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Certain other records
reveal the consequences
and effects of the

campaign on individual soldiers
and their families, such as legal
disputes that arose over ransoms for
men captured in battle, and
petitions connected with
individuals who served on the
Agincourt campaign. These records
add their own weight to the story of
the campaign and the army that
Henry V raised and then led to
France in 1415. Behind the
seemingly bureaucratic and
impassive façade lie glimpses of
untold personal experience. 
The Agincourt campaign of 1415
was a consequence of Henry V’s
revival of English royal claims to
the French throne and territorial
rights in France. Following the
failure in diplomatic negotiations
with French officials, Henry
summoned the nobles and prelates
of the realm in March 1415 for
troops to assemble on 15 April and
where he made his intentions clear
that he would pursue military
action to press his hegemonic
claims in France. Indenture
contracts for the campaign were
sealed shortly afterwards, on 29
April. These were the bedrock on
which fourteenth and fifteenth-
century armies comprising men-at-
arms and archers were raised. 
The contracts were between the

Crown and subordinate captains
charged with recruiting a stipulated
number of knights and/or men-at-
arms and archers. They also spelt
out the rate of wages to be paid and
the conditions and length of service
to which the captain and his men
would be committed. They were
referred to as ‘indentures’ because
the terms of contract were
duplicated on one sheet of
parchment and then indented so
that one half was retained by the
Crown and the other half was kept
by the other party. Should any legal
dispute arise, the two parts could be
matched up as proof of authenticity.
A total of 290 retinues are recorded
in the surviving indentures,
containing 10,533 men, in addition
to a further 877 men who made up
30 special companies providing
specialist skills such as miners,
gunners and masons.1
The knight Sir Simon Felbrigge,

for instance, entered into a contract
with the king to raise 12 men-at-
arms and 36 archers for service for
one whole year with the king either
into ‘his duchy of Guyenne
(Gascony) or into his kingdom of
France.’ Felbrigge was to take 2
shillings per day for his own wages.
The wages for his men specified in
the Indenture would depend on
whether they were dispatched to
English-held Gascony in South
West France or whether they would
be serving in parts of the kingdom
of France. His ten men-at-arms
would receive 12 pence per day and
his 30 archers 6 pence per day.
Otherwise their wages would be 40
marks per man-at-arms or 20 marks
for military service rendered for the
entire year in the said duchy. 
Pay was calculated per quarter-

year’s service. The first instalment
of the first quarter’s pay would have
been handed out to each retinue’s
captain sometime after the sealing
of the indenture, to be distributed
among his men once they had been
duly enlisted and enrolled.
Felbrigge along with his men and
other retinues mustered along the
south coast of England near
Southampton. Here, before
embarkation, they would have
received the second instalment of
their first quarter’s wages. 
The names of soldiers

participating in military expeditions
during the late medieval period are
preserved in muster rolls, many of
which survive either in part or in
their entirety. They have been
transcribed along with others from
the period 1369-1453 and are
available to search by name online
at: www.medievalsoldier.org The
muster record for Felbrigge’s
retinue has survived, and has been

Agincourt: An army marching
on parchment 
Ben Trowbridge explores the surviving records from the
Agincourt campaign and its aftermath.

The story of King Henry V’s famous victory at the battle of Agincourt, has been
recounted many times in chapter, verse and song down the centuries. Reflection
has been a mixture of eulogy and lament as both English and French writers
comment on one of the most vivid events to affect both their countries’ histories.
But whilst the battle itself has been the subject of numerous volumes, The
National Archives holds records that reveal the forgotten men who fought
alongside their king, both noble and common, knight and archer; and also who
they fought with and whether they died, were sick or injured. These are official
records of the central government offices concerned primarily with the
administrative burden of raising, feeding and paying the English army that fought
at Agincourt in 1415. 

E101/45/3 (2): Retinue roll of 
Sir Simon Felbrigge.

E101/45/1 (1): Sick rolls of invalided soldiers.

