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Edward IV’s Unél'owhed Queen:  .

The  Lady Eleanor Talbot, Lady Butler

JOHN ASHDOWN— HILL

Richard  III’s  accession to the  throne  was based on the claim that the children of

Edward IV were illegitimate. His  case  was  that  Edward  IV’s  marriage .with

Elizabeth Woodville was  both  clandestine and bigamous, and therefore invalid. If

the two premises of clandestinity and bigamy were provable, Richard’s case was  a

good one.I

The secrecy of Edward  IV’s  marriage to Elizabeth Woodville was, in  fact,

notorious.  As to the charge of bigamy, it is stated  that  before his secret marriage to
Elizabeth, Edward had already made  a  precontract of marriage with Lady Eleanor

Butler. This statement was made by the  Bishop of Bath and Wells, who, according

to Commynes, claimed to have himself been present at the time.2 It is not clear

whether this earlier entanglement was also notorious, but. Lady Eleanor’s name is
mentioned by two sources-1 and 6ther sources  which  do not name her refer

obliquely to this affair.f' It is certainly possible that some members of the nobility,

notably members of Lady Eleanor’s family, including, perhaps, her uncle, the Earl

of Warwick, had known of her relationship with King Edward prior to the latter’ 5

death' m 1483.
This  article IS an attempt to assemble and interpret all the surviving evidence

relating to Lady Eleanor. Very little has  been  published on the subject, and  what  1s

to be found in print is often misleading. For example, the entry under  her name in
The  Plantagenet Encyclopedia  suggests  that she was Edward’s mistress ‘in her

youth’.5 This is ill-informed because it is irreconcilable  both  with  what  is known of

the chronology and  with  what is known of Lady Eleanor’s character. In Eleanor’s

youth, Edward was  even  younger. When she was eighteen, for example, (by which
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time  she had already been married for several years), Edward was probably twelve

years old. At the  time  of her marriage to Sir Thomas Butler, Edward would  have

been about eight! As for Lady Eleanor’s  character, she seems to  have  been noted

for her piety.

It is true that in 1483, when  the existence of the precontract was first publically

alleged, Lady Eleanor was not available for comment, having been  dead since

1468. There is, however, evidence ex  silentio  from her surviving brother and sister.

The relationship between Lady Eleanor and her sister, Elizabeth, Duchess of

Norfolk, seems to  have  been particularly close, and whatever the truth of Eleanor’s

relationship with the king, Elizabeth, at least, is likely to  have  been  aware of it. It is

notable, therefore, that  Elizabeth took part in Richard  III’s  coronation. So did her

and Eleanor’s great nephew, the  young Earl of Shrewsbury, who also seems to

have been one of the  very few members of the nobility who were with Richard at

the  battle  of Bosworth.“ Moreover, Lady Eleanor was  a  close relative of Richard

III’s  wife (she was  Anne  Neville’s first cousin). It is doubtful, therefore, whether

Richard would have chosen deliberately to bring her name into the public eye as he

did, had the allegation been unsubstantiated. The surviving accounts suggest that

Bishop Stillington, not Richard, was responsible for the allegation, and Stillington,

as a  canon  lawyer, would have very well  understood  the importance of factors

which many lay people  have  found confusing, both  in the fifteenth century and

since.
Surprise and incredulity have  sometimes been  expressed  at the idea  that

Stillington should have  chosen  to make his revelation only after more  than  twenty

years. There is, in fact, some evidence that he may have spoken of the  matter
earlier (to the Duke of Clarence in about  1478).  However, to imply that he was

under some kind of obligation to  have  acted before is to quite misunderstand the

nature of the  case  and Stillington’s involvement. During the lifetimes of the parties

to the precontract, it would  have  been for the  Lady Eleanor, as the 'wronged pany,

to have raised the matter with the church courts, had she so wished. If she  chose
not to  take  action it would certainly have  been  no business of Stillington’s to do so.

This situation changed dramatically, however, upon the death of Edward IV, when

the wrong that  had been done was  about  to be compounded by the  enthronement  of

a  bastard, to the detriment of the claims of legitimate heirs. It was  this  which

compelled Stillington, in conscience, to act when he did, and there is nothing in the

least surprising about  it.
The objection has also been raised  that  Richard III should have submitted the

question to a church  court  for judgement. But since Richard was acting only upon

advice received  from  Stillington, a high ranking churchman and an  expert in canon

law, he presumably understood the church’s judgement on the matter to  have  been

already delivered. Moreover, once the allegation of the  existence  of the precontract
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had been made, the onus of bringing the matter before an ecclesiastical court

properly belonged, once  again, to one of the  parties to the dispute  —  and the only
living parties in  1483  were Elizabeth Woodville and her children  —  and not to

Richard, who was not directly involved in any way in the point of canon law  which
was at  issue.

Family Background
Lady Eleanor  Talbot  was the daughter of John, Lord Talbot, later  first  Earl of

Shrewsbury (1387?-1453)7 who  ‘was  descended from old Anglo-Norman  stock’ ."

He was a supporter of the Lancastrian monarchs, in whose service he played an

active  role, especially in France. A contradictory figure, the earl has  been  described

as a man of ‘violent temper’,” with  a  reputation for cruelty, and he was
remembered in France as  a  bogey man whose name was used to frighten  naughty

children. In England, however, he was seen as  a  great hero and a pattern of

knightly virtue, and  even  in France he was sufficiently respected for his enemies to
build a chapel to his memory on the  spot where  he died. In addition to his damaged

tomb effigy, pictures of him exist, one of  which  is probably meant  to represent him

in  1442, at the time when he was elevated to the earldom of  Shrewsbury.  He seems
to  have  had dark brown hair, which  may give a clue as to his  daughter’s  colouring.

John  Talbot  married first in  about  1405.” His first wife was Maud Neville

(1392?-1422), daughter of his step-father, Lord Furnival, and she bore him three

sons, his heir, Thomas, who died  young, John, later second Earl of Shrewsbury,
and Christopher. Maud died in May 1422, and her widower subsequently married

again, probably in 1425. His second wife, about  seventeen years his junior, was
Lady Margaret Beauchamp (1404-1467), eldest daughter and co-heiress of Richard

Beauchamp, Earl of Warwick. She could also be  a  forceful personality, at least to

judge from the story that she helped her husband to imprison and  exact  concessions

from one of her rivals for the Berkeley inheritance." Margaret bore her husband at
least five children, among them, Lady Eleanor,l2 but their married life was  much

interrupted by her  husband’s  absences in France, on military duties. He  was,
however, in England for  about  ten weeks from May to late July 1435," and it was

perhaps during this period  that  Eleanor was conceived. She was probably born  in
about February or March 1436." It is not known where she was born, but the  most

likely location is perhaps the manor  house  at Blakemere, near Whitchurch, Salop.,
a house which her father had inherited from his mother, Ankaret Lestrange, and

which was his favourite residence. Other possibilities include the  Talbot  ancestral

home of Goodrich Castle, Hereford, and Sheffield Castle. John and Margaret’s

other  known  children were John, Lord Lisle, born  circa  1426, Louis, Humphrey

and Elizabeth. One can conjecture from  what  is known of John Talbot’s

movements and from his will  that  Louis was the second son of the marriage, and
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was  born  about 1428 or 1429. After this, there was a gap of several childless years,

during which Talbot was  a  prisoner in  France.  Humphrey may have been  born

about  1434, after Talbot’s release, and his youngest child, Elizabeth, in 1443, or
1444, which would have made her about the same age as her  husband, John, the

last Mowbray Duke  of Norfolk, to whom she was apparently bethrothed in
infancy."

