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EXPLOSIVE NEW INFORMATION CHANGES EVERYTHING!

Since publishing the last newsletter exciting and largely unexplored

territory has emerged. Progress has been slower than expected.
Antiquarian sources offered only a partial framework to chronicle East
Lulworth’s Newburghs after 1485. By turning to previously untapped
records in various archives, | have been able to extend and correct the
family’s history taking their identities and locations into the 16" and 17"
centuries.

This new phase of discovery draws heavily on land holdings, original death
records, and knowledge of an individual’s personal affinity. This approach
has revealed fresh connections among the Newburghs and their
collaterals. Older published histories frequently contained omissions and
inaccuracies, particularly in the third edition of John Hutchins’s History
and Antiquities of the County of Dorset. Unfortunately, later editors
introduced unsubstantiated editing and changes that altered his original
work.

For example, the first edition—published shortly after Hutchins’s death in
1774—faithfully transcribes (nearly word for word) a crucial Inquisition
Post Mortem (IPM) which was recently retranslated by my research
colleague in London.

In this particular case, Hutchins’s original two-volume edition provides far
more reliable data than the heavily rewritten third edition issued by
editors between 1861 and 1870. In many instances, the first edition
remains the most accurate.

Note: There were a total of three editions. Most copies of the second
edition were lost in a fire at the printing house, but the Dorset History
Centre recently acquired the second edition’s volumes, which are being
featured on their blog. Check out Hutchins Extra Illustrated Vol. 1. It is

well worth a few minutes of your time.
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In Hutchins’s later editions legitimate branches of the Newburgh family were either confused with
others or entirely omitted from history. This may stem from Hutchins’s death in June 1773 and his
wife’s determination to see his work published—finished or not—leaving insufficient time to mount
a full scholarly investigation of the family.

New methodology has been used to rebuild the family’s history using re-translated, extant period
documents. Original sources have opened new vistas of Dorset history for the Newburghs and their
collateral kin. Current research has constructed a previously unknown and new familial framework,
while correcting longstanding inaccuracies in the older known history.

Particularly rewarding are the reconnected threads linking our New England ancestors to more accurate,
and verifiable Dorset roots. As it turns out documents for Berkeley, Somerset’s Thomas Newburgh, were
completely misinterpreted by Hutchins. Thomas’s descendants were not the progenitors of our American
ancestors. By following a complete set of wills and IPMs for his line, it was astonishing to discover several
serious errors published by Hutchins and promulgated by others who simply copied and republished his
mistakes!

Rediscovering the discounted descendants of John Newburgh Jr. through the 15" and 16th centuries, it
becomes abundantly clear, his descendants established the first plantations in Massachusetts and
Connecticut in the 17" century — not his brother Thomas.

How is this possible? Compelling evidence is written into John Jrs grandson Walter Newburgh'’s IPM of
1517. All the detail will be laid out in my forthcoming book The Lost Line of the Dorset Newburghs.

Essentially, the family of John Newburgh Jr., son of John Newburgh Esquire, was reduced to SECOND
STRING in Dorset’s complicated history because of the Esquire’s short sightedness and historians’
recklessness.

EAST LULWORTH’S SECOND STRING

What do | mean by second string? As discussed in the past, John
Newburgh Esq. of East Lulworth (b. 1402, d. 1484) had two wives. He
sired children with both Edith Attemore and Alice Carent Westbury.
Edith and the Esquire were married for twenty-six years.

While married to Edith, the Esquire sired a bastard son (William) with
Alice Carent. When Edith died, the Esquire married Alice who had
recently become the widow of John Westbury. Both were then free
in 1448 and married by 1449.1 Not until 1460 did the Esquire’s
illegitimate son William suddenly become visible to English history.

Technically, customary primogeniture ruled that the ‘first string’
should have been his first wife Edith’s eldest son John Jr.,

1 Feet of Fines, Vol. 10, 370-371.
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However, in 1471 the Esquire shifted hereditary primogeniture from his eldest legitimate son, John Jr., to
his bastard William'’s progeny.

