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TWO PREHISTORIC RING DITCHES AND AN ASSOCIATED BRONZE 
AGE CREMATION CEMETERY AT TUCKLESHOLME FARM, 

BARTON-UNDER-NEEDWOOD, STAFFORDSHIRE 

ANTHONY MARTIN and CAROL ALLEN 

with contributions from Julie Bond, Anthea Boylston, Yannick Minvielle-Debat, Terry O'Connor, 
Elizabeth Pearson, Duncan Robertson, and David Williams 

INTRODUCTION 
Excavations were carried out in advance of development at Greycar Business Park at Barton-under-
Needwood (SK20841880; fig.l). The investigations were conducted between June and August 1996 
by Gifford and Partners Limited on behalf of Conningham Partners and LH Group Holdings 
Limited. 

Fig. 1: Site Location (not to Scale) 

The site has been used as pasture in recent times, but in the past it had been ploughed and 
extensive cropmarks are shown on aerial photographs (fig. 2). The underlying geology of the area is 
Mercia Mudstone and the site lies on the well-drained river terraces covered by fluvio-glacial gravels 
(Geological Survey (1954) Sheet 154). Such locations have always been favoured for settlement and 
agricultural use. The ring ditches and the area in which they lay are a Scheduled Monument (Staffs. 
SM 222). The site had previously been evaluated by desk-based assessment, fieldwalking, geophysical 
survey, examination of aerial photographs, and trial excavations (Gifford 1995). The evaluation 
located and recorded the ring ditches and established that the stratigraphy of the site had been badly 
truncated by ploughing. 

Results of the 1996 excavations within Areas 1 and 2 in the east of the site are reported here. The 
results of the excavations in Areas 3 and 4 to the west, where medieval boundaries and Romano-
British pits and pottery were uncovered, will be reported separately. 

EXCAVATIONS by Anthony Martin 
The two ring ditches lay along the north-eastern boundary of the field between the A38 road and 

the railway line. In Area 1 a completely circular ditch was uncovered, but the ring ditch in Area 2 had 
been destroyed on its eastern side by the building of the railway and only about 60% remained for 
investigation. 
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Fig. 3: Plan of Area 1 
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14 TWO PREHISTORIC RING DITCHES 

and could have belonged to an individual who was then buried within the vessel. Preservation of 
environmental evidence from the Barton site was poor, and although the presence of cereals is 
suggested the contexts were unclear. Animal bone, however, confirmed the keeping of sheep and 
cattle and the eating of pig meat, and the presence of suitable grassland in the locality suggests that 
these people may have been engaged at least in part in pastoral farming. It is likely that there would 
have been some kind of occupation area but a purely pastoral society would have left little trace in 
the disturbed areas of the excavation. 

CONCLUSIONS 
The ring ditch of Area 2 provided a focus for burial rituals of the middle Bronze Age and at least 

21 individuals were cremated and buried in the cemetery. It is possible that further cremations may 
have been disturbed in modern times, but all the burials found at Barton were concentrated on the 
north-east side of the barrow. Cremations of both males and females were identified and people of 
all ages were buried in the cemetery from small children to older adults. There was, therefore, no 
discrimination in the burial rites afforded to individuals according to age or gender. 

Survival of the cremated remains was better within the almost complete pots that were found. The 
uncontained cremations could have been buried in organic containers of skin or wood but no trace 
of these was found. Grave goods were found only with one of the uncontained cremation burials in 
a pit, and this fired clay object may have been a fastening (similar to a toggle) for clothing, but the 
precise function is not clear. Although only one burial yielded grave goods, it is possible that other 
organic objects may have been placed with or on the dead and that they did not survive the pyre. 

The condition of the cremated bones suggests that the bodies were fleshed when cremated and 
were therefore also very likely clothed. If all were cremated when fleshed this suggests they were put 
onto the pyre shortly after death, and a token deposit of bones was retrieved for burial within the 
pot or pit. Other parts of the cremated remains may have been taken elsewhere, or (for example) 
thrown into the river. As each burial respected earlier ones, and as the bodies were fleshed, it seems 
unlikely that the people they represent all died at the same time, and some marker such as a stone 
or pole must have been placed to avoid disturbance of previous burials. 

The precise area where these people lived and farmed is not known and it may have been 
destroyed, but it is clear that the community had contacts with other societies which made similar 
pottery styles. Perhaps marriage partners were found in other communities and by such means 
potting traditions and styles were transmitted. Incorporation of pieces of ancestors' pots could have 
provided continuity with the past and the future. It cannot be known whether all members of the 
society received the same rites of burial, but all ages and both genders of at least some of its 
members were well respected. They received a cremation ceremony and burial in an area which 
already held some special significance. 
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LICHFIELD and RICHARD II 

JIM GOULD 

The peripatetic medieval kings with their courts visited Lichfieldon a number of occasions. Most 
visits are recorded only because documents were dated at Lichfield, but few of them refer to 
Lichfield matters. Rather more, however, is known of the visits paid by Richard II in 1387,1398, and 
1399. This was a time of considerable political disturbance in England with much duplicity and 
intrigue, and the backgrounds to the visits vary. It was also the time of the Schism with two rival 
popes, one at Rome and the other at Avignon. Having a rival may have led the pope at Rome to be 
more amenable to the king's wishes than might otherwise have been the case. 

