
Thomas Whitlock

Langtree 1715

At Langtree parish church on 8 April 1673,Thomas Whitlock married Mary
Heaman.Thomas is the earliest ancestor that we have for whom we can defInitely prove a
link.Unfortunately the registers for Langtree do not begin until 1659 due to the fact that
the earlier records had been taken to Clovelly court at the beginning of the civil war and
were destroyed by fIre while stored there. So the problem that family reseachers face is
that they have to rely on Tudor and Stuart tax. records,protestation oath rolls,land records
etc.A lot of what follows with regards to the early years and parentage of Thomas
Whitlock is theory but,I believe,an entirely plausible theory.

Thomas Whitlock was the son of Thomas Whitlock and his wife Rose.!t is a

sad fact that we do not know her maiden name and it is unlikely that we will now fInd
out what it was. Thomas Whitlock senior,about whom I have written separately,died at
Langtree in 1643 at the age of28.1t is unlikely that Thomas junior knew his father being
born just a few months either side of his death. When the elder Thomas died Rose was
left alone with her baby son but she was not left penniless or without means of income or
support. Thomas junior on the other hand would not have known too many members of
his fathers family for the simple reason (hat there wasnt too many of them about.There
were no grandparents or uncles and.! believe,only one aunt,that is if she was still living
when Thomas was growing up. This means then that for family connections we have to
look to Rose's family but the problem that we have there is that we do not know who her
family were as already said. Thomas' early life then resembles a surprisingly modem one
parent family for he would have been about 13 or 14 years old before his mother
remarried ..

This was on 20 May 1657 at Frithelstock where Rose married Christopher
Heaman who had been widowed the previous year and left with five children ranging in
age from 3 years upto 12 .Christophers family either owned or leased land in and around
Frithelstock and with his marriage to Rose he took tenure by the right of his wife of
property formerly in the Whitlock family also of Frithelstock.

Whether or not Thomas junior continued to live with the family after his
mothers marriage is unknown.!t could be that he had been apprenticed to either a local
farmer or one in a neighbouring parish. But whatever the case may have been when he
was about thirty he married his step sister,Mary Heaman.This was quite legal by the way.

Mary died in 1701 at the age of 56 and was buried on 7 June.Thomas died in
his early seventies and was buried on 5 January 1715.

More details of the marriage of Christopher Heaman and Rose Whitlock have
been written about separately as have details of the children of Thomas and Mary
Whitlock - the next generation.
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Thomas Whitlock

Langtree 1643

There is,in various printed lists,evidence of an administration for Thomas
Whitlock ofLangtree in the year 1643.But due to enemy action one night in May 1942
this very important family document is,unfortunately,no longer extant.It can,however,be
safely assumed that this Thomas Whitlock is the same man who in the 1640/41 Hearth
tax paid 6s and was assessed for the same amount in the 1642 tax list.

It was also he who was listed in the 1641/42 protestation oath roll for
Langtree.It is often assumed that one needed to be of some standing in the parish to sign
this roll but in fact all males of 18 years and over were required to subscribe to an 'oath of
protestation ofloyalty to King,Church and Parliament',shortly before the civil war. So
from the lowliest ditch digger to the Lord of the manor the adult men of the parish
signed the roll. There were ,of course,those who refused to sign. The so-called
recusants. Their names were noted by the parish clerk at the bottom of the roll.More often
than not those that did refuse to sign were the high and mighty in the community.

Thomas \\tpitlock has· been referred to ill other writings as a 'gentleman' but I
have not seen him described as such in any documents although he may well have owned
or leased property and/or land in and around Langtree. Of course he would not needed to
have been a 'gentleman' to do that.

The general concensus of opinion is that Thomas was the son of John
Whitlock ofFrithelstock and was baptised there on 22 March 1615.He was the middle
child of five. An elder brother,Peter appears to have died young but is not buried at
Frithelstock.He may well have been apprenticed in another parish and died there. The
youngest of the five children was John, baptised on 1 November 1622 but he died when
aged seven and was buried on 7 August 1629.

A younger sister ,Katheryn,baptised on 4 March 1617 died aged 21 and was
buried on2 December 1638.The previous month,on the 24 November the last remaining
sibling,Christian married Thomas Abbott at Frithelstock and went with her husband to
live at Langtree. This left Thomas as the only surviving son.As such he became one of the
chiefbeneficaries of the will of a married, though childless unc1e,strangely enough also
called John Whitlock.Now this John lived in Exeter and drew up his will on 24 August
1629 and in it left to Thomas,'my house in the parish of St Paul within the city of Exeter
wherein I now live and also my house in the parish of 8t Thomas the Apostle, wherein
Robert Palmer now dwelieth'.He was also to receive various items of furniture along
with a silver bowl and ten pounds in money,which amount was to be paid within two
years of John's decease.



The sad fact of the matter is though that he didn't actually benefit from uncle
John's will at all. With the exception that is of the ten pounds of money.The reason being
that the will clearly states that he would receive his legacy 'after my wife's decease'.Aunt
Mary Whitlock died in 1648,five years after Thomas,leaving her own will. This would
have been needed because she would have to leave these properties to somebody.

We have no idea who benefitted from Mary Whitlock's bequests as her
testament did not survive tha Nazi war machine.

It could be that on the marriage of his last remaining sibling, Christian to
Thomas Abbott he went to Langtree to live with them. Or he may have gone there on his

own account just to be near to his sister.!t may be that Christian introduced her younger
brother to his future wife, Rose.!t is unfortunate that we do not know Rose's maiden
name.

Thomas may well have inherited property from his father John Whitlock
who died at Frithelstock in 1632 and which later went to Rose,as we shall see.

It may also have been the case that Rose had property in her own right.
The Langtree registers do not start until 1659 as the earlier registers were

sent to Clovelly court during the civil war but were destroyed there in a fire. So it is
unknown when Thomas and Rose were married but it most likely took place around
1640/41 and their son Thomas junior was probably born within a few months either side
of Thomas's death in 1643.


