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At the Public Record Office there are a number of unpublished Subsidy Returns for Devon,
dating from 18 Henry VI to 9 Henry VIII. The reason they have never been published is
that as they were the accounts of taxes collected on land, they do not contain personal
names, except for a few which include the names of aliens upon whom inquisitions had
been carried out, so their value genealogically is curtailed.

In 1489 (January) Henry VII obtained from Parliament the grant of a subsidy which differed
from previous subsidies in that it was a combination of the usual medieval fifteen and tenth
and an extra tax on land and income. From the Exeter Tudor Tax Assessment William
Whitlock was a witness to an indenture made 7th March 1489. A Richard Lake is named
in the accounts of this tax to William Whitlock. This could not have the William Whitlock
of Frithelstock, the head of our Warkleigh branch. It was probably William Whitlock, a
freeman and saddler of the City of Exeter. The question that has to be asked next is was
there any connection between there two Williams?

Although general taxation had remained very much the same throughout the medieval
period and subsidy rolls (taxation returns) were produced from time to time throughout this
period, it was not until 1524-7, when a New Subsidy Roll was produced, which contained
names, which has been clearly translated and published.

However quite clearly we have reached a point where again our ancestor's roots become
involved in another parish. Therefore we leave the parish of Warkleigh behind us. we
shall not enter into any historic detail regarding Warkleigh as it was not a parish of great
historical prominence. We seem now to be involved with Frithelstock and Langtree.
William in all records of his is described as of Frithelstock. His younger brother Thomas
was certainly in Frithelstock in 1529 as we have seen that in that year a record of his
describes his as a chaplain at Frithelstock Priory. These two had other brothers. There
was quite a wealthy Roger Whitlock also at Frithelstock and a fairly wealthy John Whitlock
at Langtree. What we know of these brothers is sparse. For instance we are given
approximate birth dates for both William and his wife but no indication where they were
born. We are told that William was knighted. Knighthood here did not mean what it may
seem. Knighthood today is an honour but in William's time if selected it was an obligation
to accept as it was a way of assessing and collecting taxes for the larger land-owners.
"Burkes Landed Gentry" tells us that William was a landed gentleman of Devon. Other
than through his marriage, what was this property and what was its source?

The family appeared to have acquired a certain amount of wealth around this time, apart
from the fact this does not appear to have been solely by way of marriage, it is not readily
apparent as to how this wealth was come by.

We have also mentioned that William's line of the family were armigerous, but does the
design of the arms tell us anything. Take the two padlocks, does this signify holding
somewhere or something in safekeeping? The colours of black and gold? The wavy bend
usually signified water. Could this have meant the sea, was William charged with holding
somewhere or something in safety overseas?

The Visitation Records have been thoroughly studied. Namely the Harleian Society
Publication of 1872, edited by Frederick Thomas Colby. (Harleian Manuscript
MS1163.Fol.165) of the Visitations of Devon in the year 1620. This contains a copy of all
the rest. Such as the Visitations of the County of Devon. Comprising the Herald's
Visitations of 1531, 1564 and 1602. (Two volumes published at Exeter by H.S. Eland in
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1895, edited by J.L. Vivian). Of these, referring to William Hervey's record of the
Devonshire Visitation of 1564 (Harleian Manuscript MS3288), and historian at the British
Museum has commented "it is to be thought quite likely that the padlocks are a punning
allusion to the name (Whitelock), but as charges on a shield are mostly later inventions,
they should be treated with extreme caution". When earlier we illustrated the arms of the
families of St.Leger, Boteler and Hankford, we noticed that the Hankford arms contained
no charges, substantiating the historians point.

Further study of the Lake family indicates that the Whitlock family may have been
acquainted, indeed, if not involved with the Lake family from a much earlier period. This
is important, because it may well be the factor which will eventually give us the clue as to
the origin of the Whitlock family in North Devon.

Records show that in 1450 a John Lake and A Walter Reynell were involved in a land
transaction near Dartmouth, Devon. However also, in 1457 a Richard Whitlock and Walter
Reynell were involved in a land transaction near Dartmouth, Devon. Simple statistics
indicate that Christian Lake's great grandfather, John Lake, would have been born around
1395-1405, as also Richard Whitlock would have been.

We have already stated in the text that the Lake family were to be regarded as of
Alwington and Abbotsham. They are to be found recorded at Abbotsham from the year
1418. It is revealed that a William Lake was the Rector of Abbotsham in this year. The
Calendar of Fine Rolls. Henry V, Vol.XIV, page 230 records this fact, as does the Calendar
of Patent Rolls, Henry V. 1416-1422, page 146. It was probably this sort of time that John
Lake had met and married the heir of Bradmore. (1428+) John Lake was also a witness
to a deed of lands in Abbotsham, dated 1477. (DRO Reference 50/19). Two points merge.
In the early 1400's a John Lake was certainly to be considered as of Exeter. Not the one
referred to above however. This John Lake was Town Clerk at Exeter in 1400. Bailiff
(other than Receiver) in 1407 and a Senior Bailiff (or Receiver of City's revenues) in 1414.
The John Lake referred to in 1428 as one of the freeholders in succession to a Robert
Tolbertles of 1 fee at Sourton and North Russel. Close proximity to the Exeter-
Okehampton area.
The second point is that the William Lake described in 1418 as the Rector of Abbotsham
would have been a monk. Not married therefore. Izackes Antiquities of Exeter (1723) in
a section on "Memorials of the City of Exeter" makes a reference to the Bradmore family.

The Lake family were not armorial.
Now the fact that John Lake had met and married the heiress of Bradmore at around the
period that William Lake was Rector of Abbotsham is probably, at least partially
coincidental.
The Patent and Fine Roll records referred to above also involved Richard Hankford.
Richard Hankford's reference involves Ilfracombe, where apparently there had been a
shipwreck. Richard Hankford had ordered that the salvage be taken to Abbotsham and
placed in the charge of the Rector, William Lake. Richard Hankford at one time held the
position of Sheriff, and it was probably in this capacity that he was acting in this instance.
The estate Bradmore was either named after the Bradmore family or the Bradmore family
derived their after an ancient estate bearing this name. The early histories of Devon barely
mention Bradmore (the place), so maybe in this instance the former is true.
It will have been noticed in the text that in 1569 John Whitlock was mention ed two Muster
Rolls. He had land in two parishes therefore. The same procedure applied also to the Lay
Subsidies. Therefore it is probable that this in fact answers some of our problems when
earlier discussing Langtree. It will be remembered that in discussing the 1524-7 Subsidy
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for Langtree we had John Whitlock.Sen: or elder. (G8) and in Alwington we also had John
Whitlock.Sen: or elder. (G3). These were undoubtedly one and the same.
It will also be remembered that we earlier mention the book "Burkes Peerage (Old
Families)", where it states the "Whitlock Family of Frithelstock and Langtree", which
together with what we have said in the above paragraph, substantiates the connection
between the two branches.
There is now little doubt that the Lake family, although to be considered as of Alwington
and Abbotsham, were formerly of Exeter. The Whitlocks of Exeter certainly knew this Lake
family, even at this stage.
So it can be seen that at this time our family were involved with lands at Alwington,
Frithelstock and Langtree. The amount of lands in our involvement at Alwington were quite
small.(John Whitlock G3), and pretty obviously this was an acquirement from the Lake
family, through the marriage of our heir. However it was the lands at Frithelstock (Roger
Whitlock G10, rising to G20 by 1544.G20 can only be described as of great wealth) and
Langtree (John Whitlock G8) which is the clue. These were our lands, lands in which we
were involved quite independently of the marriage of our heir into the Lake family.
