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QUINTON LANE 

Photo by Major Hereward Wake 

This quiet and secluded lane leading from Quinton to Courteenhall-a tiny village right off the 
beaten track-has been lowered at this point and the trees and hedges destroyed, to enable it to pass 
under the new motor road which now crosses it at right angles just beyond the car seen in the picture. 

This view is about half-way between the two villages, looking south. 

AN OLD CUSTOM AT EARLS BARTON 

Earls Barton is a large village of about 3,000 inhabitants, 'pleasantly 
seated on the northern ridge of the fertile valley of the Nene,' as 
Kelly's Directory has it. The village, which is seven miles from 
Northampton, is a great centre of the shoe trade, and is also famous 
for the splendid Saxon tower of the parish church. 

"The inhabitants of Earls Barton are known by the villagers and towns folk 
of the neighbourhood as "Leeks." On Shrove Tuesday the housewife here does 
not get pancakes as the special dish, but 'Leek pasties.' As quite a lot of people 
still use the public bake-house, and the leek pies go there for baking, it is ad
viseable to have that dainty, or manage to cook at home on that particular day. 

Years ago a free supper, consisting of leek pies was served to all customers 
in the public houses. It is still the custom to give suppers on Shrove Tuesday, but 
the fare is now more varied. It is said in the village that in olden times a chaff 
cutter was placed on the village green on Shrove Tuesday for cutting up the 
leeks. Women caught the cuttings in their white aprons." 

(From an essay on local folk-lore; for a competition organised by the County Federation of Women's 
Institutes in 1936.) 



243 

HIGHAM FERRERS ELECTIONS IN 1640, 
A MIDLAND MARKET TOWN ON THE EVE OF CIVIL WAR 

AT Higham Ferrers in 1640 there were three disputed elections; two were concerned with the 
election of the single borough member to the Short and Long Parliaments and the other with the 
election of a mayor for the year following. In the Finch-Hatton collection in the Northamptonshire 
Record Office are documents relating to the Parliamentary activities of Sir Christopher Hatton1 

(who represented the borough in both Parliaments); and the borough records of Higham F errers 
, (in the same custody) and other sources provide additional material showing the growing tension 
in this small market town in Northamptonshire on the eve of the Civil War. One source of infor
mation is missing. The comprehensive series of borough court rolls, which is ' almost complete for 
the preceding years, stops short at October, 1638. 

Unrest in Northamptonshire was the subject of public expression at the beginning of 
1640. On January 8th at Quarter Sessions at Kettering the grand jury complained that there was 
"a great and unsupportable grievance lying upon the County under the name of Ship Money to 
be raised for providing of ships," for which their goods were forcibly taken and detained. They 

' prayed for redress from a burden they were not well able to bear. In March, Francis Gray, the 
Clerk of the Peace, and the foreman of the Jury, one Richard Knighton of Irthlingborough, 
were summoned before the hiw officers to answer for their part in this.2 More general discontent 
was set out in the Petition of the Freeholders of the County to the House of Commons on April 
4th 1640: 

" . . . that of late we have been unusually and insupportably charged troubled and 
grieved in our consciences persons and estates by innovation in religion, exactions in 
spiritual Courts, molestations of our Godly and learned Ministers, Ship money, 
monopolies, undue impositions, Army money, waggon money, horse money, conduct 
money and enlarging the forest beyond the ancient bounds and t};le like for not 
yielding to which things or some of them, divers of us have been molested, distrained 
or imprisoned."3 i 

Higham Ferrers itself was a busy little market town on the 'main road from London to 
Leicester, with two markets every week and four fairs ,during the year. The parish registers show 
that plague had doubled the normal death rate in 1637 and 1638, but there had been nothing like 
the disaster which disorganised the Northampton markets, which were held outside the ' town 
on Northampton' Heath, afterwards the race course.4 

The court rolls up to October 1638 show no' special traces of unrest ,except the arising of 
, a minor prophetess, Sara the wife of George Cook, who publicly proclaimed "that the town of 
Higham Ferrers should shprtly be sunk." Such a graphic forecast of the coming flood must have 
stung into action ' a Corporation over ... sensitive to this kind of comment, for she was presented at 
the October Leet in 1638 and amerced 3S. 4d. for "slander and false news." 

