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The  Political Career  of  Francis Viscount Lovell
(1456-?)

JOANNA M. WILLIAMS

FRANCIS, VISCOUNT LOV_ELL (1456- ?) has long_ been  a figure of notoriety, both
amongst historians and in the popular  imagination.  '  The doggerel verse of
William Collingbourne, circulated m  1484, has defined him to history as  a  part of
that  sinister cadre  which  surrounded  King Richard III.

The Cane, the  Ratte  and  Level  our  dogge
Ruleth  all  England  under  a  Hogge.

In fact, Lovell’s political career was very brief. He  came  of age in  1477, reached a

peak of  notoriety and influence in the reign of Richard, and after 1485 became an
intractable rebel under Henry VII, until his disappearance after the  battle  of
Stoke  in 1487.  Lovell  is for us  a  shadowy presence; little evidence about him has

survived, and we are forced to rely mainly on occasional references to  him' m  the
documents of others. A few  estate  records do survive, but tell us  nothing of the
man.  As a result, even  after research, we k_now very little about his personality,
tastes and ideals. At  best, we can only surmise what his motives and loyalties may
have been. Though obscure to us now, he certainly was not so to his
contemporaries: he  came  of  good  and long-established anteceQents, inherited
considerable  landed  estate, and because of his political connections during the
reign of Richard III became  a  man to be courted for his good lordship.

The Lovell family may be traced back to Robert Lovell, miles  (knight), living
around the year 1060  m  Ivry, Normandy. His descendants  took  up residence m
England probably m  the twelfth century, rather  than earlier, and' m 1299  John
Lovell acquired a barony by writ as of his manor of Titchmarsh,
Northamptonshire.‘ The  family added to their titles and  estates  in the early
fourteenth century when John, Lord Lovell (died  1314) married Maud, heiress of
her brother Edward, Lord Burnell, and daughter of Sir  Philip Burnell of Acton

Burnell, Shropshire by Maud, sister of Ruchard  Fitzalan, Earl of Arundel Again,
in the early 13705  John, Lord Lovell  (died  1408) married Maud de Holland,
another wealthy heiress. The family of  Lovell, Lords Lovell, Holland, and
Burnell, had by the fifteenth century settled at Minster Lovell, Oxfordshire.
Francis’s grandfather, William, the  seventh  Baron Lovell, rebuilt and added
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large parts to the family seat at Minster Lovell, the ruins of which still stand
today.6 He was a  substantial  landowner, with  estates  valued at £1000 per  annum.
Not content with this, he also increased the existing family holdings, which were
concentrated in Oxfordshire, Shropshire and Northamptonshire, by his marriage
before 31  August 1422  to Alice Deincourt, coheiress with her sister, Margaret, of
their brother, William Deincourt of Duston, Northamptonshire, who died on 5
September  1422.  Alice became sole inheritor on the death of Margaret’s already
widowed husband, Ralph, Lord Cromwell, on 4'January 1456. Her  estatés, many
of which were in Oxfordshire, Warwickshire, Buckinghamshire, Wiltshire, and
Yorkshire including the  titles  to the lordships of Deincourt and Grey of
Rothcrfield were eventually to pass to her grandson, Francjs.

On the other hand, William’s  provisions for his younger  sons in his will of 18
March 1455 much reduced the patrimony which would  pass to his eldest son,
John, father of Francis.7 To what degree the provisions of this will were actually
realized is difficult to ascertain; some at  least  caused contention between his
various grandchildren, and Francis certainly held lands bequeathed to his uncles
and their offspring. Since on his father’s death John Lovell was said to have been
twenty-two  years of age, his younger brothers, William and Henry, would very
likely both  have  been  under age. In the  case  of the manors of  ‘Erdscote’,
Wiltshire, and Burley, Hampshire(?), East Wickham, Kent, and Rotherhithe,
Surrey, and  others  (unnamed) in these shires and in Oxfordshire, Berkshire,
Buckinghamshire, Staffordshire, Shropshire, and Worcestershire, the  estates  left
to them were enfeoffed to, amongst others, William Bramston, one of the
executors  of William, Lord Lovell. The result of this was that during the
chancellorship of Robert Stillington, Bishop of  Bath  and Wells  (1467-72) there
was a suit prosecuted by William, now Lord Morley, and his brother Harry
Lovell, esquire, against Bramston for the recovery of the  estates. In the case of
others  of the lands, notably in Cheshire and Shropshire, the will of William was
again not carried out and, although bequeathed to the younger  lines  of the
family, they continued in the eldest. This may have been the outcome of  some
settlement (perhaps an  exchange) made in  1466  when John, Lord Lovell died,
which was later contested by Francis Lovell; the Grey of Rotherficld manors of
East Claydon and Shabbington, Buckinghamshire, were alleged by his cousin,
William, Lord Morley to be due to pass to him in  1474  (on the  death  of Alice,
Lady Lovell?) by the terms of some such agreement. Indeed, in May 1474  Lord
Morley made an cnfeoffment of Shabbington, but the argument clearly went on.8

‘  William, Lord Lovell arranged for his eldest  son, John, a promising
marriage (which he probably hoped would compensate him for any lands  lost  to
his younger brothers) to Joan, daughter of John, Viscount  Beaumont by
Elizabeth, daughter of William, Lord Bardolf. Francis’s later claim to the
Leicestershire manors of Ashby-de-la-Zouche, Thornton and Bagworth arose
out of this  match, and in the reign of Richard III he held a number of Beaumont
lands during the minority of the rival claimant, Edward  Hastings, son of William,
Lord Hastings.9 When Joan’s brother, William, Lord  Beaumont, died in 1507
without issue, Francis would have been his heir had he himself not been attainted
and probably already dead.”

William Lovell and his eldest  son, John, were  both  supporters of the
Lancastrian court during the increasingly factions  14505.  In June 1450 William
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was appointed to muster troops against Jack Cade’s rebellion in Kent. On 11
August  he was appointed constable of the castle of Wallingford, Oxfordshire,
and steward of the honour, offices hitherto held by William,  Duke  of Suffolk,
until his recent impeachment, banishment and murder.” Moreover Lovell’s wife,
Alice Deincourt, was governess to Prince Edward, son and heir of Henry VI.'2
William died on 13 June 1455, but had probably been ill for  some time, as he had
begun to draw up his last will on 18 March.” Thus  he was probably absent  from
the fateful battle of  St Albans on 22 May; nor is his son John, though of age,
known to have been present. The Lancastrian commitment did however endure,
because John was made master forester of Wichwood on 19 December  1459  for
his good services against Richard, Duke of York and his Neville allies." Thus  he
must have played some part in the Ludford campaign in the previous month
when_thcse rebels had been put to flight. In June  1460  John was with the
Lancastrian garrison in the Tower, unsuccessfully trying to hold London for
Henry VI. Whether Lovell continued his resistance through the battles of  1460-1
is not known, but it can  have  been no surprise when, after Edward IV  became
King, he confiscated the Lovells’ lands by 8  August 1461.‘5 John, however, was
not attainted and soon found it expedient to make his peace  with  Edward, who
was ready as a matter of policy to  offer  such reconciliation. At some early date  the
lands were returned and John joined  a  commission of  oyer  and  terminer  in
Oxfordshirc and Berkshire on 19 April 1464.“ ' '

Nothing is known of Francis’s early childhood. Born in January or
February 1456  he passed his infancy during a  particularly tense political period
when his family’s fortunes were in  flux.” By the time his father died on  9  January
1465, however, the prospects  might  have seemed  good, for Francis became  a  part
of the powerful following of Richard, Earl of Warwick around  this  time. We
know that before 14 February 1466  (when he was just ten) he had bcen married to
Anne, daughter of Henry, Lord Fitzhugh and niece of the Earl.‘8 Although
trouble was brewing between the Earl and the King over the consequences of the
latter’s  marriage to Elizabeth Woodville and perhaps more importantly. over
differences regarding foreign policy, Francis’s was probably seen  as  a  good
match at that.time, for Warwick was still as yet  a  close adviser of the King. In
addition the Fitzhughs- themselves were a prominent and prosperous
Richmondshire family with two dozen manors around Wensleydale, Yorkshire. ‘9
Francis was_ possibly in fact living in Warwick’s household, for in letters patent of
13 November  1467  as his ward the Earl was to ‘flnd a competent sustenance’ for
him.20 Moreover, his mother, Joan Beaumont, had not been slow to join the _new
connection; _soon after 12 November 1465 she married Sir William  Stanley, at
that time an  associate  and in-law of the Earl.2l Joan did not long outlive her first
husband, however, and died on  5  August 1466.22 .  ,  .