John Jr. then became SECOND STRING, and William’s sons became the Lords of East Lulworth holding all
prior legacy lands as the Esquire’s heirs. John Jr's sons then faded into the backwater of history. The
illustrative table demonstrates the parallel similarities between families — which confused historians.

JOHN NEWBURGH, ESQUIRE
EDITH ATTEMORE m. 1422 b. 1402, d. 1484 ALICE CARENT WESTBURY m. 1448/9
(1) l (2) Lords of E. Lulworth
JOHN NEWBURGH JR. b. c. 1431, d. 1496, at Tonerspuddle WILLIAM NEWBURGH (bastard) b. c. 1431, d. 1471
m. EDITH GOUVIS d. unknown m. CHRISTINE/CHRISTIAN GOUVIS d. 1491
1. John Newburgh knight, d. 8 Oct. 1485, no issue 1. John Senior, d. 11 Oct. 1485, no issue
2. Sir Roger Newburgh KB, m. ___Martyn, d. unknown 2. Roger Newburgh, m. E. Wadham, d. 27 Sept. 1514
Main holdings: Upwey, Warmwell, Upper & NetherStertyll, Held: East Lulworth et al, from Grandfather Esq.
Othe Fraunces et al. Seneschal of Milton Abbey. 1. Christian Newburgh (Marney)
CHILDREN 1. John, 2. Walter 3. Anastasia (Frampton)

JOHN JR.'s SECOND STRING

After the unfortunate family schism created in 1471 with the death of William Newburgh at the Battle of
Tewkesbury; | continued tracing the sons of John Jr. who were John and Roger. William’s sons were dual-
named in parallel with John Jr's sons, making separation of entities difficult. Adding to the confusion
TWO Gouvis ladies were married to John Jr. and William. This caused TOTAL BEWILDERMENT for early
historians.

In the fall of 2025, | ordered wills, IPMs, and chancery records for Anastasia Newburgh Frampton,
daughter of Sir Roger Newburgh. Historical documentation relating to Sir Roger is scant, but in 1511 he
became Seneschal of Milton Abbey. According to Hutchins, Anastasia married James Frampton in 1480. |
believed Anastasia might provide more information about her father, mother and grandfather. Piecing it
together has been an interesting, albeit a frustrating exercise.

To complicate matters, there were two Anastasia Newburgh’s born in the 15™ century. Even though they
were born a generation apart, editors and historians remained confused by the two women bearing the
same forename and surname. Medieval families were notorious for intermarriages with cousins and
near kinsmen. Hutchins’s later editors conflated the two women into one person in their third edition of
the History of Dorset.

In the first edition, Anastasia was correctly named as Sir Roger’s daughter. Identification has been
verified as correct using sixteenth century IPMs for Anastasia’s husband James Frampton and their sons
— Roger and Edward Frampton.

As noted in his 1483 will, the Esquire did have a daughter named Anastasia, who married into the
Frampton family. The Frampton’s and Newburghs had complicated history of intermarriages between
the Gouvis and Martyn families. Unfortunately, the elder Anastasia’s husband’s forename is unknown.
Given the earlier date of her birth and marriageable age, it is entirely possible the Esquire’s daughter
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married into a Gloucestershire Frampton family, who according to Clive Cheesman at the College of Arms
were associated with the Newburghs.?

THE NEW STRATEGY

Over the past ten years, | have discovered the only way to untangle these families is to follow a few basic
immutable rules.

FIRST, know who you are studying by paying strict attention to how they are presented. In the case of the
Newburghs, knowing that the (elder) patriarch of the line was always named JOHN (from 1340 through
the fifteenth century) will keep you on track. Paying close attention to titles for each man is absolutely
critical. Was he a Knight, Esquire, Junior, Senior, or ‘the Younger’? From 1400 until 1500 there were as
many as eight men named John associated with the Newburgh family.

For every generation the eldest John was followed by a John Junior/Jr. who was always heir to his
father. When the father died Junior/Jr. became heir to Lulworth. A designation of knight or esquire
may be added depending on their contemporary standing.