1387 
On 13 January 1386, the keeper of the king's privy seal, Walter Skirlaw, was consecrated bishop of 

Chester (alias Coventry and Lichfield) at a ceremony held in Westminster Abbey. Richard II 
attended with a number of bishops and nobles.1 Four weeks later, on 10 February, Skirlaw was a 
member of a commission sent to France to negotiate a peace between England and that country.2 

The negotiations were fruitless. A few months later, in accordance with a papal bull, Skirlaw was 
moved against his wishes from Lichfield to the even poorer see of Bath and Wells. Stebbing Shaw 
believed that the pope acted at the request of Richard II: the king had turned against Skirlaw due to 
some tale carried to the king by the earl of Suffolk who had been another member of the fruitless 
commission.3 Whatever the cause the see of Coventry and Lichfield became vacant. 

Earlier, in 1385, the see of Chichester had become vacant due to the death of its bishop, and the 
chapter there elected their dean, Richard Scrope, to fill the vacancy. King Richard intervened and 
insisted that instead they should elect his confessor, the Dominican friar, Thomas Rushook, who was 
bishop of Llandaff.4 Scrope was then in Italy, where he had been since 1382 acting as auditor of the 
papal curia; he was later nominated notary of that body. He must have been well-known to the pope, 
who would surely have been aware that he had been denied the see of Chichester. On 18 August 
1386, whilst at Genoa, the pope promoted Scrope to the vacant see at Lichfield, and he consecrated 
him on the following day.5 It is not known what part, if any, the king played in this matter. Scrope 
was an able member of a powerful Northern family, and before becoming dean at Chichester he had 
been chancellor of Cambridge University.The young king, only nineteen years old, accepted Scrope's 
promotion. 

At first, the Lichfield burgesses were not so obliging. Scrope claimed that as bishop, he was also 
lord of Lichfield with a right to a view of frankpledge and control of the town's courts. A number of 
tradesmen assaulted and maimed his officials preventing them from collecting fines that had been 
imposed and driving some officials from the town.6 Unfortunately, apart from the names of some 
offenders, we do not have further details of this incident. 

Meanwhile, the king was having difficulties himself, and he may have seen the strong new bishop 
as a useful ally. Acting through parliament, the magnates of the realm had set up a council to reform 
the young king's household, correct his abuses, and curb the power of his favourites.7 At one point 
the king faced what was in effect an armed rebellion. Some of his friends were executed and even his 
old confessor, Thomas Rushook, was sent into exile in Ireland. Richard resented this opposition and 
was determined to assert himself and exact the deference he believed to be properly due to his 
kingship. He dressed extravagantly and even introduced a new affectation, pieces of linen cut up to 
serve as pocket handkerchiefs.8 His supporters among the nobility were also sartorially distinguished, 

1 Westminster Chronicle, ed. and trans. L. C. Hector and B. Harvey (1982), 156 and note. 
2 Ibid. 160 and note. 
3 S .Shaw, History and Antiquities of Staffordshire, i (1798), 270. 
4 Westminster Chronicle, 131. 
5 J. Tait, 'Scrope, Richard', Dictionary of National Biography, li (1897), 144-47. 
6 Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1385-1389, 544. 
7 N. Saul, Richard II (1997), 148-204. 
8 M. Bennett, Richard II and the Revolution of 1399 (1999), 23. 
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LICHFIELD A N D R I C H A R D II 17 

wearing circular gold badges given by the king.9 Richard's usual livery, however, was a white hart,1 0 

and that symbol is relevant to the king's visit to Lichfield on 29 June 1387 to instal Scrope as bishop." 
The king was out to impress and build up his following. 

Making the most of the occasion, the installation at Lichfield was in the presence not only of the 
king but also his queen, Anne, the archbishops of York and Dublin, the bishop of Chichester, the 
earl of Suffolk, lords Basset, Beaumont, and Zouche, as well as a number of knights.12 Significantly 
the archbishop of Canterbury (Thomas Arundel), one of those who sought to curb Richard's power, 
was not present. The ceremony was followed by a huge feast at the bishop's palace to which all the 
clergy and the leading citizens of Lichfield were invited. As the magnates at the installation would 
have been accompanied by their retinues, the event must have strained the resources of the small 
town and surrounding area, but unfortunately we do not have any details about how they coped. This 
was the first time King Richard is known to have visited Lichfield. 