It is not known how long Francis lived in Warwick’s household, but during
this period in the later  14605  he evidently formed many of the friendships and
alliances which would become politically significant during the 14805.23 Best
known, of course, is the possibility that  his later close friendship with Richard,
Duke of Gloucester (four years his senior) may have  begun at this time, for
Gloucester is believed to have spent  some time  in the Warwick household as
another of the Earl’s ‘henchmen’.24
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On 10  September  1470, when  next  we  catch  sight of him, Francis (now
fourteen years of age) was associated with his wife and his two sisters Joan and
Frideswide, presumably living in the Fitzhugh  household,  in'a royal pardon from
Edward IV to Lord and Lady Fitzhugh and many of their and Warwick’s friends
and neighbours for all offences committed in July 1470.25 This  referred to Lord
Fitzhugh’s  revolt against Edward IV in support of Warwick and the Duke of
Cla'rence’s abortive rebellion. According to the  Chronicle  of London,  Fitzhugh
fled to Scotland when the rebellion collapsed.26 It seems unlikely that  Francis, at
such  a  young age, was actively involved in plotting rebellion,  though  his
sympathies may well have  lain with  his guafdian and father-in-law. In any event,
just three days' after the pardon was issued, Warwick landed in  Devon  and, by the
end of the month, it was Edward  IV’s  turn to flee. For a few months,  young
Lovell seemed again to be secure amongst the ‘dominant faction, but this
situation was not to last. -  '

After Edward  IV’s  return in March  1471, associates of Warwick engaged in
resistance in Yorkshire},7 This  time Lord  Fitzhugh  found it wise to prepare to
send his family 'abroad to  Scotland.  Lady Fitzhugh, Francis, Lord Lovell,
Richard, Lord Latimer (aged two or three), and Richard, son and heir of Lord
Fitzhugh, received  a  safe-conduct from James III on 19 June 1471.28 Francis, at
least, probably did not 'go; on 11 July Edward IV granted his wardship to John
and Elizabeth de la  Pole, Duke and Duchess of Suffolk; according to subsequent
litigation this was for the  Duke’s  good service against the  King’s  rebels and
because of the favour the  King bore towards his sister, the Duchess.29

The  King‘ had an eye on the young bait and his prospects. Francis’s
grandmother, Alice Deincoutt, was still livingbut a venerable sixty-seven, and
her inheritance should  soon fall to him. Edward was not  going to see  that  happen
without  reaping some benefit himself, and under the terms of the grant of
Wardship he exempted any lands  which  might  céme  to Francis in the future. He
duly took  advantage of this expected windfall  when  the Deincourt and Grey
estates came to him on the  death  of  Alice  in  1474.  He granted them to pay off his
debt of  4000  marks to Gerard  Caniziani, a London merchant.30 Moreover, as
Francis was already married the Suffolks did not  have  the benefit of choosing
him  a  bride.  Though  limited by these  circumstances, the wardship would  still
have been valuable, had it not began for the fact  that  the Suffolks seem to have
been deprived of actual possession of many of the lands because of the illegal
entry upon some at least  in  Shropshire (including Acton Burnell and Longden),
Yorkshire, Cheshire, Oxfordshire, Wiltshire, Northamptonshire and  Yoxall  in
Staffordshire, Wick  Burnell  in Worcestershire and Denford in ‘Derbyshire’ [sic]
(ie.  Berkshire). The lands'in dispute were said to have  been  Worth in total  £227
10s. 9d., a  substantial amount. It  seems 'probable that the litigation over at least
Denford and Wick Burnell continued until Francis reached his majority.3l From
the King’s point .of  View, the wardship usefully'bnsured  that  Francis, with  his
dubious early connections, would be unde’r'the supervision (if a reliable, if
backwoods, royal kinsman. It was very possibly during the period of his
wardship with the Suffolks  that  Lovell met and befriended their  son John, Earl of
Lincoln, who was six years his junior.  This  early link  would  have  been
strengthened by their later association in the government of Richard III, and  they
ultimately joined together  in their violent resistance to Henry VII.32 '
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We know  little  else of the activities of the teenage Francis and Anne  Lovell.
In  1473  they were noted as joining the  Guild  of Corpus Christi at York.33 This
may have  taken place during a  stay with  their Fitzhugh kin, Anne’s  brother,
Richard, now  being the head of the family. We do not  know  whether the young
Lovells lived mainly with the Suffolks at Ewelme or  with  their Yorkshire family,
or even at Minster Lovell. ' ‘ - .

'  -  'In January or February 1477  Francis attained his majority, but; Cheshire
aside,' where he had special livery from 28 February 1477, he was  only granted
licence to enter  most  of his  estates  on 6 November 1477." His entry was not
without  problems. On 14 October 1477, Alice, Lady Fitzhugh; his mother-in-law,
Janies  Charleton  of Riccall, Yorkshire, esquire, and Ralph Wycliffe of Wycliffe,
Yorkshire, esquire, entered into  a  bond in  £200  on the condition  that  Lovell  obey
the award of Thomas Byllyng and  Thomas  Bryan, justices, the arbiters between
him and the King in a dispute over lands in Oxfordshire which William; Lord
Lov'cll had bought from Richard, late Duke of York, the  King’s  father.” On 26
October, William  Stonor of Stonor, Oxfordshire, esquire, John  Beaufitz of
Balsall, Warwickshire, esquire, and William Newnham of Fenfurth,
Northamptonshirc, esquire, entered into  a  further bond in  £400 with  the same
condition.“ According to a parliamentary petition ‘of  1484  Lovell  was'also
struggling at  this time  against Sir Richard-Grey, the Queen’s son, over Holland
family estates in Northamptonshire: Thorpe Waterville, Aldwincle, Achurch;
and Chelveston.  Lovell’s  suit was apparently quite unavailing tintil the accession
of Richard III, for Grey was granted the  estates in tail-male by Edward .IV as late
as 20 January 1483.37 Similarly, Lovell seems to have been in dispute during
Edward  IV’s  reign (as  a  result of agreements made by his father) with William,
Lord  Hastings, the  King’s  Chamberlain, over the  Beaumont  manors of  Ashby-de-
la-Zouche, Thornton and  Bagworth, Leicestershirc; on 5 February 1482  Lovell
quitclaimed them to a group which included Hastings. However, in  1484  a third
of the value of the Beaumont  estates  were granted to  Lovell  by Richard 111 during
the minority of Hastings’ heir, Edward. Katherine, Hastings’ widow was to pay
200 marks to  Lovell  and he would be  ‘godd  lord and  cousin’ to her and her  son.”
Even his suit against the  city of York over pasturage rights, for which he
appeared in person before the mayor and council, v'vas unsuccessful until 15
September  1483, when, as the record  stated, he had become royal Chamberlain.”
Nevertheless, his inheritance was considerable and widespread. The greatest
number of manors lay in .Oxfordshire, Northamptonshire, Warwickshire,

.  Shropshire, Lancashire, Cheshire and Yorkshire, but there were others in
Nottingharfishirep Staffordshire, Derbyshire, Leicestershire, Lincolnshire,
Rutland, Berkshire, Buckinghamshire, Gloucestershire, Worcestershire,
Wiltshire, and possibly also in  Essex, Hertfordshire, Kent, and Suffolk.40

It is almost impossible to deduce the value of the  estates due to the  scattered
and incomplete nature of the evidence. In  1436  William, Lord Lovell’s  estates
were estimated to be worth £1000 per  annum, placing him  sixteenth  in the realm in
order of wealth. However, the figures of  these  assessments are in  themselVes
highly_ dubious, and in any case, as we have  seen, large parts of the  estates were
bequeathed away from the main line by.William in 1455. The inquisitions  post
mortem  taken in the reign of Henry VII for Francis Lovell’s  estates give  few
values, but  those  provided include  Yoxall, Staffordshire, at £41 per  annum, some
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lands in  Yorkshire  held of the  king as of the honour of Richmond at £12 per
annum; Stene, Hinton and Pokebroke (?Polebrook), Northamptonshire, at over
£70 per  annum; Wooburn Dcincourt, Buckinghamshire, at £17  per- annum.
However, these are only a  small proportion of his  estates; and  simply indicate
that  his  Income  must  have  been  very much more  than  the  £140  here mentioned."
If we add up all the  known  valuations for the lands Lovell held m  1477, including
inquisitions and litigations, where It is known precisely which lands are included,
a  total  of £503 15 reached. Even  then, many manors still remain excluded; notably
the presumably major holdings of Minster Lovell and Rotherfield Grey,
Oxfordshire, and Titchmarsh, Northamptonshirc. By any standards, then,
Francis Lovell was remarkably well  endowed 1n lands, and he may well have been
in receipt of an income comparable with his grandfather’s. Just how wealthy he
Was may never be ascertained.

During the  14705  the King allowed his  brother  Gloucester to develoI
primacy in the north of  England.  This has been well described elsewhere.“
1480 preparations began for a campaign against the  Scots.  The recruiting
grounds for such campaigns included not  only the areas in which Gloucester  held
sway, but also  those-,  under  _thc  hegemony of Henry Percy, Earl of
Northumberland; and Thomas,_Lord Stanley. Accordingly all three had to be
appointed leaders of the expedition, although  the Duke was in command. For the
first  time, Francis Lovell, hitherto appointed only to commissions of the peace in
Oxfordshire  for 11 January 1478, 8 May 1479, and 23 May 1480, received an
appointment  which  was somewhat  more  than routine when he became- -a
commissioner of array for the North  Riding of Yorkshire, where he possessed
estates, on 20 June  1480. ‘3 This  was possibly the  beginning of  what  was to become
a close  relationship between  Lovell  and Gloucester, since  there  seems little
evidence of their  being friends before  this  time, although  Lovell’s  estates in
Yorkshire, such as  Bedale, were  very close to Middleham and Gloucester’s other
estates.  During the campaign on 22 August  1481 Lovell  was knighted by the
Duke when at Hutton-by-Berwick, along with  his brother-in-law Richard, Lord
Fitzhugh.  Lovell was  also  granted the privilege of  himself  knighting two  others at
Dumfries — William Hilton and Richard Ratcliffe (almost certainly ‘the  rat_’te of
Collingbourne’ srhyme). ‘4 Lovell  continued  to be employed by the  crown, as  a
commissioner of- oyer  and  terminer  for Yorkshire on 5 March 1482.5 ‘5

A  letter  written  from  Tanficld, Durham, a  manor of Lady Fitzhugh; on 24
June  1482 gives  us  a  rare glimpse into Lovell’s mind. He told Sir William Stonor,
his Oxfordshire neighbour and associate, how he had intended to return to the
south  to be  with  the  King, but he had heard  that  Gloucester and ‘my broder Parr’
(?Sir  William) ‘and  such  other folke of worship as hath any reule in the said
northe parties?  Were  to be sent  north  to  fight  the Scots.  Lovell  feared people
would.say he_went south  to  withdraw  from the war, so felt  obliged‘to  stay. He
assured Stonor  that  he would come  south  as  soon  as he could, and asked him to
take care of his game at Rotherfield. The Impression is of a man whose interest is
in his  estates and his  hunting m  the south, but whose duty and ‘worship’ lies  m  the
north.“ .