From 1436 to 1445 Eleanor’s father was in France almost constantly, and it is

doubtful how much she  ever  saw of him. He was in England briefly in February to

May 1442, ‘his  first visit since  1435’, and it was at this time  that  he was created

Earl of Shrewsbury. He was in England again from  June-August  of 1443. In
January to February 1445 his  countess  seems to  have  been with him in France ‘in

the party that went  to Nancy to collect Margaret of  Anjou  for her journey to

England. In March  this  splendid entourage travelled to England. On 12

March he [Talbot] was reappointed lieutenant of Ireland and his long period of
service in Normandy came formally to an  end’.'°

In  1447  the Earl returned to England from Ireland, and thence was  sent  back to

France with his brother-in-law, the Duke of Somerset. From  August 1449  to July

1450, Talbot was again  a  prisoner of the  French, and was only released in 1450 on

condition  that  he undertake  a  pilgrimage to Rome, as he himself wished to do. He

returned  from Rome to England  where  he arrived on 20 December 1450 to take up
the issue of his wife’s inheritance, a matter which was of importance to them as

their eldest son, John  Talbot, Lord Lisle, was not heir to the earldom of

Shrewsbury, being a  child of his  father’s  second marriage. In  1452  the earl was

sent back to France, where he was killed on 17 July 1453, probably by a blow from
a battle  axe to the back of the skull, during an assault on the  town  of Castillon.I7 He

was reputed to be about eighty at the time, but was probably actually about  sixty-
six years old. His eldest son by Margaret, the  young Lord Lisle, was also killed,

fighting at his side, an incident which Shakespeare later made famous.
It is uncertain how well  Lady Eleanor knew her father, but later in her  life, she

seems to  have  exhibited the concern of a dutiful daughter when she endowed
masses for the repose of the souls of both her parents, as well as  of her elder

brother, Lord Lisle.” This might have  been  no more than conventional piety, but
there are indications that Eleanor was sincerely devout and  that  she had a close

relationship with at  least  some members of her family. She was  almost  certainly

better acquainted with her mother than with her father. On her  mother’s  side,

Eleanor was a direct descendant of Edward I” and also related to the Beaufort

branch of the  Lancastrian  royal family, for her  mother’s  sister, Elinor, after whom

she was perhaps named, was the wife of Edmund Beaufort, Duke of Somerset
(died 1455). Henry, Duke of Somerset (died  1464) and Edmund, Duke of Somerset

(died 1471) were Eleanor’s first cousins. Her  mother’s  half sister, Anne, was the
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wife of  Richard  Neville, Earl of Warwick, so Eleanor was also the cousin of Isabel

Neville, future Duchess of Clarence, and  Anne  Neville, future Duchess of

Gloucester and later Queen of Richard III.

We know little of Eleanor’s character or appearance, although she is reputed to

have been beautiful and virtuous. The fact  that  she attracted the attention of

Edward IV is sufficient, perhaps, to  vouch  for the former, while  both  her insistence

on marriage and her later life style could be considered evidence for the  latter

quality. Her  beauty seems to  have  been  a  family trait, for Eleanor’s sister,

Elizabeth  Talbot, Duchess  of Norfolk, has also been described as beautiful.20

Eleanor may also have shared Elizabeth’s  taste  for music, for the Duchess of

Norfolk had her own  troop of minstrels.2l Strangely, given the apparently forceful

characters of her  parents, Eleanor seems to  have  been  rather  a  quiet lady, who

made no cataclysmic use of the dangerous  state secret  which  her concealed second

marriage to the  king constituted.

Marriage with  Sir  Thomas Butler
In 1450,22 at the age of  about  fourteen, Eleanor was married to Sir Thomas Butler,

son and heir of Ralph, Lord  Sudeley, with  a  dowry of £1000.” A pedigree roll on
vellum  exists, which  must  have  been commissioned by Lord Sudeley or by Sir

Thomas himself at the time of the marriage. It gives a royal genealogy, a list of key

historical events and a parallel pedigree of the lords of Sudeley, culminating with
the marriage of Thomas and Eleanor. The roll is  dated  to year 27 of Henry VI and
therefore  must have  been prepared before 31  August  1449, but may well  have  been

commissioned in advance of the actual marriage. The heraldic illustrations  have

nevér been completed, and Sir  Thomas’ arms  (Butler  quartering Sudeley), which

should be impaling Eleanor’s Talbot lion rampant on  a  shield engrailed, in fact

impale  a  blank shield.24 As Eleanor's  father  was  abroad, and indeed, a  prisoner at

this time, the marriage was presumably arranged by her mother, or at least, she

must  have finalised the arrangements. The Butlers of Sudeley may have been

distantly related to the Butlers of Ormond, with  whom  the Talbots were also linked

in marriage. Eleanor’s half-brother, the second Earl of Shrewsbury, was married to

Lady Elizabeth Butler, daughter of James, fourth  Earl of  Ormond.  (The  arms of the

Butlers of Sudeley and the Butlers of Ormond are, however, quite unconnected.)

At the time of Eleanor’s marriage to  Thomas  Butler, the  young couple was  given,

by Lord Sudeley, (albeit apparently without  royal authorisation), the  manors  of

Greve and Great Dorset  (co.  Warwickshire). The Sudeley of his title was in

Gloucestershire, but his family held manors in Wigorne and Warwickshire. The

Butlers  also  had family links with East Anglia. Lord Sudeley and his second wife

were formerly commemorated in  a  stained glass window at ‘Chylton Cherche’.’J

The village of  Chilton  in  Suffolk  is now a suburb of Sudbury. It is possible  that a
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little of the glass commemorating Ralph  and Alice Butler, Lord and Lady Sudeley,

has survived, for in the  Crane  Chapel  ‘the  east  window retains two lovely little

figures of  late fifteenth  century glass in its tracery lights.  One shows St Apollonia

bearing her emblem, the pincers, [in the other] St Michael is shown with raised

sword, vanquishing a blue demon'f" The  Cranes, some  of whose  monuments  are

also in this chapel  that  bears their name, were cousins of Lord Sudeley, for the

Butlers had held the manor of Chilton  from  1333  until 1400, when  it passed to

William Crane of Stonham as part of the settlement  when  he married Marjorie

Butler. The Crane arms clearly show their connection with Lord Sudeley’s family.

What precisely Lady Eleanor’s relationship was  like  with her husband, her

father— and mother-in-law, and subsequently with  her 'father-in-law’s second wife,

cannot  be known for certain, but there is some evidence  that  she was on terms of

affection with them, for endowments were established to pray for Thomas and his

parents, either by Eleanor herself or by her younger sister, Elizabeth. Later, long

after Eleanor’s  death, Elizabeth seems to  have  maintained friendly links  with

members of Lord Sudeley's family, being especially close  to  Anne Montgomery,

who was his niece.” Sir Thomas and Lady Eleanor seem to  have -had  no children.

Lady Eleanor’s sister, Elizabeth, Duchess of Norfolk, also had few children, in fact

only one  daughter, Lady Anne Mowbray, is known, and she died  dining her  eighth
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year. Moreover, Eleanor’s brother, Humphrey, was childless, as was her brother,

Louis, though Lord Lisle left three children. Thomas Butler died in  1461,“ leaving

Eleanor  a young and attractive widow.” It is possible that, like Elizabeth

Woodville’s first husband, he was killed fighting for the  House  of Lancaster,

perhaps in one of the two battles  fought  in February 1461. Certainly his father,

Lord Sudeley, remained  a  convinced Lancastrian, and carried the sword of  state

before Henry VI in March  1471, when  George Neville, Archbishop of York, tried

to rally support for the old king by parading him  through  the streets of London.

