The Death and Burial of Henry VI,
Part I1. The Re-burial of Master John
Schorne and King Henry VI:
Windsor’s Two ‘Saints’

W.J. WHITE

*Sir John Schorne
tleman born _
Conjured the Devil into & Boot", 5
(inscription formerly attached to the well at North Marston, Buckinghamslﬁre)?

THE REGRETTASLE dearth of documentation for Henry’s reburial by Richard I}
permits unbridled speculation about the latter’s motive for performing the a
translation, Inevitably this has rled, often, to unfavourable if not sj
interpretation of Richard’s actions. Even where the regal re-interment is i

countered as a place patronised by Richard and under hj
Recently even the ostensibly innocent application of the precedent of the
reburial of Richard Il by Henry_ V has been undermined for it is held WS

advantage is similarly presumed.*
Fortunately it is possible to gain relief from the vituperative monotony’ ba
seeking an explanation for Richard’s act of translating Henry’s rémains that 33
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eeping with his known beneficience toward St. George’s Chapel.5 Thus
s ever sensitive to the fortunes of the Dean and canons of Windsor,
#ave been aware of any fall in revenue from the royal chapel’s shrine of
ohn Schorne (itself the subject of a translation from North Marston).”
the financial crisis, the result of increasing competition from the rival
across the Thames at Cherisey, was resolved by collecting the two
ative attractions into the same place? It is this refreshing view that shall
i here with the roots of the installation of Henry’s shrine at Windsor,
ssociation of the two popular cuits and the principal features of the
it cultus of King Henry VI being sought in the singular tale of the devil,
horne and his boot.?
2 inence of Master John Schorne in the fifteenth century was out of
:on to his humble origins and the fact that he was never to be registered in
endar of saints.”® Indeed it may be difficult to assess, at this remove, the
that the popular ‘saint’ and his boot exercised, inspiring widespread
“e after his death (from Northumberland to Devon), the shrine at North
apparently proving comparable to Walsingham in drawing-power.!!
ascertainable facts of his career are few but a Kentish origin for the
o jonger seriously proposed.* A monk¥ of the Auvgustinian house of
¢, Bedfordshire, he held no prominent posts before being presented as
‘North Marston, an office that he held upon his death in 1314.1 Apart
cures attributed posthumously to him he has been credited with two
ous, if derivative, acts during his life. Thus, for the benefit of his
joners during a season of drought he is said to have created an unfailing
feleaewhich spurted from the ground upon being struck by his staff.'* This
stiilous spring is, reputedly, the origin of the well which still exists at North
on and um}g the restoration of which some traces of fifteenth century
vere noted.'”” No less dramatically Master John Schorne is famous for
enticed the devil into one of his boots and detained him therein for the
of a sermon!!® The significance of this deed is unclear (although it has
in the ‘bottle imp’ fable and, expressly, in a simjlar satanic capture by
stan using a pair of tongs), but it is demonstrably the source of the boot
sin- John Schorne’s iconography and, by suggestion, his later reputation
elief of gout!"’
ally, Schorne’s twin relics of boot and well were sought specifically for
Slief of “axes’ or ague.'s After the translation to Windsor in the late fifteenth
however, his intercession was solicited for an increasing range
and other ailments, as listed on the fly-leaf of a contemporary book of
t. George's Chapel.’?
ore dealing further with the two cult-centres some indication of the scope
iconography is desirable. Although the evidence for the widespread
aenon is largely documentary in natore, and post-me@ian_:val in date, there

East Anglia
figures of Henry VI, 1 probably not coincidental). The latter
rood screens of Cawston,™ Gately? and Suffield™ in Norfolk
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I most extant representations Master John Schorne is depicted in the black: }
coif and scarlet robes of a Doctor of Divinity? and the boot that he clutches in- §
his left hand is of soft leather, of calf or knee length and with the pointed toe.
similarly appropriate to the mid to late fificenth century.?” In most cases the-3
fiend, shown emerging from the boot, is unequivocally anthropomorphic yet in
others he takes the form of a dragon, wyvern or winged serpent.?® The latter -]
allows scope for misinterpretation of the images: the confusion of g poor or Y
damaged execution of the serpent-in-the-chalice of St. Benedict or St. John the ¥
Evangelist with the devil-in-the-boot of Master John Schorne.? 1

