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Preface

The central topic of this thesis, Cade’s rebellion of 1450 and
other associated risings, has until recently been unduly neglected.
In 1892 G. Kriehn Dbrought out his The English rising in 1450
(Strassburg, 1892), in 1950 Helen Lyle produced a short pamphlet for
the Historical Asscciation on The Rebellion of Jack Cade, 145C and

in 1970 Dr. Barron in her unpublished University of London

doctoral thesis contributed a detailed chapter on Cade’s rebellion

In London. This was the state of writing on the subject when I

embarked on the present thesis. It was not until 1981 that a

thorough, penetrating study of the whole subject came out as a
chapter in Ralph Griffiths® The Reign of King Henry VI: The

Exercise of Royal Authority, 1422-61. In that vyear another helpful
but less detailed account came out in B. Wolffe’s Henry VvI. These
two publications have greatly facilitated my task. Other works that
have been of particular assistance are Roger Virgoe's editing of
"Scme  Ancient Indictments in the King’s Bench referring to  Kent,
1450-1452° printed in F. R. H. Du Boulay (ed.) Medieval Kentish

Society (Kent Records, 1964) and R. L. Storey’s The Enc of the House

of Lancaster (London, 1966). I hLave +tried to supplement ©Professor

Griffiths® admirable <chapter by researches in the Public Record
Office and 1into local county records in the hope of discovering
more about how the rising affected the counties of the South-Zast.
I have also tried to look 1longer and  harder for evidence
concerning East Anglia’s involvement in the rising; and also in

greater detail at risings immediately subseguent to 1450 throughout
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the South-Fast and East Anglia.
Any piece of 1late medieval research suffers from the
lmpersonality of the records of royal government. A closer

knowledge of the personality and motives of most of the major
protagonists in this story would be of 1mmense value. Henry VI
remains an enigma. Similarly frustrating is our inability at this
distance to know more about the duke of York, his character and
what his contemporaries really felt about him. A collection of
private letters of this period such as the Pastcn letters of East
Anglia only highlight what we 1lack in this kind of insight and
information for the 1rest of the —country at this time. So,
inevitably, many questions remain unanswered.

Because the rebellion of 1381 proved to be a more cataclysmic

shock to the whole fabric of government and society it has left

behind a more abundant documentation than the risings of 1450. For
the events of 1450 our major sources are some ten or more
chronicles of near contemporary date which give a fairly detailed
account of events in and around London. By and large they do not
contradict one another. What 1s largely, although not entirely,
lacking for ~ 1450 1is evidence from King’s Bench 1indictments. The

rebels from Kent, Surrey, Sussex and Essex were pardoned 1n large

numbers, so indictments do not exist to suggest to us how they

rose, from which villages, or who their ringleaders might have been.
This is not true of Wiltshire, however, where the insurgents were
indicted, or of Essex where indictments would be presented in 1453
concerning the 1450 rebels there. A few glimpses of what was golng
on in the affected counties during 1450 can be seen among the

records of Early Chancery Proceedings. Those risings which followed



the rebellion of 1450, in contrast to the 1450 rising, go
unmentioned by the chroniclers, but are well documented 1n  the
records of the KXing's Bench.

In its organisation the rising of 1450 apparently carries a

strong resemblance to the revolt of 1381. In both 1instances men
within easy <riding distance of London betook themselves to the
capital. As in 1381 (and as would happen 1in 1549) there were
troubles in East Anglia in 1450 but these turned upon local
targets for attack instead of taking the road to London. In 1450
as in 1381, men of Kent, Surrey, Sussex and Essex rose up 1n large
numbers and marched up to London where a petition was offered to
the king and unpopular courtiers were murdered. Indeed, Shakespeare
in his Henry VI part 2 for his account of Cade’s 1rising made use
of the actual events of 1381. There is some evidence that in 1450

men were affected by the memories of what had happened 1i1n 1381:

on one occasion the justification for a particular action was given
as for this was how 1t was doné in the ¢time of Jack Straw’.
Both risings were precipitated by the mismanagement of the wars
against the French. Both were protests against misgovernment and the
failures of the judicial system and produced murderous violence

against some of the central and local  ministers and officials

regarded as the source of these evils. But the Great Revolt of
1381 had many important features largely, or even wholly, *}aciing
in 1450. The 1intolerable fiscal demands of the Crown during the
decade before the rebellion of 1381 had no parallel 1in 1450. Above
all, in the seventy years dividing the two revolts there had been

changes 1in the organisation of agrarian society so fundamental as



to alter radically the nature of economic and social grievances of
which the population of Soutﬂ-eastern England might still complain.
Serfdom, and the pressures of the seigneurial system which loomed so
large in 1381, ceased to be important 1ssues. There was, however,
both in 1381 and in 1450 an underlying tide of discontent due

to depressed conditions of trade and of the textile 1industry. Where
we have the evidence of indictments for 1450, as for Wiltshire, this
reveals a strikingly large number of rebels recruited from among

workers in  the cloth industry ~ always particularly vulnerable to

economic dislocation, just as this 1s very prominent in the much
better documented events of 1381. But, unlike in 1381, in studying
the grievances raised by the rebels in 1450 one has no impression
that they were trying to reform the social order of their day.
As 1in the case of 1381, a study of the events of 1450 has an
importance which far exceeds the details of the circumstances of
that year. What it does 1is to make intel;igible the way in which
Henry VI's reign ultimately dissolved into the Wars of the Roses.