Lovell received his first  summons to a parliament on 15 qember  1482.  At
this  gathering the three leaders of  the- Scottish  campaign, Gloucester,
Northumberland and Stanley, were praised for their success. On 20 January 1483
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Lovell was appointed a trier of petitions for England.“7 He  was,  however,
strikingly singled out with his  promotion  on  4  January 1483  to the rank of
Viscount, an honour accorded by Edward IV to  only one  other  nobleman,
William, Lord Berkeley (1481). The ceremony began with his entering the  King’s
great chamber, dressed in his parliament robes, led between his cousin, Lord
Morley, and his brother-in-law, Richard, Lord Fitzhugh. His patent was read
aloud by the  King’s  secretary, and he proceeded to his chamber accompanied by
the sound of trumpets. There he distributed fees to the ‘officers of arms’ and his
titles were recited in the hall —  ‘puissant  et noble  visconte  Lovell, sieur dc
Holland, dc Burnell, Deygnecort et de Grey de Rotherfilde'.“ There can be  little
doubt  that  this elevation was due primarily to the influence of the Duke of
Gloucester, and the sudden turn of events in the summer of 1483, and
Gloucester’s assumption of the throne, meant  a  rapid escalation in grants and
appointments to his friend and associate, Lovell.

As far as sources recall, Lovell maintained a low profile during the more
dramatic  events of the seizure of power by Richard, but he was possibly working
in the  latter’s  favour behind the scenes. He was appointed to commissions of the
peace during the protectorate and the weeks before the coronation for the
counties of Northamptonshire (14 May, 26 June), the East Riding of Yorkshire
(14 May, 26 June), Bedfordshire (14 and 26 June), Berkshire (26 June), Essex (28
June), and Oxfordshire (28 June)!” When the Duke became protector, be
appointed Lovell chief butler of England on 19 May 1483.50 Also, probably in
that  year, he received the  high  personal honour of the Order of the Garter.’l The
rewards went on as Richard struggled to strengthen the quality of his support. By
21 May 1483  Lovell had been  given  the  ‘Rule  and  kepyng’ of the castle of Thorpe
Waterville, Northamptonshire, a possession he had already coveted as part of the
Holland inheritance. Perhaps more significantly, on 28 June  1483  Lovell was
created Chamberlain of the royal household (a position  which  involved close day-
to-day contact  with  the King), as well as confirmed as chief butler. Moreover, he
was created  constable of Wallingford, Oxfordshire, at the same time.‘2

By the time that Richard was crowned on 6 July 1483  Lovell  had become a
prominent figure amongst his supporters. He was one of thirty-three knights
banneret and bore the third sword of  state  at the coronation, and his wife joined
the  Queen’s procession on the eve of the coronation.” During the royal progress
thereafter Lovell travelled with the King. Lovell  lodged  Richard at his newly
improved house at Minster Lovell on 29 July, whence the  King wrote to his
chancellor, Bishop John Russell, ordering the trial of persons (unnamed) for
causes unknown." Later Lovell was  still  with the  King when he arrived in  York
on 29  August, despite having been appointed to a commission of the peace for the
town  of Oxford on 26 August.” During the same period, on 14-August, Lovell
was confirmed as constable of Wallingford for life, with the stewardship of the
honour of  Wallingford  and St  Valery and four and  a  half Chiltem hundreds.
Lovell was also confirmed as butler of England. However, Richard’s lack of
resources meant  that  no further grants  were  as yet forthcoming.“5 Nevertheless,
Lovell’s loyalty to Richard III was manifest during the rebellion of autumn  1483.
A (possibly autograph) letter to Sir William Stonor on 11 October  1483  declared
the wishes of the King that  Stonor join  Lovell’s  forces to  ‘attende  upon his grace’.
However, he failed to persuade his neighbour; Stonor did not appear at the
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proposed muster in Banbury on 18  October  or meet the  King at Leicester on 20
October, in fact be actively joined the rebels and may conceivably have taken
some of  Lovell’s  men  with him.” Lovell  was named to a general commission of
array on 23 October  1483, and headed a commission to arrest rebels in
Oxfordshire and Berkshire on 13 November.58

Doubtless it was as a  result  of this support  that  Lovell received several
lucrative rewards from the King in Berkshire, Northamptonshire, and
Oxfordshire, his  ‘home’ area. On 13  August 1484  he acquired several annuities:
£10 for seven  years  (altered on  4  November to  eight  years) from Michaelmas
from the  issues  of the lordships of Cookham and  Bray, Berkshire; £40 for the
lifetime of Margaret Harcourt from the same issues; £24 for the lifetime of Anne
Stonor, widow  of John  Stonor, esquire, from the same.59 It appears  that  Lovell
was to  benefit  after the  deaths  of  these women, whose  husbands  had  been
implicated in the revolt of autumn  1483, from the lands  they held, but in the
meantime was to receive revenue from Cookham and Bray. We can be sure that
he did in fact receive his  money, for he was made steward of the same lordships
from Michaelmas  1483  for life.‘50 In addition, at some uncertain  date, Lovell
received the constableship of  Rockingham, Northamptonshire, from Richard, to
be  held jointly with  Sir  William  Catesby, for the  life  of the latter." He was
granted, sometime before 14 February 1484  woods in the forest of ‘Wittilwood’,
which  was under the auspices as justice of Sir  William  Catesby.62 On 5 March the
town of Harrow, already at  some  point  assigned to Lovell for his livery, was
issued  with a  protection.“

Most significant of all were the grants of land  which Lovell  received at this
period from the  estates of the rebels, including those of Sir  William  Stonor.  They
were the manors of Yattendon, Hampstead, Aldworth, and  Buckholt, the manors
or  lordships  of  Wyld, Ebyng, Fulscot, Midgham, Halecourt, Marlston, Stokes  in
Compton, Adreshams’ in  Southmorton, and  lands  and tenements in Newbury,
Speenhamland and Shaw, Frilsham, and lands and tenements called Maydenhead
in Cookham, Berkshire; the manor or lordship of  ‘Edes’, Wiltshire; the manor of
‘Chanseys’, the manor or lordship of  Stonor, lands and tenements in  Watlington,
the manor of Shill and  ‘Riggynge’, the manor of ‘Baro'wyscotte’ (some or all of
these  to come in reversion after the death of  Anne  Kedwille), Oxfordshire; the
manor of Mapledurham, Hampshire; the castle and manor of  Thorpe  Waterville,
and the manor of Greatworth, Northamptonshirc.  These  were mainly acquisitions
in  Lovell’s  own  area, and were valued at the large sum of  £400  per  annum,  a rent of
only £30 being payable to the IGng.“ Dr Horrox has plausibly cited  these grants as
evidence  that  Richard III was willing to allow Lovell to establish a regional power
base in the  Thames  Valley. This  potential was not realized because of Lovell’s own
inclinations, and his failure to maintain his  contacts  amongst  the local  gentry,
having become, if  anything, a  ‘northemer’ during his  minority and the early years
of his majority as an  ally of Richard as Duke of Gloucester. It was certainly true
that  his  associates were  largely men from the north or members of the royal court.
This may be exemplified by the feoffees he  chose for his Northamptonshire  estates
on 10 March  1484  and 10 June  1485:  Thomas, Lord Scrope of Upsall, Sir  Thomas
Malyverer, George Fitzhugh, clerk, Geoffrey Franke, Edward Franke, Thomas
Metcalf, and James Walton (northemers); and Sir Richard Ratcliffe and Sir
William  Catesby (the ‘Ratte’ and the  ‘Catte’).‘5
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After the crushing of the  1483  rebellion Lovell was one of those appointed to
proclaim parliament on  9  December 1483."6 In spite of the recent success, the
alarms continued as the threat from Henry Tudor as  a  claimant to the throne
became increasingly apparent. Richard’s response to the revolt of  1483  and the
danger of further rebellionwithin and attacks from outside the realm was to
appoint trusted men, often northerners, to positions in the potentially rebellious
areas of the south.  Lovell’s  associates were among such  men; Sir Thomas
Broughton  became sheriff of Berkshire and Oxfordshire, Sir Edward Franke
sheriff of Cornwall, for example.“ Still the rumblings of discontent went on, and
it was in this  cohtext that  the well-known rhyme was put on the door of St  Paul’s
on 18 July 1484 by William  Collingbourne, who was also later accused of other
serious treacheries. The rhyme adds to the circumstantial evidence suggesting
that  Lovell 'was'seen as a significant figufe in politics under Richard III. Lovell
was  appointed  on 29 November  1484  to the large commission of  oyer  and
terminer  for London which investigated Collingbourne’s treasonsf‘ '