, The main troubles locally appear to have been threefold. First the clergy were divid~d 
between those who agreed with Archbishop -Laud in his disciplinary action in church affairs, and 

1 Sir Christopher Hatton of Kirby Hall, Northants, 
(1905 ?-1670) was descended from an uncle of Queen 
Elizabeth I's lord chancellor. He was created Baron 
Hatton in July, 1643, and was mac;le Comptrolle,r of 
the Household to Charles I later in the same year. 
He lived abroad from 1646 to 1656. He was a dis
tinguished antiquary and the famous collection of 
early charters which he made in collaboration with 
Sir William Dugdale was published in 1950 (N.R.S. 

Vol XV). See Lady Stenton's Introduction to this 
book, pp. xxi~ xxii. 

2 Calendar of State Papers (Domestic), 1639-4.0, 
p.312. 

3 Ibid. 1640, p. 7. 

4 Records of the Borough of Northampton, ed. C. A. 
Markham and J. C. Cox (1898), ii, p. 238; 
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those who held "Puritan" views and thought the Church was heading back to Rome. Changes 
such as the placing of the Communion Table at the east end and the erection of railings before it 
raised bitter dissension. Secondly, the collection of Ship Money was resented and resisted. The 
Sheriff was reporting that he could not get the Constables of the eastern division of the County 
to meet him to: arrange the collection.., and he himself was threatened by the Council in London. 
John Ekins of Rushden had a horse seized for non-payment of this tax, and it was rescued the 
same night from a barn at Raunds.5 At Kettering, Mr. Sawyer had set about the collectors.6 

Lastly, men were being mustered and impressed for the war against the Scots, whose rebellion 
was largely a revolt against the doctrine of Laud and therefore had the sympathy of the Puritan 
section of opinion here. There was difficulty in raising the men to join the army and in raising 
the various cash payments, such as coat and conduct money, which were charged on the County. 
The 1638 muster list7 contained 11 names for Higham out of a burgess list of about 140. 

Nicholas Eccles, a tailor, was mayor in the spring of 1640, when the King announced his 
intention of summoning the Parliament later known as the "Short" Parliament, and, as mayor, 
Eccles was also the returning officer. The vicar, John Digby, was a supporter of Laud who had 
recently contributed to the rebuilding of the church, the spire of which had collapsed earlier 
when Eccles was one of the churchwardens. The parish registers cease abruptly with the fall of 
Laud at the end of 1640 and Digby was subsequently removed. All the burgesses would have 
been affected directly by the three main matters which were the subject of complaint to the 
Government, and it is plain that feeling was running high. The two most considerable families 
in the borough were at loggerheads. Thomas Rudd, a Justice of the Peace "until the turbulent 
distracting times," as his tombstone in the church records, was a captain in the army and Charles 
I's Chief Engineer. He had served in the Low Countries and had several royal commissions on 
hand. Even he was driven to petition for his pay, which was some £1,300 in arrear in 1639, but 
he stated that "notwithstanding his old age [he was 55] he was still willing to hazard his life in 
the King's Service." (He served with the Royalists until his death in 1656). In 1640 he was at 
home at the Manor House on the Market Square. He leased most of the old demesne land of the 
parish from the Duchy of Lancaster and sublet it to the smaller husbandmen. The Hval family 
of Freeman were farmers of the rectory and lessees from the Crown of the remainder of the 
farm land of the parish, and they took the opposite side to Rudd in the affairs which divided the 
town. The remainder of the burgesses were yeoman,tradesmen, innkeepers, and ordinary citizens 
who were divided amongst themselves, sometimes even within their own families. 