Five months later, on 25 November 1387, perhaps stimulated by the king's visit, or by the activities 
of the bishop, seven Lichfield men paid £30 to the treasury at Whitehall.13 In return,they received a 
licence from the king and from the bishop to form a fraternity and gild. The gild was to have a 
warden and a chaplain to pray for the king, his queen, and members of the gild, and to pray for their 
souls after death. On the same day a further £10 was paid for a licence to enable the gild to acquire 
property;14 in 1392 a further licence was granted to the gild to acquire in mortmain property worth 
£5 a year in part satisfaction of the general licence of 1387.15 Despite the sums exacted, the gild's 
ordinances of 1387 begin with praise for 'the Noble Kyng Richard, Second of that name'. 1 6 Later, 
when deceased people were admitted to the gild, Richard and his queen were included, thus securing 
their memory and prayers for their souls as long as the Lichfield gild existed. It is surely significant 
that gild property listed in the following century included an inn in Saddler Street named the White 
Hart. 1 7 

The king had an interest in architecture. He ordered the construction of the fine hammer-beam 
roof and the repair of the stone cornice at Westminster Hall where the white hart emblem appears 
on the string course that runs below the sill.18 The white hart also appears on the fine timber ceiling 
of St. Mary's Hall, Coventry,19 and a good example appears on a roof boss at Hartington Hall, Devon, 
home of the king's half-brother, John Holand, duke of Exeter (fig. 1). The most impressive use of 
the badge, however, is on the exterior of the Wilton diptych, whilst on the interior even the angels 
surrounding the Virgin all wear white hart badges. It would not be surprising if Richard, either in 
1387, or during one of his visits eleven years later, were associated with some architectural feature 
at Lichfield that would have been marked with his badge. This is especially so since in 1398, probably 
at his behest, orders were issued by Archbishop Roger Walden for the celebration of the feast of St. 
Chad. The king was a strong believer in the intercessory powers of saints and pressed for the better 
observance of cults of English saints.20 

In his 1914 St. Chad's Day Address, printed under the title The Sedilia, Dean Savage referred to a 
very fine stone screen which once stood at the entrance to the Lady Chapel in Lichfield cathedral. 
Damaged in the 17th century, the screen had been taken down and parts re-used elsewhere but 
surviving pieces of even-grained oolitic limestone have been dated to c. 1400.21 Dean Savage 

9 M. McKisack, 'Historia siue Narracio de Modo et Forma Mirabilis Parliamenti', Camden Soc. 3rd ser. xxxvii [otherwise 
Miscellany, xiv] (1926), 4. (Articles in this volume are separately paginated.) 

10 Chronicle of Adam Usk, ed. and trans. C. Given-Wilson (1997), 53. 
11 Lichfield Dean and Chapter Acts Book, i, f.l5v.This corrects the 1386 date given in H. Wharton, Anglia Sacra (1691), i. 

450 (followed in V.C.H Staffs, xiv. 59). 
12 Lichfield Dean and Chapter Acts Book, i, f. 15v. 
13 Calendar of Patent Rolls, 1385-1389,373. 
14 Ibid. 380. 
15 Ibid. 1391-1396, 118. 
16 F. J. Furnival, Ordinances of the gild of St. Mary, Lichfield (Early English Text Soc. cxiv 1920), 3 (original Latin Englished 

in 1538). For fuller details of the gild see A. G. Rosser, 'Town and Guild of Lichfield in the Late Middle Ages', Trans. 
South Staffs. Archaeol. and Hist. Soc. xxvii. 30^17. 

17 V.C.H. Staffs, xiv. 30-47. 
18 J. M. Steane, Archaeology of Medieval England and Wales (1984), 6; English Historical Documents (1969), ed. A. R. Myers, 

1142-43. 
19 Bennett, Richard II, 142-3. 
20 Saul, Richard II, 319,322. 
21 R. K. Morris, 'Lapidary Collections of Lichfield Cathedral', Medieval Archaeology and Architecture at Lichfield, ed. J. 

Maddison (British Archaeology Ass. Conference Trans, xiii, 1993), 105. 
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RALPH WOLSELEY, A FIFTEENTH-CENTURY CAPITALIST 

Christopher M. Welch 

INTRODUCTION 
In the 1470s the town of Rugeley and the adjacent manor of Wolseley, lying on the east side of 
Cannock Chase in central Staffordshire, were home to a number of industries which were the result 
of investment by Ralph Wolseley, a member of the local gentry who had risen to high office. Such 
direct involvement in production at this period is interesting, and might be seen as an early example 
of capitalist enterprise. This paper examines the reasons why Wolseley might have chosen to invest 
as he did at this time, and the success and failure of the enterprises. 