It is possible  that  all this made Lovell feel insecure and in need of providing
for his  soul‘in case of sudden deéth, for he  took  a prominent role in endowing
Magdalen College, Oxford. In this he was, however, continuing the work of his
grandmother, Alice, Lady Lovell who was negotiating around 1457-60  with  the
founder, Bishop William Waynflete, and actually endowed the college in  1474
with the manor of Doddington, Northamptonshire, for the foundation of two
fellowships." By 27 June  1481  there was a dispute over the manor of  _ East
Bridgford, Nottinghamshire, between  Lovell and Waynflete, for the former was
the heir general of his grandmother, Alice’s, brother, Sir William Deincourt, the
previous holder of the manor. The origin of the dispute is not clear; perhaps this
manor had been promised by Alice to Waynflete for his foundation. In  a  letter of
27 June  1481  Gervase Clifton related his failure to  hold  the manor for the Bishop
against Sir Robert Markham, who had .made a forcible entry on  Lovell’s  behalf .70
Ultimately, it seems that an amicable compromise was reached, far in  1483
Doddington was relinquished to Lovell in exchange for his confirmation of the
title  of Magdalen College to the manor of East Bridgford. Lovell  also  conveyed
the chapel of St Katherine and the  estate  of Warnage of his Wiltshirc manor of
Wanborough to Waynflete for the endowment of the college. In  1484  he sold the
hospital of Saints John and James, Brackley, Northanjptonshire, to Waynflete
for 200 marks, again to be annexed to the college. Lovell  also  took a personal
interest, maintaining a  scholar called  Rede  at the new institution. In recognition
of this patronage, Lovell’s  obit  and  that  of his wife, Anne, wete  to be said in the
college on 17 September every year." _

On 20 February 1484  Lovell was granted licence with John Russell, Bishop
of Lincoln, and John, Duke of Suffolk  (his  former guardian) to found a fraternity
at St  Helen’s, Abingdon, Oxfordshire. The fraternity was to have twelve masters
and would be called the Fraternity of the Holy Cross. This in fact was  a  renewal
of  a  fraternity founded in  1389, which had erected  a  mod in the church and
helped build the New Bridge in the  town.  Now its  main  function was to repair the
road between Abingdon and Dorchester, Oxfordshire. For this purpose the
licence allowed the guild to be endowed with land, to the value of £100. In
addition, the money was to support thirteen poor men and women and two
chaplains to celebrate mass daily for the  good estate  of King Riqhard and his
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wife, Anne, their son, Edward, and the founders,'and for their  souls’ after death
togethe-Ir2 with  the  sduls  of the  King’s  father and William  Lovell, late of Lovell,
knight. ' -

In addition to providing for his soul, Lovell  also now provided for his
temporal  estate;  On 10 March  1484  at Minster  Lovell, Lovell made an
enfeoffment of the manors of Thorpe Waterville, Duston, Titchmarsh', Halse and
Brackley, Northamptonshire, to Thomas, Lord Scrope of Upsall, Richard
Ratcliffe, William  Catesby, and Thomas Malyvercr, knights, George  Fitzhugh,
clerk (his brother-in-law), Geoffrey and Edward F ranke, Thomas Mctcalf and
James Walton.  Soon  after,'on 23 March, be granted the manor or castle of
Thorpe Waterville_ and lands of that manor in Achurch, Higham Ferrets,
Chelveston, Calcote, Ridlington  and Aldwincle, Northamptonshire and Rutland
to Edward Franke, csquire, his trusted servant, and  Thomas  Paleser, clerk.
Again, on 10 June 1485, at Wooburn Deincourt, Lovell had drawn up an
indenture whereby his feoffees of 10 March  1484  would convey the
Northamptonshire manors'of Thorpe Waterville, Duston, Titchmarsh, Halse
and Brackley to his wife, Anne, in trust for her life if she should survive  him.  She
was to find two discreet priests of  good  repute to celebrate for her husband’s soul
in either the university of Oxford or Cambridge for thirty years, and she should
also hold his  obit  annually during her life. In  this way, as well as  providing for the
possible widowhood of his wife, Lovell hoped to provide for the  good  of his
immortal soul.’3 '

Richard III tried to broaden the  base of his regime but in practice, in the face
of the threatened invasion, be relied increasingly on Lovell and a few others.
Lovell  continued to be appointed to commissions of the peace for Berkshire,
Essex, Northamptonshire, Oxfordshire, Wiltshire (all on 5 December  1483) and
the East Riding of Yorkshire (5 December  1483  and 18 September  1484)." On  1
May 1484, when a series of commissions of array were issued, Lovell headed
those for Buckinghamshire and Berkshire." On 26 June  1484  he led a commission
at Southampton to muster archers bound for Brittany under  John  Grey, Lord
Powis.“ Again  on  8  December  1484  Lovell took the lead in commissions of array
for Buckinghamshire, Oxfordshire, Berkshire and Northamptonshire. He was

also  amongst commissioners appointed to try felonies'in Essex on 19 March  ‘
1485.77 Not  long before Henry Tudor did in fact arrive, on 25 May 1485, Lovell
was appointed to lead a  commission  of  oyer  and  termine'r  (a  body often  associated
with investigations‘ into treason) for -Warwickshire, Leicestershire,
Nottinghamshire, Derbyshire, Staffordshire, Shropshire, Worcestershire,
Herefordshire, and Gloucestershire.78 Around this  date  too; by way bf  a  reward,
Lovell was appointed during the  minority of the Earl of Warwick (the  King’s
nephew) as keeper of the manor of Langl'ey Hertfordshire?, master of Wichwdod,
and steward of several manors _in Gloucestershire for life.’9 '

When  all his  service  for Richard is reviewed, it  becomes  apparent that
Lovell’s  influence  in government must  have  been more personal than formal;
based'on his role at co'urt rather than on  a  local network of contacts. He was
probably rarely, if  ever, active in any practical sense on his commissions or as
chief  butler, and held no major office of the realm  except that  of Chamberlain.
Perhaps it is this  post  of Chamberlain which  best gives an idea of the nature of his
power; it conferred influence  because  it necessitated proximity, and bestowed
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control of  access, to the  King’s  person. As  a  link  with  the King, Lovell was an
object of petitions and  gifts, such as that of twelve oxen  0) from the corporation
of Salisbury.80 Although  sometimes lucrative, this kind of personal power left
little  trace  on the record; hence _Lovell’s relative obscurity for modern
researchers. Contemporaries, though, felt in no doubt as to  Lovell’s  position at
the centre of Richard’s government, and the trust reposed in him by the King.

After Whitsun  1485, showing that he had no doubts of Lovell’s loyalty, the
King chose to send him to Southampton to, prepare  a  fleet  and defend the
southern  coast, should Henry Tudor’s expected invasion land there.“‘. Eventually,
of course, Henry landed in Pembrokeshire and  Lovell’s  subsequent movements
are unknown. Although there does not appear to be any actual record of his
taking part in the battle of Bosworth on 22  August 1485, the account in Harleian
MS_.542, an early prose version of the tradition later recorded as The  Ballad  of
Bosworth  Ffeilde,  gives his name amongst  those  present on Richard’s side.  This
list is probably accurate, and  Lovell’s  presence seems to be confirmed by Henry
VII’s  proclamation after the battle that Francis was amongst those killed there.
That  he is not mentioned in any account of the action seems to indicate  that  he
took  no prominent role in the fighting.82 Moreover, he was not, after  all, slain, but
managed to flee from the field.  When next  we have accurate news of him he was in
sanctuary in St. John’s  Abbey, Colchester, Essex."3 Henry Tudor had won the
crown, and Lovell’s friend and patron, Richard III, was dead“

Lovell, notoriously close associate of Richard III as he was, was attainted in the
first  parliament Of Henry VII on  7  November 1485. He remained disaffected,
even when  many others were swift to reconcile themselves to the new King; after
all, their old patron was dead.“ We do not know whether Lovell was even offered
a pardon by Henry VII.  Sir William Catesby clearly hoped  that Lovell would be
received into favour, for in his  will, drawn up on 25 August 1485 before his
execution by Henry VII, Catesby requested ‘and my lord Lovell come to grace
than  that  ye shew to hym  that  he pray for me)” Lovell remained however in
sanctuary at Colchester and it was probably there  that  he and Humphrey
Stafford of Grafton, Worcestershire, hatched the first uprising against Henry VII
in April 1486. Sometime before  that  date, though, Lovell had slipped out of
sanctuary and made his way northwards to Yorkshire, where not only had the
dead  King trusted to have his  best supporters, but  also Lovell  himself had family
and landed connections.“ . - ~

