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INTRODUCTION

The Regiments

In the regimental analysis which now follows, will be found those
evidences which have been drawn together in the statistical tables already set
out in Vol. 1. "Where the facts are missing'", wrote Asa Briggs in his intro-
duction to W.G. Hoskins' The Age of Plunder, "or the thoughts impossible to
recover, it is the duty of the historian to say so'. It would have given a
false impression of the problems involved in trying to write a regimental
history for this period, had I omitted from the analyses those officers about
whom we know virtually nothing beyond their names, sometimes, only their sur-
names, and ranks. In some instances it may prove possible, in the future, to
learn something, but for the vast majority of these unidentified officers, they
will remain but anonymous figures in the history of the civil war. Most
particularly should it be remembered, that whilst the positive 1identification

of Catholics, for example, declines with the rank being dealt with, it is more

than probable that a sizeable number of the unidentified officers would have

had either a recusant or 'church Papist' background.

To write even a brief campaign history for any single regiment, is often
impracticable. Few regiments were ever mentioned by name in contemporary
records, either Royalist or Parliamentarian, and so often we are reliant upon
references to regimental officers either as casualties or as prisoners of war
taken in any particular engagement, to gather some idea of the whereabouts of
a regiment. Even this is not foolproof, since the presence of one or two
officers from a known regiment at a single engagement, need not mean that the
regiment was present in full strength: perhaps only a company, or a troop, or
two, was in the field on that occasion. With the exception of garrison
regiments, however, it can be safely assumed that at important major actions
such as that at Adwalton Moor in 1643, or Marston Moor in 1644, virtually all
of the fighting army under Newcastle's command was involved. It will be
noticed that for most of the northern regiments which served with the Oxford
army, the campaign details are fuller. This is an accident of history, in
that whether the Oxford army had more chroniclers than had Newcastle's, or not,
it is the Oxford army's writers whose works have survived the exigencles of
time and the loss of documents. For the northern Royalist army as a whole,

we have no Symonds or Walker, but thanks to them, we at least know a good deal

about Tyldesley's regiments, or the Queen's Lifeguard for exanmple.

The regimental analysis has been divided into three parts, dealing
respectively with Horse, Foot and Dragoons. A fourth section lists those

officers, almost certainly northern in origin, for whom no regimental link can
be found. This is necessarily less detailed, since these officers have not
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been taken into account in compiling statistical tables. Certain officers
included in this fourth section, may seen oﬁt of place there. I have, for
example;‘included in it Colonel Richard Lowther, the second governor of Ponte-
fract, and Colonel Gervase Cutler. Both of these nmen have)been discussed in
Vol. 1, but suffice it here to say, that for Lowther we have no evidence of a
regimental command at any time, whilst for Cutler even the rank of Colonel 1is
in doubt. These, and other problematical people, have been noted. On the
other hand, certain colonels have been included in the regimental analysis
proper, even though there is very slender evidence for their regimental rank.
Such a case is that of Colonel Sir Richard Graham, and in his case, as will be

explained, I have taken his name in the List as very strong evidence of at

least a commission, but in his case, as in that of Charles Towneley, the

difficulties have been fully discussed and my conclusions explained.

It is now necessary to outline the specified composition of each regimental
type. By doing this, it will be possible to arrive at an idea of field
strength by comparing the actuality presented in the analysis, with the ideal.

I have not sought to do this systematically in what follows, since the
imponderables are significant. Officers may be missing for several reasoas,
not least the majority of those killed in action, so that any comparative

assessment would be extremely tentative.

The Horse regiment consisted of 500 volunteers formed into 6 troops,itwojg
in each regimental division. Each of the six troops was commanded by a
captain, three of .them by First Captains (whom it is wvirtually impossible to
positively distinguish from ordinary Captains), and the other three by captains
responsible to the colonel, lt. colonel and major for their troops. There is
some evidence that the major, for example, may have combined the rank of major
and captain in himself, but whether this was a general rule, or exceptional,
we do not knowv. It is highly unlikely that the colonel would have acted as
his own troop commander, together with his other responsibilities. The
command structure of each troop was as follows:

(1 Captain

Commissio (1 Lieutenant (also termed Captain-Lieutenant)
ommiSS1On (1 Cornet

(1 Quartermaster
‘(3 Corporals
. . (2 Trumpeters
Non-Commission (1 Sadler
(1 Parrier
60 Troopers
Let it be noted that the Quartermaster was present in each cavalry troop,

not, as in the case of the Foot, attached only to regimental strength.

