zssistants to aid in the day-to-day minutiae of his position and by the
=nation of Henry VIII in 1509, Robert Poyntz had been appointed vice-
mberlain, but the overall responsibility fell to him.t¢ Apart from
i=or favours to the royal family, as when the queen mother, Margaret
zfort, countess of Derby, asked Ormond to bring her gloves along with
- when he came to court, much of Ormond’s time was spent organising

cueen’s chamber as it moved around the countrv.®” As chamberlain,

ond also played a role in the ceremonial of the court. It fell to him to
wse suitable ladies-in-waiting to accompany Catherine of Aragon,
:n she came to England in 1501 for her wedding to Arthur, prince of
68
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The exact relationship between Ormond, as the queen’s
mberlain, and his counterpart in the king's chamber is unclear, as are

financial arrangements made for the queen’s household but these

gils are largely irrelevant to a consideration of Ormond’s position
nin the court of Henry VII. For Ormond, the most important point was

whether he was subordinate to the king’'s chamberlain, but that he had

galar, intimate contact with the royal family throughout the
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wv VII. Ormond can be found at many of the great ceremonial
msions of the reign of Henry VII. He atitended the ceremonies
sounding the creation of Henry’s second son, Henry, as duke of York
! November 1494.6% He was also among the nobles tha: accompanied
sy VII to Calais to meet Archduke Philip in 150¢ Ormond even
ived the much younger Henry VII and attended the king’s funeral on
May 1509.71 By 1509, Ormond was eighty four vears of age and probably
arded as a fixture at court. He was appointed chamberlain io the new
peny, Catherine of Aragon, and attended her coronaiion, alithough his

S 2OLCY/50f. 187

520, 5C1/51/189

_ & P. Rich. Ill & Hen. VII, i, p. 410
“4 i, pp 402-03

£ P, x, 132

~ & P. Hen. VIII, 1509-14, no. 20, p. 14




: had probably become largely ceremonial, with the real work being
¢ by his vice-chamberlain.”2

Ormond’s intimate connections with the royal family also
inued into the realm of government. He was active as one of the

»z's council by Michaelmas term 1485.73 About 225 men were officially

: of Henry VII's council over his reign, but the vast majority of those
~ attended one or two meetings. The majority of the council work was
= by a small group of men. These included officials like the chancellor,
John Morton, archbishop of Canterbury, the lord privy seal, Richard
¢ and the treasurer, Lord Dynham, personal representatives of the

]

such as Giles, Lord Daubeney, Sir Thomas Lovell and Sir Reginald

J

v and a small group of peers, the most prominent of whom were
ond, the earl of Derby and the earl of Arundel.”* Taken together, these
1 appear to have formed an inner council that did most of the actual

ld seem to place him firmly in this group. Some of these men. lixe Dr.

ron, were old Lancastrian colleagues of Ormond from his davs in exile

1

th Margaret of Anjou; others, like Reginald Brav were newer

mections and in Bray’s case Ormond strengthened their connection by
king him a life grant of his newly recovered manor of Shere Vacherie

Surrey on 28 January 1486.7°

Part of Ormond’s role as councillor seems ¢ hzve been to advise
xing on matters pertaining to Ireland. On 12 Maw 1457 the King

xmoned Ormond from London to Kenilworth after receiving news

: a Yorkist army had landed in Ireland to suppost the pretender,
bert Simnel. Ormond was to bring the queen and the gueen mother to
silworth and the king also required Ormond’s ‘advice and counsel in

5 matters as we have to do for the subduing of the said rebels’.

mond’s role as an advisor on Irish affairs appears o have remained
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astant throughout the reign and his ability to gain the king’s ear was
=ll known in Ireland as several letters attest during the crisis of the 1490s.

In addition to his position as chamberlain to the queen and
uncillor to the king, Ormond served the king in a variety of other
shions. On 11 September 1490, Ormond and Sir Richard Guilford were
ntly placed in charge of ‘such new building reparation and transposing
: doors and windows in our palace of Westminster’.”” In the same vear

ond was sent as one of Henry VII's ambassadors to Brittanv and
mbursed by the king to the extent of forty marks.”* Ormond was also
it as one of the king’s ambassadors to Burgundy in 1497." Ormond also
ears serving the king in a judicial capacity appearing on commissions
oyer et terminer for Essex, Middlesex, Kent and London in 1491, 1494,
23, 1496, 1502 and 1503.80 He also served as a ].P. for Essex from 1496, on
amissions of gaol delivery for Colchester castle, and on 18 March 1499

was appointed commissioner for sewers.™"