The details of the  1486  rebellion are not clear, but it seems  that  Stafford
fomented trouble in Worcestershire, whilst Lovell concentrated on Yorkshire,
especially around the Ricardian stronghold of Middleham, which  was  also  of
course Fitzhugh country. Some reports had it  that  Henry VII was almost
captured at York by the rebels. Further unfounded rumour alleged  that  Edward,
Earl of Warwick (the  most  likely Yorkist claimant to the throne as son of the  late
Duke of Clarence) had escaped from the Tower and come to York. This last
rumour may have originated in the fact  that  there were plots at this time to free
the  young Bar], for Abbot John  Santc  of  Abingdon  was accused in the parliament
of  1489  of plotting on 1 December 1485 to do just this. In this he was probably in
league with Lovell whose  seat  lay not far from Abingdon Abbey. Two of thg
others accused of plotting with  Sante were Edward Franke, Lovell’s servant from
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Knighton, Yorkshire, and' Henry Davy, his deputy as  butler  in the ports of
Ipswich and Colchester. In fact it seems to have been planned (though the  text  is
admittedly somewhat obscure) that  Warwick should be brought to Colchester
where Lovell was at that time still in sanctuary." Nonetheless, the revolt of  1486
was crushed  with  apparent  case, because the isolated groups of rebels involved
could be eliminated piecemeal, and WarWick remained in secure custody in the
Tower. Francis  Bacon’s  early seventeenth century account  of the affair plausibly,
though without collaboration, relates'that Henry raised three thousand men
under his uncle, Jasper Tudor, Duke of Bedford, to 'oppose the rebellion, but
before he engaged in battle the heralds were authorised to offer pardons in the
hope of avoiding a conflict.  Both  Baqon and Polydore.Vergil maintained  that  the
King’s  offer 'of a pardon to the rebels caused  Lovell  ‘in feebleness of spirit’ to
desert his men during the  night, ‘the  irresolute fellow’, and so his army submitted
to Henry." Meanwhile Humphrey Stafford fled to sanctuary, but was captured
at Culham near Abingdon and executed for his treachery. --

After the collapse of the revolt Lovell fled to Lancashire to his old ally, Sir
Thomas Broughton, to hide in the wild  region  known as Furness Fells, with  a
group of Ricardian diehai‘ds.  Though  not  known  to have taken part in the recent
rebellion, they probably entertained  talk  ‘of flew plots  against  the King. Howe'ver
their impetus and determination were surely undermined when several
prominent members including Broughton accepted the offer of  a  royal pardon,
being admitted to grace on 17  August  1486.“9 On the  other  hand, how sincere the
Lancashire  rebels  were in  this  submission may be questioned, since several of
them soon joined  Lovell  and the Earl of Lincoln in what has become known to
posterity as ‘Lambert  Simnel’s Rebellion’.90 -

We do not know how long Lovell remained in Lancashire, for he was said to
be at Ely in a letter of 19 May 1486. If this were so, his sojourn in the north was
very brief. He was still in England on 24 January 1487, but the  intelligence  of the
government was  that  he was trying to‘ make his way to Margaret of York,
dowager Duchess of Burgundy in Flanders, where he would  expect  to find help
and sympathy for any schemes to oust the Tudors." ‘

Such hearsay reports come from the Paston family’s letters, and an
interesting feature of  these  letters is  that  they seem  to indicate  some  close  link
betwcen  that  family and Alice, Lady Fitzhugh, Lovell’s mother-in-law. Indeed,
in  a  letter of 23 February 1488  to John Paston III (by then Sir John), she called  .
him  ‘son  Paston’ and signed herself ‘your  loving modir’ with  considerable display
of affection, referring to a‘business arrangement he had made for her in Norwich.
When the Countess of Oxford called Sir John Paston III  ‘son’ in another  letter, it
was because he was a retainer of her husband the Earl; Perhaps Sir John met Lord
and Lady Fitzhugh during his service under the Earl of Warwick around
Newcastle-upon-Tyne in the early 1460s, when  Henry, Lord  Fitzhugh  was a close
associate of Warwick.”2 A-second link between Lovell and the Pastons may be
traced through the Duke of Suffolk, his erstwhile guardian,'and Sir John Paston
II (brother of John  III), for in  1478/ 9  the latter enfeoffed the Duke and his son,
John, Earl of Lincoln, in his lands late of Sir John Fastolf.”3 .

After Lovell  left  Lancashire he  seems  to  h‘av_e moved towards the Paston
country of East Anglia, intending to embark for the Low Countries and seek help
or at least asylum there. The letter of 24 January 1487  by theEarl of Oxfor_d to
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John Paston  seems  to suggest Paston was not over-zealous in  tracking down
Lovell to arrest  him, and on 16 May 1487  Sir Edmund Bedingfield made  this  even
plainer, hinting that  many believed Paston to be intending ‘swyche  thyngys  as ys
lyke to folow gret  myscheffe’ and that ‘after my lordys  [Oxford’ s?] departyng to
the kynge ye ware  mett  at Barkwey, whyche ys  construid that  ye had ben with the
lady Lovell; but wrathe seyd never well. ’9‘

It seems possible, then, that some connection  between the  Fitzhughs  and the
Pastons  had been working over several months to smooth Lovell’s passage to the
continent. In the  event, though, John Paston III was to win his  knighthood  at the
battle of  Stoke  fighting for the King.

The dismal failure of the rebellion of  April 1486  may have  taught  the
Opponents of Henry VII  that, for any revolt to succeed, it would need a Yorkist
pretender actually in the field. Accordingly, the boy known  later as Lambert
Simnel was trained to impersonate the younger son of Edward IV, Richard,
Duke of York  This  tr_aining, according to Henry VII’s  subsequent account, took
place 111 Oxford, a  city with which Lovell had  strong connections, not least
because of the nearness of his own  estates. ’5 His Oxford and  Abingdon
associations  may well have facilitated  Lovell’s  connections with Simnel. The
attainder of  Abbot Same  of Abingdon in  1489  for plotting in 1485 to free the Earl
of Warw1ck also charged  that  on 1 January 1487 he conspired to pay for one John
Mayne of Abingdon to go abroad  with  the Earl of Lincoln, also a conspirator
with Simnel. 9‘ This suggests  that  Lovell’s  connections may have been
instrumental m luring Lincoln, son of his own former guardian, Suffolk, into  the
plot. Whatever the  case, at the end of February 1487, after actually attending a
royal council summoned to discuss how to defeat the plot, the Earl slipped  over
to the Low Countries. In May he' and Lovell; accompanied by troops supplied by
Margaret of Burgundy (who  Vergil  claims was  also  largely persuaded by Lovell
to give her support), sailed to Ireland where  they j_oin_ed up with Lambert Simnel,
neg 0%)]an posing as King Richard IV of York, in  time  to attend his coronation
at  u m

The story of the Simnel rising and defeat at Stoke- by- Newark,
Nottinghamshire, on 16 June  1487  has been told elsewhere. ’3 Lovell and Lincoln
had accompanied the boy from Ireland, and  gave  him their  full  support. Their
ultimate aims are hard to ascertain. Lincoln himself had a claim to the throne

. through his mother, a sister of Edward IV, so it  must  be plausible  that  he really
supported Simnel only with the intention of seizing the throne himself once
Henry VII was deposed. -What Lovell intended is even harder to tell.  Whils_t  he
would  have  known  that  Simnel was an imposter, he was  evidently willing to join
any faction which could remove Hen_ry and  might  avenge Richard III. It could
well be that he would have been an  ac_tive supporter of Lincoln  m  any strategy the
Earl had to seize the crown, with  a View to recovering his own  estates and  gifts.
.‘ The rebels landed from Ireland at Furness 1n Lancashire, where  they knew
they would be secure  close  to the seat of  Lovell’s  associate, Sir Thomas
Broughton, who joined their party. 9’ On 8 June  1487, from the home of their
associate in the plo_t, Lord Scrope' of Masham, they wrote to the  city of York
'requesting support in the form of food and lodging. The city chose not to respond
and prudently aided Henry’ s  supporters, the Earl of Northumberland and Lord
Clifford, instead. 1
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On 16 June at Stoke-by-Newark  Simnel’s  army was defeated and  Lincoln
killed.  Lovell’s  fate is uncertain. The  siting of the battle may be significant, for
nearby was  one“ of- Lovell’s own manors, Stoke  Bardolf, and the terrain may
therefore  havé  been familiar to him or to  some of his men.'°"The likelihood is
that, despite some contemporary reports of his death on the  field, Lovell escaped
alive  from  the  battle.  Nothing else  is known of him for certain. Even his wife,
Anne, did not know  where  he was in the period  following the battle and sent
Edward Franke, himself presumably an outlaw, off to the north to search for
him.  She also, we are told, made  ‘great  sute and  labour’ to the King on her
husband’s behalf, clearly believing him to be alive.”2 A clue to his fate may lie in
the records of the great seal of Scotland, for on 19 June  1488  James IV granted to
Lord Lovell, Sir  Thomas ‘Brochton’ [Broughton], Sir Roger Hartilton and Oliver
Frank_  and  their  servants  and  adherents  a safe-conduct for one year and
thereafter during royal pleasure.  This  would be consistent  with  what  is  known  of
Scottish  policy at.this  time, which  under James IV was distinctly hostile to the
Tudors.  In November 1488, for example, James received certain  English  visitors
(unnamed) at the request ofJHenry VII’s  enemy, Margaret of Burgundy.'°’