This custom continued with the Newburghs until the Esquire sired his bastard son William with Alice
Carent Westbury. In the case of knights, there were several classes of chivalry. The two Rogers were
inducted into different types of knighthood. Sir Roger of Milton was a Knight of the Bath, while his
cousin Roger of Lulworth was elected as Knight of the Shire. Historians don’t always delineate
knighthoods, because they are often difficult to decipher.

SECOND, knowing the affinity and feoffees of the elder father figure is important to understanding the
lineage. That is, who were his associates, or near kin, who expressed fealty to the eldest and legitimate
John. For John Newburgh Esg. one can count on the same people always being his feoffees. That is UNTIL
death and politics divided the familial relationships. The FitzJames’ were always working with the Esq.

In the case of the East Lulworth Newburghs, the two lines divided after c. 1461 and King Edward 1V’s
reign —i.e. Yorkist vs. Lancastrians — but all were known to be from East Lulworth. For the Esquire, his
Yorkist son and grandsons became of secondary importance. Elevating his bastard’s descendants, who
were loyal Lancastrians, they also became heirs to his huge ancient family legacy.

Bastard heirs had become acceptable during the 15" century, both civilly and ecclesiastically. Many

men had secondary families outside of marriage.

THIRD, and this is the most important rule; follow the money and wealth. This means tracing land
holdings to specific family members and focusing on their heirs. In ancient customary primogeniture,
John Jr's line would have normally been heir to the Esquire. That is until 1471 after the Battle of
Tewkesbury when family political loyalty sideways. For the Newburgh'’s this is where division fractured
the family, creating lasting friction. The first string of East Lulworth’s Newburghs would sink into
extinction after 1514. Ironically, the second string Yorkist line survived, populating western Dorset.

2 College of Arms Reference: C.17/149.
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What follows is a brief explanation of how land holdings were used to identify and separate Newburgh
families from one another. To begin, the Dorset Frampton’s had a long association of kinship with the
Newburghs, rooted to the manors of Moreton, and a moiety of the manor of Upwey.

THE MANOR OF MORETON and the FRAMPTONS

The manor of Moreton was first held by Sir John Newburgh - the Esquire’s father (d. 1443). Moreton was
his wife’s widow’s dower, provided by her first husband Richard Maunsell.? In 1397 Sir John covenanted
the manor to John and Margaret Frampton.*

Stepping forward two-plus decades, by 1423 Sir John and his wife Joan Delamare Maunsel| (*idow) 5
Newburgh covenanted some part of Moreton to John Fauntleroy, Nicholas Latymer, Robert Rempston,
John Beef, Robert Veel and William Raynald, clerk.® However, the manor did not stay with any of these
men for long.

After William Raynald’s tenure, Robert Frampton acquired Moreton and Buckland Rypers from the
Newburghs.” It continued in their possession into the next generation with James Frampton and Sir
Roger’s daughter Anastasia — but was held in capite by the first string of East Lulworth. By 1533 it was
held by Thomas Trenchard. 8 By that time, all the remaining ancient Newburgh properties had been
granted by Henry VIl to the Howard family.

SIR ROGER NEWBURGH — SON OF JOHN JR.

The ultimate goal in studying Sir Roger’s daughter Anastasia was to find solid
evidence for his death and/or additional references to his life. Unfortunately, his
death date is still unknown. From a translation dated 1533 the following vague
evidence of Sir Roger’s death is presented:

“John [Turberville] covenants to assure the said manor,[of Tonerspuddle] etc. to Nicholas [Willoughby]
when required, etc.; also John covenants that before the said feast he will grant to Nicholas all his estate
in the land, etc. which he John 'holdithe in ferme by the severall demises and leasis off Sr William Marten
and Sr Roger Newborough, knyghtes, and James Frampton esquyer nowe dedd and of Sr Robert Payton
knyght and Fraunces hys wyffe yett leving”.®

Sir Roger was still living in January of 1514/15.%° The preceding document only indicated he died before

3CP 25/1/291/65, number 17

4 Feet of Fines Vol. 10, 230.

5 Joan’s father was Sir John Delamare who built Nunney Castle.
6 Feet of Fines Vol. 10, 299-300

7 Sir John Newburgh died in 1443.

8 E40/12984

°E 40/12984
10 Foot of Fine, CP 25/2/9/45: Dorset, 5 Henry VIII, number 33
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1533. Yet another document from 1533 illustrates the Grey Friars of Dorchester honored Newburgh and
the abbot of Milton Abbey, William Middleton but still no specific dates for either.!!