However it was this William Whitlock that was our heir, it was he that was "landed", these
lands were really his lands therefore, but he was not recorded. Hitherto we have treated
this fact as coincidence. It is fast becoming obvious that there were too many coincidences
regarding this William. Apart from not appearing in the Subsidies, there is no record that
a will ever existed for him. There is no record that an inquisition was ever taken on any of
these lands at his death. Apart from Thomas the Monk, whom we know was this Williams
younger brother, pretty clearly the Roger and John were brothers also. They were
probably working and holding this land of William. Whilst we are not told where William or
Christian were born or baptised, clearly Christian was born in or around Warkleigh, her
father was holding Bradmore at this time and for some time to come. So probably the
Whitlocks were of this general area also. Through the nature of records contained in our
story so far, especially as has been related of our Warkleigh branch, we have undoubtedly
to conclude that our family here were involved with the wool trade. It is a major task to re-
construct a now lost economy, its communications and a society which experienced a huge
religious schism between 1536-40, a rising middle class and an expanding population.
An instant study of the Ordnance Survey Maps of the areas of importance to our family,
we can immediately underline Woolfardisworthy - Langtree (Frithelstock) - Torrington -
Atherington - Chittlehampton/Warkleigh - South Molton. Undoubtedly this formed the basis
of the old main road and the commerce was in wool. Some of the wool went out through
Barnstaple/Bideford, but the main route was through South Molton - to Tiverton and thence
on to Exeter.
So it can be seen that we now have to treat this subject more seriously. The Whitlock
family all lived along this route, and traded in wool? They prospered and became middle
class, especially in Warkleigh, but the other members of the family were not poor and were
all living within walking or horse riding distance over this route. For example within two
days journeying along rough roads.
Returning to william and Christian and his brothers, it can be seen that there could well
have been a common denominator to the lands at Frithelstock and Langtree through the
Hankford family and their descendants and the Hankfords earlier acquaintance with a
Richard Whitlock who himself lived along this route. A point to bear in mind for later.
However what was Williams precise involvement? Could he have been a merchant,
trading in the wool produced on the lands worked by his bothers? Every indicator does
show that William and Christian resided somewhere in the general area of Frithelstock
from the very early 1500's, but we have now to attempt to establish facts about the
generation prior to this. In order to help towards this end we will include some notes
covering general history of the period.
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The period of history to which these current events in our story relate was the period of the
Wars of Roses. Warwick the Kingmaker was at this time Captain of Calais, where the wool
staple was a primary source of revenue for the King. This Earl Warwick was Richard
Neville, Lord of the Manor of Langtree. He was killed in 1471 at the Battle of Barnet and
in the same year Queen Margaret and her army were defeated at Tewkesbury. Among
those killed at Tewkesbury was Courtney, Earl of Devon. It is an interesting fact that some
twenty years previous to Richard Nevilles time as Captain of Calais, a Lord John Stourton
held this position and his Lieutenant was a William Whitlock. It is not being suggested that
this William was a member of the Devon branch of our family and at this point in our story
we shall not attempt to enlarge on the issue.
The Stourtons were however involved in lands at Old Cleeve and Crowcombe in Somerset
and there are various references to the family in Devon. The total extent of this family's
wealth can only be described as massive. Their Lordships were heirs general of several
Houses in the land. As Lord Mowbray, in fact, it was claimed that they were premier
Barons of all England. Examples of their involvement in Devon include ownership of the
Manor of Velham (alias Pelham) in the Plympton Hundred in West Devon. A record exists
involving a gift of some plate by Joan Stourton to Richard Hankford. An involvement with
the See at Exeter. Then perhaps more importantly, there was the connection between the
family and Giles, Lord Daubeny, who became Lord of the Manor of Langtree in 1507. The
connection here was that Alice, the third daughter of John Stourton of Brimpton and
Preston in Somerset, he incidentally was M.P. for Somerset between 1420-35, and his third
marriage to Katherine Payne or Pyne of Paynshaw in Devon. Alice was born in 1432, she
later married William, Lord Daubeny, Lord of Barrington and by this marriage she became
mother of Giles, Lord Daubeny.K.G.
The Bourchiers, (Lords Fitzwarren) and the Ormondes were later involved in the Wars of
Roses, the latter in Ireland.
The Cornish Rising took place in the 1490's, which involved skirmishes at Exeter.
These bits and pieces of history give us no concrete information, but they do help to build
up a picture of life as it was at the time and give us some useful clues.
The only record, additional to the existing Exeter records of our family, who would clearly
be of the generation we now wish to pass on to, is that of a Walter Whitlock in 1475. The
record is that of a Patent Roll and it will benefit to quote its translation as published.
"Calendar of Patent Rolls.EdwardIV.Membrane1D.December 8.Westminster.1475.
The like to William Courtney, Knight. John Crokker, Knight. Charles Dynham, Esquire.
Bartholomew Seyntleger, Esquire. Nicholas Sancle, Esquire. John Gybbys, Esquire.
William Coffin, Esquire. John Gifford of Halsbury., and the Sheriff of Devon to arrest
Richard Aller, Richard Wode, William Pitteford, Lawrence Yonge, Hugh Brown, Walter
Whitlock, Nicholas Michell, Simon Whiddon and Richard Gunner and bring them before
the King and Council to answer for certain riots and offences."
Many of the names here are recognizable to us, William Courtney would have been of
Tiverton, the St. Legers were of North Devon, William Coffin would have been of
Alwington. John Gifford of Halsbury. Halsbury is within the Parish of Parkham. The family
of Wode have been described as of Wyke St. Pancrass.
Unlike the Close Rolls, which recorded letters etc:which were "Close", that is addressed
to a specific person, the Patent Rolls recorded letters etc: which were open, that is not
specifically addressed. The above is a good example of this.
The record above however, indicates that Walter had fallen foul of the law, but at the
moment this is unimportant. What is important is the fact that it tends to indicate that
Walter was probably to be considered of the area bounded by the "Old Main Road", we
mentioned earlier, which means that our family could have originated from along this road,
possibly near Tiverton, where the Richard mentioned above from an earlier period, resided.
The lands in Frithelstock and Langtree were probably build\t up by way of the increasing
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wealth of William. There probably was a connection with the Exeter branch of the family,
although this is not to say that our next generation necessarily came from Exeter. In the
next section we shall relate the facts as we have them concerning this Exeter branch, when
it will be seen that the indications may appear to suggest that this generation of this branch
were possibly a junior branch.
However what has so far become clear is that it was this present generation that built up
the wealth and as this was the "boom period" of the wool industry, this is undoubtedly from
where the wealth was acquired. So it may well be that the previous generation to this did
not possess wealth in the same sense. The Exeter branch certainly possessed distinction
and some wealth, even if this was not in the form of extensive lands.
To return to the Walter we mentioned above, it has to be realized that the record quoted
was the only reference ever found of him, tending to indicate that he did not attain much
prominence in society, either by way of wealth or class.
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To study whether or not connections existed between the Whitlocks of North Devon and
the Whitlocks of Exeter, we must return to the Whitlocks of Warkleigh. First to the William
Whitlock who died in 1624 and for whom an Inquisition Post Mortem was carried out in
1625.
Detail of this inquisition has been dealt with in previous text, but the land details really told
us a great deal. For instance, in dealing with the estate known as newgate, situated at
Winkleigh in Devon, which it stated William held of a George Luxton as part of his Manor
of Hollacombe. Following up on the history of this manor "Lysons" referred us to Chappell
Collection.
We have sought out this Chappell Collection at all the known archives in Devon to no avail.
It is my belief that whilst such a Collection may well have been available to Lysons, the
collection has now either been broken up and lost, or still exists but in private hands.
The manor had been conveyed to the Luxton family in 1567 by Sir. Amias Paullett. Sir.
Amias Paullett was of Hinton St. George. This is situated a short distance northwest of
Crekerne in Somerset.
The Whitlocks had been involved with the Chappells for some time now, as will be seen
as we proceed. This fact as a start introduces us to the "wool trade".