We have no direct proof  that  Lovell  actually went  to Scotland, but it seems
plausible. The records of the  city of .York for 16 July 1491  report  that a  certain
‘sympill  and pure person’ had claimed to  have  spoken to him and Sir  Thomas
Broughton in Scotland, but  give  no date for the encounter. Other York records
relate on 5 May 1492  that  certain people claimed to have seen Broughton later,
returning (by boat) from  Scotland  at~Ravenglass in Cumbria.'°“ It  seems likely
that  the supposed  sighting of  Lovell  himself should be dated to before  1490,
because in December  1489, when Anne Lovell was granted an annuity of £20 by
Henry VII, she was called  ‘beloved  in  Christ’. This  suggests she had either taken a
religious vow of celibacy or had entered a nunnery and, although this may have
been  a  response to her political insecurity as the  wife  of an attainted fugitive, such
a vow was a  common  course for widows.los On 21 October  1492, the inquisition
post mortem  of  a  certain John  Samuel]  referred to Lovell, who had been his
feoffec, as ‘now deceased’.'°6 This  may be construed to mean either  that  Lovell
was  simply. legally dead (but in this case, the word  ‘late’ would  have been the more
common  term), or  that  he was actually dead.  Certainly there is no  record  of him
from  this  time on. It seems  plausible, therefore, that  Lovell was dead by the  early
14905, and that the government and  others,were aware of  this. _

There  is an alternative scenario. Stories  have  been  recorded of~the discovery
during the  eighteenth  century of the richly clothed  body of a man sitting at a table
with  papers or  a  mass book  before  him, in a cellar or vault at Minster Lovell.
'When exposed to the air the corpse  fell  to dust. The identity of  this  individual,
apparently forgotten  and abandoned, is not known. Popular tradition claimed
that  the  body was  that  of Francis, Viscount Lovell, in  hiding from some date after
the battle of Stoke. It may be, then, that  Lovell in fact  fled, not to Scotland, but
home to  Oxfordshire, and  that  the Scottish safe-conduct and rumours spread

-about sightings  of him  there  were  merely a cover for-his real whereabouts.”7
Whatever the  truth, Lovell finally disappeared  without  trace.  _ .

One of the puzzles surrounding Lovell’s disappearance from the  English
political scene is his attainder in 1495. In 1485 he had been attainted as a
supporter of Richard III at  Bosworth.  He was  omitted  from the attaindcr of  1487
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following Stoke, although  his  confederate Lincoln  was  included.  The  attainder  of
1495  referred back  to  this omission, explaining that  it was  caused  by negligence,
but it is  hard  to  believe  this in view of his  prominence  in the  rebellion.'°“ Perhaps
Lovell  was  left  out  because  he had  been attainted already in  1485, and the  1495
act was  merely aimed  at tying up any legal  loose  ends.  As it  said  his  estates had
already been granted  out to  such influential figures  as the King’s  mother,
Margaret Beaufort, Countess  of  Richmond, and his  uncle, Jasper Tudor, Duke
of  Bedford, as  well  as to  other lesser figures. Possibly the new  owners  simply
wanted  to  establish a watertight claim.

Francis Lovell’s  widow, Anne, was still living in  1495, and was  protected  in
her own  right from  the  effects  of the  act.  Her  date  of  death  is  unknown.  They left
no  children  of the  marriage, and so with them  ended  the  line  of  Lovell  of  Minster
Lovell.  The  patrimony was  handed  out to  supporters  of  Henry VII, and the  heirs
of Lovell’s  sisters received only some properties from their Beaumont ancestors
by the  grace  of  Henry VIII.  The  chantry founded  at  Magdalen College, Oxford,
for the  souls  of  Francis  and  Anne disappeared during the  reforms  of the sixteenth
century.  All  that Francis, Viscount Lovell  finally handed down  to  posterity was a
dubious notoriety, allying him  inextricably with  Richard  III: in  that, it  seems,
history was not  mistaken.
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I436,  Bulletin  oflhe  Institute  of Hixlarical  Research,  vol.  26  (I953), pp.l-28. CP., vol.  4 ( l9l6), p.l27.  For the

will  of William. Lord Lovell,  see  Lincoln  Diocese  Documents. ed. A.  Clark. Early English  Text  Society. Original

Series, vol.  149 (l9l4), pp.72-87; see  also  G. V. Belenger, Francis, Viscount Lovell:  the  Life  of  a  Dog,

unpublished B.A. thesis. University of  Keel: I980.

8.  ”10., C1  / 38/248; confusingly, the will  makes  no mention of an  estate  in  Berkshire  for  William‘s  younger

sons.  On 9  December I483  the king ordered  the tenants of Claydon to  render dues  to  neither Lovell  nor

Morley;  Harlleian] MS  433.  cd. R.  Horrox  and P. W.  Hammond. 4  vols., Upminsler  and  London  1979-1983,

vol.  2, p.53.

9.  l-IIislan‘caI] MIanuscripls] CIommim‘an].  Hastings  M55,  4  vols., London  l928-47, vol.  2, pp.3. 296.

10. D. Baldwin, ‘Whal  Happened  to  Lord  Lovell?',  The  Ricardian,  vol.  7. no. 89  (1985), pp.56-85. Henry VI]

allowed an  inquest  to  declare  that  Lovell  had  died after  1507. so that his  Norris nephews. sons  of his  sister.

Frideswide, could  inherit  some  Beaumont  properties. (One nephew. Henry. later had the  dubious  distinction

of being the  supposed  pal-amour of  Anne Boleyn.)
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Clalendar  of I  Plalenll RIaIIs] [441-6.  p.420;  “46-52.  pp.385,  333.

CPR. l452-6l.  p.567. The  dale  of her  appointment  is not known. Alice surrendered the  office  on 23 March

I460 due partly to  grave  infirmities of  body and sight. but mainly because  Edward  was now to be  given into  the

care of men. She  remarried  in I463 to Ralph  Boteler,  Lord Sudcley.

CP., vol. 8. p.223;  Lincoln  Diocese  Documents.  p.72.

CPR. l452-6].  p.534.
CPR.  [461-7.  p.43. This  patent appointed  receivers for his  lands  now in the  king’s  hands in  Cambridgeshire,

Shropshire  and Essex.
lbid.,  p.346. The commission was led by John. Duke of Sufl'olk. Francis Lovell's  future  guardian.

See N. Orme,  From Childhood  lo  Chivalry.  London I984. for detail on the  education  of noble children.
[The] Plaslon] Lleum'], ed. N. Davis. Oxford 1976. vol. 2,  p.375.  Anne  was  probably about six;

Test/mental Ebarlacenses].  vol. 3. Surlees Society. vol.  1440930).  pp.l32-3, for the Fitzhugh  family tree

showing her position.
A. J. Pollard. The Richmondshire  Community of Gentry during the Wars  ofthe Roses,  in  Patronage. Pedigree

and  Power  in  later  Medieval  England,  ed. C. D. Ross, Gloucester  1979,  p.44.

CPR.  1467-77,  p.51.

.I. M. Williams. The Slanlcys [of  Lalhom  and Knowsley]. unpublished MA. thesis. Universily of Manchester

I979, p.l23 and  passim.  William Stanley was  already in receipt of an  annuity from John. Lord Lovell;

Materials [for a  History oflhe Reign  of Henry VII],  ed. W. Campbell.  London  1873, vol. I, p.322.
CP.,  vol. 8. p.223.
For  example,  with the Franke  family and Thomas Otter.
C. D. Ross, Richard III,  London  I981,  p.7.  R.  Horrox,  Richard  III:  A  Study of Service.  Cambridge  1989, p.28

believes Richard may have  been  in Warwick's household from I465 to  October  I468.  when  he  reached  the age
of sixteen.
CPR. [467-77.  p.2l 5. Since no husbands are  mentioned  for  Joan  and Frideswide. it seems likely that they were
still  single;  Joan married Sir Brian Slaplelon. and Frideswidc Sir Edward Norris.

Chronicle:  of London.  ed. C. L.  Kingsford,  Oxford I905, p.l8l. For an account of the  rebellion  see A. J.
Pollard. Lord  Fitzhugh's Rising in  I470,  Bulletin  of the  Institute  of Historical  Research,  vol. 52 (I979).
pp.l70-5.

The  Historic  of the  Arrival!  of King Edward  IV. ed. J. Bruce.  Camden  Society,  vol. I  (1838),  p.31.

Scottish Record OlTIce. C2/7/ I. no.  188; printed  in Register of The  Great Seal  of Scotland,  ed. J. B.  Paul.

Edinburgh  l882.  p.2l3,  no. l033.
CPR. [467-77.  p.26l:  PRO. Cl/40/222. 48/436.

CPR. 1467-77.  p.468. Lovell’s Cheshire estates were leased to Sir  William Stanley in I474; J. M.  Williams, The

Slanleys, p.343; PRO..  37th  Reporl  of the  Deputy Keeper [oflhe  Public  Records},  London  1875, appendix  2I

pan I, p.681.

PRO. Cl  [40/222,  48/436. Sl/92. 93. 94. The olTending parties  were Humphny Blount,  kt. (lands in
Shropshire). John  Lodynglon  (lands in Yorkshire and Cheshire). Walter Mymys (lands  in Oxfordshire,
Wiltshire. and  Nonhamptonshire),  John  Adams (Acton Bumell  and Longden. Shropshire). Richard  Colon

(Yoxall.  SlalTordshire).  William Bampton  (Denl'ord, ?'Derbyshire‘),  William  Tymme  (Wick Bumell,

Worcestershire). In I474 the King presented to the  living of Wick  Rissinglon  (’lGloucestershire)  which again

should by then  have been in the possession of the Sufl'olks. but was ‘in the  king's  hands‘;  CPR. l467-77.  p.438.