“And in alms distributed to the Friars Minor of Dorchestr’ for the souls of Roger Newboroughe, Knight, &
William, former abbot of Myddelton, issuing from land in Upsterthyll, according to the ordination of the

same Roger Newboroughe and William Myddelton.” 12

Neither man has an exact date of death or documents associated to their demise. However, it may be
assumed that at his death Sir Roger’s final resting place was at Bindon Abbey where the family sepulcher
was located and all his ancestors and father were interred. At the dissolution, Bindon Abbey was
destroyed in 1539 by Henry VIII. See my Bindon Abbey studies here. Upsterthyll is also an important
marker in Sir Roger’s history when he gave it to his son John in 1514.* More evidence and explanation
will be in my upcoming book.

MARTYN, GOUVIS, " FRAMPTON ALLIANCES

Our Sir Roger Newburghs’s arms appeared in Metcalf’s Book of Knights, which recorded his induction
into the chivalric order - KNIGHT OF THE BATH.'* While retaining the original identity of the ancient
family, our Sir Roger appears to have halved the number of bends (charges) to three making his arms
unique but differenced from his grandfather’s.

After studying other members of the second string line, it appears the Somerset family of Thomas
followed suit also using three bends in their arms.

Sir Roger’s blazoning has three bends rather than six as follows:

“Quarterly - 1 and 4, Or, three bends azure a bordure engrailed gules: 2 argent,
three lions heads erased gules collared or [Gouvis]; 3, Argent, two bars Gules
[Martyn] - Crest a Blackamoors head proper.” 15 Images created with Grok.com —sans Moors head.

Neither Sir Roger Newburgh’s wife’s forename, nor their marriage date appear in

any of the published Martyn pedigrees.'® The only way we know of this marriage

is via Metcalf’s work. Evidence that Sir Roger was married into the Martyn family

is through his impaled arms with the Martyn and Gouvis clans.

Given Sir William Martyn and Sir Roger Newburgh were contemporaries and held

v land of one another, the assumption is that Sir William Martyn was Sir Roger
Newburgh’s father-in -law. Sir William’s daughter Elizabeth, (by his second wife

Martyn of Athelhampton  Christina) was unmarried at the time of his death in 1503. Consequently, it

1 valor Ecclesiasticus (1535), Vol. 1, pp. 248-252; Original VE D1/9504

12 |bid.

13 Foot of Fine, CP 25/2/9/45: Dorset, 5 Henry VIII, number 33

14 Metcalf, Walter, A Book of Knights Banneret, Knights of the Bath, and Knights Bachelor, London, 1885, 25,26.
5 1bid.

16 Watson, W. G. Willis, The House of Martin: Being Chapters in the History of the West of England Branch of that
Family. Exeter, 1906.
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appears Sir Roger’s bride was perhaps a daughter from Sir William’s first marriage to Isolde but is not
mentioned in his will. Roger of Lulworth was married to a girl named Elizabeth Wadham, and | have
found another document showing a Roger Neuburgh with Elizabeth Neuburgh of Wiltshire (1502) who
might have been Sir Roger’s bride but needs further investigation. No indication of her being a Martyn."’

The only child mentioned from William’s marriage to Isolde was his heir Christopher. Married daughters
were often left out of wills and IPMs. Then there is the possibility that Sir Roger married an
unacknowledged sister of Sir William. We still don’t know for certain.

We do know Sir William Martyn and Sir Roger Newburgh were associated with one another when both
were still considered Esquires. That is, before they were both knighted in 1494.%8 In a recorded covenant
dated 1492 . ..

