 

4S 
81 Alkington 4.8. 8i 7.8. Si 7.18. Si . . - 

Edgeley 11. 8 1.1.10 1.1.10 - 11. 8 

Broughall 4.13.3 
6 6 

7.9. 8 
6 

6.11. 
10 8 

1 
0 

- 5.11.10 
- 5.12.41 Ash Major 

Ash Parva 
. .1 

5.15. 
10 
1 

7.5" 
8.5. 1 

. . 
9., 5. 0 - 4.15. 2 

Old Woodh6use 4.19. 3 7.19. 3 6.19. 3 -19. 8 3 
New Woodhouse 9.2. 3J 11.1. 041 12.0. 0 _ . 4 
Tilstock 7.10. 4-- 13.14.11 11.10. 4 - 9.14.11 

3 7 1 Hollyhurst 3.12. 1 5.9. 6 5.14. 6 . . - 

TOTAL 55.14.51 80.10.91 79.5.6 4.1 56.15.91 

1432-33 

Dodington 9.1.41 10.13. 9 7.9" 2 6 12.5. 
2 13 

5 
81 Alkington 3.10.8 7.8. 8 8.13. 8-i . . 

Edgeley 11.8 1.1.10 1.2. 6 - 11. 0 
Broughall 5.11.10 7.9. 7 7.0. 

6 
0 - 6.1. 

16 5 
5 
0 Ash Major 5.12.41 6.15. 8 . 12. 0 . . - 

Ash Parva 4.15.2 8.10. 4 7.14. 1 - 5.11. 5 
Old Woodhouse 5.19.3 -7.17. 3 7.19. 3 - 5.17. 3 
New Woodhouse 8.3.4 11.1. O 11.10. 0 6.7E 7.7. 9 
Talstock 9.14.11 13.7* 7 14.7. 0 - 8.15. 6 
Hollyhurst 3.7.11 

, 
5.9. 6-J 6.1. 101 - 2.14. 9 

TOTAL 56.15.94 79.15. 34 78.9. 74 7.14 57.14. 31 
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Blackinere Rent Collectors' Account 

1433-34 Arrears Due Delivered Allowances Debet 
& Annuities 

D odinnton 12.5. 5 10.13. 9 15.10. 4 - 7.8.1 0 
Alkington 2.13. 81 7.8. 81 5.13. 88 4.8. 8i 
Edgeley 11. 0 1.1.1 0 1.1. 0 - 11.1 0 
Broughall 6.1. 5 7.9. 7 8.5. 0 - 5.6. 0 
Ash Major 5.16. 01 6.12. 5 8.0. 0 16.71 3.11.1 0 
Ash Parva 5.11. 5 8.10. 4 8.19. 51 3.0 4.19. 3ý 
Old Woodhouse 5.17. 3 7.17. 3 8.2. 2 - 5.12. 4 (5) 
New Woodhouse 7.7. 9 11.1. 0-1 11.10. 2 - 6.18. 8 

Tilstock 8.15. 6 13.3. 3 14.5". 6 
1 - 7.13. 

2 19 
3 
23 Hollyhurst 2.14. 91 5.9" 2 5.4. 9 - . . 

TOTAL 57.14. 31 79.7. 41 86.12. 1* 19.71 49.10. 0 

1434-35 

Dodington 7.8.10 10.13. 9 12.1. '9 - 6.0.10 
18 8 Alkington 4.8. O 7. " 8- 8 7.18. 8i - . 3. 

Edgeley 11. 10 1.1.10 1,. 2. 8 - 11. 0 

Broughall 5.6. 0 7.9. 7 8.1. 7 - 4.14. 0 
Ash Major 3.11. 10 6.12. 5 6.15. 10 - 3.8. 5 
Ash Parva 4.19. 31 7.19. 10 8.3. 2J - 4.15.11 
Old Woodhouse 5.12. 4 8.3. 3 8.2. 4 - 5.13. 

9 
3 
51 New Woodhouse 6.18. & 11.1. 01 10.10. 4 - 7. . 

Tilstock 
Hollyhurst 

7.13. 
2.19. 

3-- 
2J- 

12.7. 
5.9. 

3 
21 . 13.13.3 

5.7.11 
- 
- 

6.7. 
3.0. 