The paintings of John Schorne in various media, although perhaps derived;.
stylisticallsr from Bellini’s portrait of Lorenzo Giustiniani, Bishop of Venice:
* were probably copies of the prototype image at North Marston.*

retained a vignette of the Devil—conjuring: ‘a picture in glass of Sir John
Schorne with a boot under his arm, like a bag-pipe, into which he was squeezing §
2 poppet [sic] representing the D .. '3 Since the chancel window persisted §
undamaged it was, presumably, a painted panel or statue which had attracted the E
attention of the iconoclast John Stokesley (writing to Thomas Cromwell in 3
August 1537): ‘At Merstun [sic] Mr. Johan Schorn stondith blesyng a
bote, whereunto they do say he conveyed the devill. He is much sowgt for the 3
agow . If it be your lordeship’s pleasl_nr » I shall sett that botyd image in a nother 4

of Caversham, together with ‘the dapger that kylled Kinge Henry, schethe and ‘%
alle ... . thys wek folowing I will send uppe Mr. Johan Schorn”.*

St. Mary's, North Marston, now despoiled of the shrine and fittings was
throughout most of the fifteenth century the centre of Master Schorne’s

As has been noticed local reverence for the ‘saint’ was not extinguished by §
such infamy nor even by the official transplantation to Edward IV’s chapel at 4
Windsor Castle, and the continuity of imagery is supplemented by the evidence 3
of wills, that of Joan Ingram (d.1519) includinﬁ :
mister John Shorny’s light’ at North Marston. ¢
had directed that his body be buried before the high altar, recent archaeological §
investigations suggest that the shrine wag situated at the east end of the south '
aisle during the fifteenth century.”” Furthermore the chance] itself presents 3
problems in view of the remarkable standards of its design and workmanship, 3
exceptionally high in a comparatively remote country church® and explicable 3
only in terms of the great wealth of the shrine, The question remains whether the 3
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rebuilt in the late fifteenth century financed by the proceeds of the
,flhe offerings of pilgrims then amounting to £300 per annum®), or
Tithe:work post-dates the removal of John Schorne to Windsor, being paid
pensation for the loss in earnings?*® The difficulty with the latter view
fhe ‘new work included rebuilding the vestry with an upper chamber
gfireplace and a squint overlooking the shrine (cf. St. Albans and, later,
%5 itself). Such an elaborate arrangement would seem redundant in
iinow become a church of minor importance. No great significance need
Yied to the presence in the fabric of the chancel masons’ marks identical
%h:St. George's Chapel since these are evident at Eton College Chapel
i¥ymoreover, at All Saints, Hillesden (less than five miles from North
X ﬁnd merely serve to identify a particular school of South Midlands

2change of fortune of the Schorne shrine in the late fifteenth century
thing to the energy and forceful personality of Richard Beauchamp,
iSalisbury, Edward had appointed him Master and Surveyor of the
fithe Chapel of the Blessed Mary and St. Gegrge, Windsor Castle, on 19
21473, but the pace of events accelerated markedly in 1477, following
i-as: Chancellor of the Order of the Garter (2 March), and Dean of the
March).*® Almost immediately he appears to have set about
the. means to attract pilgrims to the Chapel. In April 1478 he was
iPope Sixtus IV a licence to remove the remains of John Schorne from
BAarston® and, shortly afterwards, the Dean and canons of Windsor
he advowson and rectory of this church by exchange for the church of
Jorthamptonshire.*® Although as part of the arrangement Dunstable
former appropriators of North Marston, were exempted ‘from
of corrody sustenance to the King this may have been scant
or their loss in revenue from the shrine.*
e-confirmation of the grants by licence of the King and Thomas
then Bishop of Lincoln and in whose diocese the named churches
January 1480 all obstacles to the transfer had been removed.*” The
Master John Schorne was installed in the Chapel at the south-east
st:part of the new St. George’s to be completed, and included in the
fifor: work on the choir for the year ending 11 January 1482, entered in
r’s.voll, are carvings for the ‘enterclose’ of the chapel of Mapgister
horn.® Unfortunately the above accounts are not itemised and,
n: where detailed bills relating to the iron, giass and paint work of
ist. they are undated and could equally well apply to restoration or
on:of the tomb.*® Again, although the books of “particulars’ are lost the
eneral costs- preserve the dates for various landmarks in the
20f:the structure and the principal craftsmen involved. The architect
iasesof the work was Henry Janyns, who had previously been involved
Wl’s: project at Eton College, and who here received an annual fee of
sifor his gown. %
ynamic pace of the work on St. George’s Chapel did not slacken
pon ‘the death of Richard Beauchamp on 11 October 1481 for the
cept-was carried forward ably by Thomas Chancellor, who had been
Elerkrof the works on 1 March 1477 and who was to be confirmed in
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office by Richard In1 upon his succession.” Swift though the speed of
developments had proved, however, any plan to make use of the ready-made
shrine as a regular source of income was to be thwarted by the yet faster moving
events at neighbouring Chertsey.

