
ART. X.—Two Tudor funerals. By M. E. JAMES, M.A. 

Read at Kendal, April 2nd, 1966. 

I1OWEVER much we may deplore the expense and 
lavish display involved in the funerals of Tudor 

peers as manifestations of conspicuous extravagance on 
the part of a status-ridden aristocracy,' it is doubtful 
whether those who lived in the Tudor age would have 
regarded them in quite this kind of way, at least until 
Puritan attitudes began to gain a wide acceptance. For 
at all times, particularly at those crises of transition when 
human life passes from one state to another (birth, 
initiation, marriage, death) men have felt the need of 
rituals which, by projecting ideal images of the human 
condition and making these available for social participa-
tion, made it easier to surmount the stresses of change. 
The Tudor funeral was one of these rites de passage. But 
the death of a peer was more than just a crisis in the life 
of an individual. At least as far as the more conservative 
area of Tudor society was concerned, the death of a 
lord of great possessions, presiding over a great house-
hold and a large following, was also a crisis in the life 
of the community over which he presided. Would the 
heir, for example, favour and cherish those who had 
given faithful service to his predecessor? The accepted 
canons of behaviour appropriate to a great lord required 
that he should do so; but in practice, conflicts between 
the generations, could lead to instances of mal- 

i See Lawrence Stone, "The Anatomy of the Elizabethan Aristocracy", 
in Econ. Hist. Rev., vol. xviii (1948) 12; the fullest account of the Tudor 
aristocratic funeral is in the same author's The Crisis of the Aristocracy 
1$58-T64T (O.U.P., 1965) 572. 
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treatment of his father's servants by the heir.' Death 
and a new succession also could lead to shifts in the 
centres of power within an aristocratic household. This 
was the more likely to happen if the title and lands passed 
not to a son, but to a distant relative; and a failure of 
heirs male, bringing the estates into the hands of one 
or more female heirs who would carry them by marriage 
into other lines involved the most extreme forms of up-
heaval, perhaps leading to the dissolution of the house-
hold and the break-up of the inheritance.' For tenants, 
too, as well as for officers and servants, the death of a 
great lord brought uneasiness. Would fines be enhanced 
and rents raised under the heir, or would the old ways 
be held to ? 

It is not surprising then, that in the face of impending 
change one of the notes struck in funeral ceremonies 
should be that of continuity. The display of heraldic 
family symbols in particular tended to stress the 
persistence of the line, as against the transience of 
its individual head. This having been said, however, 
there can be no doubt that the principal emphasis in the 
funerary ritual was on the greatness of the dead man. 
This was emphasized by the expensive stateliness of the 

2  The eleventh lord Clifford, for example, having quarrelled with his 
father, maltreated the latter's servants (T. D. Whitaker, History of Craven 
[1812 edn.], 255). The ninth earl of Northumberland had his differences 
with his father's officers, particularly with Francis Fitton, who had opted 
to serve his mother (E. B. de Fonblanque, Annals of the House of Percy, 
vol. ii, 189 et seq.; Henry Percy, Advice to his Son, ed. G. B. Harrison, 78). 

3  This disaster struck the Dacres in 1569, when George lord Dacre died 
leaving no heir male, and commissioners appointed by the Earl Marshal 
adjudicated that the barony of Dacre was a barony by writ, and there-
fore in abeyance between the last lord's three sisters, his co-heiresses. The 
Dacre lands were divided between the co-heiresses. By an arbitrament of 
Edward IV in 1473 however, both barony and lands had been entailed on 
the heirs male of Thomas lord Dacre (d. 14581, and should therefore have 
passed to Leonard Dacre, uncle to the last lord. The adjudication of the 
commissioners (which ignored the 1473 arbitrament) was probably influ-
enced by political considerations and the interest of the duke of Norfolk, 
who was Earl Marshal, and whose three sons were married to the three 
co-heiresses. See G.E.C., iv 19, 23, and below, p. 178. 