The Foot regiment consisted of 1300 men, volunteers and conscripts divided
into 10 companies, and further distinguished by size. The colonel's company
was prescribed at 200 men, the lt. colonel's at 150, the major's at 140 and
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seven Captain's companies of 100 men in each. Here again, whilst the major
and possibly the 1lt. colonel acted as their own captains, it is unlikely that
the colonel did so. The command structure of each company was as follows:

(1 Captain
Commission (1 Lieutenant
(1 Ensign (or, in archaic terminology, Ancient)
(1 Gentleman at Arms
(2 Sergeants
(3 Corporals
(2 Drummers

The regimental staff consisted, apart from the three field commanders, of a

Non=Commission

chaplain, a surgeon and a surgeon's mate, a quartermaster, a carriage or

waggon master, a provost marshal and a drum major. The chaplain, surgeon and
surgeon's mate with, as has been pointed out, the quartermaster, had their
counterparts in cavalry and dragoon formations. Of these regimental staff,
only the quartermaster was a commissioned officer. The rank and file generally
numbered one pikeman to every two musketeers, but there was a good deal of
shifting about according to requirements. The musketeers were invariably

armed with matchlock weapons, and the small number of men armed with snaphaunces
. or early flintlocks tended to act in separate units. This has been discussed

in Vol. 1, in connection with the siege of Pontefract.

Little is known of the dragoon regiment. As will be seen, there were
very few of these in the northern army, and probably a lack of them in the
Oxford army too. In November 1642, the King had complained of a want of
dragoons, which the Parliamentary army seemed to have in good supplyl The
dragoon was, 1in reality, a mounted infantryman, neither, to coin a phrase,
fish nor fowl. The cavalry would have considered the dragoon as an inferior
being, as an infantryman aspiring to cavalry status, whilst it is unlikely that
the foot particularly enjoyed the prospect of combining the two functions,

If the Parliamentary army was strong in dragoons, in 1642, it can only have
been because the quality of their cavalry was such, as to make them more readily
dragoon in nature, less well horsed than the Royalist cavalry, and perhaps less

well armed. Cromwell thought this was so at Edgehill, it will be remembered.

Of precise figure and structure we know very little. The New Model set a
prescribed strength of 1000 men in 10 companies, which accentuates the infantry
basis of a dragoon regiment. The Scots called their dragoon colour-bearers
'ensigns'g However, from a meeting held at Preston in December 1642, and
convened by the earl of Derby (see Vol. 1) we have a list of dragoon officers
which indicates that for the Royalists at least, the dragoon was on a par of
some kind with the cavalry. The troop command structure consisted of captain,

lieutenant, cornet, sergeant, corporal, kettle drummer, commissary and
dragoons.

There are, however, certain anomalies here which require explanation.
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Clearly, the dragoon troop was somewhat smaller than the cavalry troop, in that
only one of each rank was specified. The colour-bearer adopted the rank of
his cavalry equivalent, but the drummer of the foot was transposed to the
mounted infantry and given a kettle drum as opposed to a cavalry trumpet.

It is also to be noted that the sergeant was a distinctively infantry rank, but
was here given dragoon status as well. Each dragoon regiment, of course,
possessed a colonel, lt. colonel and major. The commissary, equivalent to

the quartermaster, seems to have been a troop rather than a single regimental

rank, which again exemplifies the cavalry nature of Royalist dragoon forces.

NOTES

T1e Warburton, II, p. 79 f.n. 1

2e Terry, C.S., ed: Papers...of the Army of the Solemn League and Covenant,
Vol. 1, p. lxxxVv.