William Whitlock had been in charge at Bradmore, Warkleigh for some time now (1624).
Certainly in 1601 William was here, for in this year there is record that William was the
overseer of the will of Robert Chappell of Chittlehampton. Robert Chappell was a weaver,
involved in the wool trade therefore.
After reading a copy of the will of Robert Chappell of Chittlehampton, dated 30 December
1600. Proved 28 January 1601-2.Archdeaconry of Barnstaple.Folio 194. It can be seen
that William Whitlock was one of two administrators to this will. One Robert Chappell was
clearly a weaver. The William Whitlock referred to here is very definitely William the
husband of Margaret, he who died in 1624.
The second administrator of the will was to be Robert's brother-in-law William Tanner. The
two principle beneficiaries were to be his wife Margaret and his son Alexander.
We can further state that William was in charge at Warkleigh in 1579, for a report taken
from the Devon and Cronwall Notes and Queries, regarding a collection of arms of the
Gentlemen of Devon, dated 5th January 1579, William is described as of Bradmore.
William had married at Parkham in 1576 to a Margaret Boteler (Butler). Williams mother-
in-law, prior to her marriage had been a member of the Risdon family. In the 1625
inquisition William was said to be holding the estates of both Burdon and Venne, situated
in Woolfardisworthy. It is said William was holding these estates of an Edgar Risdon as
part of his Manor of Lurkish. I believe, therefore, that this "in-law" relationship was the
source by which William acquired these estates. It was probably not much before 1576
that William had taken over Bradmore, for William was the son of John Whitlock of
Woolfardisworthy, close proximity to Parkham where he had married. John Whitlock was
the heir of his brother William Snr:
The 1569 Muster Rolls record a William Whitlock for the Parish of Chittlehampton.
Slightly before 1569, William Whitlock is recorded as being the witness to the will of a John
Chappell, described as of Chittlehampton. This would have been William the brother of
John, as surly the earlier William in this text would have been too young at this stage to
have been witness to a will or even so highly rated in the Muster Roll. Margaret Boteler,
the wife of this earlier William, was born in 1558.
After reading a copy of the will of John Chappell of Shelston in the Parish of
Chittlehampton, dated 9 December 1566.8.Elizabeth., Proved 7 February 1566-
7.Archdeaconry of Barnstaple.Folio 257, it can be seen that William Whitlock was one of
six witnesses to the will. Several other points can be extracted. One John Chappell was
quite clearly a farmer, in addition to Shelston named above, he mentions a house and
lands named Blakewall and a tenement and lands called Denyton. One of the other six
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witnesses however is interesting, John Mules. In 1599 William Whitlock was witness to the
will of John Mules of Warkleigh. A final point being that this John Chappell had no son
named Robert Chappell, as mentioned in the earlier part of this text.
The John Mules connection is extra interesting in that the William Whitlock, witness to the
1599 will of this man, must have been William the husband of Margaret, he that died in
1624. However we are still convinced that John Mules colleague as witness to the will of
John Chappell was William Whitlock the husband of Martha.
As has been stated William was the brother of John, the father of the later William.
Records show that John was referred to as being the heir of his brother. William had no
issues therefore, although the historian
Westcote has indicated that he did have female issues, although there does not appear
to be any record of them and as Westcote does not mention his sources, this cannot be
verified, however it would appear that if they existed, they did not survive. As has been
shown, sometime between 1566 and 1579 William Snr: had died. We have record that
between 1572 and 1580, that there exists a PCC Administration of William Whitlock,
described as of Exeter. Record of this administration was first discovered in notes at The
Guildhall. London, published in a copy of The Gentlemans Magazine.
(Vol:LXV11.Part11.Page 797). The actual date of the administration is given as the 19th
November 1575. (PRO Reference A91-92/4713).
The Visitation Records describe William as of Bradmore, the first Whitlock to be so
described. This William's nephew, William, later to be in charge at Bradmore, would
appear to have been a little too young to have been witness to a will in 1566, but as
records show, one or the other of these two Williams was at Bradmore in 1566.
Also mention in the Letters of Administration of 1575 is a John Webb, also described as
of Exeter, but also described as a Merchant Taylor of London. The cloth trade and
therefore indirectly the wool trade again. This tends to indicate that this William also had
no surviving issues or wife. So could this administration be referring to William Snr: It has
to be remembered that Williams brother John has been recorded as William's heir and this
John was still alive, until 1607 in fact, but this does not necessarily mean that some other
person, namely John Webb, could not be granted the Letters.
Now in addition to the issues, there is another strange coincidence. In 1566 a John Webb
is named as one of the five free tenants at Woolfardisworthy. He is associated with the
estates of Flaxman and Tashcroft. The Webb family remained associated with these
estates for a considerable period, for they were still there in 1779. Now considering all
these facts, we can say that they may not all be coincidences. Often it happened during
this sort of period that the more wealthy of society had what became known as country
seats and town houses.
This fact aside, we now have more detail concerning the Merchant Taylor of London,
reference in the administration. First some general notes on these City of London livery
companies.
From the middle ages to the nineteenth century, most young men, who lived in the City of
London, were apprenticed between the ages of 14 and 21 to members of City livery
companies and had their apprenticeships recorded in company records. Members of these
livery companies were known as "freemen". The completion of an apprenticeship was the
usual means by which such person could themselves become members. However, many
young men came from the provinces to live in London and to be apprenticed to a member
of a livery company.
Until the early 1700's, if he was a tradesman or craftsman he would probably have been
a member and served an apprenticeship with a company corresponding with or
approximating to his occupation. If he was a merchant or a professional man or worked
in a business firm, he may have become a member of almost any livery company, but such
people sometime preferred a company connected with their occupation, if there was one,.
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However, at all dates, merchants, professional men and persons in business firms or
unskilled occupations are unlikely to have served apprenticeships in livery companies. An
alphabetical index of freemen of the Merchant Taylors Company, (Microfilm No:324.1530-
1928), has been searched for the likely John Webb of our administration record. What
must be remembered is that he would not have been known as of Exeter at this time.
(i.e.1559). My own conclusions from the records, which are in agreement with the Keeper
of Manuscripts at The Guildhall Library, London, are that John Webb was admitted by
servitude, (this means bondage, apprenticeship therefore), and that the name of his master
was Christopher Wichecott. The date of John's freedom, (membership therefore), was 8th
December 1559. The date at which the apprenticeship ended. These apprenticeships
were usually for 7 years, therefore the apprenticeship would have commenced in 1552.
John would have been around 14 years of age at this time.
At some period after 1559, and the completion of his apprenticeship, John Webb obviously
returned to Devon, and to Exeter, where he would have traded as a clothier. This would
have been at least one of the connections between the Webb and Whitlock families,
namely, "the cloth trade".
It may still be possible that more information may still come, as the sources used in the
compilation of the above mentioned alphabetical index were "The Merchant Taylors
Company Accounts and Court Minute Books", which to date have not been searched. A
copy of the original registration of the administration adds very little new to our knowledge
of it. However it does tend to suggest that William Whitlock and John Webb may have had
some form of business partnerships,in the clothing business, as John Webb was claiming
his right to administrate the probate of William Whitlock as a beneficiary of the said
probate. There possibly was a will, although no index of it has been found.
This makes the whole idea either a pure coincidence to there is a logical reason for what
appears to be a coincidence. Letters of Administration are granted in law to a person
authorized to manage the estate for the legal owners during the minority or absence of the
owner or for one who dies without appointing competent executors.Now as has been said
whilst William appears to have been devoid of surviving issues, and whilst Martha, his wife,
may have been already dead by this date, he did have a brother, John, whom it is recorded
was his heir. According to the Bishops Transcripts for the Parish of West
Woolfardisworthy, John Whitlock was buried on the 1st February 1607 and there is an
index record of a will dated 16th April 1607. So clearly this John was alive between 1572-
80. So we have to conclude that either the probate record referred to different Williams
or there was some other reason that Letters of Administration were granted to John Webb.