4  Thus once the Dacre lands had come into the possession of the Howards, 
assaults on tenant right in due course followed. See Household Books of 
Loyd William Howard, ed. G. Ornsby (Surtees Soc., vol. lxviii) 413, 425. 
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ceremonial, the sombre and impressive procession of 
mourners, officers, and followers, with the chariot and 
hearse draped in black velvet, all contrasting with the 
colourful brilliance of heraldic banners and escutcheons.' 
But again, it ought to be remembered that more 
than just the vanity of a powerful and wealthy individual 
was involved in the display. A whole community of 
dependents participated in these prestigious symbols; all 
the brilliance and pageantry was, in due measure, theirs 
as well as the dead man's. 

The funeral of a peer followed a set form laid down 
by the heralds, who played the principal role in the cere-
monies, and provision was made for varying degrees of 
pomp and ceremonial elaboration according to the rank 
of the dead lord.' That of William lord Dacre, which 
wound its way through the streets of Carlisle from St 
Cuth'bert's church to the cathedral on 15 December 
15637  in general followed the set form, although there 
were some unusual features which will be noticed below. 
First came two of the late lord's porters (probably one 
from Kirkoswald castle, the other from Naworth) with 
black staves to conduct the procession. These were 
followed by a troop of twenty-three poor men, bene-
ficiaries of the dead man's charity, who walked two by 
two in black gowns. On their heels came the cathedral 

5  See L. Stone, The Crisis 	. loc. cit. 
e For these forms as prescribed for each rank of the peerage, see Bodleian 

Library, Ashmole MSS. 763/178; 178b; 179b; 836/39-42. 
7  Ashmole MS. 836/181: "Hereafter foloweth the ordre of the procedinge 

to the buryall with the bodye of the Ryght honorable Wylliam lorde 
Dacres from the church of saynte Cuthbertes in Carlell to the cathedrall 
churche of Sainct Maryes there the xiith daye of Decembre, ano 1563." 
I owe the following account of lord Dacre's death, taken from a Chancery 
deposition (P.R.O. C.3 / 5o / 117) to Mr C. R. Hudleston : "Leonard and 
Edward Dacre say that on Sunday Nov. 14th 1563, their father being 
ready to dinner at Kirkoswald castle, 'it pleased Almighty God to visit 
and strike with deadly sickness the said late lord Dacre who then said 
to the complainant [Thomas, lord Dacre's eldest son] : Thomas, take my 
place, for I am sick: and thereupon the late lord Dacre did go to his 
chamber called the Great Chamber and shortly after to his bedchamber 
and there continued in sickness until Thursday then next following . . 
early in the morning about four or five of the clock it pleased Almighty 
God to call the said lord Dacre to his mercy'." The funeral cost L300. 
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singing-men and priests in their surplices followed by 
the dean. Thereafter the procession (although Dacre's 
chaplains and the bishop, who was probably to preach 
the sermon at the funeral service, were still to come) 
struck a note which was predominantly secular and 
chivalric rather than religious. Next to the dean came 
the Dacre standard, the battle flag that is, behind which 
the Dacre tenantry went to war. This was followed by 
the late lord's gentlemen, in black gowns and hoods, and 
by the chaplains and bishop. Then came the great 
banner, carried by Richard Dacre, which displayed the 
family escutcheon in full with all its quarterings, the 
symbol therefore of the family greatness and continuity 
(not like the standard, of its solidarity in war) on which 
the initiated could see portrayed the Dacre alliances and 
descent. 

The heralds in their armorial tabards contributed a 
further element of colour and brilliance to offset the 
dominant sombreness of a funeral procession. Dacre's 
coffin was preceded by Chester Herald who carried (or 
perhaps wore emblazoned on his tabard) the dead peer's 
coat of arms, and by Norroy king-at-arms. Lord Dacre's 
sword target and helm ought to have been carried at 
this central point in the procession; surprisingly, how-
ever, no mention is made of these in the funeral arrange-
ments, and this traditional feature was apparently 
omitted. The coffin was borne by six bearers, with four 
"assistants". . At each of its four corners a servant carried 
a "banner rolle" which, like the great banner, depicted 
heraldically the family alliances and descent. Behind the 
coffin came the mourners, all but two of them the dead 
man's sons. The rear was brought up by the mayor and 
corporation of Carlisle, the remaining Dacre servants in 
black coats, and the gentlemen of the country who had 
attended the funeral. 