Although the cult of ‘Saint’ Henry VI did not achieve officia) recognition
until 1494, with Henry VII’s early plan to associate his' own tomb with g rebuilt
shrine to his namesake at Windsor, the first miracle attributed to this popularly

particular, is traceable readily to the expanded interests of his predecessor at
Windsor.** Few of the miracles attributed to Henry VI are datable directly to the
reign of Richard; nonetheless certain of these tales have come under scrutiny

around the feast of Pentecost, relief was not effected until the lage monarch had
been ll'gnoved to Windsor, a delay which prolonged suffering by at least ten
weeks

The precise circumstances of the reburial of Henry VI are likely to remain
unknown, Whereas the contemporary treasurer’s accounts for St George’s
Chapel merely record expenses of £5 105 24 relating to the removal from
Chertsey® |ater descriptions of the disinterment supply startling detail. Thus,
during the hearings on 26 February 1498 to determine whether Henry ought to
be re-interred a second time (and, if 80, where), serious charges were laid in
evidence before the Great Council if the Star Chamber, John Pigot, Abbot of
Chertsey, alleged that on 12 August 1484 Richard ‘lately in deed but not by right
King of England® had broken open the tomb of King Henry to the consternation
and vociferous protests of the monks of Chertsey.** Dean Christopher Urswyck,
attempting to show cauge why St. George’s Chapel should continue to retain
Henry's shrine made the counter-claim that the exhumation hagd been made with
the approval of the said Abbot who, indeed, had insisted upon opening the tomb
himself1% Sych scandalous scenes are absent from the account by John Rous of
the momentous occasion. Writing closer to the events described he acknowledges
&9 gl;gnig and solemnity with which Richard accomplished the translation to

indsor,

prestigious work but with Richard’s death the building programme came to a

halt, The accounts of Thomas Chancellor ceage at 1484 as, apparently, did the
direct association of Henry Janyns with the edifice, yet it is known that much of
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work on the choir had been brought to completion. This phase, up to the end
fichard’s reign, includes the Schorne Chapel, the aisles, the wood-carving of
choir stalls (including the majority of the portrait busts above them), the
y of Edward IV (possibly incomplete yet including iron-work for the chantry)
i the iron-bound chests for the donations of pilgrims.©2 However, most of the
ine of the nave and some of the vaulting of the remainder were not to be
pieted for another twenty years and then under the terms of the will of Sir
xald Bray (d.1503), rather than under royal patronage.®
When the King’s Council, meeting at Greenwich on 5 March 1498, gave its
2on on the future of the remains of Henry VI it had been persuaded by the
wments of the Prior of Westminster. By contrast to the undignified wrangling
*of the representatives of Cherisey and Windsor, Westminster Abbey had been
able to draw upon the testimony of a dozen eye-witnesses, of ages ranging from
~sixty and more years’ to ninety, who all swore that during his life Henry had
made it known that this was where he wished to be buried.5

Hence the plans for the magnificent Henry VII chantry chapel known today
ate from this decision of the Council and, having abandoned his earlier project
of associating his own tomb with the reflected glory of a re-built shrine to Henry
V1 at Windsor, Henry VII appears to have taken little further interest in St.
George’s Chapel.5* Transferring his attentions to Westminster, he entered into an
ndenture with the Convent on 26 July 1498, whereby he was to receive £500
rowards the expenses of translating his namesake thither and which was duly
paid - to him.5® Whether because of deliberate fraud, or mere inefficient
organisation, the remains still had not been translated upon Henry’s own death
eleven years later. Had Henry VII kept his word, however, Westminster Abbey
would have received a bargain in that the enormous sum defrayed could have
been recouped within a year or two out of the receipts from the new shrine.