There is one very significant point, although this John Whitlock is on record as being heir
of his brother, there has never been a record indicating that he ever inherited, even
temporarily, Bradmore.
Whilst the Visitation Records state that Williams wife was named "Martha", her pre-
marriage surname is not recorded. Could this have been "Webb". We shall enlarge on
our reasoning for this possibility later.
To return to the John Whitlock referred to above. Could this have been the John Whitlock
referred to as "cousin" in the 1578 will of Thomas Whitlock the cleric? He was named
executor of the will, but if so, John would actually have been Thomas's nephew? However,
as we have previously stated the term"cousin" was often used where the exact relationship
was unsure. It is noted that in his will, John Whitlock, buried at Warkleigh in 1651, referred
to Richard Dennis as being his "cousin" when in actual fact Richard was John's nephew.
This John was still alive in 1578. (d1607). In the will he was described as of Stirworth. We
have hitherto assumed this to be a mis-spelling of Stitworthy in the Parish of Clovelly. John
was always described as of Woolfardisworthy (locally known as Woolsery). In his History
of Devon, Prof:W.C. Hoskins states that "there are many remote farms to be associated
with Woolsery, of which Ashmondisworthy, amongst others, are referred to in Domesday".
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The estate known as Strokesworthy, inherited by the Whitlocks from the Lake family, was
situated at Ashmondisworthy. So it follows that if Ashmondisworthy was to be regarded
as a remote farm of Woolsery, then Strokesworthy must be also. Could, therefore,
Strokesworthy have been referred to locally as Stirworthy. It makes sense to believe that
if William (eldest son and heir) inherited Bradmore, in Warkleigh, eventually, then John
(second eldest son) should inherit Strokesworthy, which for tax purposes probably did
come under the jurisdiction of Woodfardisworthy.
There is one additional record of this John Whitlock. The Burnet-Morris Index, in a
reference to John Whitlock, dated 1565 refers the searcher to an Hugh Culme. To what
does this reference refer? The reference in the Burnet-Morris Index is to an entry in J.C.
Tingey's "Catalogue of Exeter MSS", (held by the Devon and Cornwall Record Society),
listing a deed dated 20th September 1565 confirming a grant of land in Great Torrington
by Hugh Culme of the Inner Temple, to William Fortescue of Buckland Filleigh. John
Whytlock and Edmund Hutchin were appointed the attorneys. (The original document is
believed to be held by the Devon Record Office). This document had been drawn up at
Exeter by Hugh Culme, who was obviously a lawyer, practising there. However, in
addition, he also owned the land, which was at Great Torrington. The land was granted
to William Fortescue of Buckland Filleigh, who had clearly appointed John Whytlock and
Edmund Hutchin to receive this land. This John without any doubt was John Whitlock of
Woolsery, but the important point about this record is the indication it gives of the
connection between Exeter and North Devon.
We maybe should pause here for just a moment, because we are in possession of some
other facts concerning this issue. We see here that the William Fortescue was described
as of Buckland Filleigh, which is a relatively small parish, near the Parish of Shebbear. It
contains a large mansion house, which was later to be used as a private school. The
Fortescue family were, however, primarily a Somerset family, owning much property at
Crosscombe there, as well as elsewhere. The Devon branch of the family later became
known as of Castle Hill, Great Torrington, which is where they built their house and which
became their seat. The lands referred to above, were the lands upon which this house was
built. It will be remembered that during our coverage of Langtree, much was mentioned
with respect to grazing rights at Castle Hill, especially when we referred to Doggaport. We
are in possession of the entire catalogue of Fortescue papers extant for both Somerset and
Devon. Whilst the family were referred to as of Castle Hill in the small Devon section of
this catalogue, no papers refer to it. Most of the papers in the catalogue refer to Somerset,
but of the few which refer to Devon, all but one refer to Lamerton, and its court leet, (leet
meaning, yearly or half yearly court of record that lords of certain manors might hold, with
reference to its jurisdiction or district) and its View of Frankpledge (which means a system
by which each member of a tithing was responsible for the good behaviour of every other).
All the documents referred to are of the 17th century and are bound in a lease of lands in
Shebbear, dated 1659.
To return to our story.
This William and John were sons of another William, described as of Frithelstock in the
Visitation Records and referred to as "landed" by Burke. Considering all this there appears
to be a lack of reference to the family in the churches at either Frithelstock or Warkleigh,
considering their prominence in these parishes, although there are references to them later
in parish records at Warkleigh. With this in mind it has been wondered if there could have
been a private chapel attached to one of the estates. Such a chapel having existed or not,
an interesting record has been found concerning Exeter. In 1536 William Whitlock is
described as one of thirty one chaplains of the Chantry of Exeter Cathedral. A chantry
being defined as a chape or altar, privately endowed. It was common that a private
chaplain would either say mass or pray for the souls of a departed one, in return for such
endowment.



10

One point to be borne in mind whilst researching this particular issue is the differences
which existed between a secular chaplain and a monastic chaplain. The former being
described as concerned with affairs of this world, not sacred or monastic or ecclesiastical.
The latter being quite the opposite of course.
However we now know much more detail regarding our 1536 reference. Firstly we have
some additional detail about the William Whitlock being referred to in the reference.
Professor Nicholas Orme's book "The Minor Clergy of Exeter Cathedral 1300-1548", Page
81, make it clear that William was an annuellar, nominated the 1st April 1524 for Lechlade
(later known as Brewer) Chantry. (Ref:Dean and Chapter 3551, folio 17v). He had died
by the 6th October 1537. (Ref:Dean and Chapter 3552, folio 4v).
The annuellars, as they were called at Exeter, were, as has been said, chantry priests.
They were endowed by private benefactors to say masses. As far as is known the first
cathedral chantry was founded in the 1220's, the majority in the period 1270-1322.
Professor Orme further states, "each annuellar was normally appointed by the Dean and
Chapter, from whom he received a regular annual stipend, and lived by himself in a rented
chamber within the chose. He had to attend the choral services each day, along with the
other minor clergy, and was assigned an altar in the cathedral at which to celebrate a daily
mass for the founder of his chantry". They ultimately acquired a residence in 1528, on the
north side of the close. This was their dwelling for the last twenty years of their history until
their dissolution in 1548. The foundation of the Lechalde Chantry can be traced to a deed
of 1292. (Ref:Dean and Chapter. 1930, 1931), the details of which are as follows:
John, prior, and brethren of the hospital of Wells to the Dean and Chapter.
Bond to pay 5 marks yearly out of the fruits of the church of West Down, which Thomas,
Bishop of Exeter, appropriated to keep the obituary of Walter de Lechlade (with order for
maintenance of the obituary). This therefore was certainly not any of our William Whitlocks
in North Devon, as this was clearly a monastic post, and therefore celibacy would have to
be observed. Our North Devon Williams all married. The most likely explanation is that
this William was a younger brother of John Whytlock (notice the similar spelling of the
surname) of Exeter.
Our original William Whitlock of Frithelstock did not appear in any taxation returns in North
Devon whilst Roger did, for Frithelstock, very highly rated. You see, the records tend to
indicate that William was "landed" and the eldest of his generation, but in Frithelstock it
was Roger who was actually holding the bulk of this land and being entered in the tax
returns. It is not being suggested that William was a chaplain monastically because we
know that he married around 1500 and if a priest of this type at this period he would have
been required to remain celibate. One has to wonder if this William and his son and heir
were in fact merchants. William would have inherited South Strokesworthy, as a country
seat, by virtue of his marriage to Christian Lake. His second son John later took over
Strokesworthy. The other estates were acquired later, but some other lands were held at
Frithelstock, Langtree and Alwington, where, obviously the wool was produced.