THE CAREER OF RALPH WOLSELEY 
Ralph Wolseley was born in the 1420s, and followed a career as a lawyer. His first wife was the 

sister of Walter Blount, first Lord Mountjoy, a strong Yorkist who was Treasurer of the Realm from 
1464 to 1466, and it may have been through this connection that Wolseley was appointed Victualler 
of Calais in 1465-6.1 Calais at this time was the port through which most of England's wool trade 
was directed, a trade supervised by the Fellowship of the Staple which collected the wool custom and 
was responsible for the financing of the Calais garrison.2 Wolseley would therefore have been 
intimately connected with foreign trade in both wool and cloth with Flanders and the Low Countries, 
then under Burgundian control. 

In 1467 he was appointed fourth Baron of the Exchequer, but lost the office with the brief revival 
of Lancastrian power in 1470-1. He was re-appointed in 1478 and remained in the office until 1484. 
It may be in this period between 1470 and 1478 that his attention turned towards the potential of his 
little manor of Wolseley and his properties in the neighbouring town of Rugeley. 

THE MANOR OF WOLSELEY 
The manor of Wolseley, from which the family took its name, was neither extensive nor valuable. 

It covered about 1,660 acres (673ha) and lay on the northern flanks of Cannock Chase, a large 
expanse of heath and woodland in central Staffordshire. Most of the manor lay on the gravels of the 
Cannock Chase Formation, whose free-draining characteristics give rise to infertile soils, and the 
greater part was composed of woodland and pasture.3 Ralph Wolseley held the fishing rights over the 
stretch of the river Trent that flowed through his land, and there was one strongly-flowing stream, 
the Stafford Brook, that ran down to the river. Significantly, the main road from London to Chester 
ran through the manor and crossed the Trent at Wolseley bridge, which existed from about 1250, and 
a branch road led to Stafford, the county town.4 

INCOME 
Apart from the manor of Wolseley itself, by the late 1470s Ralph Wolseley held properties in 

nearby Admaston, Chorley, Colton, Lichfield, Little Haywood, and Longdon, and further afield in 
Tipton. A rental of 1478 gives the total income from these properties as over £60 a year and that for 
the following year has a total in excess of £77. This might suggest some acquisition of properties, but 
the two rentals are not directly comparable.5 

Although the wealth Wolseley might have amassed from his periods of office is not known, it seems 
likely that it would have been greater than the income from his properties. As a top lawyer, he might 
have expected to make £300 annually, and the profits from service to the Crown should have been 
greater.6 It is possible to speculate that the loss of office in 1470 might have dealt an unexpected blow 
to his income and precipitated a search for alternatives. 

1 A. F. Sutton and P. W. Hammond, The Coronation of Richard III: The Extant Documents (Gloucester, 1983); Collections for 
a History of Staffordshire (hereafter S.H.C.), 1934, 80. 

2 E. M. Carus-Wilson and O. Coleman, England's Export Trade 1275-1547 (Oxford, 1963), 25. 
3 Calendar of Inquisitions post mortem, Henry VII, ii, p. 539. 
4 S.H.C., 1934,77. 
5 Staffordshire Record Office (hereafter S.R.O.), D. (W.) 1781/6/3/2 (November 1478); D . (W.) 1781/6/3/4 (August 1479). 

The 1478 document is evidently incomplete. 
6 C. Dyer, Standards of Living in the Later Middle Ages (Cambridge, 1989), 47. 
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RALPH WOLSELEY 15TH-CENTURY CAPITALIST 23 

DISPUTES AND SOURCES 
Perhaps as a result of his relatively rapid rise and his political allegiances, Ralph Wolseley was 

involved in a series of disputes with his neighbours and their tenants, and the documentation relating 
to these provides much of the information we have on Wolseley's activities. One was with John 
Gresley and began in about 1465; it chiefly related to various alleged assaults on Gresley's servants, 
and Gresley also complained that Wolseley had enclosed 1,000 acres illegally. A second dispute, 
evidently related to the first, was with John Hales, the bishop of Chester (1459-90), and seems to 
have specifically related to enclosure of land by Ralph and his father Thomas (who died in about 
1469). This dispute continued through the courts until 1481, when a provisional settlement was 
agreed.7 The bishop held the adjacent manor of Rugeley, and his tenants there claimed common 
rights over the Wolseley lands, presumably pur cause de vicinage (because the commons were 
contiguous). The people of Rugeley were to have a long tradition of robust articulation of conflicting 
views of common rights, and it is possible that they felt those rights to be particularly under threat 
at this time from Wolseley's activities. 