Colonel Sir Francis ANDERSON'S Regiment of Horse.
In his study of the battle of Marston Moor, Young suggested that this

regiment may have been that of Colonel George Heron under a newvw commander]

His opinion was based upon the List, and the citing of George Tong as a troop

commander under Heron and latterly as lt. colonel to Anderson. Heron's
regiment was probably given to Colonel Robert Brandling (q.v.) after Heron's
death, since there is evidence that Anderson held a colonel's rank as early as
March 1643, whereas Heron was not killed until June 30th. In a tiny scrap of
paper in the Hutton of Marske Mss.?which can be dated approximately to the
early summer of 1643, is a record of £2.14.9d. paid by one Roland Cliburn to
"Colinell Anderson's owne troop''. A document in the Musgrave Mss., at Carlisle
Castle, clearly dated March 29th 1643, refers directly to Anderson as a colonel.
Of the regiment's active service, we know that it was at Wooler in Northumber-
land on January 20th 1644, keeping watch on the advance of the Scots? From
then on, it almost certainly fought alongside the main army of the lMarquess of
Newcastle in the retreat across Durham, and, after the decision to hold York
and to send away the bulk of the cavalry, probably served with George Goring

and Sir Charles Lucas until joining with Rupert in Lancashire prior to the
relief of York and Marston Moor. What remained of it was included in the
Northern Horse, and there seems to be an allusion to the regiment at Uphaven

in Wiltshire on January 4th 1645. According to Mercurius Aulicus it was

attacked there by forces sent by Edmund Ludlow, but succeeded in beating these
off and in taking some prisoners in the course of a pursuit.

From the activities of some of its officers, it appears that part at least
of the regiment retreated through Lancashire with Rupert in July 1644, but
remained behind there with Tyldesley and Molyneux. Thereafter it was involved

in the battle of Ormskirk in August.

The Officers:

Colonel Sir Francis Anderson: Anderson was born in 1614, the son and heir,
by his first marriage, of Roger Anderson of
_ Jesmond prominent Newcastle merchant.
Anderson matriculated at Corpus Christi, Oxford, on January 24th 1634, was
granted his B.A. on the 28th, and entered Gray's Inn. He rose to some
prominence in the Newcastle Hostmen, a group of coal-shippers who virtually
dominated the Tyne and the county of Northumberland as a whole. In 1641 he
became Sheriff of Newcastle, where he was by now permanently resident at
Anderson Placea. We find him on June 30th, 1642, involved in a dispute with
his opposite numbgr in Durham concerning the escort of civil prisoners fronm
Berwicibto London. In action in 1644, he was captured at Sherburn in Elmet
in 1645, and sent to York where he was temporarily imprisoned. Allowed bail,

he journied to London, in poor health, to seek to compound, where he was putl
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into the custod; of the Serjeant at Arms, treatment usually reserved for die-
hard Royalists. His fine was set at £1200, and a draft ordinance passed on
July 4th 1648 to clear his delinquency. Nonetheless, the fine was still not
fully paid by 1650, and for all of this time, Anderson was kept in London.
Finally set at liberty, he returned to Newcastle and became at once involved in
Royalist conspiracy, taking command of the Gateshead area in the 1654/5 risings,
and listed by Sir Marmaduke Langdale in 1656 as a reliable man in the north.

At the restoration, he was freely admitted to the freedom and privileges of

the Merchant Adventurers of Newcastle enjoyed by his grandfather before hinm,

and became MP for the town in 1661. Mayor in 1662 and 1675, he was elected

MP again in 1679, and died in the city towards the end of that year?

Lt.Colonel George Tong: George Tong, Esquire, of Denton, was the eldest son
of Sir George Tong of the same, who was born in
1584, Father and son were involved in coal-mining
at Auckland in Co. Durham, and George II was aged 25 when the civil war broke
out. Commissioned probably as a captain in George Heron's Horse (qev.) he
was promoted to 1lt. colonel and moved to Anderson's regiment when Heron was
killed at Adwalton Moor, where we can suppose Tong also fought. He seems by
this time to have eclipsed his father in local affairs, s§rving also as a
Commissioner of Array and of Oyer and Terminer from 1642. He rode with the
Northern Horse, and signed their petition to the King in February 1645.
During his attempts to compound, it was fsund that he was heavily in debt to
one Rebecca Salvin for the sum of £500 plus £40 interest per annum, and the
interest was, in 1646, already 10 years in arrears. His fine was set at £320
and in 1652 he waa gaoled for debt. Somehow, probably by heavily mortigaging
his property, he was able to raise the money to lay out on his composition, and

was set at liberty. Of his subsequent career, little is known.