Placenames are spelt 1in their modern form but county boundaries
remain those of the fifteenth century. The expressions ‘men of
Kent” and “Kentishmen® are employed 1loosely, meaning no more than
simply the 1inhabitants of the county, without any suggestion that
these are people from one particular side of the river Medway.

It is a pleasure to thank here -.all the friends and
colleagues who have been so generous in their help to me “during
the writing of this work, especially ts the medievalists amongst
my friends for their discussions and for reading parts of the
text. Particular thanks are due to Dr. fhomas Charles-Edwards, to

Joyce and Michael Martin and also to Corpus Christi College,



Oxford, for giving me such ideal conditions 1in which to complete

this endeavour.
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Chapter One: The South-East of England during the reign of Henry VI

While this study has for its subject popular agitation 1in
England, yet it 1s a story largely dominated by the South-East. An
introductory look at this region offering some picture of the
landscapé and people from which rebellion sprang helps to explain
why this should have been so. The other area important to this
story, East Anglia, 1s 1looked at later, forming as it does quite
another case.

The ‘South-ﬁast', for these present purposes at least, comprises
~the five counties of Kent, Middlesex, Surrey, Sussex and Essex. The
term 1s more than Jjust a convenient tag used to tie together
five adjacent counties, since the area has a certain regional
unity of its own. The chalk escarpment of the North Downs  runs

west-east through Surrey and Kent to eﬁd just on the Essex bank
of the Thames; the large, roughly circular, wooded prominence of the
Weald extends from eastern Sussex and the corner of south-eastern
Surrey 1into central Kent; whilst the Thames ebbs and flows in its
wide estuary bounded to the north *by Essex and to the south by
Kent. But that which above all binds these counties together into
a geographical and, what is more, a political coherence is a
common proximity both to London and to the Continent - this will
be one of the most 1important factors to consider when diggussing
later why the major popular uprising of Henry VI’s reign occurred

here 1n the South-East.
A crow flying at a good height over Kent from Canterbury to

Sevenoaks at any time during the first half of the fifteenth
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century would look below to its right and see flocks of sheep
grazing the treeless, level stretches of the Isle of Sheppey and
the marshes north of Cliffe, Cooling and St. Mary’s Hoo, Jjust as
far away in the distance to the 1left there would be sheep
grazing Romney Marsh. But a more striking feature of 1its Dbird’s
eye view would be the hedged and wooded nature of the landscape.
Woodland was to be seen both on the chalk Downland west of
Canterbury and on the Chartland, the hill country with 1its

numerous quarries at the foot of the Downland escarpment.] There in

the Downland at Sevenoaks it would see expanses of wooded slopes

on the Weald stretching away to the south 1into Sussex. .Likewise,

areas of woodland were to be found 1in Surrey, Essex, and northern

and eastern Sussex.2 As always, timber was a cash <crop worth

farming. Large scale landlords who 1leased out most of their  other

property often chose to continue exploitiﬁg thelir woods directly.

They were encouraged ¢to do so by a tendency for timber to

increase in price throughout the century.3

In the twelve months
from Michaelmas to Michaelmas  1427-28 the archbishop of
Canterbury’s woodward at his important wood at Bexley 1in north-

western Kent sold 5,000 talwodes (a largish variety c¢f firewood)

and 5,500 tosards (a smaller variety); but during a similar period

1447-48 he sold 9,000 talwodes and 11,000 tosards, along with 27

caks sold to a shipman.4 Nor was 1t always 3Jjust the large scale

landlords who were in this business. Lumbering could well take up a

substantial proportion of an average Kentish farmer’s acreage

alongside his arable and pastoral 1interests. 1In the 1430s John and
Margaret Brenchesle had property on the edge of the Kentish Weald -

in Benenden and Rolvenden comprising 150 acres of arable, 140
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acres of marsh, meadow and pasture, and 150 acres of woodland. > And

in Sussex in the second half of the century, when derelict lands
belonging to Battle Abbey were being brought into use again, the
new tenants sometimes chose to turn the land to timbering or to

cattle pasture rather than to resume thelr use as arable land.b®

Not all woodland, however, was put entirely to commercial use. Some

landowners had enclosed part of their woodlands and turned them

into deer parks. Such parks could be of considerable size; large

enough, for example, in the case of the duke of Buckingham’s park
at Penshurst in Kent, for a big gang of poachers allegedly to

caf}y off no fewer than 82 deer in one raid in the middle of

the century.’ Poaching was a particularly exciting and popular sport

pursued with enthusiasm throughout the country.
In the absence of the acid uplands which characterize the

northern and western extremities of Britain, arable crops could be
grown through most of these five south-eastern counties. Wheat and

barley predominated on the most fertile soils, as, for -example, on

the 1rich soil of the foothills of north and east Kent. Fringed

to the seaward side by coastal marshes and inland by the not so

fertile Downland, these gently undulating foothills were the main

grain growing districts of Kent, the county’s most populous and
affluent portion, and one of the factors  contributing towards