As has been said, the most surprising feature of lord 
Dacre's funeral is that the dead peer's helm, target, and 
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sword, the emblems of chivalry and of his knightly 
status, were not given any place in the procession. The 
common form of a baron's funeral required the attend-
ance of three heralds and a king-at-arms, the former to 
carry the deceased's helm, sword and target, the latter 
his coat of arms.' Only two heralds, however, took part 
in the Dacre procession, and only his coat of arms was 
displayed. But arrangements were made that helm, 
sword and target were to be produced in the cathedral, 
where they were to be "offered" by the chief mourners, 
although at what precise point in the funeral service is 
not made clear.' Whatever the significance of these 
omissions (this will be discussed below) we also find them 
made in the second funeral procession here considered, 
that of Thomas lord Wharton, which took place five years 
after Dacre's on 22 September 1568, at Healaugh parish 
church near York.10  By and large, in Wharton's burial 
as in Dacre's, the traditional forms were observed. There 
were the yeomen conductors with their black staves, the 
poor men, the standard, the surpliced clergy, the late 
lord's gentlemen, the great banner, the coffin surrounded 
by bannerols, followed by the mourners, and the late 
lord's yeomen. But only one herald was present, and it is 
not certain whether even Wharton's coat of arms, let 
alone the other emblems of chivalry, were displayed. And 
the ritual has been further simplified in that no provision 

S Ashmole MS. 736/179b. 
9 Ashmole MS. 836/ 181: "The ordre of the procedinge to the offeringe. 

Fyrst my lorde Dacres chefe morner 	. wente upe alone and offered for 
hymselfe and before hym norrey kinge of armes . . . then my lorde Scrope 
and Leonard Dacres dyd offer the cote of his armes then Edward Dacres 
and Mr Francys Dacres dyd offer the sworde and Mr Edward Scrope and 
parson Dacres dyd offer the target and Mr Leonard Dacres dyd offre hys 
helme and creste and at every tyme wente before them Chester herauld 
and norrey kinge of armes . 	" 

10  Ashmole MS. 836/ 189: "The order of the procedinge to the churche 
att the funerall of the righte honorable Thomas lord Wharton from his 
manor house of Heley unto the parishe churche of the same beinge in 
distance one myle the xxii daye of September Ano dni 1568." Ashmole 
MS. 836/ 191 gives a fuller "order" of the funeral which includes the 
names of those present. The transcript in CW1 iv 243 is misleading in 
some respects since it conflates both these MSS. into a single document. 
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was made for any "offering" during the funeral service, 
as in Dacre's case." 

The offering of the dead peer's helm, sword, target 
and coat had fitted naturally into the structure of the 
requiem mass of the old religious régime. Presented 
at the altar at the same time as the priest's offertory of 
the elements, they were a means whereby the deceased 
was associated symbolically with the sacrifice of the mass, 
which made available to him benefits which might shorten 
the pains of purgatory. That some thought had been given 
to the theological aspects of the matter is suggested by 
the distinction made in funerary rites between the per-
sonal emblems of the dead man (his sword, helm and 
target) and the standard, banner and bannerols carried 
in the funeral procession, which were family emblems, 
and could have no religious significance. It was only 
after "the masse fynished, at verbum caro factum" 12 
that those were to. be offered to the priest. But in the 
climate of the first decade of Elizabeth's reign it was 
not easy to reconcile such ceremonies with the Prayer-
Book funeral service which had been brought in once 
more. The Dacres, conservative in religion as in other 
respects, had insisted on as much as possible of the old 
ceremonial. Perhaps the late lord Dacre's arms, sword, 
helm and target had been simply placed on the com-
munion table in Carlisle cathedral during the funeral 
service. Or the bishop may have allowed the communion 
to be said and the offering to have been made with that 
of the alms. But this would have been dangerously near, 
at that time and place, to the prohibited "communion 

11 Ashmole DIS. 836/189 provided that Norroy king at arms should 
walk in Wharton's funeral procession "hearing the cote of his armes". 
But Ashmole 836/191, which sets out the detailed arrangements for the 
funeral, omits the latter phrase. Neither document mentions any "offering". 