The  Precontract
It was probably to ensure her inheritance of her  husband’s  manors-m that  Eleanor

had occasion, some time after March 1461, to appeal to the newly enthroned

Edward IV, for he had confiscated them on the grounds  that  Lord‘ Sudeley had

conveyed them to  Thomas  and Eleanor without royal licence. In  1461  Edward IV

was nineteen and Eleanor  about  six years his senior. The new king was already

acquainted with members of the Butler family, for Lord Sudeley's sister, Elizabeth

Butler, Lady Say, was his godmother." Where Edward and Lady Eleanor met is

uncertain, but some details of Edward  IV’s movements  in 1461 after his

proclamation as king, are  known  (see Map). Edward was in Norwich in May 1461,

and possibly again in October, when it was rumoured he intended to go on

pilgrimage to Walsingham. Eleanor had a number of connections with East Anglia,

and was ultimately to be buried in Norwich, in 1468, so they may have  met there,

but Warwickshire and Gloucestershire were  also  areas with which Eleanor had

associations, and the king was in these parts of the country in  August  and

September. It is also  possible that  Eleanor came to London or Westminster to

petition the king.
Wherever they met, Edward seems to have played out with her a similar scene

to the one he was later to  enact  with Elizabeth Woodville. According to

Commynes, he ‘promised to marry her, provided that he could sleep with her first,

and she  consented’.  Edward  ‘had  made this promise in the  Bishop [of  Bath]’s
presence  [sic].  And  having done so, he slept  with  her’. Commynes even claims that

Stillington  ‘had  married them’,-‘2 but this is probably an overstatement, although in

dealing with a  devout lady, as Eleanor seems to  have been, it was perhaps clever of

Edward to choose  a  priest, albeit  a  somewhat worldly one, as  a  witness}1

In fact  a  precontract of marriage did not require a third party to be present, but

in this case Stillington, as reported by Commynes, claimed that he had witnessed

Edward’s precontract of marriage with Eleanor, and this would certainly explain

how he came to be aware of its existence. All  that  was actually required for such  a
precontract  was a promise of marriage, followed by sexual intercourse. This

created  a  bindihg commitment, recognised, for example, by decretals of Pope
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Alexander 111, as a valid  union.“ In  canon  law as interpreted in England in xhe
fifteenth  century,  only a  subsequent public marriage in  facie ecclesiae  could have
superseded such an existing precontract, and  then  only in the sense that the

children of the subsequent ‘marriage’, if it had been celebrated in, public, would

havevbeen regarded as legitimate.-15

Interestingly, as Edward and Lady Eleanor were  fifth  cousins twice  over  in

different lines of descent, under the strictest interpretation of the prohibited degrees

of relationship they could not marry without  a papal dispensation.” The king,

however, never took  advantage  of  this fact  to petition for nullity in  respect of the
precontract, but preferred, perhaps unwisely, to ignore the whole episode as  though

it had never happened. Buck asserts  that  ‘he could not  bear  to  have  it  mentioned’."
As for the  soi-disant  witness, Robert Stillington was Keeper of the Privy Seal  in
1461, and held a  number  of ecclesiastical appointments, but was  not, in  1461, a

bishop. Edward did, however, favour him towards the end of  1461  by awarding
him an.annual salary of £365 and early in 1465, shortly after the king made public
his marriage with Elizabeth Woodville, Stillington received the bishopric of Bath

and Wells.”

——>  “will”!!!
fl ,  .........,,.  August/September

Known Movements  of  King Edward  IV in  1461
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Life  in  Retirement
During the 1460s, Lady Eleanor seems to  have  lived quietly, in retirement. Perhaps

at  first  she hoped  that  Edward IV would  honour  the precontract of marriage he had

made with her, but all hope of  that  must  have  vanished in  autumn  1464 at the

latest, when  Edward announced his marriage to Elizabeth Woodville.  Buck-‘9 has

suggested  that Edward’s  union with Eleanor produced a child, but no other  writer

has  referred  to this, and it seems unlikely to be true. If  a  child of Edward and

Eleanor had been living in  1484, Richard  III’s  titulus regius  would  have  made it

heir to the  throne.  It may, indeed, have  been Eleanor’s failure to produce children

either by Thomas  Butler or by Edward  which  made the king cool towards  her.

Certainly Buck  suggests  that  Elizabeth Woodville’s proven fecundity was, in

Edward’s view, a strong point in her favour. Buck also suggests  that  Eleanor, upset

at the  treatment  she had received at the king’s  hands, was  ‘not  able to contain

herself’, and spoke of the  precontract  to her mother, or her sister, the Duchess of

Norfolk.“0 Buck is sometimes inaccurate, and the story of Eleanor’s revelation as he

recounts  it  cannot  be correct, for he suggests  that  Eleanor’s  father  took  a hand  in

the matter and this would  have  been impossible, for he was long dead.  It is,
nevertheless, possible, even  perhaps  likely, that  the dowager Countess of

Shrewsbury and the duchess of Norfolk would  have  known  of what had passed

between Eleanor and the king. Perhaps Edward  IV’s  failure to do anything to

resolve the long-standing Berkeley inheritance dispute in which the countess was

involved, was an act of deliberate policy on his  part, since while the  matter

remained unresolved it gave him  a  hold  over  the countess.

Where Eleanor lived and what she did  during the 14605 are not  known  for

certain, but there is some evidence of a close relationship with her  younger  sister,

Elizabeth, of patronage of the University of Cambridge; specifically of the College
of Corpus Christi (see below), and of an involvement with Carmelite spirituality,
which may have  led her to become  a  conversa  (lay associate) of the Carmelite

Friary in Norwich. These  things  in  turn  combine to suggest a  strong East Anglian
orientation during this period of Eleanor’s life. It may be that she was living at this
time with Elizabeth, whose chief residence as  Duchess  of Norfolk was at

Framlingham Castle, Suffolk, but who  also  had a dower  house, East Hall, at

Kenninghall in Norfolk, and incidentally, through  this, had a link with two  noted

Carmelites, the late John Kenyngale, former chaplain to Edward  IV’s  parents, Prior
of the White Friars in Norwich, and Father Provincial of the Carmelite order in

England until his death in 1451, and Peter Keningall, Prior of the Cannelite Priory
in Oxford and noted preacher. Elizabeth is  known  to  have  rebuilt the tower of
Kenninghall  church, which she adorned with Talbot and Mowbray heraldry, and

either she, or she and Eleanor, reglazed the  east  window of the  church, again with

Talbot and Mowbray arms, surrounding a  huge  white rose-en-soleil. Some of this
glass survived  until  the 17805, although all is now gone."
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Benefactress  of  Corpus  Christi College, Cambridge
There is evidence  that  Lady Eleanor was  a  benefactress of Corpus Christi College,
Cambridge. Unfortunately most  of this dates from the period after Eleanor’s death.
A  college document dated 20 March 1495 refers to her as ‘famosa ac Deo devota
Eleanora Botelar Benefactrix ct amica  nostra  intima’,“z and later documents

speak  of a scholarship ‘ex fundatione Helionore  Butler’ .‘-"There is  also equivocal
evidence from  a  letter, quoted by an eighteenth century historian of the college,
and recently rediscovered, which may date  from Eleanor's  lifetime  and which

refers to an  unnamed  ‘gracious Ladi our  most bountous Lady' who seems to
have  been financing building work at the college. It is possible  that this  letter refers
to Lady Eleanor.“

The surviving fifteenth century documents  in the Parker Library which refer to
Eleanor as  a  benefactress of the college were written in connection with her  sister’s

extension of an apparently existing endowment, (presumably made by Eleanor
herself) so as to include prayers for Eleanor’s own soul.  They date  from the 14905.