E101/45/3 (3):  Indenture of Sir Simon Felbrigge.
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E 358/6 rotulut 5d: The Agincourt Roll. 
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SC 8/301/15046: Alice Kyllingworth’s petition.

stitched together with his indenture which is unusual as these documents are mostly found
separately. John Caverham and Thomas Gayne are listed as men-at-arms; however,
annotations on the right-hand side of the muster list indicate that Caverham was among five
men-at-arms who were with the king at the field of Agincourt. In contrast the muster says
that Gayne along with five others had to return to England during the siege of Harfleur
due to sickness, probably dysentery which many soldiers were suffering from during the
month and five day long siege. 
The English army that set sail from England on 11 August 1415 numbered

approximately 12,000 men. Landing on French soil three days later, they began besieging
the nearby town of Harfleur on 17 August. The town’s defenders including a company of
300 lancers led by the experienced knights Sire Louis d’Estrouteville and Sire Raoul de
Gaucourt proved resilient in prolonging the siege until 22 September when the town was
handed over to King Henry after negotiating terms of surrender. 
Casualties during the siege were relatively light, with a total of 37 deaths.2 However a

significant number of Henry’s troops were suffering from dysentery or the ‘bloody flux’,
and in order to prevent the further spread of disease among his troops, Henry gave official
permission to hundreds of sick men to return to England. Their names were recorded to
prevent desertion by soldiers who had not received royal licence to return home. A partial
list of these names has been preserved in E 101/45/1. 
The size of the English army was further reduced by the strong force of approximately

1,200 men needed to garrison the newly subjugated town. Recent estimates based on
financial records from the Harfleur garrison and the lists of men invalided home therefore
reveal that the total reduction in English fighting strength stood at a little over 2,500 men.
This means that a total force of approximately 9,000 men left Harfleur on a damp October
day, stoically marching north-east for English-controlled Calais.3
The two armies finally assembled on a field near the village of Agincourt on 24 October,

and on 25 October, the feasts of St Crispin and St Crispinian battle was finally joined.
Henry’s army of approximately 9000 men faced a numerically superior French force led
by the Marshal of France Jean le Meingre Boucicaut and the constable of France Charles
Sire d’Albret of approximately 12,000-15,000 men.4 Retinues such as that of Sir Simon
Felbrigge would have drawn up within the fighting ranks of English men-at-arms as the
king directed. Weapons were no doubt being readied, shields levelled and insults
exchanged with the enemy, whilst archers would have been frantically hammering into the
earth the stakes they had been ordered to cut and sharpen.
The massed ranks of English archers were able to unleash a rapid and deadly rate of fire

that inflicted severe losses on French forces. They were protected from French cavalry
attacks by their stakes and on either flank by wooded and uneven ground. The terrain also
created a bottleneck into which French men-at-arms poured where their superiority in
numbers became a disadvantage. Many were crushed or forced forward into the storm of
arrows by the press of men to their rear eager to come to blows with Henry’s men. 
Chronicle accounts of the period and later authors, writers and playwrights have alluded

much to the English victory on the field of Agincourt, ranging from a celebration of divine
favour on a benevolent King to the celebration of triumph in the face of insurmountable
odds. However, the battle itself actually achieved very little strategically for Henry other
than strengthening his prestige, legitimacy and authority both in England and abroad and
landing a significant psychological blow to French fighting prowess and confidence in
strength of arms.

The paper, or should I say parchment, trail does not however end with the victory and
the homeward return of the English army from Calais. Wages were still owed to serving
soldiers and retinue captains who were required to account for casualties in their retinues.
The crown also had to redeem items of jewellery delivered to retinue leaders as surety for
payment of wages for the second quarter’s period of service. The Exchequer drew up a
comprehensive set of accounts to settle these issues. They can be found in E 358/6 which
records a total of 59 retinue captains asked to appear before the Exchequer. This document
came to be referred to as the ‘Agincourt Roll’. It confirms that Sir Simon Felbrigge was
to be paid for himself, five men-at-arms who were not among those to have been killed or
invalided back to England, and 36 archers. The roll also lists several valuable items to be
redeemed by the crown, including an ‘image of Saint Edward on a base of silver,
garnished with one baleys; four sapphires and 17 pearls valued at £42’. 
There are also records that reveal the tragic effects that the campaign had on the families

of those who died fighting on the Agincourt campaign. A petition by Alice Kyllingworth,
widow of John Kyllingworth who had died at the battle of Agincourt, pleads with the king
to provide alms for her and her three children on account of her husband’s loyal and good
service to the crown. The reason for her plea was that her late husband was greatly in debt
and after her husband’s death Alice had lost everything. This petition is among the
collection of Ancient Petitions in record series SC 8 available to download online.
These records all play their part in telling the story of Agincourt but of course they are

not the whole story. As part of commemorating the six-hundredth anniversary of this
famous event The National Archives will be providing various exhibitions, blogs, talks
and events that will illuminate the hidden treasures, themes and stories to be found in our
records that surround one of the most famous battles and campaigns in our nation’s
history.