<5

As can be seen by the geographic range of

mond had begun to limit the areas upon which he focus=d |
=ntion. He still had extensive lands belonging o nis wite !

cset but he does not appear to have attemp
oport either in the southwest or in the mi

ve been content with his influence at court and

_uence in Essex. Ormond appears to have changed residence in London

the late 1480s, leasing a mansion in Westminster belonging fo the prior
f Si. Paul’s, London, from 30 November 1487 for a yearly reni of £6.52
ger the lease on that property was up, Ormond lived in a2 house near St

ul’s wharf, also belonging to St. Paul’s cathedral before eventually
irning to a room in the house of St. Thomas of Acre
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One of Ormond’s main activities, with respect to his landed wealth,
s the purchase of a block of land in and around Boreham in Essex. His
st acquisition was the manor of Newhall in Boreham and all the lands
‘onging to Thomas Coggelshales in Essex on 10 February 1475.8¢ He later
ived licence to crenellate the manor and empark a 1,000 acres of land
und it.85 For the rest of his life Ormond was involved with acquisitions
land in this area, indicating he was involved in the movement to
mclose lands to make the wool trade more profitable. In one transaction,
=d 24 and 30 November 1492, Ormond purchased land in Chelmesford

i Boreham for £60, leaving the present occupant in possession for her
Sesime but with a remainder to himself and several old associates, his
hew, Sir Gilbert Talbot, Sir Thomas Montgomerv, Sir Henrv Vernon
= John Neel, master of the house of St. Thomas of Acre.® These men
re regularly involved in Ormond’s acquisitions of land around
=‘mesford and Boreham usually appearing as feciees ¢ hold the land to
ond’s use. By the end of his lifetime, Ormond was one of the feremost
gnates in southern Essex, and continued to purchase whaiever land
=< on the market in the region.

Despite his focus on Essex, Ormond did not ignore the rest of his
fed wealth in England or in Ireland. Like most magnates, Ormond was
v to take advantage of opportunities as they arose. He showed that he
s not above using his family to secure land as evidenced ov 2 letter (0
of his sons-in-law proposing a marriage betiwesn one of Ormond's
mddaughters and a man possessing a manor that bordered one of

ond’s in Worcester.87 Ormond also showed himselr willing 1o prune

lordship of extraneous manors when he sold Wardour castle with iis
mor and park, the only lands he held in Wiltshire, for £500 on 4 July
2 38 Near the end of his life, Ormond negotiated the purchase of all the

is held by Thomas Cumerford in Newport Pagnell and Tickford in
gkinghamshire for £85, on 12 June 1513, indicating that Ormond was
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o attempting to expand his presence in Buckinghamshire as he had
zred a quitclaim from Fulk Bermingham for all the lands he held in
same area as early as 26 June 1494.89 It is clear that Ormond took
“zantage of opportunities as they appeared to expand the extent of his
Zed holdings but that with the exception of his holding in Essex, there
= no overall plan for the enlargement of his lands.

However, Thomas Butler’'s time as earl was not one of unbroken
ansion. During the reign of Edward IV, he had worked to regain and
ore the lands that had belonged to his wife before 1461 and, with much
success, to regain his brother’s lands. Despite good relations with
rard III, Ormond had to wait until the accession of Henrv VII to regain
lands formerly held by his brother. Ormond’'s recoverv of the
hire lands marked the high point of Butler landed wealth in England
! the fifteenth century. For a period of some three vears, Ormond held
ancestral lands of the Butler family, the lands tecueathed bv his
=dmother, Joan, Lady Bergavenny, his wite’'s lands, and 2ll o7 the lands
i by his brother’s first wife, Avice Stafford. Taken together these lands
esent an extremely large lordship, scattered throughout most of the
miies of southern England, with major concenizrations in the south
:, the west midlands and in Essex. It was also an exiremely transitory

0 that would not remain together beyona Ormonc's lietime

Obviously, the main reason for the transitory nature of Ormond’s
ioings was the fact that he had no sons. Withou: 2 zon. Ormond ]

combine his wife’s lands and his own inio 2 singis
eritance for his progeny. While Ormond did remarry in 1495, to Lora,

20w of Ormond’s associate, Sir Thomas Monigomery, who was also th

@ow of Sir Charles Blount, Lord Mountjey, there was no real chance of
pring from this marriage, and none came before Countess Lora’s death
31 October 1501.90 Instead, these lands would be divided between

mond’'s daughters, each receiving a substaniial inheritance of some two

fhrce dozen manors. Each half of the inhesiiasnce would

antage to his sons-in-law, who both came from genirv families, but it is

siionable whether either half of the inheritance was enouch

earldom. Nevertheless, this was nct an immediate problem in 1
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2t was an immediate problem was the legal challenges that arose from
ond’s possession of the Stafford inheritance as the heir of the earl of

_zshire.