Higham had been a borough within a parish from 1251, when 92 inhabitants were granted 
their houses and land in free burgage.8 The grantees did not include a number of villeins and 

" cottagers whose holdings, together with almost all the surrounding common fields, formed a . 
manor of the Duchy of Lancaster. In 1640, this manor was part of the jointure of the Queen.9 

The Borough had, in 1556, been incorporated anew, and, by charter of Philip and Mary on 
14th March in that year, the mayor, aldermen, and 13 capital burgesses were granted "the right 
to elect and nominate one discreet man of the Borough to be a Burgess of Parliament for the 
said Borough such Burgess to be elected at the expense and cost of the said Borough Parish 
and Commonalty and to be sent to the Parliament wherever held in manner and form as in other 
Boroughs of our Realm of England such Burgess to have an affirmative and negative voice and 
do all things that other Burgesses of Parliament dO."lO The old borough, although it had a mayor 
and borough courts, had never before sent a member to any Parliament, and the influence of 
the Duchy of Lancaster a,nd the Crown was henceforth used to secure the return of members 

11 Victoria County History of Northants, iv, p. 46. 

8 Cal. S. P. (Dom.), 1638-39, pp. 5-16,34,36,45, 
162 and 455. 

7 S. P. Dom., 17E, no. 15, m.6. 

8 Charter Ro1136 H. Ill, m.25. 

9 Patent Roll, 5 Car. I, xv, no. 6. 

10 Patent Roll, 2 and 3 Ph. and Mary, p. 8, m.27. 
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nominated by them. Letters were sent to the mayor requesting the election of their ;.candidates.ll 
Between the death of Queen Elizabeth and the Civil War the influence of Henry Montagu of 
Boughton, later Earl of Manchester appears. He was the sitting member for Higham Ferrers 
at the turn of the century, and in 1640 he was a member of Queen Henrietta Maria's Council 
and still -in a position to give a candidate some support.12 

There must have been a preliminary clash at a miniature election in the Corporation 
early in 1639. The steward of the borough, Arthur Goodday, I.P., a member of Gray's Inn, 
died in February of that year, and by the charter of the borough the election of his successor 
was in the hands of the mayor and seven aldermen.13 At that time, these eight men were equally 
divided between the two parties, but Henry Freeman was the mayor and he appears to have 
given a casting vote in favour of one John Sanderson, counsellor-at-Iaw. Nicholas Eccles was 
one of the aldermen opposing Sanderson, and the matter still rankled in October, 1640, as will 
be seen in the petition quoted below, wherein Eccles says that Sanderson "pretendeth himself 

. to be the Steward." 
The Parliamentary elections of 1640 were the first to be held since 1629, and in previous 

polls the choice had been made by the close Corporation of mayor, seven aldermen and thirteen 
capital burgesses only. On this occasion there was considerable opinion in favour of a much 
wider franchise. Three candidates appeared in the field: Sir Christopher Hatton of Kirby, who 
had been the Duchy steward at Higham since 1637 and was a Royalist; Edward Harby of 
Adstone, who had married the daughter of Henry Freeman of Higham Ferrers and was a 
supporter of the opposite side; and, a Mr. Wynn, who may have been the official nominee of 
the Queen's Council and the Duchy of Lancaster. 

The election was to be held on March 28th, and although elsewhere "this Election caused 
little stir in England," there was preparation at Higb,am at the beginning of the month. The 
Queen's Council and the Duchy sent out letters which were delivered by the Sheriff's messenger 
when he brought the writ. No copies of these letters survive, but each would have recommended 
a candidate to the burgesses for their consideration. No less than three cases were submitted 
for the opinion of learned Counsel; possibly one by each contestant. They all concern the question, 
who should be allowed to vote? The first Opinionl4 is dated 6th March and was given by Sir 
Robert Heath, a man who had been briefed for the Crown in some of the Ship Money prose
cutions. He stated that "regularly in every Borough, every inhabitant being a hQuseholder hath 
a voice" and pointed out that the Higham charter expressly says that the election is to be "sicut 
in aliis burgis." Also "if the King had meant to restrain the election to, the capital burgesses' which 
are but few in number, the Charter would have styled them so specially." 