Much of the information about Wolsley's enterprises comes from a single document, a list of the 
'manifold hurtes and wrongis doon to Rauf Wolseley' by the servants of the bishop of Chester.8 It 
seems likely that this document was produced as a response to the bishop's accusations, and the 
reason it contains useful information about Wolseley's various undertakings may be because these 
were a convenient focus of more general contention, but this can only remain speculation. The list 
of 'manifold hurtes' is not dated, although one of the events complained of took place in around 
1482, and John Hales was bishop until 1490. 

INVESTMENTS 
Brewing and inns 

The second item on the list of 'manifold hurtes' details an assault on one Antony Berebrewer, and 
claims that the bishop's servants 'beete and sore woundid' him in order to persuade him to end his 
occupation of the 'beerehous' belonging to Ralph Wolseley in Rugeley. The eleventh item relates 
how, presumably at the same time, the servants 'went to Ruggeley to a beere hous of the said Rauf 
and spoylid hit', taking away barrels of beer to drink at the market cross. Wolseley goes on to claim 
that the setting up of the beer house had cost him £50, that it had been let for 20 marks (£13 6s. 8d.) 
a year, and that he had therefore lost that sum for the last ten years.9 A Wolseley manor rental of 
1479 gives the rent of the 'berehowce' as 9d., and there was also income from a holding with land 
and pasture of 20s. also called the 'berehowce', either of which might reflect the reduced income 
from the establishment.10 

These two brief items in a long list of complaints reveal a great deal. The most significant fact is 
that Ralph Wolseley had, at some point in the 1470s, set up a brewery in the town of Rugeley in order 
to make what is specifically referred to as beer. At this time ale and beer were distinct: ale was the 
traditional fermented malt liquor that had been brewed for centuries on a small scale in England, 
whereas beer contained hops and was introduced as a drink in the 15th century from the Low 
Countries." Brewing beer must have been a new development in Staffordshire at the time, and it 
suggests that Wolseley had access to supplies of hops as English hop growing was more a feature of 
the 16th century than the 15th.12 It may be here that Wolseley's foreign connections were of 
significance. It is interesting to note that one of Gresley's complaints relates to an Aliand [alien] 
called Antony dowcheman', possibly the same person as the Antony Berebrewer referred to above.13 

If this is correct, then Antony may have been brought by Wolseley from the Low Countries as a 
brewer skilled in the new techniques he intended to introduce. 

The hops used in beer contain a substance, lupulin, which gives it its bitter taste but which also acts 
as an antibacterial agent and extends the time over which it can be stored.14 This would mean that 
7 Both disputes are discussed in detail in S.H.C., 1934, 77-94. 
8 S.R.O., D . (W.) 1781/6/2/8 
9 Ibid. 
10 S.R.O., D . (W.) 1781/6/3/4 
11 P. Sambrook, Country House Brewing in England 1500-1900 (London, 1996), 17; P. Mathias, The Brewing Industry in 

England 1700-1830 (Cambridge, 1959), xvii. 
12 J. Thirsk, Alternative Agriculture: A History (Oxford, 1997), 96-103. 
13 S.H.C., 1934, 83. 
14 G. M. D e Rougemont, A Field Guide to the Crops of Britain and Europe (London, Collins, 1989), 71. 
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The hall's location within a deerpark, an adjacent deserted medieval village with not less than nine 
households, and the numerous earthworks around it, are fully discussed elsewhere.6 The Meverell 
family held Throwley from 1208 until the marriage of Elizabeth Meverell to Thomas, Baron 
Cromwell, in the 17th century. In 1305-6 game was taken from the park of Thomas Meverell of 
Throwley and a park was recorded again in 1321-22.7 A court roll of 1349 refers to 16 messuages and 
16 bovates of land.8 It has been deduced from the lay subsidy returns that Throwley village was 
deserted between 1377 and 1524, and that it had shrunk to its present state by 1508." The Old Hall 
remained a country seat and park lodge throughout the 16th and 17th centuries. 

DESCENT OF THE PROPERTY 
Although the medieval descent of the property does not relate to the later building fabric that is 

described below, it serves to emphasise the antiquity of the site and the presence of buried 
archaeological deposits beneath the Old Hall. (In the following account the spellings of proper 
names have been standardised). 