“William Martyn esquire, to Roger Neuburgh esquire, his heirs and assigns. Release and quitclaim of the
manors of Pedell Walterston (Waterston), Lofford, Pullyngston, Wynterborne St. Martyn, Asheton and
Waddon co. Dorset and of all lands and tenements, meadows, pastures, rents and services therein, and
warranty against the abbot of St. Peter's Westminster and his successors.” Dated 20 May, 8 Henry VII.
Memorandum of acknowledgment, 21 May 1492 19 20 [warranty clause]

No solid evidence is currently available as to the reason for this covenant. Conjecture suggests, it was a
perhaps a dowery. Interestingly, the Gouvis family intermarried with the Martyns in the early 14"
century and held Waterston. Some of what follows was covered in the January 2026 newsletter. | am

repeating parts of the information to anchor the history for the current reader.

THE MANOR OF WALTERSTON/WATERSTON

The Manor of Waterston was situated near the village of Puddletown and was held by the Martyn’s in
the early 14™ century. It was their seat until they moved to Athelhampton. Later, the Gouvis family held
Waterston as heirs to Sir Robert Martyn | who died in 1376.

“SIR ROBERT MARTYN knight of Athelhampton in p’ochia de Pidleton, Dorset soldier, d. 1376, held
Waterston, Poleynston, and Athelhampton. He died without a legitimate heir. His sister married John
Gouvis, son of William Gouvis. Sir Robert’s heir in 1376 was his sister Joan’s son John Gouvis

b.c. 1357” %

Sir Roger Newburgh’s mother, Edith Gouvis, (wife of John Newburgh Jr.) was the daughter of Henry and
Edith Gouvis. The lineage of Sir Roger Newburgh of Milton snakes back into the early Martyn family

17.CP 40/959 (Hilary 1502) [Index at AALT | Image at AALT]

18 Metcalf, Walter, A Book of Knights Banneret, Knights of the Bath, and Knights Bachelor, London, 1885, 25,26.
Sir William was knighted in 12 January of 1494, Sir Roger was knighted 30 October 1494.

19 Calendar of Close Rolls, Henry VII: Volume 1, 1485-1500, 196.

20 These warranty clauses appear frequently in records involving religious houses or complex inheritances.

It reflects the era’s emphasis on precise wording in land law to manage risks from heirs, lords, or collateral claims.
John Estney served as Abbot of Westminster Abbey from 1474 until his death in 1498.

21 Jennings, Wm., Jenyn’s Ordinary, London, Society of Antiquaries Ms.664/9 roll 26;

Coker, John / Gerard, Thomas, Coker's Survey of Dorsetshire, London 1732, 71-80.
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history via Robert Martyn’s sister Joan who married John Gouvis. Their son became heir
to the elder Robert Martyn I.

During our Sir Roger’s lifetime the Gouvis conundrum presented a difficult tangle of history. What
follows is based on surviving histories and documentation found at the British Archives and the Dorset
History Center. This is by no means the entire story.

A BRIEF MARTYN PEDIGREE

. ROBERT MARTYN I. d. 1376, heir was JOHN GOUVIS his nephew, son of sister Joan.
m. (1) Agnes Loundes (no issue)
(2) Agnes Montfort (bastard sons RICHARD & WILLIAM before marriage.)
1. ROBERT Il (legitimate)

In a document dated 1430, fifty-four years after Robert Martyn’s death, it was discovered that Edith, the
wife of Henry Gouuvis still held Waterson manor by service of a half knight’s fee.?? This was about fifteen
years before John Newburgh Jr. married their daughter Edith.

Sometime after 1430 the manor was returned to the Athelhampton Martyn family’s possession. Thus far,
it is unclear if there was a moiety involved, or it was simply restored to the Martyn family by Edward IV.
This is a good bet, because Sir William was a Yorkist.

As already stated, in 1492, Sir William Martyn of Athelhampton held Waterston, and quick-claimed it to
Sir Roger Newburgh. This occurred two years before they were celebrated as Knights of the Bath in 1494,
At some point, Sir Roger had married into the Athelhampton clan. Ironically, it was his mother Edith
Gouvis’ family who once held Waterston after 1396. This circular ownership is a dazzling discovery,
especially in view of the 1480 legitimacy suit to be discussed next.

In a more celebrated and visible Gouvis marriage, reported by Hutchins, William, the Esquire’s bastard,
married Christine Gouvis around 1455. (See page 3 for pedigree.) Hutchins states she was the daughter
of Walter Gouvis who used the alias ‘Smyth.’ It is uncertain whether Walter was truly a Gouvis or a
Smyth. Aliases tend to prompt historical confusion.