making the éﬁuth-East one of the richest areas of the country. An
example of ‘the kind of farm found here 1s the manor of Ackholt,
on the edge of this belt a few miles south of Wingham 1in east
Keht, which - in 1445 had all of 1its 274 acres down to arable

crops but for ten acres of woodland.8 This was an important area
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of supply for the London market; wheat was sent by boat up the
Thames estuary from harbours of the north coast such as Faversham
and Margate. Another prominent cereal growing belt, likewise enjoying
ideal soils and gradients, was the south coastal belt of Sussex
which had a farming economy specializing in the combined Ggrowing
0of grains and raising of sheep which supplied the  necessary

manure, although the latter were increasingly being supplemented by

cattle. Here too the most popular crops were wheat and barley.
Such was the concentration of arable farming on this coastal plain
of Sussex that it created a demand for teams of reapers during
the harvest period and drew a seasonal labour force down from
the Weald.’ This relative wealth of eastern Xent and maritime
Sussex within the South-East was of long standing and was
reflected in the figures of the 1334 subsidy a century earlier.10
Throughout the South-East oats, peas, beans and a certain amount
of rye were grown alongside the more commercially valuable wheat
and barley. The fields of peas and beans scenting in summer the
down  wind roads and lanes were grown primarily for human
consumption. Other leguminous crops, 'vetch and ‘horse-meat’, had been
grown as animal fodder and as improvers of the soil in an
important way since the late thirteenth century in the cereal belts

of Kent and Sussex, an 1innovation that had shown these regions to
be at the forefront of farming methods in England.11

Yet the emphasis should not be 1laid too heavily on arable
crops alone. Speaking generally, the five counties would best be
described as having a notably balanced mixed farming economy. Indeed,

there was an observable trend in the later Middle Ages away from

cereal farming towards more pastoral farming. Even in the grain
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growing belt of Kent 1itself a farmer would prefer to comblne

intensive livestock husbandry with raising arable crops. The manor
of Ackholt, mentioned above as an 1illustration of the 1importance
of arable farming in this area, 1is somewhat misleading in 1its
suggestion of an area of exclusively arable cultivation. William
Aldelond; who grew wheat and barley in the parish of Minster on
the Isle of Thanet in the north-eastern corner of the Kent grain
belt, left behind him as his winter minimum of 1livestock five
(presumably draught) horses, twenty pigs, eight bullocks, and a flock
of a hundred sheep, when at the end of January 1445 - a month of

short days and cold east winds - he drowned himself. 12

The large orchards which until very recently were one of the
most characteristic features of the Kentish countryside were

possibly a much less conspicuous aspect of the landscape during

the fifteenth century, although the presence of apple mills suggests

large scale apple growing.!3 Tpe imaginary landscape described in a
poem probably of Henry 1IV’s 1reign, Mum and the Sothsegger, must have
conformed closely to the actual appearance of some rich rolling
portion of Sussex or Kent in high summer: here is a landscape of

green woods and hedges, homesteads set among mown meadows and

harvested corn fields where blackberries and honeysuckle grow along

the waysides; beans, broom and wild meadow flowers blossom, there
are plums and pears 1n the orchards, grapes 1in the garden, deer
out on the dale, and grazing the pasturelands sturdy horses and
cattle; and hidden in the available shade, sheep 1lying in the cool
as their lambs sport along the hedges. 14

Sheep, the most numerous of the different livestock present in
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the South-East, were kept very much less for their mutton than as
dairy animals and wool producers, and for their use in manuring
arable 1land. John Leventhorp, who in the early 1420s leased out to

farm his dairy at Wennington in Essex a few miles south-east of

Romford on the edge of Thames-side marshland, included 1in his

15

lease 56 cows but 168 sheep for milking. ° Likewise, at Easter 1450

at another Essex grange a John Bewham took on the dairying of

17 cows and 300 ewes.'® The flat open marshlands of southern Essex

where the salt breeze carried a clinking of sheep bells along
with the «cries of the waders were renowned for their fine
cheeses.f'7

Wool from the south-eastern counties was none of 1t of the
highest quality grade required by the medieval wool trade. In a

list of 1454, grading 51 different kinds of English wool, the wools

of Middlesex, Kent and Sussex were placed almost at the bottom of
the 1list, worth, 1in the case of Kentish wool, 4 marks per sack.
This compared with 14 marks per sack for the finest English wools

from the March of Shropshire and Leominster. Nonetheless, these

*slight” wools of Kent and Sussex” were not without their export
market and they also had the local cloth 1industry to supply.18
The evidence points to large flocks of sheep particularly on the
South Downs and <throughout Kent.13

The widespread depopulation and changed landlord-tenant relations
of the latter half of the fourteenth century had given rise by
the first half of the fifteenth century to a larger —class of

well~-to-do  peasantry. These nen were prospering particularly 1n

the South-East with 1its grain growing fields and plentiful markets.