12 Ashmole MS. 818/12: Sir Anthony Browne's funeral (1548). In the 
Dacre funeral this practice was still followed : "And as service was done 
his greate banner was offered and then went awaye with the chefe 
mourners and then Chester herauld procedet to the buriall with the body." 
[Ashmole MS. 836/ 181.] 
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for the dead" .13  The Whartons, new men with no tradi-
tion of great family funerals to keep up, and closer to 
the Tudor establishment, preferred to abandon such 
ceremonies. It was not until later in the reign, with the 
growth of the self-confidence of the Elizabethan régime, 
that they came generally into use once more.14  But their 
meaninglessness in a Protestant context underlined their 
essentially secular character as chivalric or heroic rather 
than Christian rites, and so exposed them to Puritan dis-
approval. "As if Duke Hector or Ajax, or Sir Lancelot 
were buried" wrote one critic.l5  

Most can be learnt, however, about the shifts and 
changes, social and political, of the Tudor age by con-
sidering the kind of people who attended these two 
funerals. Each of them from this point of view had its 
own sharply defined character. The late William lord 
Dacre was a border magnate of the old school, expert 
in Border laws and know-how, knowledgeable in the 
alliances, feuds and ambitions of the Border clans, 
English and Scottish. Uniting in his person the great 
inheritance of Greystoke with that of Dacre of the North, 
he and his father (with relatively brief intervals of dis-
favour) had ruled the West March almost from the begin-
ning of the Tudor period. Dacre's power had depended 
on the faithfulness of his tenants, and on that of gentry 
stocks bound to his family by ties of tenure, kin and 
service often extending over several generations." Thus 
a network of loyalties, feudal and patriarchal, centred 
on the Dacre castles and households at Kirkoswald and 
Naworth; a world to which London, the court at York 
and the Queen's justice was remote, and in which 

13 See Tudor Parish Documents of the Diocese of York, ed. J. S. Purvis 
(1948), 14, 23, 30, 33. 

14 See e.g. AshmoIe MS. 818/21, Lord Grey of Wilton's Funeral 1593, 
when crest, sword, coat and targe were carried in the funeral procession, 
and offered at the communion table in the course of the service. 

15 The Writings of Henry Barrow, ed. L. H. Carlson (1962), 459. 
16  For William lord Dacre and his father see M. E. James, Change and 

Continuity in the Tudor North: The Rise of Thomas first Lord Wharton 
(Borthwick Papers, no. 27); for the Dacre connection, see ibid., App. I, 45. 
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quarrels were decided by violence, or else by recourse 
to lord Dacre and his officers. It was men who found it 
natural to move within this orbit who assembled to follow 
the late lord's body from Kirkoswald, where he had 
died nearly a month before, to Carlisle. 

Thus the Dacre standard was carried by Richard 
Salkeld of Corby, whose father was (like himself) one 
of the late lord Dacre's gentlemen, and a bearer of his 
coffin. Richard Dacre, who bore the great banner, was 
the Tybalt of the family, a killer who in the time of the 
Pilgrimage of Grace had been sent with .a company of 
tenants into Carlisle to murder Sir William Musgrave, 
the King's captain of Bewcastle, lord Dacre's enemy.18  
Leonard Musgrave, another of the bearers, had served 
both the dead lord and his father, and under the former 
had become deputy captain of Bewcastle, receiving a 
lease of the Dacre lands at Cumcatch for his services.1° 
He was a member of a junior branch of the Musgrave 
family whose loyalty to the Dacres had been assured by 
a match with a daughter of the third lord.20  There was 
also a Denton, descended from a natural son of Humphrey 
lord Dacre; 21  a Leigh of Isel, a family whose head lord 
Dacre had made his deputy in the West March; 22  a 
Pickering and a Hutton, both knight service tenants of 
the barony of Greystoke; 23  Thomas Bates, an officer of 
the Dacre lordship of Morpeth; 24  and two Middletons, 