In 1480, we find the exemplification suit instigated by Christine Newburgh against the Martyn’s. Oddly,
she won the day declaring Richard Martyn son of Robert Martyn | to be illegitimate! This posthumously
rendered verdict seems scurrilous on Christine’s part. What did she hope to accomplish?

This is where historians seem to be stuck in the middle of an historical quagmire. Agnes Montfort gave
the elder Robert Martyn three sons: Richard and William were considered illegitimate, but Robert was
born after she married Robert Martyn.? Given the law was rather loose in those days, Agnes’s sons were
probably all declared legitimate after Sir Robert’s and Agnes’ marriage.

22 E 179/240/265, 9 Henry VI (1430). This document is diverse citing several interesting unrelated pieces of history
for the Newburgh and Gouvis families.
23 Miller, A. J., https://archive-catalogue.dorsetcouncil.gov.uk/records/D-2261
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When first encountering Christine’s court record, | was puzzled by her motive especially since Robert
Martyn’s sons were two generations back from her own. So according to Christine’s exemplification,
Richard Martyn was posthumously dubbed as illegitimate years after his death. He was the grandfather
of Sir William Martyn who died in 1503.

THE EXEMPLIFICATION

The Corrigenda
Hutchins, John, History and Antiquities of Dorset, 3™ edition, Vol. Il, 581, col. 2, line 19

"For "Hen. VII." read Hen. VI and for 20 Hen. VIl read 20 Edw. IV. Add footnote, "An exemplification[1] of this assize by
Inspeximus [2] dates 4 July, 20 Edw. IV (1480) is at Lulworth Castle. The assize was taken at Dorchester, on Saturday,
after the feast of St. Peter in Cathedra, 19 Hen. VI. (1440) between the feoffees of Walter Govytz, plaintiff, and the
feoffees of Thomas Martyn of Athelhampton, defendants. A verdict was given for the plaintiffs, who proved the
pedigree here given, and that Richard, son of Robert and father of Thomas Martyn was illegitimate. The
exemplification was made at the instance (insistence) of Christiana [Christian], daughter and heir of Walter Govytz
wife of Sir William de Newburgh, knt."

Christine’s suit in 1480 may have been fueled by ongoing jealousy and grievances between the two
conflicting Newburgh lines. Waterston Manor belonged to Sir William Martyn who died in 1503 - a
descendant of Robert I. Did his plan to give it to Sir Roger Newburgh of Milton ignite Christine’s grudge
when she learned about it’s possible transference to the descendants of John Jr.? It is suspected that
John Jr. was the instigator of her husband William’s execution after the Battle of Tewkesbury. His death
appears to have awakened her vengeful side after nine years of widowhood.

In 1480 Sir Roger’s daughter Anastasia married James Frampton, which meant Waterston would be
handed down to Anastasia’s legitimate son and heir - Roger Frampton.

Perhaps, for some reason Christine believed her son’s (Roger of Lulworth) family line was more entitled
to Waterston than Sir Roger of Milton’s. This suit appears to illustrate and elevate the continued rift in
the Esquire’s descendant lines.

By 1492, Sir William Martyn followed through and quick-claimed Waterston to Sir Roger. Christine may
have thought by proving Richard’s bastardy, the manor of Waterston would fall to her son Roger of
Lulworth. They were all likely descendants of Robert Martyn I. It is still unknown how the two Gouvis
women were related.

Whatever Christine’s issues were with the legitimacy of Richard, it appears nothing came out of it in her
favor. Sir Roger Newburgh of Milton held Waterston, and it continued as part of the Frampton’s legacy
through his daughter Anastasia.

Christine’s Newburgh line became extinct at her son’s death in 1514. All the legacy lands once held by
her father-in-law the Esquire, were handed down to Sir John Marney at her granddaughter Christian’s
marriage to the knight. Christine died 15 December of 1491.