3 
51 

TOTAL 49.10. 0 78.6.104; 81.17. 71 - 45.19. 3 

1435-36 

Dodington 6.0.10 10.13.9 10.13.10 3 6.0. 6 

Alkington 3.18. 81 7.8.8 7.8. 8-' - 3.18. &1 
Edgeley 11. 0 1.1.10 1.0.10 - 12. 0 
Broughall 4.14. 0 '7.9.7 7.8. 0 - 4.15. 7 
Ash Major 3. S. 5 6.12.5 6.0. 0 - 4.0.10 
Ash Parva 4.15.11 7.19.10 7.10. 0 2.10 5.2.11 
Old Woodhouse 5.13. 3 7.19.3 9.1. 3 - 4.11. 3 (6) 
New Woodhouse 7.9. 51' 11.1.04 11.10. 0 -7 - 0 5- 
Tilstock 6.7. 3- 12.7. ,3 12.12. 3 6 . - 6.2. 3 
Hollyhurst 3.0. 

, 
5k 5.9.21 5.10. 51 - 2.19. 2 

TOTAL. 45.19. 3 78.2.10J 78.15. 34 3.1 45.3 " BI 
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Blackmere Rent Collectors' Accounts 

1436-37 Arrears Due Delivered Allowances Debet 
& Annuities 

Dodington 6.0.6 10.13.6 9.0.6 
8- 6 8 

- 7.13.6 
81 18 4 Alkington 3.18.81 7.8.8J . . - . . 

Edgeley 12.0 J. 1.10 1.2.2 - 11.8 
Broughall 4.15.7 7.9.7 7.0.0 - 5.5.2 
Ash Major 4.0.10 6.12.5 5.0.0 - 5.13.3 
Ash Parva 5.2.11 7.19.10 7.10.0 - 5.12.9 
01d Woodhouse 
New Woodhouse 

4.11.3 
7.0.51 

7.19.3 
11.1.0-'1( 

7.7.3 
) 9.10.0 

- 11.3w 
5.3.3 
8.0.2? r 

Tilstock 
Hollyhurst 

6.2.3- 
2.19.2 

7 12.17.7 
5.9" - 

11.0.0 
5.9" 2 - 

9.5.0 
2.19.2s 

TOTAL 45.3.84 78.13.01, 69.7.10 11.3 55.2.8 

1437-38 

Dodington 7.13.6 10.11.0 9.7.8 2.3 8.14.7 
12 1J 5 Alkington 4.18.8J 7.7.5 6.14.0 - . . 

Edgeley 11.8 1.1.10 . 
18.0 - 15.6 

Broughafl 5.5.2 7.9.7 7.10.0 - 5.4.9 
6 Ash Major 5.13.3 6.12.5 6.0.0 

0 
- . 5.8 

6 2 7 Ash Parva 5.12.9 7.19.10 7.10. 
6 13 7 

- 
- 

. . 6.8.11 Old Woodhouse 
New Woodhouse 

5.3.3 
8.0.2 

7.19.3 
11.. 1.0 

. . 
11.0.0 - 8.1.2 

Talstock 9.5.0 12.12.7 
2' 1 

14.0.0 
5 1 9 

- 
- 

7.17.0 
3.6.7 Hollyhurst 2,19.2 5.9. . . 

TOTAL 55.2.81 78.4.1 74.15". 0 2.3 58.9.6* 

1456-57 

Dodington nil 10.13.11 8.2.4 
1 6 

15.8 1.15.11 
1 5 01 Alkington 10.0* 7.10.10 . 15. 0 - . . 

Edgeley 2.0-. 1.4.0 18.5 - 7.7 
Broughall nil 8.0.8 7.8.9 - 11.11 
Ash Major 18.10 6. , 1.10 5.0.3 4.0 1.16.5 
Ash Parva nil 8., 7.11 8.2. Ti - 5.31 
Old Woodhouse nil 8.0.6 7.5.9 - 14.9 
New Woodhouse 3.01 11.14.9.1 '11.6.6& - 11.31 
Tilstock 8.31 13.16.8 11.19.0 - 1.5.11, E 
Hollyhurst nil 5.10.61 5.2.64 - 7.11 

TOTAL 2.2. *21 80.11.8 72.12.01 19.8 9.2.1j 
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Blaclanere Rent Collectors' Accounts 

1466-67 Arrears Due Delivered Allowances 
& Annuities 

Debet 

Rodin. ton nil 10.14. 9 10.0. 0 14. 9 
Alkington 6.3 7.10.10 706. 3- 10 
Edgeley nil 1.4. 0 1.4. 0- - 
Broughall 8.0. 8 7.16: 4- 4. 4. 
Ash Major 6.3. 0 5.14. 5- 8. 7 
Ash Parva 10.10. 0 10.0. 0- 10. 0 
Old Woodhouse 8.0. 6 8.0. 6- - 
New Woodhouse 11.18. 4 11.14. 0 4. 4- 
Talstock - 14 9. 6 14: 8. 0- 1. 6 
Hollyhurst 5.10. 6 5.8. 4- 2. 2r 