The big landholders were going out of direct exploitation of

15



their estates and these men were coming in. The demesne manors of
the archbishop of Canterbury, for instance, like many of the large
scale estates, were wholly farmed out by 145020 ;.4 many of the

lessees came from this class of yeomen. In Kent, Surrey, Sussex and
elsewhere they had been prospering since the late  fourteenth
century from farming the archbishop’s land together with his
livestock, buildings and, where these were important, also rights to
customary services. And if a man held some of his land from the
archbishop, he was quite 1likely in the 1late Middle Ages also to be

leasing from a couple of other large landowners and from several
of his own neighbours toco. Competent managérs, with valuable local

knowledge, often former estate officiéls for landlords themselves,

these men rationalized and increased their holdings assiduously

21

often 1n jigsaws of small plots. The grant by Simon Sage, of

Litlington in the Cuckmere valley not ‘many miles from the Sussex
coast, who in 1458 alienated all his lands in neighbouring Exceat
and Westdean, 1is a catalogue of tiny plots. He had one 50 acre
piece of arable, a 10 acre piece of meadow and 17 acres of
saltmarsh, but the remaining 30 and more acres of his property
came in four, three, one and half acre portions, no doubt patiently
accupnulated with aspect and soil 1in mind. 22

The evidence  shows that this was a group of yeomanry who
bulked large in south-eastern society. These were, after all,
counties where the powerful influence of a few great magnate
houses was much less conspicuous. There 1is no sure way of estimating

how large a fraction of society the yeomen were, but after Cade’'s

rebellion in 1450 a 1long pardon roll was drawn up of some 3,000
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names from the south-eastern counties and Jjust a few hundreds
enumerate sufficiently large numbers of their inhabitants to be
statistically interesting. There 1is Milton hundred with an
unparalleled 314 names from 14 villages; Shamull hundred with 123

individuals from ten different towns and villages, and an

additional 12 men from whereabouts unknown 1in the hundred; Eyhorne

hundred with 211 men from 17 1localities; and Maidstone hundred with

94 individuals from six towns and villages. All these were
hundreds from around or near the Medway valley 1in northern and
central Kent. Looking at these 1lists of names the yeomen and lesser

husbandmen are very conspicuous. Not every name 1s accompanied by

occupation or status, but among the greater number who are, a

substantial 30% in the hundred of Maidstone are designated as either
yeomen or husbandmen, a proportion which rises to a rough 50% in

the hundreds of Eyhorne, Milton and Shamull. Even 1in Sussex where

the greatest number of names 1n any given hundred 1i1s a mere 67

from Netherfield hundred, 45 from Steyning  hundred, 33 from
Swambergh hundred and 32 from Longbridge hundred, the proportion 1is
35%, 55%, 51% and 84% respectively. And in the Surrey hundred of

Wallington and Brixton with its plentiful 243 names 37% of persons
are designated as either yeomen or husbandmen.?3 ¢hose terms were not

employed rigidly, but in a general fashion a yeoman was a more
prosperous kind of farmer than a husbandman.

With their 1increasing literacy and material prosperity the
yeomen are a social group about which 1t is possible to be quite
precise. They were not wealthy on any scale but the better off
among them knew a solid domestic comfort by the standards of the

time. Their homes had bacon hanging in the roof, silver spoons on
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the table and feather beds to sleep on. They 1indulged a taste
for wvivid colours 1in <clothing and hangings, gave affectionate
pethnames to theilr cows, remembered thellocal poor 1in their wills,
owned a book or maybe two and wanted their sons sent to

school . ¢4

It 1s worth 1looking at this group in some detail in order
to convey how different Kentish society of 1450 was from what it
had been 1in 1381 when it participated in the Great Revolt. By
the middle of the fifteenth century the prominence of the men

still recorded as bondmen had been replaced by that of yeomen
whose descent and original status was ceééing to matter. John
Cotyng from Sittingbourne 1in Milton hundred may or may not have

been a rebel 1in 1450 but he certainly had his name placed on

the pardon roll 1issued after it was over.25 Howsoever, as a2

landlord and entrepreneur he represents the most prosperous kind of
Kentish yeoman, one who had everything to lose if the terrible
rumour of 1450 were frue that Kent was to be made a wild
forest in revenge for the death qf the duke of Suffolk. To be
more precise he had, give or take a few acres (since this was
'his total in 1459) more than three messuages, 12 virgates and an
additional 27 acres. In addition to this he owned a house, the

Swan 1in Sittingbourne, furnished with a gqood display of silver and

plate, two barns and also stalls in the market place at Milton

-
X

and Sittingbourne.26 Living within the smell of the sea and oaly

half a dozen miles or so from the castle of Queenborocugh on the
Isle of Sheppey, which the French had attacked in April 1450, the

threat of enemy occupation or looting must have been an acute
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anxiety for him and a great many men of coastal Kent that

summer.