When John Marney died in 1525, the whole of the Newburgh legacy lands went to Thomas Howard the
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3™ Duke of Norfolk who married Christine’s granddaughters (Catherine and Elizabeth) off to his son
Thomas, and the son of George Ratcliff — blessed by Henry VIII. 2

DEATH OF SIR WILLIAM MARTYN 1503

Sir William died between 13 January and April of 1503/4 — perhaps in mid-March. The British Archives
holds a will, an IPM, and a third document known as a Commission of Concealments (C of ), dated 24
March, 19 Henry VII (1503).%° The C of C document was required before processing the customary IPM
which was finally delivered in 1507. The question is why?

Apparently, the crown suspected there were irregularities involved in Sir William’s holdings, perhaps
caused by his great grandfather’s issues. Or did Christine’s son, Roger of Lulworth lodge a suit that
initiated this C of C? Promptly after Sir William’s death, the investigation was launched to perhaps
determine if monetary compensation was due the king - or was it something else?

The two C-class documents read similarly with slight variations. Ultimately, | believe we are still just
guessing as to the reasons so much unusual activity was recorded for the Martyn line. To finish the land
study of Newburgh and Martyn holdings we continue to Upwey for a quick sketch.

THE MOIETIES OF UPWEY / AKA WEYBAYHOUSE & WAYHAMONDEVILE

The Commission of Concealments stated that Sir William Martyn held Upwey of Sir Roger Newburgh.
The following statement is interesting in that owners shifted from one document to the other in a spance
of four years — 1503 to 1507.

“Tenement aforesaid at Weybayhouse and Wayhamondevile, worth 14s, held of Roger Neuburgh, knight,
by fealty, for all service.”

The will and IPM also stated that Sir William's second wife Christina, with whom he had a son Richard
(a minor) should benefit of the use of Waybayhouse aka Upwey until Richard attained the age of
twenty-four. If Richard died before the age of twenty-four, then the property was to go to Christina until
her decease, after that time it would be to the use of Elizabeth (Christina’s daughter) and heirs of her
body. If no issue was generated by Elizabeth, the property would fall to the use of Christopher Martyn
who was Sir William's eldest son by his first wife Isolde.

24 John Marney, 2nd Baron Marney died on 27 April 1525. He passed away at the age of approximately 40, just
under two years after succeeding his father to the barony. His death at an early age caused the title of Baron
Marney to become extinct, as he left no male heirs, only two daughters, Catherine and Elizabeth. He was buried

at Layer Marney in Essex, as requested in his will dated 10 March 1525.

25C142/18/127 The Commission of Concealments was a Tudor government investigation designed to uncover and

recover assets that should have belonged to the Crown but were thought to be hidden or improperly retained by
others. The will PROB 11/14/123 was written 13 January 1503/4 and proved 30 April 1504 (Prerogative Court of
Canterbury) The Commission of Concealments (C 142/18/127) was written 24 March Henry VII (1503) The IPM
(C142/21/25) was not finalized until 28 October 1507.
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Sir William’s will was concise. He was genuinely concerned Christopher would attempt to go against the
established provisions of his will to seize what he intended to be Christina’s widow’s dower. He made this
quite clear.

The C of C dated 1503 demonstrates that a certain moiety of Upwey was held of Sir Roger Newburgh.
Ownership of that specific moiety shifted when the official IPM was delivered in 1507. Originally this
moiety was handed down to Sir Roger via his brother John Newburgh (deceased in 1485) as his heir.
What follows is the stated language from his brother John Newburgh’s IPM.

“He [John Newburgh, knight — d. 8 October 1485] held Manor of Sutton Poyntz, as the honor of
Gloucester by service of % knight's fee, Manor of Winterborne Martin, held of the king as his manor of
Mersshewod by service of % knight's fee. Tenements at Weybayhouse [aka Upwey] and
Wayhamondeville, Manor of Warmwell, Manor of South Perot, Manor of Bradpole, Manor of Othe

Fraunceys, Manor of Fytylfford, and Sturmynster Newton castle.” *®

From Sir John’s IPM we discover many more land possession that were ultimately held by Sir Roger of
Milton, whom we later find had at least three children to whom these possession were given. Sir Roger’s
children: John, Walter and Anastasia benefited from the lands their father inherited from his brother Sir
John Newburgh.

