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TWYFORD OF KIRK LANGLEY AND SPONDON:
SOME PROBLEMS RESOLVED

Bv M. J. Src.YBn

(Sparham House, SParham, Norfolk)

Since the publication of my article 'Twyfgrd 9t Ki.! Langley and Spondon' in the
oiiiiinii, irihieitigicat Joirnal XCIV (i974), I have been alerted.pv tne kindnes^s of
Mrs.'Wood of 62 Weiiington Street, Matldck, to the existence of a collection of Twyford
ai"ar u*org the Woflef manuscripts at the British Museup- (Add' Mss. 6672). These

were all cop'ied and a narrative pedigree added in a late l5th century hand.

In the most significant of these deeds for the pedigree, in- 19 Edward III, Sir John

fwyforA .rtuitt ihe *ano. of Kirk LalgJeV succ6ssivily oq qis sons Robert, Edward,
Ffriiip 

""J 
Ni"holur and their heirs male-in-turn, with remainder to John Chandos and

finally to his own right heirs.

In 40 Edward III Sir Edward Twyford grants his nephew RobertTwyford the manor
of Huntelounde in Hertfordshire for life,lhe witnesses including Sir Edward's brother
Sir-noU.rt twyford, and John Curzon,-and that this second Robert was Sir Robert's
son is confirm6a by two deeds of 13 Richard II.

In 2l Henry VI, Thomas Twyford grants land late of his father Roblrt Twyford in
Spondon andtnaAaesden to John Cuizon and in the same y-ear Roger Twyford grants
j5t 

" Curro, his rights in these lands, presumably therefore being a cadet. There are a

,urnU.r of other grints from Thomas'tb John at ihis 
-period 

and eventually a bond of 2
Edward IV. Finafly, Ralph Pole and John Curzon are found acting jointly in a number of
further deeds at this time.

Having summarised the additional genealogical information flop the deeds,- we c.al

tu- to tie pedigree given with them -by the iompiler-of the cartulary. Beginning. with
Sir John fwyfoiO an'd Margaret his wife, it staies that their sons were Robert and
gt*rra A" *hicn u later hand', perhaps thatof rilolley, had added Philip and Nicholas).

Robert became a knieht and had a son Robert who was infra sacros and said to have

69." oia"i".a u priiit Eut nevertheless married Isabell daugliter of Thomas Bradfeld of
Mircaston and hid issue Robert, called Robinet, Rauf and-Thomas. The later hand has

erased these three .ru-Jr and substituted Roger, Roluff and Robert called Robinet. The

oedieree concludes its account of the male-line of the family by stating that Robert
[irti-O n"Ui"ii*ur i;tht ofwalter and Thomas, the lattef being father of another
Walter.

Sir John Twyford's daughters are given as Margaret, who-marriedthe lord of Brailsford
fno-rur* siveh) but teli "ro isrue, Elizabeth (foi whom the later hand has substituted
iii; ;;i;,"iroiuiv uit.inaiive Isabel) wife of'John (Edward- substituted) Chandos^and

Elinore wifi of J6hn Curzon. It theri details the descents of the Poles and Curzons tiom
these daughters.

The narrative section of the cartulary explains that the children of the second Robert

"r. 
*"ria.i"a iU"giti-uti so that the fwyiord lands passed_ly lght to the descendants

o-iSii lot "li au"Ef,tor as coheirs, and it also statei that Watter T*ylota claims the

UnOiUV gifi of the"second Robert to his son Robinet and his heirs male, $y'alter being son

of inoi"-u. son of Robinet and also heir to Roger who left no issue.

Although one regrets the need for the corrections 9y qrre later h.and (+a. *" "hrrq:,9f
John Cha"ndos to Edward is the most serious), the basic rationale behind the narrattve
pedigree is convincing and largely supported by the deeds.
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It makes it clear that Robert Twyford, Esquire of the Body, must be the third and not
the second of that name (identical, therefore, with Robinet) and that both the pedigree
at the College of Arms and that in the Bodleian copy of the 1611 Visitation omit a
generation, a mistake compounded by serious duplication in the Bodleian pedigree. It
also becomes clear that the Curzon and Chandos marriages must have been made by
sisters, and why the Curzons and Poles both quartered the Twyford arms. It will also be
seen that the pedigree in the Wolley manuscripts corroborates in almost all details that
in the Queen's College copy of the 1611 Visitation.

In conclusion, therefore, the pedigree would seem to be as shown on the attached chart
(which it seems best to reprint completely) and I think one can now even remove the word
probable by letting the remaining uncertainties be clear from the chart itself.