In 1208 Oliver Meverell gave 3 marks (£2) to William Bacon for the remittance of all claim over 
24 bovates of land in Throwley.10 Thereafter the estate passed from father to son until Elizabeth 
Meverell inherited the land from her father Thomas on his death in 1347.11 Between 1349 and 1353 
Elizabeth married Sir Nicholas de Stafford (an illegitimate son of Sir Richard), who thereby secured 
Throwley as his chief seat.12 Nine times a Staffordshire member of parliament, and knighted by the 
Black Prince, Sir Nicholas died without issue, so when Elizabeth died in 1405 the estate returned to 
the Meverells.13 

During the first half of the 15th century' . . . the veneer of peace and order was very thin . . .,' 1 4and 
it seems that the Meverells experienced their share of the problems. In 1399 John Meverell the elder, 
presumably Elizabeth's uncle, 'had been feloniously killed (at Fradswell) with a sword by William at 
Wall'.15 The younger John, born c.1375, an M.P. in 1402 and sheriff in 1417-18, had letters patent 
declaring him kinsman and heir to Elizabeth.16 In 1423 he was accused of terrorising a local jury in 
Derbyshire, apparently not for the first time. John died in 1442 and was succeeded by Samson.17 For 
at least 15 years from 1437 Samson Meverell was engaged in 'perpetual feuds and bloody riots' with 
Ralph Basset of the adjoining parish of Blore, one of which involved a dispute over land at Throwley. 
In 1447-8 Samson and others were accused of assembling at Thorp, with the intention of killing John 
Southworth, vicar of Ham, unless he gave up the society and service of Ralph Bassett; they were 
found not guilty.18 Another episode reflects not only the general lawlessness of the period but also 
the scale of stock rearing in which the Meverells were engaged. In 1448-9 the prior of Tutbury and 
others were attached at the suit of Samson Meverell . . . for taking by force on 12 May 1447 12 oxen 
and 4 cows from Throwley and for impounding 1,080 sheep.19 Following his death in 1462 a long 
epitaph to Samson Meverell, recording his exploits in France, was placed in the church at Tideswell 
(Derbs.).20 In 1469 Sir John Gresley, Sir Thomas Stathom, William Babington and six others sued 
Thomas Meverell for trespass.21 From the 1470s until his death in 1483 the Yorkist William, Lord 
Hastings, retained Thomas the elder, Thomas the younger, and Nicholas Meverell.22 

6 F. Cleverdon, 'Survey and excavation in the Manifold Valley', Staffs. Archaeol. Studies, v (1995). 
7 Staffordshire Historical Collections (Staffs. Record Society) [hereafter S.H.C] vii (1) (1886), 158; Cleverdon, 'Survey', 

21-25. 
8 William Salt Library, Stafford (hereafter W.S.L.), 9/8/00. 
9 P. V. Bate and D. M. Palliser, 'Suspected lost village sites in Staffordshire', T.S.S.A.HS. xii (1971), 36; Cleverdon, 

'Survey', 25. 
10 S.H.C. hi (1) (1882), 172-3. 
11 J. Sleigh, A history of the ancient parish of Leek in Staffordshire (London, 1883), 56; S.H.C. for 1917-18 (1919), 118. 
12 S.H.C. for 1917-18, 118. 
13 Ibid. 118-19; S.H.C. xv (1894), 77. 
14 E. F. Jacob, The fifteenth century: 1399-1485 (Oxford, 1961), 455. 
15 S.H.C. xvi (1895), 82. 
16 S.H.C. for 1917-18,180, 190. 
17 Ibid. 181. 
18 S.H.C. N.S. iii (1900), 182. 
19 Ibid. 184. 
20 M. Keen, English society in the later middle ages 1348-1500 (Harmondsworth, 1990), 140^11. 
21 W. H. Dunham, Lord Hastings' indentured retainers 1461-1483', Trans. Connecticut Academy of Arts and Sciences, 39 

(Sept. 1955), 29, note 3. 
22 Ibid. 118-19. 
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Francis, son and heir of George Meverell by Jane daughter of Thomas Babington, was born c. 1520, 
and married Anne, daughter and coheiress of Sir John Denham of Kirklington (Notts.). He was a J.P. 
from 1547-64, and sheriff in 1547-48.23 Francis died in 1564, leaving a long and complicated will that 
proved the subject of subsequent disputes; the inventory has not survived.24 When Francis died his 
eldest son, Samson, was only 17 years old, so until he came of age the property was in the hands of 
the Court of Wards and Liveries.25 (On Sleigh's pedigree of the family, rebuilding work at Throwley 
Hall in 1603 was attributed to Samson Meverell, but this was no more than a deduction).26 In his will 
Francis Meverell bequeathed the lodge in Throwley park, the office of park keeper, the profits 
belonging to it, and an annuity of 26s. 8d. to his servant William Delahey for life. Samson, however, 
complained that Delahey had committed waste and spoil there, cutting down and selling trees, 
digging great pits, and destroying the deer, and claimed that the keepership of the park should be 
restored to him.27 As the dispute continued Samson claimed that William had taken a featherbed 
with other household utensils to the value of £22 to his own house for his own use. Delahey claimed 
that the featherbed was brought to the lodge by Francis's servants, but was taken to the mansion 
house of Throwley to Ellen Hamilton, the housekeeper; the premises had not been committed to him 
for Samson's use until he came of age.28 