Property consciousness was the hallmark of this group. To  take
an example of a more modest yeoman, Henry atte Bregge, the younger,
farmed in the village of Laughton set 1in the low-lying
countryside east of Lewes in Sussex. He apparently -enjoyed a
little illegal sport and may have taken an interest in national
affairs, but more than anything else his over-riding concern Wwas
with his own farming affairs. In April 1449 he is to be found
being fined for keeping a greyhound bitch, a franchise granted only

to those with property valued at over 40s. a year. Since his

father was fined at the same time for keeping a greyhound dog
this 1looks suspiciously 1like a family poaching enterprise.27 He may
perhaps have been 1involved in the rising of July 1450, yet in the
first week of August of that vyear, which would have been almost

immediately upon his return from the turbulence of the capital, he
was busy protesting in the 1local manor court over a longstanding
grievance, that a neighbouring landholder had not scoured out his
ditch properly for years and that® as a consequence Henry’s own
meadow had been under water and useless, causing him a farthing
less than 40s. in damage: in response to which his neighbour was
equivocating, acknowledging some damage but disputing the amount . 28

At -the 1lowest end of the yeoman-husbandman group were men such
as Thomas Jerveys, a husbandman farming during the 1440s at
Thundersley, Jjust north of Canvey Island on the Essex bank of the
Thames. In the summer of 1443 he had 20 acres under wheat, 27
acres : under barley and dredge, and 24 under peas and oats. He

kept three horses (one of them no 1longer fit to work), two cows and
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seven piglets.“” Even such modest property holding would have lent

him some status in the local community, for there were those whose
holdings were too small to support them and who were obliged
habitually to hire out their labour. The 1livestock of such a
labourer in the parish of Otford 3just north of Sevenoaks in Kent
in the. summer of 1445 consisted of no more than three young
bullocks and a pig: in addition he had a mere three roods of

land sown with wheat and two acres sown with peas and oats.30

Whilst Hodge may have come to rule the fields by the second

quarter of the fifteenth century, the status of the artisan was
little changed. Of ‘course the distinction between the two groups
was very far from absolute; much o0of the manufacture of textiles
had moved from the towns 1nto rural areas where cloth workers

were commonly also smallholders. But the concentration of artisans -
cobblers, glovers, fletchers, tallowchandleré, carpenters and cordwainers
- continued ¢to be 1n the towns and large villages. Some of these
retailed their own goods 1n shops or stalls at the weekly markets
and at their ¢towns® fair days. Often they formed a vocal, mobile
and independent-minded element 1in £he community, prominent in the

religious and political dissent of the period.

In some instances one particular craft or trade predominated

in a town. This was the case, for example, at Thaxted in northern
Egéex where since the later fourteenth century approximately 49? of
the working male population may have been employed in tool
manufacture as cutlers or sheathers.31 1 some coastal towns  of

the South-East it was shipping and fishing which gave the

greatest employment, although, it must be added, this was not the
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case as often as might be expected. It was true of Hythe where

a majority of the working population were fishermen,3d2 , 3 here

the work of <craftsmen, for example that of the net knitters,33was

often allied to the f£fishing trade. The boats of Kent and Sussex

ports such as Hythe, Folkestone, Romney, Rye and Brighton fished the

local inshore waters for plaice and mackerel, and from June
onwards their larger boats went up to the North Sea fisheries of

34

Scarborough and Yarmouth to catch herring. Oyster fisheries were a

local speciality of the estuaries of the north Kent and south

Essex coasts.

Apart from actual fishing, another important source of revenue
for the boat owners and shipmen of the region was the carrying

and supplying trade over. the Channel to the English troops

operating in France and to the permanent garrison in Calais. Here
was a network of trade, indeed, which extended all over the South-
East of England and beyond. Calais formed a more or 1less captive
market. Set on flat and marshy ground, the castle and town could
not even supply its own building materials of freestone or timber:
in 1440 the woods of three Essex monasteries supplied 1,400 great
oaks and woods at Langley Park near Leeds Castle 1in Kent supplied
a further 1,760, all for the harbour and waterworks at Calais.35
The garrison could  buy some wheat in the March of Calais and
wheat and wine were on occasion acquired from Norman and Breton
traders, but its main traffic in 1live cattle and sheep, bacon,
stockfish, saltpetre, arrows and the 1like came through the ports of
London and  Sandwich.3® a5 regards cross-Channel passengers, Dover

enjoyed a monopoly of the Calais traffic; mariners were not

allowed to take merchants and pilgrims from Calais to any other

21



Kentish port.37

The whole enterprise created all kinds of 1incidental |Dbenefits

for the area, such as a demand for pasturage near Sandwich for

hundreds of cattle and sheep whilst they awaited embarkations® or

a demand 1in the quarries of the Maidstone area for stone missiles
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for siege machines. And with an outgoing stream of troops,

10 foodstuffs and military equipment, together with

pressed labour,
incoming merchants, merchandise and visitors, making the mailn roads
of the region among the busiest in the country, the hostelry
business could not but benefit as 1t inflated 1its prices to sult
demand. At Rochester, a stopping placé for travellers en route from
Dover to London, an 1inn-keeper in the July of 1445 thought some

French ambassadors 1in the peace negotiations between England and

France suitable customers to buy £fish at three times 1ts true
value. And of  <course it was the same story with the wine they

bought too.41

Porchester and Southampton on the south coast were both used
as disembarkation points by visiting embassies, taking their road
to London through Hampshire, Sussex and Surrey, as an alternative to
the Dover-Canterbury-Rochester-Dartford route. This meant that a
large portion of the population of the South-East were exposed at
various times, and most particularly at the time of the bringing
over of Henry VI's new French queen 1in 1445, to very colourful
and vivid manifestations along their own parish roads of the ever
important French connection.%2