Lady Eleanor’s Death  and  Burial

Lady Eleanor’s mother, the dowager Countess of Shrewsbury, died On  Sunday 14
June 1467, at the age of sixty three, and was buried in the Jesus Chapel of St Paul’s

Cathedral.“ At her mother’s funeral, Eleanor may have  met any number of

important people, for London was particularly crowded at  that  time because of the
opening of parliament, the presence in the capital of ambassadors from the  Duke  of
Burgundy, the great  tournament  between Lord Scales and the Bastard of  Burgundy
at Smithfield, and the return of her uncle, the Earl of Warwick, from his  embassy
in France. Warwick  was, at  this  point, very angry with the king because  in the

matter of the negotiations for the marriage of Margaret of York the king was once
again ignoring his advice. Also his brother, George, Archbishop of York, had just
been dismissed as chancellor, a  promised royal marriage for one of his nephews
had been cancelled, and Edward was blocking the marriage of Warwick’s

daughter, Isabel, to the Duke of Clarence. Warwick was also at odds with the

queen’s  kindred, and in  fact  in incipient rebellion. Any hint to him of the existence
of the precontract between his niece and the king would have been potentially very
dangerous for Edward.

Lady Eleanor herself died a year and two weeks after her mother.“ She was
only thirty-two. It is not  known what  caused her comparatively early death. Buck
merely remarks laconically, without citing any evidence, that ‘out  of  doubt
kindnesse was not the cause’," thereby insinuating that  her death was in some way
untoward. This is  a  possibility which  cannot  be entirely discounted, for the

circumstances surrounding Lady Eleanor1§ death were somewhat unusual, although
this  could  have  been merely a matter of coincidence. Eleanor’s death, which the
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king cannot have  greeted but with some relief, seems to have been unexpected. Her

sister and  executn’x, the Duchess of Norfolk, was out of the  country at the time, as

were other important members of her family, and the legal  processes  attendant

upon  Eleanor’s death were  not, in fact, set in motion until two weeks later, when

Elizabeth  returned to England.

Eleanor may possibly have  died at East Hall, the old  manor  house at

Kenninghall which her sister held in dower. Writing in the sixteenth century, John

Leland recalled the following tradition relating to the  site  of this house, which had

by then been demolished by the Howard Dukes of Norfolk, to make way for  a

larger modern  house not far away: ‘There apperith at Keninghaule not far from the

Duke of Northfolkes new place  a  grete mote, withyn  the  cumpace  whereof there

was  sumtyme a  fair place, and there the saying is  that  there lay a Quene or sum

grete lady, and there dyed’.“ There  was an outbreak of the plague in  London  in

1467, and there were similar outbreaks at Kenninghall in the early sixteenth

century, so there is always the possibility that a  disease of this sort was responsible

for Eleanor’s apparently rather sudden and unexpected  death.  Eleanor  left  a  will,

but it seems not to be extant.“9 After her death her manors were returned to her

father-in-law."’
Lady Eleanor was buried in the church of the Carmelite Friary in Norwich."

This stood  a  little to the north of the Cathedral, over the River  csum  across
Whitefriars’ Bridge and near the city wall, in an area bounded by the river and

Cowgate Street  (now  Whitefriars). The  site  is now occupied by Jarrold’s Printing.

Nothing remains of the friary above ground level except an archway, rebuilt in the

entrance of the new  magistrates’ court just  across the river from the original site, a

so-called ‘undercroft’ which  currently houses  a  printing museum, and  a  wall and

entrance archway formerly leading to an anchorite’s cell which adjoined the main

friary. The ‘undercroft’ and the remains of the anchorite’s cell are both still in  situ.

It is not certain why she should  have  been buried in Norwich. Her first

husband’s family had connections with the diocese of Norwich, as we  have  seen. It

is also noteworthy that  the Sudeley pedigree roll which the Butler family had

commissioned at the time of the marriage between Sir Thomas and Lady Eleanor 15

thought to  have  been  of  East  Anglian manufacture, and was probably written and

illuminated at the Abbey of  Bury St Edmunds. ‘2 Lady Eleanor  also  had  East
Anglian connections in her own right. She was descended from the de Clare

family, whose name is  associated  with Clare in Suffolk, and who were patrons of

many East Anglian religious houses, including the great shrine at Walsingham.

Eleanor’s descent was through her namesake, Alianore de Clare, Lady 1e

Despenser, and the Despensers too had  some  East Anglian links. Henry Despenser
was  Bishop of Norwich in the last quarter of the fourteenth century. His great

niece, Isabel, who was both  Eleanor’s  third cousin once removed and her  step-
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grandmother, gave to the shrine at Walsingham a  silver  tabernacle to enclose the

image of Our  Lady of Walsingham, specifying in her instructions that it should be

a copy of the one which enshrined the image of Our Lady of  Sudbury.  Clearly

Isabel knew both of these East Anglian shrines well. Moreover, in 1458, when he

lay sick and dying, Lady Eleanor’s brother, Sir Louis Talbot, requested that

pilgn'mage be made on his behalf to  various  shn'nes, but the one he named first was

Walsingham.-‘-1 We  have  also seen that Eleanor was closely associated with Corpus

Christi College, Cambridge.
A further, and most significant East Anglian  connection  lay in the  fact  that

Lady Eleanor’s sister, Elizabeth, was the Duchess of Norfolk. Elizabeth  Talbot  was

Eleanor’s  executrix“ and  must  have  been  responsible for Eleanor’s burial at the

Norwich  Church  of the White Friars. Elizabeth, however, was not with her sister

when she  died.  She had  been  appointed chief of the ladies waiting upon  the  king’s

sister, Margaret of  York,  during the celebrations for her marriage to Charles, Duke

of Burgundy. Thus Elizabeth had embarked with the princess at Margate on

Thursday 23 June, arriving at  Sluis  on  Saturday 25. On Monday 27 June she was

present at the exchange of promises between Charles and Margaret which made

Margaret  Duchess of  Burgundy, and she was still in Sluis with the new duchess on

the  last  day of June. On Saturday 2  July she accompanied  Margaret  by water to

Damme, where the  formal  marriage ceremony took  place, and the following day

she was in Margaret’s train for her  state  entry to Bruges, where she witnessed with

the princess the pageantry of the  tournament  of the Golden Tree. Not until

Wednesday 13 July did Elizabeth and the other English guests finally take  their

leave  and begin their journey back to England, where the news of her sister’s death

was awaiting the duchess.55

From  time to time during building work on the Whitefriars' site, further

fragments of the friary have  come to light. What became of Lady Eleanor’s tomb is

not known, and her body may still lie on the site, under the present  printing works.

Interestingly, a medieval female skeleton was discovered  here  during some

building work in 1958. It and what may have  been its wooden coffin were, until

recently, at the St Peter  Hungate Museum  in Norwich, and are  ‘now  at the Castle

Museum. Remains of at least one  other  body, probably male, were also discovered

at this time, together with fragments of painted  masonry from a  window, and

pottery sherds, the latter dating from about the  fourteenth  century. These remains

came from an area  south  of where the friary church  is  thought  to have stood,

(although  there  is some doubt  about  the  exact  location of the  church  building),

towards the surviving wall and archway of the anchorite’s  cell.  From the  very

meagre surviving accounts of the  excavation, it  seems  that  the body now in

Norwich  Castle  Museum was found with a  coffin  crushed and broken on top of it.

