
ART. XIV.—John Clybborne's appeal to the earl of 
Salisbury.' By MARJORIE A. ROWLING, B.A. 

Read at Grange-over-Sands, August 31st, 1961. 

(~ N pages 253 and 254 of CW2 xxviii, the Rev. F. W. 
V Ragg printed the appeal of John Clybborne to the 
earl of Salisbury from the original among the Chancery 
petitions in the Public Record Office. 

In this document Clybborne states that William Threl-
keld, Thomas Musgrave, William Thornburgh and 
Thomas Warcop by excitation of Katrine of Lancaster 
and her men, "with grete multitude of othir mysdoers" 
attacked him, his wife and children at his house 'atte 
Clybborne'. 

Sir Christopher Moresby, Hugh Salkeld and Robert 
Crakenthorpe, three justices of the peace intervened to 
restore order. But, as Clybborne and his son-in-law, John 
Burrell, mercer, of Appleby were riding to seek the earl 
of Salisbury's help they were attacked "in the wayes of 
Westmerland" by the same assailants. Clybborne was 
wounded and imprisoned by them in Appleby and 
Burrell's shop was rifled. 

From prison, Clybborne wrote to the earl, now no 
longer in the north, asking him to send letters ordering 
these men to release him and to keep the peace until the 
earl should return "to that contre". Clybborne then pro-
posed to "come into the earle's worthy presence" to show 
his grievances. The three justices are cited by Clybborne 
as being credible witnesses in this matter. 

Ragg presumably dated the appeal to 32 / 33 Henry VI, 
because the presence of the document among the Chan-
cery petitions led him to conclude that it must have been 

1 My grateful thanks are due to the Editor, to Professor N. B. Lewis 
and to Dr R. L. Storey for their help and criticism in the writing of this article. 
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submitted to Salisbury during the earl's period of office 
as chancellor.' This point will be dealt with later. 

He also conjectured that the John Clybborne who made 
the appeal was a younger son of John Clybborne senior 
who died before Lent 1440,3  and of Margaret who was 
the daughter of Hugh Salkeld, dead by 1397,4  and sister 
of Hugh Salkeld the elder, alive in 1440.5  

I have found no evidence, however, that this younger 
son John ever held Cliburn, or, indeed, that he existed. 
On the death of John Clybborne senior, Cliburn was held 
by his widow, Margaret, but after her death it reverted 
to their eldest son Roland who was holding it by 1452.6  

Roland was not succeeded by his son John until after 
1469.' This John does not appear to have married until 
about 1467, his son and heir, Thomas, being born about 
1468.8  It seems unlikely, therefore, that he was the John 
Clybborne attacked with his wife and children in the 
1450's. 

There is, however, considerable evidence that this 
attack was directed against John Clybborne senior in the 
1430's, not twenty years later. 

The dates of the appeal and events described in it are 
important, not only because the episode is a typical 
example of 15th century disorder, but because it is closely 
connected with another local feud. It is important to date 
the attack against Clybborne as exactly as possible to 
show just what the connection was. 

From the internal evidence of the appeal, it is clear 
that the attack must have taken place between 8 July 
1432 and 4 February 1434, since this is the only period 
when all three justices of the peace who tried to restore 
order — Clybborne's brother-in-law, Hugh Salkeld, Sir 

2  April 1454 to 7 March 1455, Handbook of British Chronology (1961) 85_ 
3  CW2 xxviii 193. 
4  Ibid. ix 275; xiv 46, 47. 
5  Ibid. x 411. 
6  Ibid. xxii 342. 
7  Ibid. xxi 189. 
8 Ibid. xxviii 195. 
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Christopher Moresby and Robert Crakenthorpe — served 
in the commission of the peace together.' 

Even if any later commission went unrecorded, it seems 
unlikely that all three could have been on it since Hugh 
Salkeld's name does not appear again in any commission 
of the peace. Sir Christopher Moresby died before Febru-
ary 1443 , 1  ° and Crakenthorpe was murdered in August 
1438." No other Robert Crakenthorpe served as justice 
of the peace until 19 July 1459.12  

Some corroboration of the earlier dating comes from a 
closely connected episode occurring about the same time 
and described in a petition from Robert Crakenthorpe 
to the Chancellor saying that he had arranged for a 
Session of the Peace to be held in Appleby "on the 23rd 
of March last past" because of "outrageous riots and 
assemblies by people armed like insurgents against the 
law". 

But William Thornburgh and Henry Threlkeld, knight, 
knowing their guilt, threatened the jurors so that they 
were afraid to give a verdict. Then, by order of John de 
Lancaster, knight, Katerine his wife, and other Lancas-
ters, "through the great illwill they felt about the session 
'being held against their will and through fear that the 
truth would come to light" an ambush was laid by 
William and Oliver Thornburgh and certain Lancasters 
to kill Crakenthorpe on his homeward journey. But he, 
being warned, went by another way. The evil doers then 
fled to the hills to evade justice.l3. 

This petition is undated. But since John de Lancaster, 
the prime instigator of the ambush was officially acknow-
ledged as dead by June 1434,  

9 Cal. Pat. Rolls, 1429/36, 626. 
10 Cal. Fine Rolls, 1437145, 233. His son, another Christopher, was not 

knighted. He is referred to as "esquire" until the writ of diem clausit, 
issued 14 October 1461, calls him "knight". Ibid., r461/67, 3. His grand-
son was not knighted until 1471 on the field of Tewkesbury. 

11 Cal. Pat. Rolls, 7441146, 191. 
12 Ibid., 1452161, 680. 
13 P.R.O., C1/1-2/ 193. Printed in CW2 x 489-493.  See also CW2 liii 75-76. 
14  Cal. Fine Rolls, 1430/37, 167. No inq. p.m. survives for John de 

Lancaster. 