Major Samuel Davison: Cited in the List by Lieutenant Machell, Samuel was
born in 1616 the third of the four sons of Sir Alex-

ander Davison of Newcastle, the head of a markedly

Royalist family. His father appears to have had some Catholic leanings.
Samuel entered Gray's Inn in 1634, and precisely when he took up arms is
unknown. Lands which he held at Blakeston were sequestered from him, and his
fine fixed in 1646 at £320. The Blakeston property seems to have been sold.
In 1654 one of Thurloe's agents described Samuel as 'much engaged" in the
Royalist conspiracies of that time. At the Restoration he was listed for the
intended honour of knighthood in the Order of the Royal Oak, when was styled
Esquire and his yearly income set at £600, but the order was never established.
In 1663 a JP, he died in 1671 and was buried at Bishop Auckland?

Captain Richard Cole: A mysterious and ubiquitous figure, appearing also

under Colonels James King and Sir Richard Tempest
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(gev.), although in these cases, as in this, he is merely cited by a claimant

in the List. The name is fairly common in Durham and Northumberland, although

such a man signed the 1641/2 Protestation and was, apparently, buried in Gates-

head in 1648. He may well have been the Captain Cole who was reported to have
fledfrom Newark before the surrender in 1646, and who took up arms with the

8

Scottish army soon after.

Captain John Haggerston: Haggerston does not appear in the List, but accord-

ing to genealogical evidence, served in this regi-
ment and was killed in action at Ormskirk in 164k.
The eldest of the three known sons of Colonel Thomas Haggerston, he came from
a markedly Recusant family, and was claimed as a Catholic casualty of the war
in a subsequent list. This same list also refers to an unidentified Lt.Colonel

9

Haggerston killed in Lancashire, and there may be some confusion heres

Captain Thomas Jackson: He claimed in the List as of Durham, but the name is

too common to permit of positive identification

although a Thomas Jackson of Newcastle, merchant,
compounded for delinquency in the first war. The link with Anderson may be
established in this. Alternatively, a Thomas Jackson of Harraton, Co. Durhanm,

compounded upon conviction for Recusancy in 1630 and was thereafter conformable
it was saidl

Captain [ _7 Kirkbride: Cited in the List by a Westmorland claimant,
Edmund Sandford, this is probably Bernard Kirk-
bride born in 1624, eldest son of Colonel Richard

Kirkbride (q.ve.). The pedigrees, however, do not agree, and an alternative

date of birth is given as 1629 which, if correct, would mean that Bernard could
not have been militarily active until the 1648 war, when Anderson was not in
arms, or in the 1651 and1654/5 enterprises. However, in 1651 Bernard was
acting as 1lt. colonel to Colonel Sir Henry Featherston, so the earlier date of
birth looks right. Styled of Ellerton, Esquire, after his father's death,
Bernard died in 1677. It must be noted, however, that Colonel Richard Kirk-
bride's youngest brother was also called Bernard, or as some have it, 'Cliburne

and was a Newcastle merchant, although we have no datesl

Lieutenant Robert Leighton: Claimed in the List as from Yorkshire, in Lt.
Colonel Tong's troop. He was probably the
second of the three sons of Robert lLayton of

West1gayton in that county who died in 1655. Robert II was 18 years old in

1642.

Lieutenant Marmaduke Machell: Claimed in the List as from Durham, under Major

Davison. Positive identification is difficult
but a John Machell, merchant of Newcastle, was
a delinquent during the first war, and was himself the son and heir of another
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John Machell of Pitchfield, Co., Durham, His younger brother may have been the
Marmaduke Machell who signed the 1641/2 Protestation as of Bishopton in that
county, although we have a Marmaduke Machell listed as a Recusant in Northumb-

erland in 1629. We must dismiss Marmaduke Machell of Wellham Nottinghamshire,

who apparently died in 164513

Lieutenant Edmund Sandford: Claimed in the List as of Westmorland under
Captain Kirkbride. Probably the 'Cadet of the