17 Ibid., 45; for the Salkelds see CW2 xiv 232. 
18 Letters and Papers, Henry VIII, vol. xi, 1331. 
19 Cal. State Papers Dom. Add. 1566-79, p. 35. 
70  CW2 xi 38. 
21 Ibid. xvi 40. 
22 L.P., Hen. VIII, vol. vi, 1167. 
23 N. & B. i 498; ii 365. 
24 He was tenant of Morpeth mills, and probably receiver there, since 

a letter has survived from William lord Dacre authorizing him to make 
out-payments on the latter's behalf. He had been M.P. for Morpeth, and 
distinguished himself by his services on the Border, for which he received 
a letter of thanks from Queen Mary. He subsequently entered the Percy 
service, becoming steward of Alnwick, and played an important role in 
the events leading to the Rising of the North, acting as interpreter be-
tween the seventh earl of Northumberland and the Spanish Ambassador, 
and as intermediary between the former and Leonard Dacre. Arraigned 
of treason, he was subsequently pardoned. See Northumberland County 
History, vol. ix, 84-86; Sir C. Sharp, Memorials of the Rebellion of r569 
( 1840), 360-363. 
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Thomas and his brother John, the former another Grey-
stoke tenant.' 

The dominant impression, therefore, is of a tightly 
regional connection, bound together by bonds of tenure, 
kinship, and service. The impression would have been 
strengthened if the herald had found it necessary to 
include in his schedule of funeral arrangements the names 
of those other servants who followed behind the mourners 
in the procession. These must have included Christopher 
Elwood of Denton Hall, keeper of Naworth park under 
the late lord, and son of his chief of ordnance, who had 
served under him at the battle of Musselburgh; 26  Thomas 
Farlam, tenant and bailiff of Askerton under lord Dacre 
and his father, who for twenty years had carried the 
banner of the barony of Gilsland on border raids; 27  and 
Christopher Blackborne, tenant of the barony of Grey-
stoke, who had been Dacre's standard-bearer at Mussel-
burgh field.28  Such names and callings strike the epic 
border note, violent and warlike. On the other hand 
representatives of the government were almost entirely 
lacking. There was only lord Scrope, who had succeeded 
Dacre as warden of the West March in the previous year. 
He took his place in the procession with the late lord's 
sons, Thomas fifth lord Dacre, Leonard, Edward and 
Francis, the last three men who would live to see the 
fail of their house. These were the chief mourners. 

Although both Dacre and Wharton were peers, there 
were differences in their background and in the context 
in which each had spent his life. Lord Wharton, the 
first baron, came not of any great feudal family, but 
of modest gentry stock settled at Wharton in Westmor-
land, where his ancestors had been tenants and followers 
of the Cliffords. Beginning his career in the service of 

25 The Middletons, I am informed by Mr C. R. Hudleston, appear as 
tenants of Greystoke in an Elizabethan survey of the barony in the Prior's 
Kitchen, Durham. 

26  Cal. S.P. Dom. Add. 1566-7 579, p. 35. 
27 Ibid., p. 36. 
28  [hid., P. 37. 

 
tcwaas_002_1966_vol66_0013



174 
	 TWO TUDOR FUNERALS 

the earl of Northumberland, Wharton had risen by that 
of the Crown to a peerage and extensive estates. He had 
been the first to break the hold of the border magnates 
on the great March offices. In 1542 he had succeeded the 
earl of Cumberland as warden of the West March. In 
the reign of Edward VI he had been deputy warden-
general of all three Marches under the duke of 
Northumberland, and later still he ruled the East and 
Middle Marches. Lord Dacre had been one of his 
principal political rivals, and little love had been lost 
between the two men. Wharton, a member of the new 
Tudor political establishment, could depend to a much 
lesser extent than Dacre could on the support of a 
regional influence based on the loyalties of tenants and 
followers, and the prestige of a great name. 