This might suggest  that  the burial had been disturbed at some time, perhaps during
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or after the dissolution of the friary.  Tombs  were not usually despoiled at the time

of the Dissolution, but in this  case  there is some evidence  that  the White Friars’

church in Norwich may have remained standing until the mid seventeenth century,

having been  finally demolished, perhaps, only during the period of the

Commonwealth (see below). At  that  period  such  desecration would certainly have

been  a  possibility. No detailed study seems previously to  have  been  made of this

body, although at the request of the present writer, the Director of the Norfolk

Museums Service agreed to an examination of the bones by a  consultant

osteologist, Mr. W.J. White, to  seek  to establish the age at death of the deceased

person and other relevant information, in the  hope  of coming closer to being able

to establish the identity of the remains. Lady Eleanor’s was not the only female

body interred in the White Friars’ church. Weever, who may have seen the tombs

himself, listed twenty aristocratic female interments, including Lady Eleanor’s, and

wills show  that  several other female interments, of women of lower social class,

also  took  place in the church. Weever was possibly unaware of these latter burials,
as the graves may have been unmarked, or marked by memorials  such  as brasses,

which could have been removed before 1630. The body at the Castle Museum was

thought  to be  that  of a laywoman who was a friend and benefactress of the friary,
and  who, for that reason, was given the privilege of burial within the friary

precincts.” This was a description which would certainly have fitted Lady Eleanor.
An examination of the remains  took  place on 29  August  1996.

The  Skeleton  at the  Castle Museum, Norwich

Following his examination of the remains of the body discovered at the
Whitefriars’ site  in 1958, and identified as Carmelite Friary Inhumation II (CFII),

Mr. W.J. White reported his findings to the Norfolk Museums Service (30
September 1996) as follows:

The skeleton examined was of  a  sturdily-built  woman  aged between 25

and 35, who appears to  have  enjoyed generally good  health  from at least

late childhood  until  her early death  and who almost certainly had never
experienced childbirth. The  above  data, including non-parous state

and age 25-35 are not inconsistent  with  what  is  known  of Lady Eleanor

Butler. '

Mr. White  also  noted  that  there were indications, particularly from the  state  of

the teeth, which suggested a refined diet containing sugar,  that  the individual was a

member of the nobility. In this  case the dental evidence  might  further suggest that
the age at death was towards the upper limit of the range established.

Wee_ver’s List _

In addition to Lady Eleanor, Weever, writing in  1631, listed eighteen other  femalés
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and  twenty-two  males as having been interred in the  church  of the Carmelite

Friary, Norwich, excluding the Carmelite religious themselves, whom  he lists

separately, and only one of whom was female: an anchoress. Weever was writing
nearly a century after the Dissolution, and the source for his  list  is not known, but

the Carmelite Church is  thought  to  have  been  still standing in the mid seventeenth

century, and  although  the main church building had been demolished by the early

eighteenth century, part of the Holy Cross chapel  seems  to  have  been still in use as

.a Baptist chapel as late as 1883.57 Weever himself may hav¢ seen the tombs he
describes. At all  events  their  existence would appear to  have  been within living

memory in 1631. Where his list can be  checked  by reference to other source

material it proves to be accurate.” In addition to  Weever’s  list, wills indicate  that

six further female burials also  took  place at the Carmelite church. Probably,

however, all of these can be eliminated as candidates for identification with CFH  -

on the grounds of their social  status. This  would  leave a  total of  twenty possible
candidates to be identified as CFH. Eight of  them  are  known  to  have  had children
-and a ninth was only a  child at the time of her  death.

Thus  the evidence reduces the list of candidates for identification  with  CFII
from  twenty to a maximum of eleven. There is some evidence that  a  further six of
the; individuals on the list also had children, which would eliminate  them  from

consideration also, but the evidence so far available in  these  further six  cases  is not

conclusive.

These  findings do not provide sufficient evidence for identification. As Mr.
W.J. White indicated in his report to the Norfolk Museums Service, this could only
be achieved by a  technique  such  as Mitochondrial DNA analysis. For the moment,

the  fate  of Lady Eleanor's  body remains uncertain.

APPENDIX
The list of female interments at the Norwich Carmel given by Weever is as

follows:

1. Lady La... Argentein

Lady Eleanor Butler

Lady Alice Boyland

Lady Katherine, wife of Sir Bartholomew Somerton, Kt.

Lady Alice, wife of Sir Will. Crongthorp
Lady Joan, wife of Sir  Thomas  Morley

Marg. Pulham

Lady Elizabeth Hetersete

Lady Katherin, wife of Sir  Nich.  Borne

.‘OWHQMPPN
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10. Joan, wife of John Fastolph

11. Alice, wife of Thomas Crunthorp

12. Lady Alice Everard, died  1321

13. Lady Alice Withe, died 1561
14. Lady Elizabeth, third wife of Sir  Thomas  Gerbrigge (who died 1430), formerly

wife of Sir John Berry and daughter of Robert Wachesham, died  1402.
15. Lady Alice, wife of Sir Edmund Berry (who died  1433) and daughter of

Thomas Gerbrigge

16. Elizabeth, first wife of William Calthorp and daughter of Sir Reignold, Lord

Hastings, Waysford and  Ruthin, died  1437

17. Cecily, child of William Calthorp
18. Lady Margery, wife of Sir John Paston and  daughter  of  Thomas  Brews, died

1495

19. Lady Margaret, wife of Sir Thomas Pigott, died 1489

20. Emma (Stapleton), Carmelite anchoress, died  2  December 1422.

In addition to Weever’s list, wills indicate  that  the following female buria‘ls also

took  place at the Carmelite church:

21. Christian Savage, widow of Peter'Savage of Norwich, died  1440

22. Margaret Furbisher, widow, died 1466

23. Christian Boxworth, widow, died  circa  1500

24. Elizabeth, widow of Will. Aslake, died 1502/3
25. Margaret Beaumond, died 1523 -
26.- .Hevyngham, mother of  John Hevyngham, parson of 'Kesgrave, died  circa

1500. ‘9
However, the social  status  of  these further six women means that  none  of them 1s
likely to have  been  the individual represented by the remains CFII.

For the female interments listed by Weever, the following additional

information has been discovered, and the following conclusions can be drawn:

1. Lady La...  Argentein’s  name is known to  have  been Laura. She was the sister

of Robert de  Vere, Earl of  Oxford, and the wife of Sir Reginald Argentein.

She was probably the mother of his son, John. She died in 1292. Since her
motherhood has not been established for certain, she  cannot  be excluded, and

there remains  a  possibility that  she is CFII.‘I0
2. Lady Eleanor is the subject of this article. The known facts make it possible

that  she is CFII.
3. Lady Alice Boyland was the wife of Roger de Boyland, who died before

1256. Their son, Richard de Boyland, whose wife was  also  called Alice, was

living in 1298. Lady Alice  must have  died after  1256  (when the Norwich
Carmel was founded), but her date of death' 15  unknown.  The  fact that  she was

a  mother means she  cannot  be CFII. ‘“

182  .



4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.,

Katherine  Somerton’s  husband, Sir Bartholomew  Somerton, was related by

marriage to the Pastons, and possibly also to Friar  John  Somerton (fl. c.