House of Askham' who wrote, in 1675, 'A Cursory

Relation of All the Antiquities and Families in Cumberland':l.4

Cornet Leon Hodgeson: Claimed in the List as of Newcastle. The vagaries of

the List permit speculation as to whether this is Leon

or Lance Hodgeson, since there is evidence for both
such, and we may be dealing with contemporary misspelling as well. A Leon
Hodgeson of Newcastle, merchant, was convicted as a Recusant in 1655, whilst
there is evidence that such a man signed the 1641/2 Protestation as of Lumley
in Chester le Street ward, Co. Durham, The one does not prohibit the other.
Alternatively, Lance Hodgeson, son in law of Colonel Sir Thomas Haggerston, and
a convicted Recusant in 1625 and 1631, was a brother of the Merchant Adventurers
Company of Newcastle. Lance was constantly involved in litigation with
fellow members, in 1647, in 1650 when he seized some cotton goods from another

brother, and some tobacco from someone else, and in 165125

Cornet John Preston: Claimed in the List as of Durham, in Captain John

Taylor's troop (q.v., below). Such a man was listed
in 1638/9 as a Freeholder of Cowpen in Northumberland,
but of 275 so listed, only 49 can be shown to have borne arms, and some of

. 1
those are uncertaln.

Cornet William Trollop: Clained in the List as of Durham, but there are

problens. Such a man was first of the three sons of

Thomas Trollop of Crossgates, Co. Durham, but his
will was dated 1644, A Mr. John Trollop of Thornley, convicted Recusant, had
his goods inventoried in 1645, He too had three sons, theeaeldest nmerely styled

"Young Mr. Trollop!, but the youngest bore the name John27

Quartermaster Robert Teasdel: Claimed in the List as of Durham, in Major

Davisont's troop. This seems to be a fairly

common Bishopric name, and two such, of Norton
with Stockton and Middleton in Teesdale respectively, signed the 1641/2

Protestationg

Quartermaster John Unthank: Claimed in the List as of Durham. Such a man,
of Witton Gilbert, was a Recusant and refused

the 1641/2 Protestationld
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The following officers have not been identified.

Captain Francis Read, cited in the List.

Captain John Taylor, claimed as from Durham.

Lieutenant Ralph Tayler, claimed as from Durham under Captain Taylor.
Cornet George Haggerston, claimed as from EsseX.

Cornet Thomas Johnson, claimed from Durham, Captain Cole's troop.
Quartermaster Robert Dobson, claimed from Durham, Lt. Colonel Tong's troop.
Quartermaster Anthony Spoore, claimed from Northumberland, Captain Read's

troop.
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Colonel John (Lord) BELASYSE'S Regiment of Horse

Although in many respects a thoroughly well documented regiment, there are
some problem s. Not least, that of distinguishing Belasyse's Horse from his
Foot 1n records concerning the activities of the Oxford army, with which this
force was long associated, although recruited primarily in Yorkshire. Accord-
'ing to Joshua Moone, Belasyse's secretary?o his master had returned from Oxford
to Yorkshire in late 1642 to recruit the regiment, and took it back with him to
the main army. It was involved in fighting in Gloucestershire in the summer
of 1643, and at the first battle of Newbury that year. On November 27th,
Richard Sawken, a servant of Belasyse's, signed for 40 cases of pistols issued
to the regiment at Oxfordf1 although Sawken does not appear to have held a
commission. Belasyse himself was posted back to York in January 1644 where he
assumed the governorship after the death of Colonel Sir William Saville (q.v.)
but whether the regiment accompanied him is hard to say, and Moone gave no
clue. We know that the regiment of foot had already passed into other hands,
and remained behind, Nonetheless, either all or a part of this regiment must
have been present when Belasyse was defeated at Selby on April 11th 1644, and

that sections fought, perhaps at Marston Moor, certainly at Sherburn in Elmet
in 1645, is known.

For its campaigns around Oxford there is, as has been said, some likeli-
hood of confusion in contemporary sources. We have, for example, the allusion
by Hopton in his Bellum Civile22 to the regiment being commanded by a Major
Bovill at the battle of Alresford, but Bovill defies identification unless we
take this as a reference to Major John Beverley (q.v.) of Belasyse's Foot.