The legendary parsimony of Henry VII appears to have had a profound
influence upon the campaign for the canonisation of the other Henry. The project
nad been thwarted by the deaths of the successive popes petitioned yet, finally, in
1503 Julius II, noting Henry's intention to be buried at Windsor and that the
shrine at Windsor had been attracting pilgrims, granted a faculty for the
transiation proposed and appointed a commission to enquire into the merits of
Heary VI's case. Subsequently Henry seems to have abandoned the canonisation
owing to the high fees charged by the Papal Court.? His son did not actively
prosecute the case and was content to direct his burial near the tomb of Henry
VI at Windsor.%
~ Meanwhile pilgrimages to the two shrines at Windsor had proliferated. This
‘obscurer’ place was within easy reach of London, judging by the concentration
of finds of the pilgrim badges of both Windsor ‘gaints’ in that City. In view of the
earlier part of this article, however, it is unjustified to dismiss the tokens of
Master John Schorne found in the Thames at London as mcre ‘return tickets to
the shrine of Henry VT', as has been done recently.® Pilgrimages to both shrines
are specified in at least five wills of the period 1485-1505," and Master John
schorne continued to exert an influence well into the sixteenth century. Thus,
following the abjuration of heresy, in about 1510, by a local group of Lollards
the prescribed penance included a pilgrimage to North Marston: “Thomas
Harding dwelling at Chesham, in the county of Buckingham, with Alice his wife
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was first abjured by William Smyth, Bishop of Lincoln + .- with divers others,
compelled to make pilgrimage . .. some to the great block, otherwise called oyr
Lady of Lincoin; some to Walsingham, some to St Romuld [sic] of Buckingham,
some to the rood of Wendover, some to Si. John Shorne...”” Eyeq at the
Dissolution the proceeds from the Schorne shrine were considerable, having risen
to £500 per anqum,”? .

If the talisman of Johy Schorne was a boot that of Henry V] was a hat: ‘the
seely people... have ap olde red Velvet Hatte Put uppon their head... 5
Sovereigne Medicine against the Head-ache, the Figure of al which Superstition

yet standeth in the Glage Windowe over—against the place of his burial” In g -

recent work this object is treated as the actyal hat, cireq 1450, worn during life
by Henry (who was well known for his predilection for shabby and unfashionable
costume), and it is possibly Henry’s miracle-working hat that js commemorated
by certain hat-shaped lead tokens ™ Elsewhere the suggestion has been made that
the hat was merely the cap of estate from the funerary helm which once hung
among the ‘achievements’ above hig tomb,”

shrines at Windsor were to have a relatively short life. It has been
claimed that the Dean and canons of Windsor returned the remains of Master
Schorne to North Marston because their value to them had been debased by the
acquisition of the illustrious King Henry.” Thig view is at variance with the
economic realities, above, and there jis certainly no record of & further
exhumation. The shrine was to be displaced, however, when space was being
sought in the Chapel for the tombs of Edward Clinton, Earl of Lincoln (d.1585),

Ereat attractions. Windsor had been the first station on the royal progress of
1483 and there Richard had inspected the work on the Chapel, including the
tomb of his brother and the pristine shrine of Windsor’s first popular saint.
Richard may have shared Edward’s concept of the new foundation as the
mausoleum of the Yorkist dynasty, though his reburial of Henry VI there
suggests that he viewed it as a royal alternative to the over-crowded Chapel of St
Edward the Confessor in “{estminster_Abbey." The suggestion has been made

make more sense if thege were but temporary expedients.® Richarg’s long-te:z:
aims for the enhancement of the stature of St, George’s Chapel might thus ha:
involved the collection together of these outlying burials, including those of &
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.- The exploration of Richard’s possible reasons for reburying Henry VI at
Windsor necessarily involves conjecture but the ascription of the baser motives
b hifh has been made only with the benefit of malign hindsight. It is clear that
during his short reign Richard IIT continued the building activity at the collegiate
urch of Edward 1V and that the acquisition of Henry’s sepulchre was of
mmediate financial benefit to that establishment. The work was interrupted by
“he death of Richard and was not to be actively promoted by his supplanter.
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Correction
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