Now this William, known as of Frithelstock, was not recorded in respect of Warkleigh. In
fact it was not until the 1544 Lay Subsidy that a William was recorded at Warkleigh, and
we suspect that this was William Jnr: The Whitlock family were not recorded in Warkleigh
in the similar 1524-7 Lay Subsidy. Bearing in mind all that has been said in this text, it
would follow that William and Christian probably took over the secondary Lake seat at
Strokesworthy. Christian was the heir t of the Lake estates, therefore following the deaths
of her parents at Bradmore, Warkleigh, the Lakes primary seat, her husband William
Whitlock would Have assumed responsibility here. The 1544 record does not specify
Bradmore. Upon the deaths of William and Christian, around 1550 and 1545 respectively,
their eldest son and heir assumed control here, but John and Elizabeth, his wife, the
second eldest remained at Strokesworthy. William and Christians issues, William, John
and Anthony respectively could well have been born and brought up at Strokesworthy. So
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to return to an earlier part of this text, William had probably married Martha at Woolsery,
was she therefore Martha Webb.
Enough has been established to indicate that the Whitlock family were involved in the wool
trade, undoubtedly as producers of the draw material, the fleece of the sheep. They were
basically sheep farmers therefore. The outlets for this produce would have been either by
sea from Bideford for export or through the trading centres, ultimately at Exeter.
Enough has also been established to indicate that the Whitlock family of Warkleigh were
associated with various people connected with this trade, Weavers, Merchants etc.
It will be helpful once again to introduce some general history of the period here. The land,
still the national backbone, was changing in social structure during the 15th century. The
procedure that evolved was that by which the wealthy land owners leased their estates for
fixed terms of years to land holders. The land was put down to pasture with a certainty of
profit from the clothiers. We can imagine the Whitlock family persuing this policy during
the 16th century, taking leases on various lands to pursue the production of wool. The
cloth trade was also responsible for the effects on the level of wages. Instead of local
gilds, which we shall discuss later, industry was grouping into provinces, the cloth of the
West Country and Midlands thus went to London to be shipped for Calais. It is also to be
noticed that intellectual opportunities were also beginning to flourish with many national
schools being founded. The Staple controlled the wool export, even in decline a mighty
industry. Most of the finest wool went to Calais, which facilitated tax collection and enabled
the government to regulate the flow of bullion. The Merchant Adventurers controlled 80%
of the export trade of cloth and import trade of wine. During the initial period there was
much unrest, at home, abroad and at sea. The Queens brothers and sisters ere promised
marriages into great inheritances, including her Grey son by her first marriage, who was
given the heiress of Exeter. Edward was impelled to the Burgundian alliance. For both
money and political support he depended on London which was obsessed with hatred of
alien merchants. Moreover his loans from the Staple involved the defence of Calais, which
would be difficult if Burgundy was hostile, thus the cloth trade became depressed. In 1464
Statutes had forbidden the export of wool and undressed cloth by aliens, prohibited the
import of foreign cloth, silk and French wines, and gave priority to English shipping. In the
previous section it will be remembered as discussed generally, medieval taxation,
mentioning that as these records related only to lands, personal names did not appear,
other than those of aliens on whom inquisitions had been held. We can now see that
these were merchant aliens that were being referred to. They acted alone, that is outside
the guilds, which is one of the main reasons why the alien merchants were so hated.
However during the rest of this century and the next the system did become organized and
such organizations as the East India Company were formed. It is interesting to note that
later, after the Warkleigh branch of our family became extinct, as such, our family in East
Devon became heavily engaged in this organization, using in fact, the Warkleigh coat of
arms. So these were the ruling ideas which shilst they spread to other commodities, kept
their power while resisting the free play of economic force, so that changes of this period
were changes of degree within an old framework, of which the two pillars were still the
same, the land and the cloth trade.. In fact monyey called the tune. The big clothiers fixed
prices for spinners and weavers. Each stage of the cloth industry for instance demanded
advances on credit and in each the middlemen and broker were found to be indispensible.
Glovers, who dealt in hides usually traded in wool too and steadily a normal industrial type
was being developed of a "livery" or company that embraced all sections of the trade,
usually ranked in two chief divisions, the rich merchants in control and the yeomanry of
small masters.
We have briefly introduced the topic of hides in this passage, well of course it was in this
commodity that our Exeter branch had traded, in operating their saddlery business. We
have seen that William was a saddler, and in this trade, whilst primarily dealing in hides,
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he would have had a certain amount of dealing in wool. It is probably this, together with
the natural progression of industry that points us towards the outcome of our Warkleigh
branch.
Industry continued along these lines, even in 1700 cloth still made up half the exports, in
the clothiers interests the export of wool being totally prohibited. From the same motive
the import of Indian silks and calicoes were discouraged.
So it can be seen that our family were basically following the national trends throughout
history.
Now let us turn chronologically to the records we have in order to show how we beieve this
generation had descended from a previous generation, already at Exeter. We saw above
how it was the backbone cloth industry to which this generation had turned to, to
accumulate their wealth. How they had taken advantage of new land leasings in order to
have the land with which they expanded their produce. we saw also how the various guilds
grouped together, centralizing in London. As we have been explaining the local guilds
were becoming provincialized, but prior to this the crafts had their own guilds locally based.
There were guilds representing all the various crafts, including, of special interest to us
during this period, one involving saddlery. These guilds had grown and become
centralised in the county towns. Grown from the crafts which had developed out in the
country during the period of transition from the feudal system.
In free societies, the stages of industry overlap, old survivals continuing beside the new,
or combining with them in transition forms. Broadly speaking, however, in this century the
craft-guild ceased to be the main wheel, yielding gradually to another which, under the
name of, "the domestic system" (this was Williams time) covered most of the industry.
For the craft, serving a local market and aiming at equality, could not survive the new
specialization or adapt itself to large scale trade. money power asked freedom, capital
began to migrate to suburbs, or to villages where it could own its own raw material, control
fuel or water power and make its labour supply. This petty capitalism was one of small
masters, some working on their own account and others to the order of bigger men. It was
domestic in two senses, first, that it continued the craft plan of apprentices, housed and
disciplined by their masters, but also because the lower stages were handled by home
worker, whether working for themselves or others, weavers for example, often with looms
owned by large employers, and spinners working in their cottages for clothiers. So we can
see that both John and his son William encompassed the whole of this transition, on into
the new superstructure and our Warkleigh branch. John was born into the early guild
system, whilst William was born well into this system and the beginning of the
superstructure, which was to be with the Warkleigh branch throughout its history.
During the period we now wish to investigate, the great day of this new system was yet to
come. The local craft guilds still directed industry, drapers and grocers, mercers and
spicers, tanners and saddlers. Their regulations embodied many fair ideals, a high
standard of craftsmanship, a fair price, a training for apprentices and equality for their
members. They fixed the number of apprentices that one master might take, and wage
rates for apprentices who passed onto become journeymen, their wardens inspected shops
for bad quality and stopped night work, awarded sick payment, and fined the fraudulent.
The Exeter Mayors Court Book, dated Michaelmas 1504 - Michaelmas 1505. At some date
during this period it is recorded that a William Huckyn was apprenticed to William Whitlock.
This record tells us that William Whitlock was of our previous generation and that at this
time was still living and still actively engaged in his business.

The Calendar of Early Chancery Proceedings 1501-1515 and 1515-1529. Volume 111.
Bundle 232. (72). Document reference (C1/232/72), contains this record, "Edith the late
wife of John Weston v William Whitlock, Saddler. Regarding the detention of deeds
relating to lands in St. Sidwells Street, Davys Town, Exeter and elsewhere.(Devon)". The
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document is actually referring to lands within the fees of St. Sidwell, St. Davy or Davids and
Lulleford and the Parishes of Little Hempston, Knighton and Sourton and within the City
of Exeter.