The regiment was certainly attached to Jacob Astley's force some time before
November 1643, for on the 14th of November the King ordered Astley to let the

regiment return to Oxford ""as soone as you shall have no more employment for

then', but whether Belasyse was himself present with his men we cannot know%3
It took part in the relief of Basing conducted by Astley, and assisted in the
defence of Arundel Castlegh Whether any part of the regiment survived into
1645 is conjectural upon officer -evidence, as for the battle of Sherburan, but
there is insufficient evidence to say that it ever formed part of the Northern

Horse during that year.

Colonel John (Lord) Belasyse: Belasyse is one of the few Royalist field

commanders for whose career we can refer to

a contemporary biography. His activities as
Governor of York and as a general have been discussed fully elsewheregs The
second son of Thomas Ziord Fauconberg, his father was a convert to Catholicism
and John was the only son of the family to remain a Catholic. Despite his
religion, he sat as MP for Thirsk in 1640 after matriculating at Peterhouse two

years previously, a rather late step as he had been born in 1614. Keeler,
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however, does not think that the John Belasyse of Peterhouse, and this John
Belasyse, were one and the same. In 1636, John had contracted a clandestine
marriage, and was fined £150 by the Court of High Commission for so doing. By
the time of the outbreak of civil war, he was already ordinarily resident at
Worlaby in Lincolnshire, and had some military experience as a volunteer in
France and then, according to Moone, as a Cuirassier during the Scots War. He
acted as an emissary on the King's behalf to the Scots prior to the Treaty of
Ripon, and during his time in the House of Commons was closely identified with

the emergent Royalist party, acting as a teller on their behalf on sveral
occasions.

John Belasyse received something of an eulogy from his secretary, but
other, independent evidence tends to support the view of him as a forward and
courageous man. Moone tells us that at the outbreak of war, he served as a
volunteer in a cavalry troop commanded by the earl of Cumberland, and then as
atroop commander, or captain, in a avalry regiment, perhaps Cumberland's own
(Qeve)e. After fighting at the head of his infantry at Edgehill, pike in hand,
he marched to Oxford and then returned to Yorkshire to raise the cavalry regi-
ment which bore his own nane. In the spring of 1643, he stood out against the
surrender of Reading, and commanded a Tertia of Foot at the storm of Bristol !
where he was shot in the head by a musket ball which remained there for some |
years, being impossible to remove. Temporarily in command of Bristol after
its surrender, he was then returned to field duties and fought at Newbury in
September, where his horse was killed under him by a cannon ball. Sent back
into the north upon the death of the Governor of York, he was eventually over-
powered and taken prisoner at the battle of Selby where he sustained sword
wounds to the face and arm. He was detained for a full ten months, in Hull

and in London, although Sir Hugh Cholmeley made an attempt to have him exchanged

as part of spurious proposals for the surrender of Scarborough. Finally
exchanged isfféﬂfuary 1645, he went to Oxford where it was believed that he
would become General of the Horse to Lord Goring, but the King retained his
services until later in the year. He continued to sit occasionally on the
Council of War, as he had done in 1643, but he fought only as volunteer at

the storm of lLeicester and at the battle of Naseby. Apparently a close friend
of the Marquess of Montrose, he acted as intermediary between the latter and
the King. In October 1645, Belasyse replaced the earl of Lichfield, who had
been killed, as Captain General of the Royal Horse Guards, and was instrumental
in arguing for a march north to link up with Montrose and his hitherto success-
ful army. Appointed Governor of Newark in place of Willys, for which the
latter bore him a serious grudge for many years, he remodelled the garrison to
endure the last months of siege. With the fall of Newark, Belasyse returned
to his house at Worlaby where he seems to have entertained a large number of

former Royalist officers. Summoned to London, he did not pursue the business
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of his composition (difficult in view of his known religion), and secured a
pass to take him to France. There he served as a volunteer under Cond§, and
then jouqﬁgéd into Italy, where he served a term against the Turks. Parliament
permitted him to return briefly to England to raise 4000 men for the same
service, but in 1648 he was appointed General of the Horse to the Marquess of
Newcastle, although he does not seem to have set foot in England during the
rising. He returned to duty with Condé after its failure, but in 1650 was
back in England with liberty to go to Worlaby. Instead, he was arrested on

suspicion of being a Royalist agent, which he was, and taken to the Tower,

where he remained until after the battle of Worcester had been fought.