The central problem of the Stafford inheritance was that Avice
:tord had connived with her husband to circumvent the laws of
s=ritance. In October 1445, Avice had transferred her lands to
“shire’s long term servant, Henry Filongley, who in turn enfeoffed the
ple.?1 The terms of the new enfeoffment were set so that the heirs of
es and Avice would hold the land, and that failing any issue of the two
¥ Zem, the lands would revert to her rightful heirs. However, there was
> a clause that stipulated that should Avice die without an heir of her
iv, then the ‘premises wholly shall remain to the right heirs of the said
es” However, nothing in the enfeoffment stipulated that the right
s of Wiltshire had to be of his body and, by 1433, WWiltshire’ '
orother, Thomas. Wiltshire still held the lands 2t hus

+ were among the lands resumed to the crown

fe granted to the king’s brother, the duke of Clarence, although seme
e given to the king’s uncle by marriage, Henry Bourchier, earl of Essex.
further complicate matters, the lands in question had been resumed
» the crown several times during Edward IV's reign before being
gored en masse to Thomas Butler, earl of Ormond in 1485, wiith the
geption of those lands that had been granted to Wilishire's widow,
=nor Beaufort as her dower.

As the wife of one of the king’s mortal enemics 2and 2 member of
Beaufort family, Eleanor Beaufort had net fared well during Edward
& reign. She had no lands of her own and had fo live on the king's
erosity. The king resolutely ignored her claims for her dower and
miure until 20 July 1470, when he granted her the sum of 100 marks per
wum from the manors of her jointure.®? Even this was 00 much &
dguke of Clarence, who regained all of the coumiess’ jointure by 1473.
was only on 16 May 1478, after Clarence’s execution, that the countess

s granted her jointure by the king and she regained possession of the
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sors of Kingesdon, and Somerton Erleigh in Somerset, and
=cknowle and Tollor Porcorum in Dorset.* The problem was that all of
== manors belonged to the Stafford inheritance and were subject to the
== claims as the rest of the inheritance.

The legal action against Ormond brought out anybody who had
=z a remote claim to the inheritance. Ormond, Wiltshire’s heir by
*ze of the enfeoffment of 1445, Henry Percy, earl of Northumberland as
2eir general, Sir Edward Poynings, a cousin of Northumberland’s, and
virtue of another enfeoffment, heir to some of the manors and Sir
:mas Seymour, who had no claim to the maners, but was involved
zuse of confusion over the genealogies involved. Arter three vears of
2. battle, a settlement was reached on 16 December 1458.°° In some
cects Ormond can be seen as the loser in this case as he had possession
z_ the lands in question but his claim was based on a lezzal manoeuvre
Suestionable validity. He retained three manors. Lundav Isle and

tham in Devon and Lower Kentcombe in Darsei and a reversion of

manors held by the countess of Wiltshire, althou :
znnually. The heir general, the earl of Northumberland. gained the
i from the transactions but even then had to waii for the death of Sir

wzrd Poynings to finalise the agreement.

It is clear that Ormond abided by the terms o the azreemean:. He had
med some manors that otherwise he would not have held. He made
zlar payments of 40 marks to Eleanor, countess of Wilishire and her
band, Sir Robert Spencer at St. Paul’s, London, unil her death in
1172 It also appears that by the end of his life, Ormiond had decided that
“2im to the manors was faulty and began the process of mansierning
 to the earl of Northumberland. On 17 March 1511, Ormond granied
= manors, Northam, Haselbury Bryan and Lowser Xenicombe 10 Anne
fy, a daughter of the fourth earl of Northumberiand and her husband,

zarl of Arundel, with a reversion to her brother the fifth earl of
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rthumberland.®? The remainder of the Stafford lands were transferred
=r Ormond’s death in 1515 to Northumberland’s possession by Sir
‘oert Talbot, one of Ormond’s executors.”® It appears that Ormond was
-ng extraordinary steps to ensure that his heirs in England would have
outstanding legal battles pressing, although it was unlikely that
rthumberland would actually challenge Ormond’s possession of the
=t manors from the Stafford inheritance after Ormond had held them
challenged since December 1488. However battles for possession of
=ond’s lands and title were almost certainly at the forefront of the earl’s
ki in 1515.