They probably worked  together  in the  north  in  Richard  lll's  reign, when  Lincoln was president of the Council
of the North. For the career of  John,  Duke of Suffolk see J. A. F. Thompson.  John  de la  Pole,  Duke ofSulTolk,

Speculum,  vol.  54(1979),  pp.528-45.
Register  of the  Guild  of Corpus  Christi  in the  City of York,  Surlees Society. vol. 57 (l87l), p.86.

PRO..  37th  Report  of the  Deputy Keeper.  p.480;  CPR.  “76-85.  p.62.

Clalendar  of] C/oel R/oll.r[ 1476-85.  p.76.  I  have not  been able  to  identify these  estates.

Ibid..  pp.84-5.

Rolfuli] Purl/iamemarum].  London  1767,  vol. 6, pp.254-S.

HMC.  Hastings  MSS,  vol. 2,  pp.2,  3. 42.  296;  see above;  Belenger,  ‘Francis  Lovell',  p.l8.

York Civic Records.  ed. A.  Raine,  vol. I, Yorkshire  Archaeological Society,  vol. 98 (I938). pp.30, 81. The

records of the dispute are  dated  13 August I479 and 15 September 1483. and the  pasturage  oonoemed was on
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45.
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54.

Knavesmire. That Lovell's influence in Yorkshire increased  after  the accession of  Richard  "I was  similarly

demonstrated when. in the  face  of  strong opposition, his  candidate, Henry Walton, was  inducted into  the

rectory of  Lyman  in Craven.  Walton  was deprived of the  living in I486; Reg/Bier  Theme] Roth/erham]. ed. E.

E. Barker. Canterbury and York Society. vol. I42  0974-5), vol. I, pp.42, ”3. For the quarrel  with  Lovell's

cousins over lands in  Buckinghamshire,  see above.

Sources  identifying the estates are very widespread,  but sac especially PRO.  Cl40/  l  3/ 27; 47/ 64: 52/ 3l — the

inquisilions  post  marlem  of John, Lord  Lovell  and Alice Deincourt. Lady Lovell — and The  Victoria  County

Hixlory for the various Shires.

A. H. Maxwell-Lyle, ed.,  Clalendar  of] [Inquisition] Host] Mlarlem].  Henry VII, vol. 3, nos.  989, 504,

1055,  698,  ”20, 426.  993.  625,  605,  ”85;  37th  Report  of lhe  Deputy Keeper, appendix  2, part  I, p.68l;

Lnncashire Record  Office,  DDK, 2/4,  3/ l4.

For  example  by C. D. Ross in  Richard  III and  more  recently by M. A. Hicks, Richard  III as  Duke  of Gloucester:

a  Study in  Character,  Bonhwick  Papers, no. 70. (I986) and  ‘Richard, Duke of Gloucester and the  North’, in R.

Horrox, ed., Richard  the  Third  and the  North.  Hull I986. pp.l  1-26; R. Horrox. Richard  III:  A  Sludy of Service.

pp.28-88.
CPR.  [476-85,  pp.569,  2l3. He  continued  on commissions in  Oxfordshire  on 14  July I481, 18 February 1483,

28  June  I483 and  5  December  1483.

CP..  vol. 8, p.224.

CPR.  1476-85,  p.343.

Slannr  Letters, vol. 2, p.150.  Sir  William  Parr was  married  to  Anne  Lovell's sister, Elizabeth; Test.  Eben.  vol. 3,

p.345.  Lovell  may have  returned south by l0 August  1482  as he was  than among the lessons of the  manor  of

Remenham, Berkshire, to Thomas Lovell for twenty years. to the use of Edmund  Mountfon, knight;

Westminster Abbey Muniments.  4531.  On l6 November I483, again, he headed the  list  of feofl'ees in

Buckinghamshire  of William  Slaveley,  esquirc. On this occasion the other {coffees included  some of his  known

associates: Sir  William  Parr,  William  Calesby. Edward  Franke, James Charlcton and Thomas  Wright  (the

others  were Sir James Tyrell,  Richard Pygot,  and Robert Kirby); CCR.  1476-85.  p.28l, no. 945.

Rot. Purl.  vol. 6, pp.  196, 237.  Lovell was  apparently not summoned to  parliament  in  I478, perhaps  because  he

came  of age too  late  for the wheels of bureaucracy to  start luming, although  he did receive  licence  to enter his

estates  two weeks  before  the summons were issued on 20 November I477; J. C.  Wedgwood, History of

Parliament, 1439-1509:  Register.  HMSO  1938,  p.423.

BL. Additional MS. 6] l3, £l26d. Curiously. the  writer  of the account places  this creation  in the  reign  of

Richard  I", but this is  almost certainly wrong.  He also  says that  Thomas Thwaites was  knighted  on the same

day,  and  according to W. A.  Shaw,  The  Knights  of Btgland, vol. 2, London 1906, p.2l, this took  place on 3

January 1483. For  Edward  lV's creations, see T. B.  Pugh, The  Magnam, Knights  and  Gentry, in  Fifteenth

Century England.  ed. S. B. Chrimes. C. D. Ross and R. A. Griffiths. Manchester I972, pp.l l6-7.

CPR.  [476-85,  pp.568.  579,  553,  554,  560,  569.

Harl.  MS  433.  vol. 3, p.4. The  appointment brought with  it the  substantial  fee of  £100  per  annum.  A. R. Myers

in The  Household  of Edward  IV. Manchester  1959, p.15, described the  office  of chief butler as ‘a  workaday

department which laboured behind  the scenes to make possible the  dazzling show upon the stage.‘ We do not

know  how  many of the duties expected  ofthe head  of  department  were  actually carried out by Lovell in  person;

ibid,  pp.l74-6. For  a  very recent look at the  royal  household, see R.  Horrox, Richard  III:  A  Study of Service.

especially p.249.
CR. vol. 6. pp.224-S.
Harl.  MS  433.  vol. 3, p.216.  The constableship of  Wallingford, granted  first to Lovell's  grandfather. had  been

held by the Duke ofSulTolk  during Francis's  minority.  Lovell's sister, Frideswidc, wife of  Edward  Norris, was

granud a life annuity of 100 marks for services unknown  from the  Wallingl'ord  issues; CPR.  1476-85.  p.478;

Harl.  MS  433.  vol. I, pp.l99, 249,  252.  For an account  putting Lovell’s  grams into  the  context  of Richard's

reign  see R.  Horrox, Richard  III:  A  Study of Service,  p.l44.

CP..  vol. 8, pp.224-S; The  Coronation  of Richard  III,  ed. A. F.  Sutton  and P. W. Hammond, Gloucester 1983.

pp.218.  249,  277, 96, 4l. Lovell was  originally to bear the  gold seep": with a  dove before the Queen in the

Abbey.  but  exchanged  roles  with  the Earl of Huntingdon. He was one  ofthirty-three knights  banneret. He had

also  apparently obtained a ring for the  King to put on the Queen's finger.

Printed  in P.  Tudor-Craig, Richard  III,  London  1977, pp.54-5. The latter may refer to  ‘Buckingharn's

Rebellion‘ in i‘s early sages. but more  likely deals with  plots  to  rescue  the ‘Prinues in the Tower‘.
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They were  together also  at Oxford on 24 July. and at Lincoln on  H October;  R. C.  Hairsine,  The  Changing

View  From  Oxford,  pan 1, The  Ricardian,  vol. 4, no. 53  (1976),  p.l8;  Smnar  Letters.  vol. 2'  pp.162-3;  CPR.
1476-85.  pp.569-70. This last commission seems to  indicate that  Lovell was not an active commissioner. and
this  would  appear  to be born out by his absence from the  Ancient Indictments  in the PRO, as  indicated  to me
by Dr R. Horrox.
CPR.  [476-85,  p.365. Lovell was replacing Sir  Richard  Grey. son of  Queen  Elizabeth  Woodville,  in  these
offices. As Dr Horrox has  pointed  out in  Richard  III:  A  Study of Service,  p. I44. Lovell's  associate  and  deputy
as butler.  Richard Rugge (servant  of Alice, Lady Fitzhugh  in I481; Reg  Roth.  vol. I, p.l0), acquired the
bailiwick of  Patlingham, Slafl‘ordshire;  CPR.  1476-85,  p.375;  Calendar  of Fine Roll: [471-85.  no.  789.

Slanor  Letters.  vol. 2, pp. l62-3.  Stonor  seems to have preferred his connections  with  the Marquis of Dorset to
those  with Lovell; ibid.,  vol. I, p.xxxiii. See R.  Horrox,  Richard  III:  A  Study  of  Service,  p.161.

CPR.  1476-85,  pp.370,  37L It may also  have  been  at this time  that  Lovell was  granted  power of  array  in
Southamptonshire.  Wiltshire,  Oxfordshire. Berkshire, Gloucestershire,  Warwickshire,  Northamptonshire,
Buckinghamshire, Worcestershire. Middlesex, Sussex! Somerset and Dorset, to resist the king's rebels.  traitors
and adversaries;  PRO.,  C8l /  I  53l /Sl.  I  am  grateful  to Dr R. Horrox for  pointing out this document to me.
lbid,  pp.487,  478; Harl.  MS  433.  vol. I, p.199.
lbid.,  vol. I,  p.251.