TOTAL 6; 3 84.2.2 82.1.10 - 2.6.7 

1467-6s 

Dodington 14; 9 10.14; 9 10; 0; 0- 1.9. 6 
Alkington "10 7.10: 10 6; 14. 4- 17. 4 
Edgeley nil 1.4. 0 1.11. 5- 2. 7 
Broughall 4. 4 8.0; 8 6; 19: 0- 1.6. 0 
Ash Major 8. 7 7-9: 8 6.11. 5- 1.6.10 
Ash Parva 10. 0 10.10. 0 9.10. 0- 1.10. 0 
Old Woodhouse nil 8.0; 6 7.19. 1- 1. 5 
New Woodhouse 4. 4 11; 18: 41 11: 16; 41 - 6. 44, 
Tilstock 1. 6 14.19. 6 1303: 0- 18. 0 
Hollyhurat 2: 2 5: 10: 66 5: 10: 22j - 2. 6-ý, 

TOTAL 2.6. 7 85.8: 10 79.14.10 8.0. 7 

1470-71 
Dodin, Tton 5.13.9 10.14.11 10.11. - 5.17. 1 
Alkington 4.2.11 7.10.10 6.16. 2- 4.17. 7 
Edgeley 1.14.0 1: 4.0 1.14. 0- 1.4. 0 
Broughall 4.6.6 8.0.8 7.6. 6- 5.0. 8 
Ash Major 2.9.8 8.9., B 6.13. 8- 4.5. 8 
Ash Parva 2.11.0 10.15.0 7.16. 0- 5.10. 0 
Old Woodhouse 4.5.3 8. o. 6 4.18. 7- 7.7. 2 
New Woodhouse 2.15.9 11.18.3 10.15. 9- 3.18. 3 
Tilstock 4.10.11 15.15.6 16.8. 2- 3.18. 3 
Hollyhurst 2.10.3 5.15.6 5-010 - 6- 2.15. 3 

TOTAL 34.19.10 88.4.11 78.10. 91 - 44.13.11 
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Rent Collectors' Accounts - Notes 

1ýi 

1 

1 

(1) The balance (£1%1/Od. ) may possibly be the rent due fron Edgeley 
which the clerk failed to-record. 

(2) This is for half the year"only. The other half was accounted and 
delivered separately. 

(3) This is made up of £1/3/8d. in expenditure, ¬1 in annuity and 16/6d, 
in allowances. - 

(4) This is made up of ¬3/0/8d. in annuity and 10/2d. in allowances. 

(5) The Rent Collector for New Woodhouse appears to have overpaid to 
the sum of 4d. 

(6) The debet appears to have been undercharged by 'd. 

(7) The Rent Collector was burdened with a 'further ¬1/5/2d. over and above 
the rent due. 

rwS 
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Walter Woodburn Is Account, 1401-02 

The account of Walter w7oodburn,, , keeper of the foreign household of Thomas 
Nevill, Lord P rnival, and Receiver of Blackmere, from Michaelmas 2 Henry IV 
to Michaelmas 3 Henry IV. 

Arrears .. .. .. nil 
V9hitchurch .. .. .. 26.16.11 
Members 

.. .. .. 
60.3.10 

Dodington .. .. .. 27.19.0 

Farms .. .. 19.9.0 
Demesne .. .. .. 18.4.3 

Tythes .. .. 16.18.11 
Ma. rbury .. .. .. 11.2.4 

Lyneal .. .. .. 1.8.0 

Wrockwardine .. ." .. 27.19.0 

Corfhnm .. "" "" 3.1.4 

Culmington .. .. .. 5.0.0 

Bywell .. .. 7.0.0 

Divers receipts fron Lord Furnival and his ministers 76.8.4 

TOTAL 294.15.3 

Expenses of the foreign household 16 June 1401 - 
25 September 1402 38.6.9 

Wages of the lances and archers retained to serve with 
Lord Purnival in Wales in the company of the Earl of 

Arundel and the fee of Henry Trumpet for repairs to 
Lord Gilbert's armour 50.13.4 

Repair of outhouses, fencing park and upkeep of town mill 8.17.8 

Purchase of corn and hay .. 7.8.11 

Carriage of wine 2.15.0 
Expenses of the accountant .... 1.4.11 
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Expenses of the wardrobe ". .. 18.9. 9 

Fees and Wages .. "" "" 15.4. 8 

Shoeing horses .. "" "" 12.11] 