Two points about this record. William was obviously involved in more than just his craft
and the name Weston, in fact the John Weston mentioned here, obviously deceased at
this time, will crop up again shortly in another record.
The guilds we spoke of above were powerful, such exclusive powers were open to abuse,
which brought them into collision with their fellow townsmen. Town councils intervened to
stop guilds forcing up prices and jealously watched their by-laws, and new developments,
within their ranks and without, heralded the capitalist industry which was to leave the guilds
high and dry.
Records of The Medieval Council of Exeter in The Mayors Rolls of 1495, 1496, 1497, 1498
and 1499 record William Whitlock as an elected Councillor for the City.
This meant that William indeed held a privileged position by having, working of these
guilds.
The Receivers Rolls for the same years also record William Whitlock as a Receiver of the
Corporations monies (Taxes, Rates, etc.). William was therefore a man of some
considerable standing. It is unfortunate that records of the Chamber of Exeter do not begin
until 1508. The Burnet-Morris Index, indexes another reference to George Oliver. This
time it is referring to Oliver's "Monasticon Dioceses Exoniensis", (which is unpublished and
in manuscript form, dated Exeter 1846, page 309). It states that John Whytelock of Exeter
was buried in the Parish Church of St. Stephens, Exeter, between 1492-1520. (Notice the
difference in the spelling of the surname). It will be seen shortly that this John Whytelock
is of importance.
The Exeter Tudor Tax Assessment of 1489 we have referred to in the previous section.
It is an additional record of our William Whitlock. A document dated 1488 (51/1/5/4)
records the fact that William Whitlock was acting as attorney to the will of a Robert Russell
concerning a tenement at St. Mary Steps, Exeter. "Attorney" here means a grantees
representative to receive possession of the property. This record, if conveying nothing
else, is beginning to confirm Williams standing amongst his fellow citizens.
We turn yet again to the Burnet-Morris Index for our next reference, Report Folio 61. The
index refers to information contained in the British Museum Additional Charters (27631).
Dated 1485, it states that William Whitelock was the Bailiff of Exeter.
This record finally confirms the standing, not only of William, but of the family. The
significant point in the record may however be the use of the word "the". This tends to
imply that there was only one bailiff for the City of Exeter. This would be a definite contrast
from the previous year as we are about to see. The definition of a bailiff is "officer under
a sheriff, executing writs and processes, and preforming distraints and arrests". It would
appear that William had been appointed by charter, perhaps a different legal requirement
beginning in this year.
Our next record continuing along similar lines, further tends to indicate some form of
change had occurred. The record is taken from Izackes Antiquities of Exeter. It records
for the year 1484, (the year previous to the above record regarding William) the Mayor of
Exeter was a Matthew Tubb. It also records that the four bailiffs were John Weston, John
Hooker, John Whitlock, and John Starr. So there were now four bailiffs, probably each
serving one of four separate bailiwicks within the City. A bailiwick being the district or
jurisdiction of a bailiff.
Now John Whitlock had not died, we saw above that his burial was recorded as being
between 1492-1520. We can actually calculate that this was probably more accurately
dated between 1492-1500, so why the change not only to William, but it would also appear
from four to one.
Another point of interest in this record is that John Weston was one of the four bailiffs in
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1484. This was John the husband of Edith Weston mentioned earlier when referring to the
Early Chancery Record, were Edith had issued a writ against William Whitlock over the
detention of a deed.
Both John and William became very prominent citizens, of this there is no doubt.
The Exeter Mayors Court Roll, dated 1473, is the source of our next record. It is recording
the admission of William Whitlock to the freedom of the City of Exeter. The entry further
states that William was the son of John Whitlock and that he was apprenticed for seven
years to a William Jamys and Margaret his wife to learn the art of saddlery. The record is
dated Monday 13th September, 13 Edward IV, 1473. The implication is that William was
admitted to the freedom by virtue of his apprenticeship to another freeman, and not by
inheritance. William would have been 13 or 14 years of age at the commencement of his
apprenticeship, he was therefore born around 1460.
This record is very important as it has confirmed the father-son relationship between John
and William, thus adding an additional generation for us. It has also dated Williams birth
at around 1460.
Knowing that William was still alive at the beginning of the 1500's, we can predict that his
death probably occurred sometime between 1520-1530. We can also estimate that John,
his father, was probably born sometime between 1420-1430, especially given that a record
informed us of the period during which his burial took place. We know very little about our
John, other than what has been indicated above. Certainly not sufficient to warrant a
separate section. His ancestor would have lived and worked during the end of the feudal
system and the transition into the period when the crafts were a growing social dimension
and becoming organized in the county towns. John would have lived throughout this period
of organized crafts. He was probably born in the country but lived at least his mature life
at Exeter. We know he was a bailiff here, that he had at least one issue, a son William.
What we begin to see in this section is that we have three consecutive generations, each
in a varying stage of transition. William was in a period between the established craft guild
system and the new superstructure. John, his father, was in a probably less dramatic
transition, between simply a craft and the craft guild system. The generation before John,
at least ended his life during a period of transition from the old feudal system and the
beginning of the craft system.
Our theory then is based on the idea that William of Frithelstock and his brothers were
possibly born at Exeter. William married into the Lake family, who possessed a certain
amount of property in North Devon. We suspect that William and Christian took over
Strokesworthy, where in turn their children were born. However a question arises here.
Namely, who were the Lakes, and what was their business?
What we know with any certainty about the Lakes is rather patchy. We know that originally
the Lake family were of Exeter. A John Lake, described as senior, was Town Clerk of
Exeter in the year 1400. Then in 1407 he became a Bailiff, other than the Receiver. A
post he held until 1411. In 1414 he became a Senior Bailiff or Receiver of the Cities
Revenues. No returns concerning these revenues appear to exist, but the Exeter Rolls
(V40-1) have records of an allowance of 5=8=0d being paid to the Receiver John Lake for
wages at Parliament of Exeter Members of Parliament. This John Lake would be two
generations back from the John Whitlock that we have been referring to in this section.
John Lake appears to have had at least one son, but possibly more. In 1428 a John Lake,
described as junior, was one of the freeholders, in succession to Richard Tolbertles, of 1
fee at sourton and North Russel. In the same year, John Lake had married the daughter
and heiress or Richard Bradmore, of Bradmore in Warkleigh, who was one of the
freeholders of Warkleigh, as Bradmore was part of the Manor of Warkleigh. John Lake of
the same generation as our Richard Whitlock, who will be the subject of discussion in our
next section. Like Richard, in the 1450's he was involved with land transactions near
Dartmouth. So it can be seen that the Lake family were building up some wealth in
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property, even at this early stage. Were the Whitlocks doing likewise? If so it is rather
unfortunate in that the records make it quite clear as to what property the Lakes
possessed, but if the Whitlocks were doing likewise, it is by no means so clear as to what
this property was. In fact there does not appear to be one striking difference, the
generations of Lakes from the original John Lake of Bradmore, until the time the Whitlocks
succeeded here, the Lakes appeared to be land holders, working the land, whilst the
corresponding generations of Whitlocks appeared to have entered the crafts and possibly
became merchants.
John Lake of Bradmore had at least one son and heir, William. William married Jeanette,
the daughter and heiress of William Strokesworthy. A family who had taken their name
from that estate. We do not have a great wealth of records concerning this William.
Excepting one, which we cannot be 100% certain of, whereby records state that in the year
1455 and in the Reign of Henry VI, William Lake of Devon was Member of Parliament for
the Borough of Totnes. The only other record of this William, whom generation wise would
of course be on a par with the John Whitlock of this section, and which is certain, is that
William had at least one son and heir, John. We know ever less about this John, except
of course that he obviously inherited both Bradmore and Strokesworthy and who equally
obviously married, but to whom we are not informed. He had at least one daughter and
heiress, Christain, who later married William Whitlock. This John generation wise was on
a par with the William Whitlock of this section. The only other record we have of this John
Lake is that he was witness to a deed of lands in Abbotsham, dated 1477 (DRO Reference
50/19).