Francis and Anne Meverell left several children, including Dorothy, who claimed that her father 
had bequeathed the profits of certain lands to his son and heir Samson when he came of age, and 
£400 to herself when she came of age or married. She further alleged that the executors, Edward 
Meverell (though apparently aged about eight years at the time of the will) and one Andrew 
Meverell (not listed by Sleigh as a son), had received £20 yearly out of the manor of Staplehay 
(Ches.) to fulfil the will. Andrew Meverell had entered into all the lands and goods, and although 
Dorothy was 22 years old, he refused to deliver her legacy. Andrew claimed that he was content to 
pay as the court directed, but Dorothy had '. . . embezzled out of his house in Throwley, divers 
parcels of goods which she refuses to deliver up ' . 2 9 

The Meverell connection with Throwley ended with the death in 1626 of Robert, whose only 
daughter Elizabeth had married Thomas, Baron Cromwell.30 Thomas had been created Viscount 
Lecale in 1624, and in 1645 he became earl of Ardglass. Their son Wingfield was born at Throwley 
Hall in 1624.31 During the Civil War both father and son served as royalists, the former being 
imprisoned at Chester and Stafford.32 Wingfield died in 1668 and was buried at Ham.33 His widow 
later married Charles Cotton of Beresford.34 

Apparently in the mid 17th century both the estate and the hall were more than adequate to 
support and house the family. On 2 May 1644 the order book of the Parliamentarian Committee at 
Stafford recorded that 'the demesnes of Throwley . . . are sufficient to manteyne the lady Cromwell 
and her children with an overplus'.35 In the 1666 hearth tax returns for Totmonslow hundred Lord 
Cromwell had 13 chargeable hearths, presumably at Throwley Hall.36 Nevertheless, the baron had 
inherited considerable estates in England and Ireland, and he probably chose to live elsewhere. On 
a list of the gentry of Staffordshire made in 1662-3 Wingfield Cromwell had held property at 
Throwley, Fradswell, Cotton, Waterfall, Rocester, and also in Cheshire, Derbyshire, and Wiltshire, 
in addition to a large estate in Ulster.37 In 1680, on receipt of an advance of £1,000, the earl of 
Ardglass settled the Throwley Estate upon Lord Vere Essex.38 After the death in 1687 of Vere, earl 

23 S.H.C. for 1917-18, 349-50. 
24 Lichfield Record Office, B/C/ l l , Francis Meverell (1565). Also see inquisition post mortem in S.H.C. for 1917-18, 

349-50. 
25 Cleverdon, 'Survey', 25, citing Public Record Office, Chancery Series II, 142/115,143/40,145/25. 
26 Sleigh, Hist, ofthe ancient parish of Leek, 56. 
27 S.H.C. for 1931 (1933), 194-5. 
28 Ibid. 202-3. 
29 Ibid. 199-200. 
30 G.E.C., The Complete Peerage (London, 1910), i. 192-3; monument to Robert Meverell and his wife Elizabeth in Ham 

church. 
31 Complete Peerage, i. 192-3. 
32 S.H.C. 4th ser. ii (1958), 38. 
33 Complete Peerage, ii. 193. 
34 S.H.C. for 1925 (1927), 185 footnote. 
35 S.H.C. 4th ser. i. 109. 
36 S.H.C. 1925, 185. 
37 S.H.C. 4th ser. ii. 38. 
38 W.S.L., S.MS. 360/iii. 
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of Ardglass, Throwley passed to his only child, Elizabeth, the wife of Edward Southwell (of 
Gloucs.).39 From that period the hall was let, and then put out to tenants; as early as 1648 a 'lodge' 
in Throwley had been leased to John Smith for two lives,40 and early 18th-century rentals record two 
tenant farmers occupying the hall.41 

A particular of the Throwley estate in 1779 offers an insight into the state of the building at that 
time: 

'The House is Large enough, but very Awkward, would cost a great deal of Money to make it tolerably 
comfortable . . . I have been silent as to repairs tho' I think the Old House in a very ruinous state, and 
if Rents are advanced to my Valuation, the Tenants will certainly expect some alterations to be made, 
but there is some little Timber on the Estate tho' I doubt it's being equal to the Repairs . . . ' 

The main Throwley tenants were Charles Ensor, Ralph Tunnicliff, and Cornelius Fowler, although 
Fowler was not resident in the Old Hall.42 In 1838 there were two tenants at the hall: John Phillips 
and Francis Allen Paramour.43 

In 1790 Throwley passed from the estate of Edward Southwell to Sir Samuel Crompton of Wood 
End near Thirsk (Yorks.), and in January 1807 Throwley 'manor' with 1,415 acres was put up for 
sale.44 Throwley Hall was on the market again in 1963, when it came into the hands of the Richardson 
family - the present owners.45 

ANALYSIS OF THE STANDING FABRIC 
Throwley Old Hall is aligned from NW to SE, but to simplify the description given here the 

convention used in the photogrametric survey is repeated, whereby true NE is described as north. To 
follow the stratigraphic arguments, the text should be read in close conjunction with the illustrations, 
in which the feature numbers refer to entries in the site archive, deposited in the County Record 
Office in Stafford. The 100m datum on the drawings does not relate to the Ordnance Datum. 