The potential for confrontation between the heirs of his body, led by
Thomas Boleyn, and his heir male in Ireland, Sir Piers Butler, had
= explicit since 1505 and implicit from the dayv Thomas Butler had been
ognised as earl of Ormond in June 1477. Ormond had two legitimate

ren, Anne and Margaret, who married Sir James St. Leger and Sir

diam Boleyn, respectively. Of his two sons-in-law, Ormond appears to
e enjoyed much closer relations with William Boleyn, a relationship
started almost purely as a business arrangement, but grew inio a
rriage alliance and regular contact. Perhaps central to this close
angement was the hopes that both men had for Ormond’s namesake,
i2vn’s eldest son, Thomas, who was born in 1477. Williamx Bolevn
téinued on the path started by his family, rising ffom merchant to
ify. He was knighted with his father-in-law at the coronation of
Bard III and began to make connections with one of the king's main
poorters, John Howard, duke of Norfolk.” Boleyn began 0 appear on
rmissions of array and as a JP. for Norfolk during Richard IIl's reign. '
Bevn was shielded from his Yorkist connections when Henry VII came
$he throne in 1485 by his connections to Thomas Butler and served 2
zmission of array in Norfolk in 1487 and 1491 and was appointed
eriif of Kent in 1490.101 Both Boleyn and Ormond joined Heary VII's
nLW. Bean, Estates of the Percy famnily, 1416-1527 o 125
PE.O. E326/5652
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sort-lived invasion of France in September 1492.102 Ormond and his son-
~.2w also appear at the festivities surrounding the creation of the king's
=. Henry, as Duke of York in November 1494.103

Boleyn continued to acquire land both through inheritance and
chase after 1485 and Ormond appears to have allowed him the use of
= manor of Rocheford as one of his principal residences, while Ormond
ncentrated on the rebuilding of his manor of Newhall.?®¢* Bolevn
tinued his close connection with the Howard earls of Surrev and in a
ove reminiscent of his own marriage to a temporarily out of favour

omas Butler, arranged the marriage of his son and heir, Thomas, to

8 o Boleyn s connections to the Howards but it does show that Ormond

2 William Boleyn were working to give Thomas Bolewn as manv
'rantages in life as possible. The younger Bolevn had served the king
h his father during the rebellions in the summer of 1497 and with his
ndfather’s patronage was ready to begin a life at court e wwas protably

eady known to the king through his grandfather, and known well
pugh that the king would stay at the house of Mr Boleings” on 22
:zust 1498, possibly just after his marriage to Elizabeth Howard = 7

Both William and Thomas Boleyn begin to appear regulariy at court

the first decade of the sixteenth centurw. FOn
nections to the earls of Ormond and Surrev. Thomas yo emerged
the head of his family after his father’s death on 10 Ociober 1305 and
ved as co-executor of his father’s will with Ormond.*™* Boleyn held no
mal court position under Henry VII, but he was known o the king, by
Bom he was appointed one of the esquires of the body before the Xing's
@th in 1509, a position he retained under ithe new king.!?7

D. Hay (ed.), The Anglica Historia of Polydore Vergsi 12851557 p 52
. & P. Rich. Il & Hen. VI, ii, pp 402-03

. Dean, ‘Sir Thomas Boleyn’, pp 19-20; Cal. anc, deads, 11, C1990, p. 470
~ 3. Dean, ‘Sir Thomas Boleyn’, pp 22-3

N. H. Nicolas, Testemmenta Vetisa, ii, 465

L. &. P. Hen. VIII, 1509-14, i, pp 12, 20

91
—-_—




=vancements and preferences from the new king followed quickly, but
whout his grandfather’s place at court, it is doubtful whether Thomas
-2vn would have ever been known to Henry VIII. Moreover, it is clear
: Thomas Boleyn received more of his grandfather’s support and
=ntion than his cousin, Sir George St. Leger.