1479), who may have  been a  Carmelite, though he is not listed as such by

Weever. Bartholomew had at least two children, Thomas and Constantia, the

name  of their mother is not stated. It was probably Katherine, but the

evidence is not sufficient to exclude her from consideration for identification

with CFII. 6’

Lady Alice Crongthorp is identified by Weever  as the wife of Sir Will.
Crongthorp. Two individuals of this name are known, in connection with the

manor of Crownthorpe, near Wymondham:  Sir William Crungethorpe II (fl.

c. 1346) and his father (fl. c. 1280-1320).  Both  had at least one son called

William, but the  name  of the mother is in neither  case  recorded. Sir William

Crungethorpe I is almost certainly the correct candidate, as Weevcr lists

among the Carmelite Friars also buried at the friary 'in Norwich  ‘Frater
Willelmus Crongethorp, miles ante ingressum ordinis, obiit 12 Aprilis 1332’.
This would suggest  that  his wife had predeceased him and he buried her at

the friary, perhaps  circa  1330, before himself entering the Carmelite order.
Moreover, William II is  known  to  have  had  a  wife called Katherine. Thus,

while Lady Alice Crongthorp cannot  be conclusively excluded from
consideration, the probability is strong that she was the  mother  of William
Crungethorp II, and therefore not CFII.“
Joan Morley’s husband in fact had a higher rank  than  Weever allows him, for

he was not only a knight but  also  the fourth Baron Morley. Joan died in 1384.
Her age at death is  unknown, but she had at  least  one  son, Robert. She  cannot

'  therefore be CFII.“

Marg. Pulham is perhaps to be identified with the unnamed first or second
wife of Sir  Thomas  Pulham of Stradbroke, Suffolk, (who died 1532), who

left 103. to the Norwich Carmelites in his. will. She was possibly also  the

mother of his  daughter, Margery. The family may have  been related to the
Carmelite Friar, Robert Pulham, whom Weever  also  lists as being buried at

the White Friars. ‘5
Elizabeth Hetersete can be identified with Elizabeth, wife of Sir John
Hethersett. Sir John died  circa  1355, but Elizabeth survived him. Her  date  of

death could be assigned to  circa  1360-70. She is  known  to  have  borne at least
one son, William, and cannot therefore be CFII.“

Katherin Borne is perhaps to be identified with the unnamed mother of

Elizabeth Borne, wife of John Harling."
Joan Fastolph cannot, at  present, be identified and no further details about her
are available:-

Alice  Crunthorp, wife of  Thomas  Crunthorp, IS fairly certainly the  unnamed
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.
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wife of Thomas Crungethorpe (died c. '1400). It is not  known  whether  this
couple had children.“
Alice Everard was the wife of Sir  Thomas  Everard, who was alive as early as
the reign of Henry III. She may not have been his first wife, and must  have
been considerably younger than her husband, but even so, she would  have

been an old lady by the time of her death in 1321. She is  known  to  have  had

at  least  one  son, Thomas, and therefore  cannot  be CFII."9
Lady Alice Withe is  said  by Weever to  have  been buried at the Norwich

Carmel in 1561.  This  is certainly an error for  1361.  No bun'als could  have
taken place at the priory after the Dissolution. Blomefield gives Lady Alice
as the  wife  of Sir Oliver Wythe, who was also buried at the Norwich Camel,

as were other members of his family. Sir Oliver and Lady Alice are  thought
to have been the parents of Sir John  Wyth  (died 1387). It is therefore

probable  that  Lady Alice could not  have  been CFIIJ"

Elizabeth Gerbn'gge was probably about 47 when she died. She was  also  the

mother of no. 15, Alice Berry. She  cannot  therefore have been CFII.

Alice  Berry died at about the age of 50, and was the mother of Agnes, wife of
Judge William Paston.  Thus  she  cannot  be CFII.7l

Elizabeth  Calthorp was the wife of Sir William Calthorp II. Although Weever

describes her father as Lord Hastings, this title was, in  fact, disputed, but

Reynold did hold the title, Lord Grey, which Weever omits. Elizabeth was

about 30 at the time of her death, and had at  least  three children, John, Anne
and William. She cannot be CFII.72
Cecily probably died  about  1390. She was probably the daughter of William
Calthorp I (c. 1360-1420) by his first wife, Eleanor  Mawtby.  Weever  states
that she was a child at the time of her death. She therefore could not be CFII.”
Margery Paston is well-known from published editions of the Paston family
papers. She was aged about 35 at the time of her  death, in  1495, and had had
at  least  six children: Christopher, Sir William, Dorothy, Elizabeth, Philippa

and Philip. She cannot be CFH.“
Margaret Piggott may be the Margaret who was wife to Jeffrey Pigot, fl. c.
1457/8. No other details are known.”
Emma, the Carmelite anchoress, was the daughter of Sir Miles Stapleton.

Unfortunately more  than one individual is known to have borne the name
Miles in different generations of the  Stapleton family, and it is not clear
which  one was Emma’s father, which makes it difficult to estimate her age at

death.  One would expect her to  have  been childless, since she does not seem

to  have  been married before she became an anchoress. Living, as she did, a

life of asceticism, it may be considered doubtful whether, if she died in her

early thirties, she would by then  have  consumed sufficient sugar to  display
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the  incipient caries found  in  CFII, or  whether  she would have  been  buried  in
an oak  coffin.  It  remains possible, however, that she is  CFIIJ"
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parish church  at  Whitchurch.

.  Unfonunalely no surviving document  at  Corpus Christi  College relating to the  endowments  of  Eleanor

and  Elizabeth  Talbot  predates Elizabeth’s  indentures of  I495  and I496, but  references  [0  Eleanor  as a

benefactress  of the college, and the fact that the  scholarship founded  was  later referred  to as ex

fimdutiane  Helianore  Butler,  suggest that the endowment was originally Elcanor's  and that  Elizabeth

subsequently supplemented  and augmented it. R.  Masters,  History of the  College  of Corpus  Chrisli,

Cambridge I753,  appendix,  p. 53. The surviving College  accounts  for the 14605 are somewhat

fragmentary, and  shed  no light on the  point.  I  am  most  grateful to  Mrs. Catherine Hall,  Library Archivist

at  Corpus  Christi College, for all her  help in examining the  Corpus Christi  College  archives.

.  Complete Peerage.  vol.  8.  London  l937, pp. 54, 55;  vol.  4,  London  l9l6,  pp.  271-274.  Her father was a

descendent  of Edward I.

C. Weighlman,  Margarel  of York, Duchess  of Burgundy.  Gloucester I989,  p. 47. but no  source  is given for

this information.  A  hint of  Eleanor’s  and  Elizabeth's  physical  appearance  can  perhaps  be glimpsed in the

portrait  by Pelrus Christus  of  Bruges.  now in the Slaatliche Museen  Preussischer  Kulturbesilz,

Gemildcgalcric. Berlin (no.  532), although I am  advised  that the  skull  in  Norwich,  which may possibly be

Lady Eleanor‘s  (see  below). exhibits more prominent cheekbones  and  a  wider lower  jaw.  WJ. White,

personal  communication,  January I997.  The  portrait  in  Berlin,  painted  probably in  I468,  when the

Duchess  of  Norfolk  was in  Flanders  for Margaret of  York's  wedding, was  identified  as  a  member of the

Talbot family by an  inscription  on its  (now lost) original  frame.  It  could perhaps  be  Elizabeth,  Duchess  of

Norfolk,  who would  have  been twenty-three or twenty-four in 1468, buk is  more  probably one of her four

nieces:  Lady Elizabeth Talbot,  Lady Anne  Talbot,  Lady Margaret Talbot of Shrewsbury, or  Lady  Margaret

Talbot of  Lisle.  I am grateful to Dr. Anne Sutton for drawing my attention to this  portrait,  on the  subject  of
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which,  see L.  Campbell,  ‘Approaches to  Petrus Christus',  in  M.A.  Ainsworth,  ed.,  Pelrus Chrixlux  in

Renaissance Bruges.  New York and  Turnhout 1995,  pp. 3-5 and  figs.  1, 2. The  portrait  is illustrated in

M.A.  Ainswonh,  Perms  Chrisms.  Renaissance Master of Bruges. New York  I994,  facing p. l66.  A

representation of  Elizabeth,  Duchess of Norfolk is also to be found in  a stained-glass window  at Long

Melford  Church,  Suffolk.