The Wharton lands, while extensive, were spread over 
three counties, and most of them had recently belonged 
either to monasteries or to the house of Percy. There 
were no gentry houses with a tradition of service to the 
Whartons, as so many had to the Dacres, Nevilles or 
Percies, and Wharton had ruled the Marches by means 
of those gentlemen who had been fee'd by the Crown 
to serve under him. His power had depended on the 
great offices he held, and on the support of such of the 
northern gentry as identified themselves not with any of 
the great aristocratic households, but with the Crown. 
These were men (most of them) to whom the border 
world familiar to lord Dacre was alien, but who were 
closely involved in the work of the commissions of the 
peace and of "the court at York" ; members, too (some 
of them) of the house of Commons, and learned in, 
indeed often professionally involved with, those pro-
cesses of common law whereby they and the properties 
they had inherited were integrated into a stable regulated 
order whose keystone was the Crown. In such circles 
there was a distaste for the rambling strongholds of the 
great families ("A marvelouse huge house" wrote one 
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of them of the Neville castle at Raby ". . . and yet is 
there no ordre or proporcion in the buyldinge thereof . . . 
but lyke a monstrous old abbey and will soone decay 
yf yt be not ioontynually repayred")30  with their 
gregorious social routines, swollen retinues and touchy 
loyalties. Wharton, although he re-built Wharton Hall 
tote the traditional kind of setting for a great household, 
nevertheless preferred to live at his relatively modest 
manor-house at Healaugh, lately a small monastery, in a 
part of the country where his family had no roots, and 
away from the main body of his estates. But here he was 
close to his Stapleton relatives by marriage, and to York, 
the administrative capital of the north, where so many of 
his friends and acquaintances of the Tudor governmental 
élite were to be encountered. And it was at Healaugh that 
Wharton directed he should be buried, not at Kirkby 
Stephen in the heart of the Wharon country, where stood 
the parish church of his ancestors.31  

Thus his funeral would not be likely to give collective 
expression to a tight, regional and feudal connection, as 
Dacre's had done. I!t was in the first place much more 
a restricted and exclusively family affair. Wharton. 
recruited the majority of his gentlemen and servants from 
amongst his relatives, probably most of them from the 
Kirkby Thore branch of his house, and these were well 
represented in his funeral procession. Richard Wharton 
carried the standard, and Anthony Wharton the great 
banner. John Wharton, one of the late lord's com-
missioners, and Charles Wharton carried two of the 
bannerols. Michael Wharton was one of the bearers. 
These were not supported, as in Dacre's case, by any 
great concourse of client gentry and tenants. Of Whar-
ton's gentlemen present who were not of his family, 

29 For the first lord Wharton, his background, career and estates, see 
M. E. James, op. cit., note 16, above. 

30 P.R.O. E.164 / 37 : Hall & Humblestone's Survey of Raby. 
31 See his will, printed in CW1 iv 240. A cenotaph was erected to his 

memory in Kirkby Stephen church. 
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Avery Copley of Batley in the West Riding was his 
nephew by marriage; 32  Richard Cliburn, of the Westmor-
land family of that name, had probably entered the 
Wharton service when the first lord had been warden 
of the West Marches; 33  John Herbert was a member of 
the great family whose head, the earl of Pembroke, was 
one of Wharton's executors. 

This miscellaneous grouping suggests the narrowness 
of Wharton's following, outside his own kin. A few of 
the local gentry were also present, like Sir Oswald 
Wilstropp of Wilstropp, and John Thwaites of Marston 
in the Ainsty. These again, however, were neighbours. 
and personal friends, not Wharton followers. But one 
of the most remarkable features of the funeral procession 
is the absence from it of all of Wharton's sons, includ-
ing the second lord, who should have been chief 
mourner. Whatever the reason may have been, this
cannot be explained by lack of time, since a month 
elapsed between the first lord's death and his burial. 
Perhaps the second generation of Whartons, whose 
interests were increasingly orientated towards London 
and the South, were little concerned with a remote cere-
mony in a part of the country distant even from the 
main family seat.34  And the Whartons had no tradition 
of great family funerals to be upheld. Nor did the three 
great lords, the earls of Shrewsbury, Sussex and Pem-
broke (the first two of them relatives by marriage) whom 
the first lord had appointed his executors feel it 
incumbent upon them to attend the burial of a newly-
risen provincial peer who, whatever his prestige in the 
Marches, had lately counted for little at court. 