To anyone who knew that the Corporation was heavily against the royalist candidate, it 
might have seemed that this Opinion was special pleading, but on the following day a further 
Opinionl5 was given by no less a man than Oliver St. John, who was the defender of Hampden 
in his Ship Money trial and was later to be Cromwell's Lord Chief Justice. He was not influenced 
by such thoughts when he wrote: "not only the Mayor, Aldermen and thirteen Capital 
Burgesses have voices in the election but likewise all other Burgesses within the limits of the 
Borough." He made the point that, in some places, the charter required things to be done by 
the close Corporation specifically, but that in this instance the charter was wider. He evidently _ 
knew that the previous practice had been to restrict the election to the close Corporation, for he 

11 Of Parliamentary elections at Higham in the reign 
of Elizabeth I, Sir John Neale writes: "Higham 
Ferrers, a single-member constituency, is a puzzle. 
It started the reign only too clearly at the Duchy's 
call, electing in 1559 and 1563 'The Right Worshipful 
John Purvey, Auditor ofthe South parts of the Duchy 
of Lancaster,'-a Hertfordshire gentleman ... As 
likely as not, Christopher Hatton, the rising star 
among favourites at Court, though himself a Nor
thamptonshire man, owed his seat in 1571 to Chan
cellor Sadler; and so presumably did the member in 
1572. But thereafter, the influence of Mildmay, 

Hatton, and Montagu of Boughton, great names in 
the county, would explain the elections; though it is 
just conceivable th~t these magnates operated through 
the Chancellor of the Duchy." (The Elizabethan 
House of Commons, p. 228). 

12 J. E. Neale, The Elizabethan House of Commons, 
p.228. 

13 Charter of Philip· & Mary, (Pat. Roll. 2 & 3 P. & 
M., pt. 8, m. 27.). 

14 N.R.O., Finch-Hatton MSS, nos. 3467, 3500. 
15 Finch-Hatton MSS., 3467, 3500. 

"11 

I 
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ends "neither doth any usage . . . sithence the making of the Letters patent upon any miscon
ception thereof take away the freedom of election which is to be mad~ by all." 

On March 23rd a third Opinion16 was given by Geoffrey Palmer, a strong King's man, 
who was the member for Stamford in the Long Parliament and at the Restoration became 
Charles's Attor:lley General. Re confirmed in greater detail that "all the inhabitants within the 
Borough and Parish whether they be Borough-holders or other householders may give their 
voice~," and indicated that the term "Burgesses" related to all the "resiants" of the Borough. His 
full opinion, with reasons, is a comprehensive survey of the wider views about the · franchise, 
which were held at the time. 

Nicholas Eccles therefore had some reason to admit electors who had never before taken 
part in a Parliamentary election. In 1638 there were about 140 persons on the borough resiants' 
RollP 1.n a contemporary petition containing 75 of their names (all Duchy of Lancaster ten~ts), 
29 signed their names and the rest had to make their marks.ls From this list it appears that all 
the members of the Corporation except one could sign their names. 

Sir Christopher Ratton prepared for the election quite thoroughly. Re had copies of the 
Opinions, a list of all previous returns for the Borough,I9 and a copy of.the Indenture for the 
1586 Election,2o prepared for use in his campaign .and all these copies remain in the Finch 
Ratton Collection. In the same collection are two copies of the poll list for the Election.2l These 
are not dated but can, by other evidence, be attributed to March 1640. The first list is given in 
full; the aldermen and capital burgesses are identified and occupations have been added for the 
purpose of this paper.22 

Sir Christopher Hatton 
+ John Cluer [Innkeeper] 
+ Richard Broughton [Shoe Maker] 
+ John Marryot [Labourer] 
-+- John Barker 
+ John Allen [Mason] 
+ Tho. Foscutt 
+ Francis Wingrave [Fuller] 
+ John Se1by [Mason] 
+ John Ekins [Butcher] 
+ Richard Langley 
+ John Woodward 
~ William Langley 

John Digby 
George Barrick 
Humphrey Vivian 
Mr. Jackson 

+ Willm. Middleton 
Mr. Rudd 

+ Thomas Sanderson 
+ John Sanderson 
+ Martyn Creake 

16 Ibid. 3467, 1750. 

[Vicar] 
[Innkeeper] 
[Alderman] 
[Alderman and 
shoemaker] 

[Alderman-soldier
farmer] -
[C.B., tanner] 
[C.B., husbandman] 
[C.B., miller] 