His confinement in the Tower was not hard, and he seems to have been given
a pass to return to Europe in September 1650, but it was either withdrawn or he
chose not to use it. Given the liberty of the Tower on April 2hth 1651, he
was eventually released on bail (Moone gave the figure as £10,000, the official
records say £12,000) and permitted to return home. He thereupon became a
member of the Sealed Knot, a remarkably inefficient underground organisation
aimed at the restoration of the monarchy, where his personal clash with Willys
former Governor of Newark, hindered proceedings. Moone accused Willys of
betraying the Knot, and David Underdown has shown that this was probably true.

Inactive during the 1655 rising, Belasyse was temporarily arrested in London
and thereafter does not appear to have been active, although he was arrested
on suspicion in 1659 of being connected with the Booth enterprise in Cheshire.
He was apprehended on August 16th, and on the following day given his liberty
on his parole to appear within fourteen days. On September 1st, however, the
Governor of Hull was ordered to send Belasyse to London under close guard, and
on the 12th he was committed to the Tower on a charge of High Treason. Upon
his release on bail from what he called a "severe prison', he accepted a
conmission from Charles II to treat with George Monck, and Underdown believes
that Belasyse had by now, although still a Catholic, shown favour to ideas of
a Royalist-Presbyterian alliance. Despite Booth's accusation that Belasyse
was the chief ringleader in the 1659 rising, the government, aiready tottering,

was extremely lenient towards him.

Restored to eminence after the restoration, and financially secure (he had
purchased forfeited estates during the Interregnum), he was not yet out of
trouble. His Catholicism marked him, and during the Oates episode of the
Popish Plot he was again arrested and confined. Under Charles II he was Lord
Lieutenant of the East Riding, Governor of Hull and General of the African
Forces. In 1673 he raised a Foot regiment, which was disbanded in the next
year. James II put the same reliance upon, and trust in, Belasyse as his
father and brother had done, but the revolution of 1688 which broke King James,
probably hastened Belasyse's own death, which occurred in 1689. Apart from

Y




being a committed Royalist, and a steady Catholic, Belasyse was also an
efficient, brave and resolute soldier, wanting caution. The breach between
him and Willys must seriously have hampered the plans of the Sealed Knot, and
he was constantly watched by the Cromwellian authorities. In 1658 he had been
run through the hand in a duel to which he was challenged by one Philip Howard,
who accused him of seducing his (Howard's) sister. His military career
between 1642 and 1646 was, however, remarkable in that it indicates how far and
how high the younger son of a Catholic peer (he was not himself ennobled until
1644) could rise in the Royalist armed forces, Catholicism not withstanding§6

Neither a lt. colonel nor a major, have been identified for this regiment.

Captain Richard Cholmeley: Claimed in the List as of Durham. He was of
Tunstall near Catterick, and had been presented
at Thirsk Quarter Sessions in 1625 and twice in

1641 as a Recusant, on the earlier occasion, specifically for harbouring

Recusants. We appear to have a picture of his activities in 1651, when a

Richard Cholmeley who used the alias of Richard Tempest, visited one Peter

Vavasour claiming to be a representative of Colonel Sir Walter Vavasour (q.v.)
on clandestine business. He, however, over-stayed his welcome, ''protracting
tyme untill Z?hvasou:7'was very weary both of his discourse and company''.

After Cholmeley had gone, a local posse led by the Constable came to search
for him, and it further transpired that he had also used the alises of Richard
Chambers, claiming to have been a quartermaster in the Royal army, and of
Richard Mountainse. Underdown does not notice him in his study of Royalist

conspiracy. He is not to be confused with Richard Cholmeley of Grosmont in

Yorkshire, killed in the west country for the Kingg?