The Tudor ruin almost certainly stands on the site of the medieval manor house. At its maximum 
extent, the house was a large and impressive multi-phase stone building with a substantial hall range 
at its hub (fig. 2). Hopedale limestone was the principal material employed in the construction of the 
walls, but the quoins are in gritstone. The medieval hall and the lower end now survive only as buried 
foundations, but the roofless upper end wing remains standing to the east of the former hall range. 
Adjoining the wing are the remnants of an added range and the shell of an impressive tower that had 
been built across the angle between them (figs. 2, 3, and 10 and plate 2). The main phases are 
summarised before they are discussed in detail. 

Phase 1 
The following account assigns the earliest standing fabric to phase 1, but only archaeological 

excavation can determine how many earlier medieval structures lie buried beneath the visible 
remains. The stratigraphic and architectural analysis has been translated into a chronological 
narrative, commencing with a discussion of the medieval hall house, in which building A is the 
demolished hall. The major upstanding portion of Throwley Old Hall, building B, was the upper end 
crosswing adjacent to the east end of the former hall range. 

Phase 2 (fig. 2) 
The wing was substantially enlarged; it contained a single large heated chamber on both floors, 

each with its own latrine in a tower near the NE corner. Not long after the wing was rebuilt, further 
modifications were made, designed primarily to improve access to the first floor chamber and 
including the construction of a stair turret leading directly from the hall, which probably remained 
open to the roof at that time. 

39 Ibid. 
40 Ibid. 
41 Cleverdon, 'Survey', 25-6. 
42 W.S.L. 120/40. 
43 L .R.O. , B/A/15 (Ilam tithe award). 
44 S. C. Hall, The Baronial Halls, Picturesque Edifices, and Ancient Churches of England, ii (London, 1846); W.S.L., Sleigh 

scrapbk, i, f. 91; Staffs. Advertiser, 3 Jan. 1807. 
45 Hanley Ref. Lib., Sale Catalogue for Throwley Moor, 16 Oct. 1963. 
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DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS 
The above account is the currently preferred interpretation of a number of alternatives; more 

documentary research, intervention into the fabric, and excavation of the site would clarify the 
history of the Meverell family and the development of the building. 

The rising status and influence of the Meverells can have done little to endear them to the 
influential Bassets in the adjoining parish of Blore. On the other hand, as pointed out by Keen,'. . . 
in the troubled 1440s, after Sir Sampson had come home, the great connections that he had made 
through his service with people who had nothing to do with the locality but ample influence at court 
cannot have seemed disadvantageous.'67 The phase one wing at Throwley Hall, having doorways with 
low four-centred arches, is unlikely to have been built before his time, or that of his immediate 
successors. Again on stylistic grounds, the phase 2a enlargement of the wing must be attributed to 
the late 15th or early 16th century. The phase 2b construction of a corner stair turret to give direct 
access from the hall to the first floor of the wing is a typically Tudor development. These conclusions 
add support to Pevsner's observation that much of the standing masonry is older than the date 
attributed to it by Sleigh. 

The addition of building C, designed as a separate residential unit, is of particular architectural and 
social interest, as it seems to represent an example of the unit system, which may not have been 
uncommon in north Staffordshire; Whitehough, near Ipstones, is a possible local parallel.68 

The observation tower has an early parallel at Hamstall Hall, but on balance the architectural 
evidence at Throwley points to a date of around 1600 rather than earlier, and this is not inconsistent 
with some later towers. The fluted pilasters at the side of the bay window w.10 can be attributed to 
the early 17th century. Thus, it appears that most of what remains standing was built at the behest of 
the Meverells, rather than Thomas Cromwell, who, nevertheless, spent his early married life there 
with Elizabeth. It was the connection with the wealthy Cromwell family that resulted in the hall 
becoming a tenanted farm, and gradually declining into the romantic ruin that still overlooks the 
River Manifold today. 
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Plate 1: Throwley Old Hall c. 1845: print by W. L. Walton, based on a drawing by H. L. Pratt (in William Salt Library, 
Staffordshire Views, xi, no. 11). 

Plate 2: Throwley Old Hall from the SE. Left to right: building B including w.10, building D , and the remaining portion of 
building C. 
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Plate 3: Interior of building B from NW. 
Ground floor, left to right: window 9, broken through to form doorway 7, window 7 and fireplace 1. First floor, left to right: 
doorway 6, window 8 and fireplace 2. 
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