Going back to the original John Lake of Exeter, we also have record of a william Lake,
Rector of Abbotsham in 1418. There were clearly no descendants from him.
The Lake family had not died out at Exeter however, at least up to the point of our William
Whitlock there, for in 1489 we find, when William Whitlock was Receiver of the Cities
Revenues, that Richard Lake was one citizen making his payment.
The Lake family had not died out in North Devon, either, despite John Lake having no son
as heir. For during the early part of the Whitlock ear at Warkleigh, a Marjorie Lake was
patron of the parish church. Also in 1560 Thomas Whitlock of Alwington married Elyn
Lake. These were obviously female descendants from another branch of the Lake family.
This should therefore be an opportune point to end this section. However there are a
number of aspects in this section which require further attention.
Firstly, upon what grounds did Marjorie Lake hold the Patronage of Warkleigh Parish
Church in 1613?
Secondly, did the Webb family of Woolfardisworthy have any family connections with either
the Whitlock or Risdon families?
Thirdly, can the 1565 deed concerning the conveyance of some land at Great Torrington,
from an Hugh Culme to William Fortescue of Buckland Filleigh reveal any further clues?
Fourthly, and by far the greatest task, can we glean further important facts regarding the
Whitlock families involvement with the wool trade? There are two angles from which this
problem may be tackled. One angle is to further study the records of the Company of
Merchant Taylors of London. It will be realised from the above text, that originally we
discovered a reference in The Gentlemans Magazine (Vol:LXVII.Part 11.Page 797),
housed at The Guildhall Library in London concerning a PCC Administration, involving the
Whitlock and Webb families, where it stated that John Webb, to whom the Letters of
Administration were granted, was a "freeman" of the Company of Merchant Taylors of
London. Further investigation established the existence of an Alphabetical Index of the
Freemen of the Merchant Taylors Company. (Microfilm No:324.1530-1928). This index
revealed a further reference to the John Webb. From this it was possible to establish that
John Webbs involvement in these records concerned his apprenticeship between 1552-
1559. However, further information has revealed that this index was compiled from The
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Merchant Taylors Companies Accounts and The Merchant Taylors Companies Court
Minute Books. Study of these two sources may reveal additional information.
The second angle takes into account the fact that at the time of John Webbs connection
with the Whitlock family, that this connection was Exeter. There is a great deal of material
amongst the Exeter City Archives, housed at the Devon Record Office, relating to the cloth
trade. In order to carry out a study of this material it will be necessary initially to consult
a report of the Historical Manuscripts Commission of 1916, which is about the best guide
to the collection. In addition another useful source is the book "Tuckers Hall Exeter" by
Prof:J. Youings, which is a history of the Company of Weavers, Fullers and Shearmen, and
which deals in some detail with the Companies records.
This accomplished the lists and indexes at the Record Office will need to be studied,
before moving on to the records itself. To give an explanation to the second question first.
Research into the problem has not revealed very much. This is because the earliest parish
register extant for the Parish of Woolfardisworthy (West) is for the year 1723. The Bishops
Transcripts date back to 1607, but even this is far too late to be helpful to us. We were
able to establish that the Webb family were still being recorded here up to 1811 and from
1607, although we already know that the family were present here from before this. The
records also show that the Risdon family were present in this parish, at least from 1699.
However, none of the records found in any way connect the Webb and Risdon families, nor
the Webb and Whitlock families, but as has been said the records are far too late to be
relevant.
Moving on to the fourth point. Following a careful study of the HMC Report of 1916,
regarding the Exeter City Archives, quite a mass of references to the "The Cloth Trade"
have been extracted for scrutiny. Some sixteen of these references have been isolated
as relevant, period wise, and these will now have to be referred to the indexes at the
Devon Record Office.
However, a couple of points have been extracted which are of general interest.

A section headed "Miscellaneous Deeds', is a reference to a vast collection of documents
D590-1860 with numerous intercalations, of which Nos:590-888 extending from
Temp:William 1 to 29 September 1355 appear in abstract in "Notes and Gleanings" (I.e.
from S. Moores Calendars). (These do not fall into a time period currently relevant to us).
The rest are still only accessible through the Calendar itself, which still remains
unpublished.
Other items extracted, of relevance to "The Cloth Trade" are numerous folios, some listed
by "Hooker" and some by "Izacke". One such, f145B dated 21 March 1556, relevant to a
time period of interest to us, states, "That the sale of raw cloth, hereafter, shall be kept in
the Northgate Street, from Watbury Street downwards towards Northgate and not
elsewhere". This is of interest in conjunction with the accompanying map.
Study of the book "Tuckers Hall Exeter" by Prof:J. Youings, has given us both a good basic
insight into the Merchant Traders and also a few clues regarding links which existed with
areas of relevance outside Exeter.
No person could operate as a weaver, tucker or shearman without having served an
apprenticeship. Craft Guilds appeared as early as the latter part of the 14th century at
Exeter, and also at Totnes, Bodmin, Lydford and Barnstaple.
We must remember here that Barnstaple was a target area in our present research, as well
as Exeter. Also, it will be remembered from our section on the Whitlocks of Warkleigh, that
there had been (later) an involvement with Nanstallon, Bodmin and the Flamank family,
who were involved with the cloth trade, directly at Totnes and Taunton and indirectly
through a member of the Bawden family at Tiverton. Miscellaneous traders, some of
whom were craftsmen, were taking steps to self government of their affairs. Merchant
Guilds existed from 1189, and by 1205 Exeter and a Mayor, by 1208 a common seal, and
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by less than half a century later (before 1258), the Guild of Traders had become simply a
body of freemen.
It will be seen that before 1286 a Roger Whitlock was a freeman of Exeter being
succeeded in 1308 by his nephew John Whitelock. They were traders, therefore.
Woollen cloth was made at Exeter from 1200, but the earliest reference so far discovered
of an organized body of cloth workers in Exeter occurs in the year 1459.
Reading through this book we came across a Roger Luxton who was a shearman, but who
became a Bailiff of Exeter in 1523, and a feoffee in 1526. Remember our Warkleigh
branch's involvement with the Luxton family. There was a Thomas Chappell, a merchant
who died at Exeter in 1593. Remember the Warkleigh branch's involvement with the
Chappell family. John Dennis was a weaver. Remember that the Warkleigh branch and
married into this family. An Henry Hamblyn was Mayor of Exeter in both 1526 and 1538,
but was also a feoffee of the Guild. By marriage we were later to be involved with a family
of this name at Woolsery. A John Arscott is named as a lawyer, again remember this
name from previous text.
We also drew attention previously to alien craftsmen. These were Huguenots. French
Protestant immigrants who did not abide by the rules of a Catholic State and a Catholic
Society, and were literally hated by merchants and craftsmen alike.
The main point of interest, in a way, to emerge so far concerned Warkleigh Manor. It may
be other facts will emerge, but to date we have learned that Warkleigh Manor was
purchased in 1693, shortly before our family became extinct there at Warkleigh, by the
Jeffry family, who was a one time Manter of the Guild of Cloth Traders. It is to be
remembered that the two estates, Bradmore and Beatford, both actually in the Parish of
Warkleigh, were both part of the Warkleigh Manor, and both in the hands of the Whitlocks
of Warkleigh from the early 1500's. During the early part at least, of the Whitlocks era
here, the manor was owned by the Earls of Bath. Little information exists on this manor,
either in Devon or amongst papers of the Earls of Bath, at the Somerset Record Office.
So at this stage it is not clear if the Jeffry family were purchasing from the Earls or whether
there had been interim owners, nor, if this latter was so who these owners were. However
it is quite possible that the former is correct, when one considers the 1625 IPM of William
Whitlock of Warkleigh, which clearly indicated that our estates within this manor were held
of the Earls of Bath. So we are really only considering a some 70 year period.
