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ONE OF the features of Richard  III’s  government of England was his conspicuous
loyalty to, and generous treatment of, the men who had been in his service as
Duke  of Gloucester. This continued patronage extended even to people of

humble or comparatively obscure origin, such  as Sir Richard  Ratclifl‘e, Sir

Thomas  Gower (to whom he committed the charge of Earl Rivers in 1483), or
the many members of the minor gentry family of Mauleverer, of Allerton
Mauleverer, near Knaresborough, in Yorkshire, who achieved a brief if unlikely
prominence during Richard’s reign. It might be argued  that  Richard’s power-
base, upon his accession to the throne, was so slender that he had need of the
services of anyone he could trust—however  humble  his origin. Whilst  this  con-
sideration could readily be  applied  to laymen, it has  much  less force for the
King’s  clerical  servants, whose  support  was politically far less significant. Yet
Richard was similarly generous to the churchmen who had  been  associated with
him as Duke. The  first  dean of the new college which, in 1478, he founded at'
Middleham, William Beverley, was later promoted to be Dean of Windsor when

Richard  became  King, and his Chancellor as  Duke  of Gloucester, Dr  Thomas
Barowe, afterwards  became  Master of the  Rolls and, finally, Keeper of the

Great  Seal  in  August, 1485, following upon Bishop Russell’s  dismissal as
Chancellor on  29th  July. In general, Richard’s attitude towards his former
servants strongly suggests that he was not  merely fulfilling the contemporary

idea of due reward ‘for services given in the past and to be given in the  future’,
but  that  he also had  a  keen and personal regard for the welfare of those  whom
he considered to be his  ‘lovers’ (which, in Middle English, meant  ‘friends and

well-wishers’).

In this connection, it is of considerable interest to find him  remembering,
years after the events, the loyalty and service of several comparatively humble
associates of his  youth.  The reference occurs in  a document  which has now  been
in print for over  a  century, but seems  hitherto  to have escaped notice, at least in
this context. In July, 1477, indentures  were drawn up between  Duke Richard
and the President and fellows of Queens’ College, Cambridge, in relation to the
Duke’s  endowment of four fellowships within the college, with which he was to

have  close connections for the  rest  of his life.1 Part of the duties of the new
priest-fellows was to pray for the  good  estate of the  Duke, his wife, Anne, and

their son, for the King and Queen and other.  members  of the Royal  Family,
and for the souls of various deceased  members  of the  Houses  of York and
Nevill. But they were also commanded to pray for2
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the soules of  Thomas  Par, John Milewater, Christofre Wursley, Thomas
Huddleston, John Harper and all other gentilmen and  yomen  servanders  and
lovers  of the  saide  duke  of Gloucetr, the wiche were slayn in his service at the
batelles of Bernett, Tukysbery or at any other feldes or jorneys  . ..

The names—and the fates—of these dead supporters are interesting in  other
connections also.  These  men were clearly part of his personal  meyny (or follow-
ing) at Barnet and  Tewkesbury, who grouped themselves around the  person  and
the  great  banner of their captain, among whom casualties  were  likely to be high,
since commanders were  a  primary object of attack during the battles of the Wars
of the Roses.3 The fact that  these  five, and an unknown  number  of  others, died
in defence of Richard’s person is an indication that he was in the thick of the
fighting at both engagements. But Part and his friends may also have  been
members  of the young Duke’s  household, and  this, too, is not without its
interest.

Christopher Worsley, esquire, was the most substantial of  them.  On  three
occasions during the fourteen-sixties he had served as Sheriff of Somerset and
Dorset, and once, also, as Sherifl of Wiltshire, besides receiving various ap-
pointments and rewards from King Edward IV. He suddenly disappears from
the records in 1470, which makes it virtually certain  that  he  lost  his life with
Duke Richard in one of the great battles of April—May 1471.4 Thomas  Parr (or
Par) was a younger son of Sir  Thomas  Part of Kendal  Castle  in Westmorland,
and a younger brother of Sir William Parr, who later  became a  prominent
servant and Knight of the  Body to King Edward IV, whilst retaining close con-
nections with Duke Richard.5 Thomas  Huddleston can safely be identified as a
younger member of the substantial family of that  name, of Millom in  Cumber-
land, whose senior members were to  have  very close associations with  Richard,
first as Duke and then as  King. Indeed, Sir John Huddleston was one of
Richard’s feoffees for the conveyance of property to Queens’ College  on this
occasion in 1477.“ The  presence  of these two cadet members of powerful
gentry families from north-west England in Richard’s  retinue  as early as 1470—71
is itself of interest. Not until several  months  after the death of the Kingmaker at
Barnet in  1471  did Richard himself acquire lands and influence in the shires of
Cumberland and Westmorland, and  both  the Parrs and the  Huddlestons
belonged to families well within the Nevill orbit—though Sir William Part and
his  brother  c0nspicuously deserted Warwick, and  joined  the King, in the after-
math of the Lincolnshire Rebellion of  1470.7 Gloucester’s connection with the
young Part and Huddleston may, therefore, date  back  to the period of his
youthful residence in Warwick the Kingmaker’s household at  Middleham
Castle, when  both, like himself, were receiving their  proper  training as gentle-
men  under  the Earl’s aegis.

John Milewater, on the  other  hand, was  a  highly experienced estates-
ofiicial.  A  former servant of  Duke  Richard of York, he had  been  appointed in
1461—2 as receiver of a  complex  of  Royal, Duchy of  Lancaster, Duchy of  York,
and forfeited lands in Wales and the adjacent Marcher and Border  Counties,
and was  just  the kind of man who might have been given  charge, as his  receiver-
general, of the young Richard’s  estates.“ John Harper, though  less prominent
than Milewater, had pursued  a  similar career as one of Edward  IV’s  estates-
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ofliqers, also  in Wales and the  Marches, and he, too, may have  held  some ad-
ministrative  oflice  1n the  Duke’s  household.  9  Alternatively,  both  may have
come into  contact with the  Duke  when he was  appointed  to the offiges of
Justiciar and Chamberlain of South Wales in  1470, following the  death  of
William Herbert, lst Earl of  Pembroke, at the  battle  of Banbury in  1469
Richard is  known  to have visited Wales in his  capacity as Justiciar, and
presided over the great sessions at Carmarthen 1n February 1470.10

If all  this seems somewhat tenuous  and speculative, we know so little
about  the  young Richard’s career  before 1470  that we cannot afford to ignore
any scrap of genuine  information.  In any event, it is not speculation, but fact,
that  six years after their deaths in battle the memory of his  former servants
(none  Of  them  great men in terms of wordly consequence) was still held by
Richard  in active and affectionate regard. As  a  sidelight on his character, this
circumstance deserves consideration.
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