There was another side, however, to the South-East’s cross-Channel

dealings. Soldiers and camp followers were quartered in the countryside
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on their way to and from France and were apt to commit every

sort of outrage. Ships were commandeered to transport troops. A
zone was created, 12 miles wide and extending 1in length right
round from Sandwich to Appledore, from which purveyors might take
(regardless of the 1inconvenience and without any sure gquarantee of

repayment) livestock or grain exclusively for the supply of Calais,
its marches and Kent’s own Dover castle. The rich arable lands of

the Isle of Thanet and the central hundreds of Maidstone, Eythorne
and Twyford also <came under this special ©preserve of royal

purveyors that made a parasitic neighbour of Calais in times of

stress.?3 ynen  in the late 1440s commerce - was badly disrupted by

an lncrease in piracy and England through military defeat 1lost a

friendly French coast in Normandy the whole business of proximity

to France was to turn very sour. Sandwich 1n particular declined
through this disruption: its exports of wool and cloth dropped
dramatically in 1449, whilst 1its wine imports fell to a gquarter of

what they had recently been. As a key Kentish port, Sandwich’s

decline had repercussions upcn the health of the whole county’s

trade. In neighbouring Sussex 1in 1448 Rye and Winchelsea had been

burned by the French. 44 All along the Thames estuary, at Gravesend,
Cliffe, Hoo and the 1Isle of Sheppey on the Kentish bank, and at
Horndon, Tilbury, Fobbing and Shoebury on the Essex bank, there were
manned beacons, part of a chain extending around the South-East

".--‘-_'.

coast, watching day and night for enemy craft.4>

There was a busy domestic carrying trade through the roads of

the region with the movement of passengers, pilgrims and 1lccal

materials: chalk from Lewes perhaps, or fronm Northfleet, pot  clay

from Wrotham, or timber from Sevenoaks to name a few.%b Certainly
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the Thames was as much a thoroughfare as a barrier with ferries

plying across from Kent to Essex and back from Gravesend,

Greenwich and Higham.47 The condition of the 1roads varied from

season to season, but it was possible to move about the
countryside at a fair speed. An estate official of the archbishop
of Canferbury could ride in May from Pinner Park in Middlesex via
Hayes to Otford in Xent and down to Wadhurst, Frankham Park and

Mayfield in Sussex attending to business at each of these manors

as he came to them in a matter of four days.48 Moreover, the
trade in a commodity as perishable as fresh fish, carried by
rippilers from Folkegtone, Hythe and Rye_ to Loﬂdon, confirms fﬁe
suggestion of serviceable roads. 3’ Indeed, Kent was notorious for
the speed with which news could travel from one end of the county

to the other. There was a constant problem of upkeep: at the
beginning of Henry VI's reign a stone bridge was newly constructed
over the Medway between Rochester and Strood>° and the repair of
the highways was regularly remembered by men in their wills with
bequests made for the upkeep of‘ local roads or even for the
repair of specified stretches.>1

There 1s one craft which merits special attention: the cloth
industry. In the chapters which follow it will be seen again and
again how frequently cloth workers were 1insurgents in the troubles
cf mid-fifteenth century Englané, in the Midlands, in Wiltshire, 1in
East Anglia and in Kent, men such as the weaver from Favershan,
William Horne, who at Canterbury on 14 June 1451 was Ijudged to be

hanged for high treason and - whose goods were forfeit, his  most
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valuable possessions being his two looms. Wool and woollen cloth
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enjoyed a position of supreme importance among the exports of
Henry VI°s England. This singular role dated back well into
previous centuries, wlith the difference now that by the second
quarter of the fifteenth century cloth had overtaken wool as the
more 1important export of the two. English cloth was bought
throughout the Mediterranean. As far away as Greece 1t was  known

that the British Isles produced the best wool 1in the world and

had a flourishing cloth industry.93 , good deal of cloth was also

produced for the home market. Some of the finest broadcloths 1in
England were made in the area around the southern Cotswolds, and
just to the south there was an 1important kersey producing. area in
south Wiltshire and Berkshire. Another equally important «cloth
producing area concentrating on the production of kerseys  existed
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along the Suffolk-Essex  border. In this area around the river

Stour and its tributaries where the . grinding and pounding of
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watermills, some for fulling cloth and some for corn, accompanied

the normal sounds of the river, kerseys and straits were
manufactured in large quantities at prospering towns such as
Dedham, Sudbury, Clare, Hadleigh and Lavenham. Cloth production was

also important 1in certain other towns o0of Essex and Suffolk such

as Coggeshall,' Braintree, Bury St. Edmunds and Halstead. A woollen
district, although not of the importance of either the Wiltshire-
Gloucestershire or Suffolk-Essex groups, extended through the southern
counties of England from Hampshire through Surrey, (Guildford was an
important centre); to thé villages o0f the Kentish Weald and beyond.