Amongst other points of interest pointed out by Prof:Youings are the following:
That amongst the earliest known Exeter Freemen were a number of Cloth workers.
Fifthteenth century Exeter and Tiverton cloth was known as kersey's. This cloth had a
ready sale in Normandy, Brittany and even the Mediterranean. The cloths were fulled, 12
yards long hence Devonshire Dozens, and brightly dyed.
Wealthy citizens controlled the city's trade and monopolised civic posts, in general they
were not craftsmen. But this was a generalisation, because we know that William Whitlock
was a craftsman saddler, but he became an elected councillor, a bailiff, true, this could
have been inherited from his father, and a receiver of the cities revenues. He was also a
freeman, but this was common. On the completion of his apprenticeship he would have
become a freeman of the Guild of Saddlers, and relatively soon after, a freeman of the city.
The various guilds of craftsmen became fraternities with various religious titles, with
chapels in various parishes. The clothworkers were of the Fraternity of the Assumption of
the Blessed Virgin Mary. The cordwainers were of the Fraternity of the Blessed Trinity,
with a chapel in the Parish of St. Lawrence. The bakers were of the Fraternity of St.
Clement with a chapel at St. Nicholas Priory, as too had the tailors who were known as of
the Fraternity of St. John the Baptist. The Guild of Weavers, Fullers and Shearmen made
an annual payment of 10 shillings to the trustees of Bideford Bridge.
There are records of kersey's being brought from Tiverton and elsewhere to companies at
Exeter. The ruling class of citizens were the merchants and professional men.
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The height of the craftsman ambition would have been to become householders, that is
each to become established in his own premises, with a workshop, and to take apprentices
and to employ a man or two. Very few were enterprising enough to become "clothiers",
that is industrial entrepreneurs, organising and financing more than one of the processes
of cloth manufacture. But obviously some did. Sons were often sent out into other trades.
Prof:Youings points out the basic difference between the cloth industry in the rural districts,
compared with that at Exeter. She refers to Tiverton and the first hand knowledge of
Martin Dunsford. In Tiverton the making of cloth was dominated by a fairly small group of
capitalist clothiers and this tendency towards capitalist domination had a history in some
parts of the rural area going back at least to the time of John Lane of Gullompton int he
early 16th century. But in Exeter, in post Reformation years the situation was broadly
similar to that of the pre-Civil War period, that is of small masters, and freemen of the
"company", although a great deal has been written about the part played by mercantile
capital in controlling wool supplies and in financing the finishing of cloth.
Before the Civil War Exeters chief market overseas was France, but this market was
debarred to craftsmen, although craftsmen could export to Spain. The Netherlands market
was closed to all but members of the Merchant Adventurers Company of London, but here
too, craftsmen were not welcome.
Where does this leave us?
I have been left with little doubt that the manufacture of cloth was not the branch of the
cloth trade in which our family were involved, in any case by the method this was carried
out at Exeter. However it has not clouded my belief that in some way our family were
involved in the cloth industry. Probably as has been explained in the rural areas where
they would have been classed as mercantile capitalists. The minute books of the Fraternity
we have been studying have been transcribed in full for the period 12 August 1565 -
January 1585, in the book "History of the Weavers, Fullers and Shearmen of Exeter", by
Beatrice Cresswell.
Having said this maybe our next move should be to study the alternative aspect of the
trade, the "clothiers or taylors". Their records for Exeter begin in 1478, and are recorded
in the book "The Records of the Exeter Taylors", by Toulmin Smith.
However it would appear that this book is currently out of print, and therefore, to date, is
unavailable to us.
Next we must take the first point of query. That concerning Marjorie Lakes patronage of
Warkleigh. It appears that it was normal for the Lords Fitzwarren. Earls of Bath to hold the
rights of patronage at Warkleigh until 1587. From this year the Parish of Warkleigh
became associated with the Parish of Satterleigh, the two parishes always having been
close. In fact from 1519-1567 the Lords Fitzwarren were also patrons at Satterleigh.
However from 1587, both the patrons and rectors of Warkleigh became one and the same
with Satterleigh and so in 1613 it was a fact that Marjorie Lake became Patron of
Satterleigh and Edward Selly the rector. This therefore was so to for Warkleigh. This
therefore had no bearing on the Manor of Warkleigh. We mentioned in the text above, that
in 1693 Thomas Jeffry had purchased the Manor of Warkleigh, presumably from the Earls
of Bath. In this year William and Queen Mary held the rights of patronage of the combined
parishes. However in 1721 Thomas Jeffry Esq., described as of Exon, held these rights.
We have also mentioned the Bawden family above. In 1750 a Richard Bawden was
presented to the living, a post he held for two years. Subsequently he was re-presented
in 1795. He was the son of John Bawden of South Molton between 1683 and 1799, and
they founded six charities. They were clothiers it will be remembered. Next we attempted
to establish the name of John Webbs father and Johns origin. The Guildhall Library
explained that it was unclear which manuscripts the information in the Alphabetical Index
was originally drawn, or indeed if a film copy is held at the library. The copies of the Court
Minute Books held by the library date from 1562 only, the Account Books from 1545-1557
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and 1569 onwards, and the Apprenticeship Bindings from 1583 only. So they have
suggested that we attempt to consult the originals which are held be Merchant Taylors Hall.
Having corresponded with Merchant Taylors Hall, we learn that no originals of periods
earlier than those which the Guildhall Library have mentioned as being in their possession,
on microfilm, are extant. They explain that much earlier material was lost as a
consequence of the Great Fire of London in September 1666. The Alphabetical Index
therefore presumably drew its information from the Account Books, which by John Webbs
father at the commencement of Johns apprenticeship. It may be that the duration of the
apprenticeship was quoted, thereby intimating the date of Johns freedom, or the date 1559
was a pure guess. It would not be worth searching as these records would not record the
name of Johns father or Johns origin. Such information would only be recorded in either
the Court Minute Books (1562 onwards) or Apprenticeship Bindings (1583 onwards). Facts
evade us once more.
As far as our third reference is concerned, namely the 1565 deed concerning the
conveyance of some land situated at Great Torrington from an Hugh Culme to a William
Fortescue, a copy of the original of this document conveys no additional information.
We appear to be having some atrocious luck. Other works are available, albeit few in
number, which investigates this subject, in a more general attitude, thus it will be prudent
for us to leave this aspect of our research to an appendix later. Although I do fear that
further hard facts will prove sparse.
From and including this section onwards we shall be very lucky to establish records that
will give us either consecutiveness or proof of direct ancestry. We can only include records
that have been unearthed, and given their contents, and what we know to have evolved
later, speculate generally on what the situation possibly may have been.
What we can say from this section with almost certainty is that the North Devon Whitlocks
were involved in the "cloth trade" probably as wool producers, especially the Warkleigh
branch, and again especially the Warkleigh branch, we can say were probably operating
with merchant status. That the North Devon branches descended from a previous
generation already at Exeter also seems a strong possibility. That William Whitlock the
saddler was connected with this previous generation seems almost certain, whether
directly or not is a matter on conjecture. That John Whitlock was the immediate and direct
ancestor of William the saddler is certain, and therefore if William was directly connected
with the North Devon branches, John was a direct ancestor of them also.
Through the "cloth trade" there seems little doubt that areas of North Devon can be clearly
linked with the Exeter area on a commercial footing. Given the almost certainty that the
Whitlocks of North Devon were connected with this trade, their connection with and
possible origin from the Exeter area appears a strong possibility.
I consider that there is not much doubt that the Lake family, with whom the Whitlocks were
connected with some continuity, through marriage and otherwise, did originate from the
Exeter area.
What we must now do is to pass on to a Whitlock whom we can say with some certainty
was of a generation immediately prior to John in this section, and who may therefore have
been an immediate ancestor.