Boleyn’s place in his grandfather’s heart can be seen in a bequest by
mond in his will, which was made on 31 July 1515, some four days
ore Ormond’s death. In the will, Ormond savs,

Item wher my lorde my ffather whose soule God assovle left and delvvered
unto me a lytle whyte horne of ivory garnvsshed at both thendes with golde
and a corse thereunto of whyte sylke barred with barres of 20ld and 2 tvret of
golde thereuppon the wych was myn auncetours at fvrst oome they were called
to honor and hath sythen contynually remavned in the same olode for waih
cause my said lord and ffather commaunded me uppon hus Slossing that [ shuld
doe my devoir to cause it to contynew styll in mv blode as forsuacith 23 it myght
lye in me so to be doone to the honour of the same blonde Theriore for the

accomplysshment of my said ffathers wvll as farre 25 0 me s 0 cvccuie the

same I woll that myn exccutours delyver unto Sir Thomas Zoloers Lo zht sonne
and heire apparaunt of my said doughter Margarest the sai2 il v home
and corse he to kepe the same to thuse of thissue male of his body laufully
begotten and for lacke of suche issue the savd homme o remaves and be

delyvered to Sir George Seyntlyger knyght sonne of mv said doughier Anne and
to thissue male wych successyvely shall come of the same Ceorge and < ©
continew in thissue male of the bodies of the same Dame Marzaros and
Anne as long as shall mowe fortune any suche issue male of theer bodes w0 be &
else for defaute of issue male of the body of env of my said Soushiers the said
horne to remayne and be delyvered to the nest issue mmale o0 =0 saif suncostours

o that it may contynewe styll in my blode hercarsior 200
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God lyke it hath doone hytherto to the honour of the ez 2oce

This bequest may also indicate Ormond's personal wishes for the
cent of all his lands and titles, both in England and in Ireland.

n, which tradition said had been given to Theobald Walter by Henry II,
2 been in the Butler family for over three hundred years by 15
e also had further connections to Thomas Beckett, with whom the
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lers claimed a blood connection in the fifteenth century. Despite this,
mond was willing to see it leave the Butler family, skip over his eldest
ndson, Sir George St. Leger and pass to his tavourite, and chosen heir,
Thomas Boleyn. Only if Boleyn’s male line died would it pass to St.
cer and his heirs male, and would return to the Butlers only if all the

¢ heirs of Ormond’s daughters died out.

Based on this highly symbolic bequest, Ormond’s preferences for the
seritance of his lands and titles, both in England and Ireland, would
m to lie with his grandsons, rather than with his Butler heir male, Sir
s Butler. This would be in accord with the common law, which would
e Ormond’s lands divided between his daughters. The title earl of
ond would then pass to his heir male, Piers Butler but, without lands,

title was effectively worthless. Thomas Bolevn appes

lead in the legal battles to secure his grandfather’s lands, and given his
ce at court and his friendship with the king, hali of the Ormond

2ship would almost certainly have been encugh 0 provid:
B further rise of the Boleyn family into the peerage. Howewves, for this to
-pen, Boleyn would have to come to terms with Plers

© had worked all of his life to secure his place as the heir to the Butler

Zship in Ireland and who would not give up his inheritance 5

The period 1471-1515 saw the resurrection of Builer inferesis in

e=iand once the Butlers came to terms with Edward IV's government in
g early 1470s. The rehabilitation of the sixth earl of Ormond was

ciered by the king’s desire to placate his brother, the duke of Clarence,
ich meant that he was reluctant to restore the English holdings of the
. of Ormond to John Butler. Nevertheless, Ormond s relations with the

me do show a certain degree of familiarity on the kKing's par cl
Bninated in the restoration of the earldom of Ormond and iis Irish
ds in the summer of 1475. Ormond’s brother and successor, Thomas
Hler, completed the recovery of the lands of the earl of Wilishire in
f2nd but not until the ascension of Henry VII to the thrc

svertheless, Thomas Butler’'s career doss scrve 10

pocrtunities available for a magnate who was not alwavs held

pour by the crown. The Butler-Boleyn marriage served

. O
%

ing the Boleyns a connection to the highest levels of society, while




oviding Ormond with financial support during the 1470s when he was
cuilding the fortunes damaged by a decade in exile.

Ormond’s prosperity and place at court during the reign of Henry
Z restored much of the position built by Wiltshire in the 1430s, but the
snificant lack of a male heir created potential problems for Ormond.
wever, Ormond appears to have worked to minimise these problems
tostering the career of his grandson, Thomas Bolevn, in the 1490s and
20s, with the intent of making Boleyn his designated successor rather
:n his heir male Piers Butler. Ormond’s activities in this respect are a

mtary reminder that while the importance of a magnate’s lineage cannot

page, as represented by Sir Thomas Boleyn and Sir Piers Butler, did not
v emerge until after Ormond’s death in 1

:zinly aware of their almost incompatible ambitions and attempied to
ow his support behind his grandson rather than the man who

e to act as the earl of Ormond in all but name in Ireland