The Weald had the advantages of access to the fuller’s earth,

found plentifully to - the. west around Nutfield and Reigate 1in

sSurrey, heeded 1n the finishing of more valuable varieties ©of
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cloth, of fast flowing streams to power fulling mills, and above
all a surplus population lacking sufficient employment. For example,
during the 1440s in the villages of Smarden and Pluckley, just on
the edge of the Low Weald or Vale of Kent, a few miles west of

Ashford, it is 1likely that almost a quarter of the male population

was engaged in the cloth industry.S56 Serving the cloth villages of
the Weald was the important town of Maidstone to 1its north 1in the
lower Medway valley. Here were the drapers and chapmen who acted
as middlemen between the workers of the Weald and the London

merchants: commerce and connections with the capital were

57
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continuous. Occasionally this familiarity bred contempt, as 1in

September 1442 when two Londoners set upon a Maidstone servant
carrying goods for his master and a Bearsted draper as they rode

along the roads of Kent and made off with 30 yards of woollen

cloth worth 35s. and eight pieces of woollen cloth worth 7 marks.28

But it is ©precisely this dubious kind of connection between

Maidstone and the capital which, by entering the criminal records,

allows us a closer look at the chapmen’s wares. Another robbery
by the same pair of Londoners that September, this time from two
Maidstone chapmen, permits us to discover that 1in this district of
Kent there was not only a market for cloth dyes but also for
cloves, ginger, cinnamon, dates, sugar cane and silk.59

The Wealden cloth villages nurtured a tradition of religious

dissent so strong as to constitute one of the more distinctive

features of this singular district - a tradition encouraged by

large parishes, scattered settlements and the weakness of the 1local

manorial structure. 0 This was a Lollard district, which would,
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moreover, take its fvll share in the political unrest 1in Kent

during the early 1450s. Indeed, with 1its wooded, 1incised valleys, its

comparative absence of large, nucleated settlements, and 1ts sense
of remoteness and secrecy, it was a natural refuge for
fugitives.61

Besides the manufacture of cloth the economy of the area was

based on small pastoral holdings, 1local crafts, iron smelting and

its allied <charcoal  burning. It was a peculiarity of the land
holdings here that Kentish manors all over the county, some of
them many miles distant, owned discrete portions of woodland or
clearing - denes. In the fifteenth century the manor of Wye for

example, away to the north-east of Ashford on the river Ouse, owned
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eight denes there. There 1s no doubt that the Weald’s distinctive

nature was recognized at the time. It is likely that a Wealden man
could be 1identified by his speech: Caxton, who was born and learnt
his native tongue in the Weald during the 1420s, reckoned, 1in a

preface to one of his English translations, that there there was

spoken ‘as brode and rude englissh as 1is 1in ony ©place ©of
englond'.63

But to return to the textile industry, signs of +the industry
were present throughout the South-East. It had made a spinster of
almost every woman and dotted the river valleys with its tenter
grounds, fulling mills and plots of teasels and dye plants. In

1452 at Braintree in Essex the bailiffs declared that the art or

mystery of weaving was practised 1in thelr town more than any
other and had been so from time beyond memory.64 Just to  their

north was the greatest of the Essex cloth towns, Colchester. A

wide variety of «cloths were made there from a low quality
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russet, regarded by some as fit only for hermits, to high quality

varieties exported by Italians.®> p pan possessing one of  the

skills of the industry was not 1likely to be 1left unemployed 1long
provided relations with foreign customers were good. Many of the
immigrants who were resident in England at this time came from

the Low Countries and were employed in the manufacture of cloth,

bringing to it their expertise. Among the 128 aliens in Kent who
failed to evade the o0ath of allegiance in 1436 the occupation 1is
known of only 11, but of these four were weavers and one a mercer.

Similarly, of the 12 aliens whose occupations are known 1in Essex

that year, three were weavers and five were tailors, two of whonm

lived in Colchester.66

London was the chief centre for bargaining in English cloth.

Wherever the finished cloth of the South-East ended up 1t was
likely either to have travelled through London or to have been
bargained for there and delivered directly to harbours of shipment
elsewhere. In the middle of the fifteenth century London was the
market for those great exporters of English «cloth, the 1Italian
merchants. The business was transacted in Blackwell Hall which had
been specially <constructed for the purpose in the last years of
the previous century. At the beginning of the century wool destined for
the Mediterranean had 1left England from London, Southampton and
Sandwich, but by the middle of the century the Venetian galleys
had almost ceased to go up the estuary to London, and Southampton
with its excellent harbour and Sandwich as an outport to London
were the main ports dealing in this trade.

To discuss any aspect of the South-East at this time, whether
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it be political or economic, makes 1little sense unless the
counties are seen in their proper regional <context as a
hinterland, closely connected with this expanding capital city. For
all its orchards, straying pigs and the countryside of grazing
cattle Jjust outside its walls, London was a truly wurban community

67 T

by the standards of 1its day. he fifteenth century saw it

outpace more decisively such cities as York, Norwich, Chester and

Bristol as its population grew from a possible 35,000 1n the
mid-fourteenth century to perhaps somewhere around 50,000 at the
end of the fifteenth century so as to become comparable with all

but the very largest cities of the Continent. 68 London was the

great market for the wares of this adjacent region, 1its grains,

fish, fruit, cloth, iron, timber, stone and manpower. When 1in 1439
there was a general shortage of corn the mayor of London was

ordered to send purveyors into the .city’s normal regions of

supply - Sussex, Kent and East Anglia - to buy grain to feed the

inhabitants of the city.69

The South-East was a region 1inhabited by a gentry class who
had been up to London and quite - possibly looked at the king.
Conversely, every well-to-do merchant or craftsman who made a
prosperous living in London 1looked to Middlesex aﬁd the countiles
of the South-East for property in which to 1invest. Landed property

not only set a seal upon a man’s affluence and gentry -status
but also provided him with a solid asset.’0 p itizen and saddler

of London might hold a manor in Surrey,’! a2 London dyer might

look to south-western Essex for 1land 1in which to invest,72 or a

London alderman such as John Gedney might enjoy a desirable

warren out 1in the Middlesex countryside at Tottenham, (so desirable,
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that 1s, that men from the parish of St. Clement Danes would
trouble to visit it by night and unannounced).’3 pyring the mid-
1430s Kent and Middlesex were the counties which attracted the
greatest number of such Londoners with money to 1invest 1n  land.