A.  Crawford,  ‘The Private  Life  of John  Howard',  in  Richard III:  Loyalty Lordxhip and Law (see n. l).

p l9.

Calendar  of Palm! Rolls [467-77.  p. I33

Will of John Talbot. first Earl of Shrewsbury. Vane (see n. l2  above),  p.  376.

New York Public  Library.  Spencer Ms.  I93.  D. Winkless.  ‘Medieval  Sudeley part 2: The fifteenth

century Roll Chronicle of the  Kings  of  England, with  the Sudeley and  Boteler Pedigree'.  Family History,
vol.  1009”) PP. 21-39.

J.  Weever,  Ancienl Funeral  Monuments  of Greal  Britain.  London I63  I  ,  repr.  Amsterdam I979,  p.  778.

Guidebook  In St  Mary, Chilton,  Suflblk.  Redundant  Churches  Fund,  London  1985,  p. 5.

She and her sister-in-law. Jane Talbot.  widow  of Humphrey, followed Anne  Montgomery to the London
Minories. near Aldgate. where  all three resided in their later years. On her  death  she asked  to be interred
‘nyghe  unto the place  wher  Anne  Mongomery lyeth  buried'.  Will of Elizabeth Talbot.  Dowager  Duchess

of  Norfolk,  Public Record  Office,  PROB  I  l/IS, ff. l96v-l97r.

CPR  1467-77,  p.  133. A  Sir Thomas Butler was killed at the battle of  Towton,  fighting for  Henry VI. but
this may not have been Lady Eleanor's  husband,  see  A.W.  Boardman. The  Bullle  of Towlan,  Stroud
I994.  pp. 63, I60.

Commynes,  as quoted in R. Drewett and M. Redhead. The  Trial  of Richard  III,  Gloucester  I984, p.  l2],

n. Also G. Buck.  A Hislory of Ihe  Life  and  Reigne  of Richard  the  Third.  London  1646,  reprinted  1973.  p.
l22:  ‘a lady of  very eminent  beauty’.

Or at least,  that  of Great Dorset, for the other she seems to have  given back  to her  father-in-law,  albeit

without  a  royal  licence. CPR  1467-77,  p.  133.

.  W.E.  Hampton,  ‘Sir Thomas  Montgomery,  K.G.’,  The  Ricardian  no. 5l, December  [975  p. IO,  citing

Rat.  Purl.  vol. 5, pp. 462-463.

F. de  Commynes,  Memoires  (trans. M. Jones) Harmondswonh 1972.  pp. 353-4.  397.  354. Stillington was
not,  at  this period,  a bishop. Commynes is  writing with  hindsight.

Stillington  had several  illegitimate children,  and  during the course of his episcopatc seems to have visited
his diocese very rarely. He was  primarily a  government  minister. For  details  of his  career, see AJ.

Mowat. ‘Robert Stillinglon‘. The  Ricartlitm.  vol.  4  (June I976), pp.  23-28, and WE. Hampton, ‘A  further

Account  of Robert  Slillington' The  Ricartlimx  vol.  4  (Sept.  1976),  pp.  24-27.  Also  AB. Emden,  A
Biographical  Register  of the  University of Oxford,  3 volumes, Oxford  I957-9, vol. 3, pp. I777-78.

C.N.L. Brooke. The  Medieval  Idea  of Marriage.  Oxford  I989,  p.  169.

Helmholz  (see  n. I), pp. 95. 96.

Brooke,  pp. 58. 59.

5. Buck.  A  History of the  Life  and  Reigne  of Richard  the  Third,  London  1646,  repr.  I973,  p. I'l6.

Mowat.  (sec  n.33) p. 23,  citing CPR. I46I-l467.  pp. l49-50.  Emden,  Oxford.  p.  I778.

Buck. p.  I  I6.

Buc'k,  p. l22. -

M.F. Serpell,  Kenninglmll  History and St  Mary's  Church,  Norwich  1982.  pp. l6.  2l-27.  In connection with

Eleanor's links  with  the Carmelita Order,  interestingly, a  recent writer on  Cannelite  spirituality has spoken

of its  special  appeal for ‘people who are haunted in some way‘. J.  Welch,  The  Cannelire  Way, Leominsler

1996.  p. 8.  Cannelite spirituality is in the tradition of Christian mysticism. Its most famous  exponents  are
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later writers:  St  John  of the  Cross  and St  Teresa  of Avila, but the anonymous English writer of The  Cloud  of
Unknowing.  though not known to  have been  a Cannelile, is  close  to  this  tradition. and gives  a flavour  of it.

Parker  Library Ms.  XXX].  12].  lndenture of 20 March 1495  between  Elizabeth,  Duchess  of  Norfolk  and
the Master and  Fellows  of  Corpus  Christi College, by which  a scholarship was  endowed  for  a priest  to
pray for  Eleanor  and her deceased  relations.

Masters  (see  n. l8), appendix p. 53.

”mt,  p. 30. The  letter  is. now located in Dr.  John Bolwright‘s  Liber Albm‘,  dated  2 August but no  year  is
given.  John  Botwright,  however  was  Master  of  Corpus  Christi College  from  I443  to 1474.  Reference  to
Master  Thomas  Cosyn,  who became  a  fellow in  I462,  and who  seems  to  have been a  young man when the
letter was written, suggests a date in the  l4605. The  reference to  Thomas Cosyn is interesting. because he is
known  to have been  a  protege of the Talbot  sisters.  He  arrived  at  Corpus  Christi College in  1462  ‘as a
supemumerary fellow who is  apparently given the Master’s quota of  borrowable books  as soon as he  arrives‘,
personal  communication of 18  Nov.  I996  from  Mrs Catherine  Hall.  Library Archivist. Corpus Christi
College. citing the Markaunt Register of  borrowers  of  books from  the College  library,  Ms.  232.  In fact  Cosyn
is  listed  in the Markaunt Register for  I462  next after the  Master  of the College,  despite  the fact that he was
then  the  most junior fellow. 1462  is  precisely the  period  when an endowment by Lady Eleanor  on behalf of
her  first  husband, then recently deceased, is to be expected, and it is  very possible  that  such  an endowment
accounts for  Thomas  Cosyn’s  supernumerary presence.  The  Markaum  Register  also accords  Cosyn
extraordinary prominence  again in  1468;  another interesting coincidence,  since  this might  coincide  either
with  some  endowment on  behalf  of the dowager Countess of Shrewsbury (d.  I467)  or on behalf of  Eleanor

herself  (d.  1468).  Cosyn,  a  Norfolk  man.  was subsequently himself promoted  to Ihe  mastership of the College
(October  I487),  although he was not then the  most senior fellow. This  was  probably on the strength of the
patronage of the  Duchess  of  Norfolk,  who was funding building work  at the College in the  l4805,  and whose
chaplain he then  was.  Cosyn was  also named  as one of the  executors  of the Duchess of  Norfolk’s  will  in
l506.  (see  above,  n. 27), so his  association  with the affairs of the Talbot  sisters was a long one.