14 and already presumed 
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dead by 12 November 1433,  when a writ of diem clausit 
extremum was issued for him,ls the session of the peace 
cannot have been later than March 1433; and since 
Robert Crakenthorpe did not become a justice until July 
1432, March 1433  must be the date of the session, and 
the attempt to murder Crakenthorpe must have taken 
place immediately after the session. 

Since three of the conspirators — Sir Henry Threlkeld, 
William Thornburgh and Katrine de Lancaster — were 
also among those whom John Clybborne named as his 
attackers, it seems likely that the disturbance at Cliburn 
was one of those which Crakenthorpe's special session 
of the peace at Appleby was trying to investigate. In 
this case the Cliburn episode was responsible in part at 
least for bringing Crakenthorpe into conflict with Lancas-
ter. Even after the knight's death, Lancaster's widow, 
with the support of Roland and Oliver Thornburgh, 
William and his brothers, aided by members of the 
Lancaster family, robbed and threatened the Craken-
thorpes up to August 1438 when they murdered Robert, 
the deed being committed, it was alleged, by Roland and 
Oliver Thornburgh.l " 

These events throw some light on the date at which 
Clybborne drew up his appeal. This cannot have been 
later than the death of Crakenthorpe in August 1438, 
since Clybborne says that all three J.P.'s who intervened 
can vouch for his statements. 

It was probably before 20 February 1436 when Clyb-
borne drew up his deed of feoffment settling his estates 
on interim feoffees one of whom was John Clybborne 
junior, his grandson.17  Presumably Clybborne senior 
must have been free to be able to do this. 

But the fact that only Katrine de Lancaster and not 
her husband also is named by Clybborne in his petition 

15  Ibid., 165. 
16 Cal. Pat. Rolls, 1436141, 273. ibid., 1441146, 191. 
17 CW2 xxviii 252. This document is witnessed by Robert Crakenthorpe, 

Hugh Salkeld and Christopher Moresby, knight. 
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as having incited the attack suggests that the appeal was 
not drawn up until after the report of John de Lancas-
ter's death in November 1433,  and that. indeed, it may 
have been prompted by the announcement. 

Since Salisbury is known to have attended the parlia-
ment summoned to Westminster for July 1433  and dis-
missed on 21 December,18  a date in autumn 1433  would 
also accord with Clybborne's statement that the earl was 
absent from the district when he wrote the appeal.1° 

We can also get some information about the effect of 
the appeal from the endorsement which reads, 

"Fiat corpus cum causa vicecomiti Westmerland quod etc. 
Johannes Clibborn infrascriptus compareat coram domino rege 
in cancellaria sua XV Trinitatis proximo futura." 

This instruction to send to the sheriff a writ of "corpus 
cum causa"—the forerunner of "habeas corpus", order-
ing him to bring the body of Clybborne with the reason 
for his detention into chancery, suggests that Salisbury 
passed the appeal on to the chancellor as the best way of 
having action taken, and explains why the appeal, though 
not addressed to Salisbury as chancellor, found its way 
into the chancery records. 

How far Clybborne's release may have been due to 
the sheriff's action in response to the writ and how far 
to Lancaster's death and the flight of his followers to the 
hills we can only speculate. But the conspirators were far 
from being rendered powerless by their flight since both 
Robert Crakenthorpe and John Clybborne continued to 
go in fear from their threats until in 1438, as we have 
seen, they succeeded in murdering Crakenthorpe and two 
years later Clybborne also died. 

This did not end the feud, however, which was 
carried on against Elizabeth, Crakenthorpe's widow' and 

13 Handbook of British Chronology (1961) 53o. Rot. Parl. IV 42oa, 422b. 
19 Clybborne asks the earl to write letters to his enemies bidding them 

set him free and to keep the peace "unto the time that ye come into that 
country that I might save come unto your worthy presence." 

20  Cal. Pat. Rolls, 1436141, 273. 
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daughter of Sir John de Lancaster by his first wife.21  
Roland, John Clybborne's son and heir and John, Robert 
Crakenthorpe's eldest son were also involved in further 
clashes with Lancasters and Threlkelds, 22  until in 1443 
pardons were granted to the Thornburghs for Craken-
thorpe's murder.23  

It may be significant that these disturbances took place 
during the period between 1427 and 1443  when the greater 
feud between the two branches of the Nevilles was being 
waged in the north, 24  especially as Robert Crakenthorpe 
was in 1427 appointed as custodian of the second earl of 
Westmorland's estates in lieu of Sir Richard Neville,2s 
eldest son of the first earl by his second wife, while 
in 1431 Sir Henry Threlkeld became a retainer of Sir 
Richard" who was recognized as Earl of Salisbury in 
1429.27  Sir John de Lancaster acted as mainpernor for 
the earl in 1429.28  

But as this problem requires much further investiga-
tion, it must be dealt with in later articles. 

21 Records of Kendale, W. Farrer, II 23. 
22 CW2 X 411, 412; XXViii 254. 
23 Cal. Pat. Rolls, 1441146, 191. 
21 Vide. "The Yorkshire Baronage, 1399/1435",  C. D. Ross, Dept. of 

Western iMISS., Bodleian Library, Oxford. 
25  Privy Council Ords. III 281. Cal. Pat Rolls, 1422129, 458. Cal. Fine 

Rolls, 1422130, 81. 
26 CW2 ix 282 seq. 
27  Handbook of British Chronology (1961) 448. 
28  Cal. Fine Rolls, 1422130, 246. 
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