The 1436 lay subsidy 1roll for London revealed that there were

358 men there with assessments of over £5, of these 15 were

detailed as holding land in Hertfordshire, 17 in Surrey, 33 1n

Essex, 35 1in Middlesex and 37 1in Kent. 4

In short, London, the political, financial and commercial capital
of England, with the royal —court just outside 1its walls at
Westminster, was the hub of the south-eastern counties and part of

what made them a region. It was the obvious target for any

popular uprising.

™ g
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Chapter Two: The 1440s: the Approach of
a Crisis
)|
Popular unrest and revolt were to be a major feature of the
crisis of Henry VI's reign which occurred during 1449-50. Up until

that time - at least 1in Henry’s English possessions - they were

rare events.' The only exceptional year 1in this regard was 1431.
English reliqgious life in the fifteenth century had 1its own
sub-group - a disparate group at that - of individuals who were

always potential insurgents: the Lollards. It was their rising 1in

__— - —— it

1431 during Henry VI’s minority which presented the one important
popular disturbance his government had to deal with before 1450. It

is worth noting that the troubles which broke out during the

early 1450s in southern England would again centre around areas of

strong Lollard tradition.

The Lollards «called for a return to a simpler Christianity
purged of the trappings of worldly institutions. Their emphasis was
upon the authority of Scripture made accessible by translation

into English, hence their nickname, the ‘Bible-men’.2 qheir beljefs

were also characterized by a denial of priesfly sacramental powers
(anyone could baptize or hear confession) and an 1iconoclasm. Yet it
was not the ecclesiastical authorities alone who were on the
alert against these heretics. There were too considerable political
implications for the secular authorities in the Lollard refusal to
accept the legitimacy of +the central secular authorities. Memories
were still alive of the Lollard rising led by Sir John Oldcastle

in 1414. The gallows at Tyburn were known as the ‘Lollers
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galewes” .3 Throughout the 1420s <clerical versifiers inveighed

4

against these ‘ingrati, maledicti, daemone nati’,® yhilst convocations

and synods for their part kept 1issuing statutes and ordinances
against Lollards, false preachers and the possesssion of sacred
books 1n English. Norfolk, Essex and London were among some of the

places which saw men burnt as heretics at this time.

Quite apart from explicit Lollardy there existed what was at
times a violent anti-clericalism. This was something which would be
evidenced in 1450 following Cade’s revolt and was a sentiment felt
by men and women who probably would not call themselves Lollards
but - whom the- authorities would almost certainly ‘label 1in this way.
"Lollard” had always been a word used 1in a derogatory fashion,
meaning an idler or a vagabond, and in the mid-fifteenth century
the term was used very loosely by royal officials and justices®
clexks to mean no more than priest-hater or even Jjust general
trouble maker. A word, indeed, which was 1ideal for making the
authorities prick wup their ears if one wished to get one’s
enemies oI Eelatives into trouble, although such tactics were
effective only 1f employed judicioﬁsly. In 1434, for 1instance, a
Thomas Tournour, a Middlesex 1labourer, misjudged the  matter ‘and
ended up getting himself taken to court for accusations made on
insufficent grounds.>

The Lollard =rising of 1431 was in many respects a political
affair. The 1rebels of 1431 were apparently almost all laymé;h (fhis
had not been the case in 1414), and when some of them came to be
indicted no charges were made of doctrinal unorthodoxy. Their
offences lay scarcely in their beliefs at all but rather in  their

attitude towards the Church, in particular its clergy and its
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wealth. To this extent the rising of 1431 may not have been a

thorough-going Lollard revolt in the strictest sense.6

The troubles began in the spring of 1431, after the king had
been absent from the realm for a year. They started 1in the form
of pamghleteering and the flagrént advertising of  heretical and
subversive opinions. During March and April 1in the parish of St.
Giles without Cripplegate in the northern suburbs of London,

between the open spaces o0f Finsbury fields and the clutter of the

city proper, ULollards fomented discontent against the existing order

of church and government.’! At secret meetings they composed letters

e

T

and bills expounding their views on church doctrines and, more
especially, on their plans to disendow the Church. These bills were
distributed to towns of the Midlands and the West such as

Salisbury, Oxford, Northampton and Coventry, to be placed on doors and
windows as public notices.8 Their productions continued into May -

when they allegedly drew up a detailed 1list for the replacement
of the great prelates and peers of the realm with Londoners from
their own ranks. For example, a London weaver, John Cok, was to
become the duke of GCloucester and lord of West<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>