Mowing and threshing .. .. .. 2.10. 1 
4. 3 

Foreign expenses .. "" "" 22.14. 6j 

Annuity to Hugh, Rector of Malpan (part of ¬5) .. 2.17. 8 

Household debts settled "" ý" 
63.11.11 

Paid on behalf of the Rector .. .. 5.19. 3 

Oblations, offerings and alms .. .. 5.16. 0{ 

Fees of minstrels at Christmas .. .. 3.6. 8 

Paid into coffers .. .. "" 8.13. 4 

Delivered to the steward of the h ousehold .. 29.0. 2- 

TOTAL " .1 O- 
288.10. O (cic) 

Allowances at Audit "" "" "" 6.4. 6 

Debet 00 .. "" ý . "" e 
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Valor, 1401-02 

Valor of the manors below after the closing; of the accounts of the ministers 
there for 3 Henry N. 

B1ac1 ere: with 7. O. 11j of allowances and fees 200. 0. 2j 
Badgeworth: with 4. 13.11 of profits of court 29. 1. 6-, 4 

Broughton: beyond 13.4 for the steward's fee 19.10. 31 
Ashton: beyond 5.0 for aid and 6.8"for the steward's 

fee 9. 8. 4 

TOTAL 258. 0. 4 

De ibus: superplusagium from the last account 8.15.6* 

deductions in rent 3.10.4f 

2 years annuity to Thomas Morgan, charged' to 
Broughton 6.13.4 

1 year annuity to Richard Clerk, charged to 
Badgeworth 2.13.4 

2 years dower paid to the Countess of Suffolk 53.6. ß 

miscellaneous costs incurred by Richard Clerk 
from preceding year 30.7, Ohr 

miscellaneous costs incurred by Richard Clerk 
this year 13.16.0 

salary of John Pope, Chaplain 1.0.0 

2 years fee of David Malpas, steward of the 
court 6.0.0 

annuities granted to Thomas Hinton, John 
Wareyn and Thomas Cholmelye 3.15.11 

settlement of debts for beer purchased from 
divers Whitchurch men paid from the issues 
of the town mill 18.7.71 
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settlement of debt for wine purchased fron 
Ralph Bernard of-Bridgnorth 23.14.4 

miscellaneous purchases for Lady An'saret's 
use as shown in a list of Walter Wioodburne 86.11.11 

fee of the Receiver of Blaclinere 3.0.0 

arrears of the Countess of Suffolk's dower 
for 1399-1400 33.6.8 

payment to Thomas Green, knight, of the greater 
part of the sum owed to him, of the maritagium 
of Mary, daughter of the Lady fron the issues 
of TTrockwardine 15.0.0 

miscellaneous payments by Elizabeth, Richard 
Clerk, Richard Overton, John Polton 
(Draper) and William Spicer 39.14.4 

TOTAL of all payments 349.13.4. 

repayment of sums Paid from the coffers of Lord Purnival in' 
beyond the values of the above manors this year 91'. 13.0 

*Richard Overton, the Receiver, had`a superplusagium of. 1/9d. at the end 
. of the account at Michaelmas 1401. He appears to have been dischargod 
of a further ¬ß/13/9d. of that account before then and Michaelas 1402, 
which gras now repaid to him. 
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Valor of Talbot Shropshire Estates, 1521-22 

Estate Revenues Expenditure Clear Value 

Blackmere: Blaclanere manor 34.15. 1o-hr 7.15. 3l 27.0. 7 
Lyneal manor 4.12. 1 5. 6 4.6. 7 
Marbury manor 23.10. 114 1.7. 6 22.3. 54 
B1ac3 ore member 88.18. 71 - 88.18. 7.2 
Whitchurch 71.18. 8 17.7. 1 54.11. 0 

Total 223.16. 241 26.15. 5 197.0. 94 

Bitterley 12.8. 6 1.8. 9 10.19. 9 

Bolas 26.12. 7 4.8. 4 22.4. 3 

Cheswardine 34.17. 5 3.1. 4 31.16. 1 
Corfham and Culminston 65.14. 1 2.11. 8 63.2. 5 

Earnstrey 6.7. 8 4.11. 3. 1.16. 5 
Shifnal 83.5. 2 13.14. 6 69.10. 7 (sic) 

Sutton Maddock 20.2. 0 1.12. 0 18.10. 0 

Tasley 30.17. 6 1.4. 0 29.13. 6 

Wrockwardine 47.19.101 1.16. 6 46.3. 41 

TOTAL 
Im- 

552.1. oO 61.3. 9 490.17. 2 
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