Historians have erroneously tried to place Walter as Thomas Newburgh of Berkeley’s son which is
inaccurate and provable with Walter’s IPM. Also Roger’s son John held land given to him by his father in
Upperstertyll and Netherstertyll, which is the region where New England colonial Newbery people were
based before migration began in the 1630’s.

In conclusion of this short land study, the Manor of Moreton continued in the possession of Roger of
Lulworth until his death. However, Waterston remained with the Frampton’s until 1533. Upwey also
continued in the possession of the Frampton’s where Anastasia continued to live. All this and more will
be discussed in my upcoming book The Lost Lines of the Dorset Newburghs.

JAMES FRAMPTON, HUSBAND OF ANASTASIA

James Frampton was Sir Roger’s dishonorable, and opportunistic son-in-law who
married Anastasia c. 1480. A scoundrel, he seemed to have his finger in the
business of both lines of the Esquire’s families. Recent documents absolutely
confirm the marriage between Anastasia Newburgh and James Frampton.

He held no fidelity toward the lovely Anastasia. He sired three bastard children
with a tenant’s wife — Luce Harrys. His will confirms he held them in higher esteem
than his legitimate sons, Roger and Edward who were born to Anastasia.

Anastasia Frampton
image by Grok

26 Inquisitions Post Mortem Hen. VII, Vol. 1, 954. C. Series Il. Vol. 18. (126.) The permutations of the Upwey may
indicate the moiety and how it was defined.
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After working through all of the Frampton’s extant documents, Roger Frampton related the full truth
about his father James who died 5 July 1521. James'’s bastard heir also named James Frampton died two
days later on 7 July 1521.%” Perhaps this was another indication of the sweating plague that tended to
reappear.

Roger was finally recognized as Frampton’s legitimate son after the death of his bastard half-brother. At
her husband’s death, Anastasia was apparently living at Upwey surviving her unfaithful husband. There
is more to tell about this family, which will be detailed in my new book, The Lost Line of the Dorset
Newburghs. ~End

RECAPPING ™METWO SIR ROGER NEWBURGH’S Make no mistake, there were two medieval gentry
men named Roger Newburgh born around the same time. Both men had brothers named John

Newburgh who died with the sweating sickness within three days of one another (8 and 11 October
1485). John Sen!s wife died the day after her husband on the 12 October. To have all three die within
days of one another suggests they died in the midst of a deadly epidemic that continued to resurface off
and on for decades. It appears another round recurred between 1513 and 1515. Thousands of people
succumbed within a day or two of symptoms appearing.

When did Sir Roger die? It is an unsolved mystery, but | suspect he died around the same time as his
Lulworth cousin also named Roger Newburgh in 1514. Historians consistently credited records to anyone
named Roger Newburgh to the Lord of East Lulworth who died 27 September 1514, thus conflating the
two Rogers into the personification of one man. The only way to separate them was by following their
complicated land possessions. ~End

THE LOST LINE OF THE DORSET NEWBURGHS

- | am working toward putting all my Newburgh research into a new

LO ST LINE book, which during the coming months, | intend to work on, putting
newsletters aside. This book will be an in-depth exploration of the
medieval Newburgh family after 1449. It will challenge previous

AWM UN@I 5Ny histories written by various genealogists/historians. Projected cost is

W g approx. $30.00 per book. Postage and handling will be separate

depending on your location.

Before | go to the trouble of publishing, | would appreciate knowing
who on my mailing list would be interested in purchasing it.

| am thinking of publishing it on my own and selling from my web site.
Working with Amazon has not been terribly rewarding. Unfortunately, |
am not one of those people who is adept at promotion. If you are

27 E 150/918/1, C 142/51/56
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interested in purchasing a copy, please drop me a quick email note, or use my website contact page.

Several of you have been extremely generous with your financial assistance in acquiring these precious
pieces of history. For you, | will send complimentary copies of the upcoming book.

Have a great summer . .. and Happy 250" Anniversary to our Beautiful United States of America!

Sue

deNovoBurgoChronicles.com
TheWorldWideNewburghProject.com
Sue Simonich.com

Facebook
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