Captain John Crossland: Cited in the List, this may be an early reference,

erring as to forename, for Jordan Crossland, later
Colonel and Governor of Helmsley (qe.ve.). If it is
not, a John Crossland was born in 1622, the sixth and youngest son of John

Crossland of Helmsley who died in 1636. No further details are known%8

Captain George Dawson: Cited in the List, but see the same name and rank in
Sir John Mallory's Dragoons (Skipton Garrison). Ve

are probably dealing with the transfer of Dawson from
Belasyse's to Mallory's. He was of Azerley, Gentleman, fined £203 in 1646 as
a delinquent, but erroneously described as a 'major'g9

Captain Griffith Standen: Claimed in the List as of London and Westminster,
but defies identification. He may be the Captain

Standeven listed in the defence of Pontefract

Castle in 16442°




Captain Thomas Strickland: Claimed in the List as of London and Westminster.
Probably the Thomas Strickland of Sizer, younger

| brother of Colonel Sir Robert Strickland (q.ve.),
who died in 1670 and was taxed in January 1656 for £16, as a former delinquent.

In his petition to compound he referred to his rank, and stated that he had
laid down his arms in 1643?1

Lieutenant William Thornton: Claimed in the List as of Yorkshire, in Captain

Strickland's troop. He was probably William

Thornton of Olstead and Ellingthorpe, Gentleman,
who petitioned in 1649. The composition records imply that there were two
such William Thorntons, but this seems unlikely. William of Olstead, at his
composition, admitted to 'assisting'" the Royal cause, and stated that he was
then in debt to Trinity House Hull for the sum of £410. The fine of £136.19.6d
imposed upon him was probably for activities in 1648, William Thornton of
Ellingthorpe, petitioning 1649 for activities between 1642 and 1646, was fined
sh3, In his composition, this William alluded to his father Richard, deceased,
and according to the pedigree, William was his father's second son and was born
in 1603, his father dying in 1612. At the time of the visitation, William of

Ellingthorpe was described as a merchant of York, which seems to forge a link
between him and William of Olstead, who also appears to have had commercial
interests. In March 1661 William of Olstead was petitioning to be restored to
the Comptrollership of the Customs at Hull from which he had been removed in
1642, Olstead or Oldstead is in the North Riding near Easingwold, and
Ellingthorpe lies close to Boroughbridge. Territorially and commercially,

there appears to be a sound link here, particularly since two compositions by

2
one man are not unusual?

Cornet Anthony Dawson: Claimed in the List as of Yorkshire, in Captain

Dawson's troop, and this suggests a familial link.

Anthony Dawson of Hilton in the North Riding was
indicted as a Recusant at the Assizes in 1664, and both Hilton and Azerley are
in the North of Yorkshire?3

Cornet Thomas Ily: Claimed in the List as of Durham, but there is no allusior
to him in the composition proceedings of other members of

this Bishopric family. This suggests, as does his rank,

that he was a younger son or brother, if connected with the main branch. TWwo
of this name signed the 1641/2 Protestation, as of Crooke and Billyrow in
Brancepeth, and of Auckland St. Andrew respectivel éq

The following officers have not been identified.
Captain John Coot, cited in the List.

Captain William Tayler, claimed in the List, from Yorkshire.
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Captain Michael Thompson, claimed in the List from Yorkshire.

Captaln Metcalfe Wise, claimed in the List from Yorkshire.

Lieutenant John Pearson, claimed in the List from Yorkshire.

Lieutenant Robert Syley, claimed in the List from Yorkshire, Captain
Wise's troop.

Cornet Toby Rockly, claimed in the List from London/Westminster in Captain
Crossland's troop.

Cornet Richard Thornly, claimed in the List from London/Westminster. (A
Cornet Thurley was mentioned by Drake in the deflence of Pontefract).

Quartermaster John Cade, claimed in the List from Nottinghamshire, Captain
Thompson's troop.

Quartermaster Richard Hughes, claimed in the List from Lincolnshire,
Captain Coot's troop.

Quartermaster Peter Scafe, claimed in the List from Yorkshire.
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Colonel Sir William BLAKISTON'S Regiment of Horse.

Precisely when this regiment was first raised is uncertain, but it probably
belongs to the period of the Queent's presence at York in 1643, Before that
time, Blakiston may have been a troop commander under Colonel Sir William
Widdrington (q.ve.). By the time that we begin to have information concerning
his activities, in 1644/5, the regiment was far from at full strength and was
then attached, as were the remnants of so many northern cavalry regiments, to
the Oxford army. Indeed, according to a contemporary source, by mid-October
1645 Blakiston's regiment, the re<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>