They were  also  to oversee the  hunting there,  and were stewards ol'all the lordships and manors  ofRockingham,
Brigslock and  ClilT,  parkers of  Brigslock,  and overseers of  herbage  and  pannage  there and of the  ‘foreyne
wodcs' called  ‘Brykstok  Bailly,  Rockingham  Bailly and Clyl'Bailly’;  Harl.  MS 433, vol. I, p.285.  Catesby’s  and
Lovell's relationship went back to old  family lies; around  1455  Calesby's  father,  also Sir  William, stood  feofl'ee
to Lovell's  grandfather, William,  Lord  Lovell,  and oihers in the  manors  of Slene and  Hinton,

Nonhamplonshire. for the performance of his  last will;  CIPM., Henry VII.  vol. 3. p.387. See also J. S. Roskell,
William  Catesby,  Councillor to Richard  III,  Bulletin  of the  John Ryland: Library.  vol. 42  (1959-60),  pp.l45-
172.

Harl.  MS  433.  vol. 2, p.95.

CPR.  [476-85,  p.540.  Another ‘perk' may have  been  his lease of the fishery of the Aim called  ‘Coldhalgarth’ in
Snaith,  Yorkshire for sixteen  years  at  a rent  of£l8 per  annum.  on 8 June  1484;  PRO.,  DL42/20. I am  grateful

for this reference to Dr R. Horrox.

Harl.  MS  433.  vol. 3, pp. 148-9. On the other  hand,  Lovell did not get  everything  his own  way.  On  9  December
I483  the  King ordered  that neither  Lovell nor his cousin. Lord Morley. should receive the issues oflhe  manor
and lordship of  Claydon, Buckinghamshirc.  over  which  they were in dispute;  ibii.  vol. 2, p.53. Thorpe
Waterville (with Aldwincle, Achurch  and Chelveston) had been the subject of  another  dispute in the reign of
Edward [V between Lovell and Sir Richard  Grey,  son of Queen  Elizabeth,  but Lovell was confirmed in his  title

to the  lands  in his  right  as the heir of Robert Holland by Richard lll’s  parliament;  Rat.  Purl.  vol. 6.  pp.254—5,
and see above. Lovell had  actually gained  custody of the lands as  early as 2l May I483;  Harl.  MS  433.  vol. 3,
p.216.

R.  Horrox,  Richard  III:  A Study nfService,  pp.220-2.

CCR.  “76-85.  pp.339-42.

Broughton  was  a  close  ally of Lovell in the Simnel  rebellion  and was described as his  adheram  by Polydore
Vergil  in his  Anglica  Historic.  'ed. D. Hay. Camden Society, 3rd series. vol. 75 (I950). p.l7. Frank: was
included in the pardon  granted  to the Filzhugh connection on 10 September  I470,  and stood [coffee to Lovell
twice  —  on 23  March  I484 and 10  June 1485 (when  he was also  a  witness); he was also involved in the  Simnel
rebellion,  and was  sent north  by Anne  Lovell to search for francis  after  the  battle  of  Stoke;  CPR. [467-77,

p.215;  CCR.  1476-85,  pp.413-4;  I  Calendar  of] Ancfiem} Deeds,  vol. 3,  [06;  Pl...  vol. 2, pp.455-6. For the
policy of  placing loyal  northerner: in key positions,  see A. J.  Pollard,  The  Tyranny of  Richard  III,  Journal  of
Medieval  History, vol.  3 (l977), pp.l47—65. Also R.  Horrox,  Richard  III:  A  Study of Service,  pp. l 38-end.

Lovell himself may have provoked  Collingboume’s attack  on him. for by a  letter from  Richard  III to Cicely
Neville, his  mother, of  3  June  1484  he was  appointed  on the king's command as her officer in  Wiltshire  —- a
position  previously held by his  calumnialor;  Harl.  MS  433.  vol. 1, p.3. For the commission, see  CPR.  1476-85.
p.519.

C. M.  Woolgar,  Catalogue  to the  Magdalen  College Archives.  pp.837-8,  citing  Misc.  426,  M. Cromwell papers
436: Misc.  425, M. Cromwell papers  437;  Misc.  148,  M. Misc. Bucks. 34;  Letters  I.  William.  Lord LovellI
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according to  a  letter  from  Oxford of 20 March  I453,  also helped the  building ofa school  ofdivinity;  Epislalae
Academicae  0mm, vol. I, Oxford Historical Society. vol. 35 (1898), ed. H.  Ansley,  p.322.
The letter is primed in K. B. McFarlane. The  Wars  of the  Roses,  The  Proceedings  of the  British  Academy.  vol.
50 (I964), p.108.
Vlicloria] C[ounry] HILflary of ] Wilts/hire].  London  1953-87,  vol. 9, p.l78; H. A.  Wilson,  Magdalen
College.  London l899, pp.264.  268;  R. C. Hairsine,  Oxford, part  2. The  Ricardian,  vol. 4, no. 54, (I976), p.2l  .
Edmund  Reed, knight.  of  Boarstall, Buckinghamshirc,  sent stone to help build  the school at Oxford also
palronised by William,  Lord Lovell;  Epislalae  Academitae  02mm.  vol. I, p.32 l.  Reed died  on  7  June I489 and
mentioned  in his will of 2l  February I489  that  he had  a  son,  Thomas,  who was parson of  Chinnor,  where

Lovell  owned halfthe manor  -— perhaps  this  was Francis Lovell’s scholar; The  Baarslall  Clmrlulary.  ed. H. E.
Salter, Oxford Historical  Society, vol. 88 (1930), p.293.

CPR.  “76-85,  p.386; G. H. Cook.  Medieval Chantries  and  Chantry Chapels.  London  1963,  p.20;  V.C.H.
Oxford,  London  l907-83  vol. 3. pp.  193-5.  It is  interesting  to  note  that the  patent  provided for  prayers  to be said
for his  grandfather,  William,  but does no!  mention  his  father,  John.

CCR. 1476-85,  pp.413-4;  PRO.,  E40/4790A;  Anc. Deeds,  vol. 3,  p.106.  The church was not slow to adopt him
as  a protector;  on  5  October 1483 Lovell and Sir  William  Catesby, on the instance ol'the  King,  were  granted  the
stewardship of the  manor  of  Slaneford  [Stainl‘orlh?] by the  abbot  of St German of Selby.  Again,  on  3 March
I484, Lovell headed  a group of feofl'ces entrusted  with  lands  belonging to the  monastery of St  James,
Northampton;  ibid.,  vol. 5,  p.87;  vol. 4, p.294.
CPR.  [476-85,  pp.554, 560,  568,  569,  577.  579.
Ibid.,  pp.399.  400.

lbid.  p.547.
lbid.,  pp.488-9L  400; PRO.. C81l1531/30.  1  am  very gratefuI  to Dr R. Horrox for  pointing out this  last
reference to me.

lbid..  p.544.

Harl.  MS  433.  vol.  I, p.282. His  father  had  been  master forester of Wichwood.
Wil‘shire Record  Office,  G23] l  I  44/ 6; I am  grateful  to Dr R. Horrox for this reference.
N.  Pronay and J.  Cox, eds.,  The  Crawland  Chronicle Continualions,  [459-1486,  London 1986.  p.177.  Lovell

was, however, at Woobum  Deincourt  on l0  June; see below.

British  Library. Harleian  MS  542,  f2. For an  examination  of  this  aqd  other  Bosworth manuscripts, see J. M.
Williams.  The S‘anleys. appendix 1, pp.360-380.  York  Civic  Records.  vol. 1,  p.121.

Letters  and  Papers [Illustrative  of the  Reign:  of Richard  III and  Henry VII].  ed. J. Gairdner (Rolls Series,
London  1861),  vol. I, p.234.  York Civic  Records.  vol. l, N l8, mistakenly reported  both Lovell  and  Lincoln  to
have  been killed  on the field.

Rot.  Purl.  vol. 6, pp.275-8. The ‘Litlle Devise‘ for the coronation of Henry Vll included Lovell and others who
could not have  been  present  (notably  the Duke of Norfolk, by then  dead). S.  Anglo,  in  Spectacle, Pageanlry
and  Early Tudor  Policy.  Oxford  1969. p.l2,  explained this by  demonstrating that  the ‘Litlle Devisc’ was
actually imperfectly adapted from an order  drawn  up for the coronation of Richard  III.

.I. S. Roskell,  William  Calesby. p.170.

Reports of Lovell  leaving sanctuary reached the  king,  but the date is  unknown;  Letters  and  Papers.  (see  n.83)
vol. I, p.234. For the revolt of I486, see C. H. Williams. The Rebellion of Humphrey Stafford  in  1486,  English
Historical  Review.  vol. 43 (I928), pp.  l  8  l-9.

Rot.  ParL,  vol. 6, pp.436-7. A  reference  to plots on  i Deccmber  V1 Henry V11 (1490) must surely be an error for
1  December  I  Henry V". For Davy as  deputy,  see  CPR.  1476-85,  p.378.

For Bacon's account see  81.. Additional  MS,  5758.  f.  I73;  Polydore  Vergil.  Anglica  Historic.  ed. D.  Hay,
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