C.L.  Kingsford,  ed., A  Survey of London.  by John Stow,  2  vols.,  Oxford  I908.  vol.  I, pp.  336,  337.  For the
year  of the Countess's death see PRO C  l40/26  and  Calemlarium  Inquisition"!!!  Pas!  Morlem.  vol.  4,  London
1828, p. 34!.  A  different  date was given on her vanished  tomb in old St  Paul‘s Cathedral. but  this monument
was  erected lwenty~five years  after her  death,  and the  year  given on it  seems  to  have been  an  error.

30  June I468. Kendall.  Richard  III,  p.475.  Lady Eleanor's Inquisition  Post Mortem.  8 Edward  IV, no. 39.
PRO  C  l40/29 is  very faded and  difficult  to read, but the  documents  do not  appear  to  mention anywhere  the
date  of  Eleanor's death. However  the  first  page is dated  .wiii [.9]  die  Juli  of  year  8  of  Edward W (I468).  On
this date a ‘writ  of  (lien:  clausi! extremum  after  the  death  of  Eleanor. late  the  wife  of  Thomas Botiller

knight‘ was  ‘direcled  to the  eschealors  in  Wanvick‘.  Calendar  of Fine  Rolls l46l-l47l,  London  I949.  p.

2l5.  A  report  of [he  escheator‘s  findings appears in the  Calendar  of Palem Rolls  [467-1477,  p.  133.

Buck.  p.  122.

LT. Smith. The  Itinerary of John  Leland,  parts  6 and 7,  London  I909;  p. 120.

There must have  been  a  will,  for  Eleanor‘s  sister,  Elizabeth  is  slated  to have been named as her  executrix.

See  Corpus  Christi College,  Parker  Library, Ms.  XXX].  12],  which describes Elizabeth  as  xorar  dicte

Eleanare  e!  executnlr  tesmmemi  dicle Eleanare.

CPR  I467-I477,  p. 133, 6  February I469.

C.A.  Halsted.  Richard  III,  2  vols.. London  l844,  reprinted Gloucester  l977.  vol.  2, p. 9l n. 5. J.  Also
Weever,  Ancient  Funeral!  Monuments  (see  n.  25).  p.  805.  Halsled alone  is not  always  to be trusted on the
subject  of  Lady Eleanor;  she  incorrectly identifies  her  mother  as  Lady Katherine Stafford, following
Buck  in making this statement, she incorrectly states the  year  of her death as 1466, and  implies  that she
lived  in the Carmelite monastery, which, given  that  it was a  male  establishment, would  have been

surprising, although  Lady Eleanor  may well  have been a  Carmelita  canversa,  like  for  example  Agnes
Paston.  who,  in her will,  proclaims herself a  ‘suster' of the  Nomich  While  Friars.  See N.  Davis.  ed.,

Fusion  Letters  and  Papers  of lhe  Fifteenth  Cenlury.  2  vols..  Oxford I971,  vol.  I, p. 49.  Also  J.  Smet,
Cloistered  Carmel, A  Brief History oft/1e  Cannelile Nuns,  Rome  I986,  p. l7.  Halstcd,  again citing Buck,
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also infers  that  Cecily,  Duchess of York was aware of the  precomract,  and for this reason opposed the

subsequent Woodville  marriage,  but  there  seem  to be  slight grounds  for  this inference.  The  White  Friars
in Nomich was one of the  larger  CanneIite  Houses, and was founded in  l256  and dissolved in  1538.  D.

Knowles and RN. Hadcock,  Medieval  Religious  Houses -  England  and  Wales,  London  1953,  p. 198. The

church  building,  however,  seems not to have  been  demolished  before  the mid  seventeenth  century.

D.  Winkless, ‘Medievnl  Sudeley. pan 2’,  Family History.  vol. l0 (I977), pp. 31, 32.

PRO. PROB  I  ll4 f.  204v,  will of Sir Lewis Talbot of  Gresford,  Denbigh,  October I458.

Corpus  Christi College, Cambridge,  Parker  Library, Ms. XXXI. l2l. See also  note  49, above. This  Ms..

dated 20  March  I495  was an  agreement  between Elizabeth. Duchess of  Norfolk, and the Master and

Fellows of the  College, providing for prayers for Eleanor’s soul.

Weighlman,  pp.  47-59.

I  am  indebted  for this information to Sue  Margeson, Keeper of  Archaeology at the  Castle Museum,

Norwich,  and to John  Ramon,  Assistant Keeper of Social  History, both  of the  Norfolk  Museums Service.

and also to  Peter  Salt.  Archivist  at Jarrolds.  Brief  reports of the  finds  appeared in the  lunch] Magazine,
March  I958  and  March  I959  and in the  Eastern Daily Presx,  Wednesday 2 April  I958. p. 6.

Unfonunately these seem to be the  only surviving reports of the discoveries of I958.

F. Blomefield An  Exsay towards  a  Topographical  History of the  County of Norfolk,  ll vols.. London

l805-l0,  vol. 4, pp. 42].  422;  J.  Kirkpatrick, ‘The  White Friars' in D. Turner  ed., Hixlory of the  Religious

Orderx  and  Communities and  of the  Haspiml  and  Caslle ofNonvich, Yarmoulh 1845, p. l84.

J. Gairdncr, ed.,  Paxlan  Letters,  3  volumes,  vol. 2, London  l874, p.  289, Will of  Agnes  Paston. This

refers to the burial of a number of her relatives at the Carmelita  Friary.

F. Blomefield, An  Essay towards  a Topographical  History of the  County of Norfolk. l  1  vols., London
l805-l8l0, vol. 4, pp. 4l7, 418.

Blomefield, vol. 4, p. 417.

Blomefield,  vol. 1, pp. 58, 59; vol. 5. p.  29l; vol. l0, p.  346.

Blomefield, vol. 9, p.  l9l;  vol. II, p.l l l.

Blomefield,  vol. 2, pp.  399-40].

Complete  Peerage  vol. 9, pp.  2 l  7, 2l 8.

Will  of Thomas Pulham the Elder of  Stradbrook, Suffolk Record  Office, Ipswich, Probate Registry Wills,

vol.  2, f. 86.

Blomefield,  vol. 5. pp.  23-26;  vol. 8, p. 93.

W.  Rye,  ed.,  The  Visilalions  of Norfolk,  I563, I589  and  16/3.  London  l89l, p. 28; J.  Gairdner, cd.,

Fax/on  Letters,  3  vols.. London l872-5.

Blomefield,  vol. 2, pp.  399-401.

Rye,  p.  “7.

Blomefield, vol. I l, p. 65.

Rye,  p. 2l5.

Rye,  p.  2l5;  Complete  Peerage,  vol. 6. pp. l56.  157,  358, 359.

Rye. p. 74; MA.  Farrow, Imlex  to  Wills Proved  in the  Consislary Court  of Norwich, London  I945;

Norfolk Record  Office, wills of  William Calthorp (I420) and his second  wife, Sybil (I421), widow  of Sir

John  With:  N.C.C.  wills 75  Hymyng and 9l  Hyrnyng.

Gairdner,  Paxlan  Leuers.

Blomefield. vol.  I  l, p. l9.

Personal  communication  from Fr.  Richard Copsey, O.  Carm., lnstitutem Carmelilanum, Rome, 26 Jan.

I997, citing the sixteenth  century notebook of Friar John  Bale, British  Library Ms. Harley l819, f. l97v.