Nevertheless, Wharton's funeral was an impressive 
occasion. What made it so was no assembly of client 

32 Surtees Soc. xli 81. 
33 CW2 XXViii r79. 
34 The second lord Wharton, for example, although he occasionally 

resided at Wharton, was more often to be found at New Hall, Boreham, 
Essex, of which honour and manor he was chief steward and keeper of 
the capital mansion under the Crown. 
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gentry and tenants, but rather the powerful representa-
tion of the Tudor administrative élite which attended. 
Thus Wharton's chief mourners included Sir Thomas 
Gargrave, one of common law members of the Council 
in the North (a judge, therefore, of "the court at York") 
as well as Queen's receiver in Yorkshire, and deputy 
constable of the royal castle of Pontefract.' There was 
Sir Henry Saville of Lupset, like Gargrave a judge of 
the court at York and surveyor of Crown lands beyond 
Trent.36  Present also were two other members of the 
Council in the North : Sir George Bowes, steward of the 
royal lordship of Barnard Castle, and John Vaughan, 
steward of Crown lands in Cumberland and Westmor-
land.37  Sir Richard Lowther, sheriff of Cumberland, was 
another mourner, and in the procession was Robert 
Bowes, younger brother of Sir George, soon to be 
Treasurer of Carlisle and ambassador to Scotland.38  Here 
we have the public-spirited active gentry, administratively 
inclined, and obedient to authority. This was the com-
munity to which Wharton had come to belong. And the 
emphasis on the ordered disposal of property by due 
process of law which had such an appeal in this ambience 
was underlined by the men who walked before Whar-
ton's great banner. These were no family retainers or 
veteran border warriors, but three lawyers : Mr Monson, 
the late lord's counsel,30  Mr Swyft of Gray's Inn,40  and 
Mr Rodes, serjeant-at-law, soon to be a justice of the 
common pleas, and a member of the council in the 
North.41  They were there "in place of executors". 

35 R. R. Reid, The King's Council in the North (1921), App. ii, 492. 
36 Ibid., 493. 
37 Ibid., 493-494.  For Sir George Bowes see Sir C. Sharp, op. cit., App., 

366, and DNB. 
38 It was Lowther who, as sheriff, removed Mary Queen of Scots from 

the custody of the earl of Northumberland's officers, after she had landed 
at Workington, and conveyed her to Carlisle castle. See Cal. S.P. Scot., 
vol. ii, pp. 410-413. For Robert Bowes, see DNB. 

39 See Wharton's will, which made him a legacy. 
40  Gray's Inn Admission Register, p. 13; Hunter's South Yorkshire, vol. 

i, 204. 
41 R. R. Reid, op. cit., 495. 
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178 	 TWO TUDOR FUNERALS 

Thus in these two funeral processions we find pre-
sented in miniature the picture of two contrasting 
societies. The one, with its roots far in the past, had its. 
points of contact with the world of the cornitatus, the 
war-band mourning its dead chieftain. The other attended 
the burial of the founder of a family whose fortunes 
would culminate in the career of a Whig marquess and 
party manager42  of the reign of Queen Anne. It was the 
emerging polity of that England therefore which followed 
Wharton to his tomb. For the Dacres there was no such 
future in prospect. The early death of Thomas the fifth 
lord in 1566, followed by that of his heir three years 
later, while still a ward of the duke of Norfolk, brought 
disaster to the family. The estate, divided amongst 
heiresses, passed by marriage to the Howards, and the 
title became extinct. The attempt of Leonard Dacre, the 
fifth lord's brother, to assert his claims as heir male43  by 
force, and his consequent involvement in the Rising of 
the North, gave the government the opportunity to 
uproot the Dacre influence. So that of the family 
mourners who followed the fourth lord's heir, Leonard 
Dacre died in Brussels ten years later, attainted and in 
poverty. Edward Dacre, also attainted, ended his days 
in the Spanish service, which provided a refuge too for 
the youngest brother, Francis, attainted in 1591 after his 
abortive attempt to claim the family title and estates. 
He and his son survived into the reign of Charles T, 
intermittently pensioned by the Stuart monarchy.44  

After that only the Dacre estates remained, and these 
became the endowment of another great Whig interest, 
that of the Howard earls of Carlisle. 

42 The fifth lord and first marquess of Wharton. It was his heir Philip, 
first and only duke of Wharton, who ruined the family by his extravagance 
and Jacobite politics. 

43 See note 3, above. 
44 See G.E.C. iv, 25-6. 
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