£127 5 9 
55 12 2t 

£182 17 lI t 

17 Borough Court Roll for 1637-38. 
18 . Finch-Hatton MS., 3466. 
19 Ibid., 3375. 

Mr. Harby 
+ Mr. Worthington [Alderman] 
+ Henry Freeman [Alderman and 

millwright] 
+ Christopher Rudd [Alderman and 

innkeeper] 
Henry Freeman Esq. [Alderman and 

+ Willia~ Matthew 

Thos. Negus 
+ Arthur Heckles 

Richard Lingard 

Thos. Lynacre , 

+ Willm. Dewberry 
+ John Smyth 

John Streames 
+ John Saby 

Mr. Wynn 

farmer] 
[C.B. and husband
man] 
[C.B.] 
[€.B.] 
[CB. and inn
keeper-surgeon] 
[C.B. and . 
chandler] 
[C.B.] 
[C.B. and baker] 
[C.B. and·innkeeper] 
[C.B. and husband-
man] . 

Mr. Mayor [Tailor] 

20 Ibid., 879. 
21 Ibid., 3468, A & B . 

22 The abbreviation ."c.B." stands for "Capital 
Burgess." 
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This list.is roughly written and there is a second list, in a fair hand, with the names placed in 
order of seniority, without the cros~es. Possibly the first list was made at the time of the poll 
and reflects the method of election and tactics of the parties. If so, we , can imagine the hustings 
at the Market Cross, with the mayor reading the writ to a chorus of "A Hatton!" and "A 
Harby !" The shouts being inconclusive, a poll would have been required, and the list apparently 
shows Hatton 'beginning by polling a burgess who was not a member of the Corporation and at 
once asserting his right. If there was dispute; it was settled in his favour, but Harby played , safe 
by polling an alderman and the fight continue4, with Hatton polling new voters and Harby 
members of the Corporation until these came to an end and he ' stopped. Hatton went on and 
polled his Corporation members who had been, held in reserve, with a couple of others for good 
measure. Harby, it seems, res?lutely 'refused to poll new voters. 

Crosses are placed against all except five names in each Column and this may indicate a 
certain amount of pairing' when the oaths were taken but the order in which they occur in the 
list suggests that, although the ' Hatton supporters were sworn as they were called, five Harby 
men did not take the oath. As soon as Harby withdrew, as he must have done after polling his 
last man against the vicar, it looks as if he and four more of Hatton's voters promptly polled 
without being sworn. " 

The mayor was the only voter for Mr. Wynn, possibly as a gesture of official neutrality or 
official loyalty to the nominee of the Crown and Duchy. Hatton had secured the election by 
21 votes to 13. A copy of the indenture between the mayor; aldermen and burgesses, and 
Christopher Yelverton the Sheriff, returning him as the elected member on the 28th March, 
signed by Thomas Wyllis, accompanies the poll lists. 23 

Victory was secured by bringing in 15 ordinary burgesses as voters. Harby, relying on 
the 'custom of previous years and in defiance of the Opinions of Counsel, had polled only 'members 
of the close Corporation in which he had a majority of 13 against 6. All these voted except 
William Smith who was possibly ill-as he appears to have been later in the year. 24 As there must 
have been over 100 other persons who could have voted under the new ruling, it may be that 
Harby, although he had a majority of the Corporation, knew that opinion in the town as a whole 
was against him. Although John Digby the vicar was one of the new voters, at least six of the 
fifteen could not sign their names, and they appear to be an ordinary body of the ' general public 
not cOl~fined to any particular class. 
. The dependence of the whole town upon the Duchy would normally have been expected 
to influence any election, and almost all the Corporation were puchy tenants in some capacity. 
This did not prevent the majority of them voting for Harhy. The fact that Rudd and the 
Laudian vicar, Digby, supported Hatton, evidently had considerable weight, but it is difficult 
to estimate how the remainder of the ordinary burgesses would have voted. 

The analogy of the Northampton electio~ in the ~ame year might lead one to assume 
that, as at Northampton,25 the majority of the Corporation preferred to lose , the election rather 
than admit the principle of democracy and allow ordinary burgesses to vote, and that this issue 
cut across the national political issues. Thomas Rudd did, however, carry with him nearly one 
third of the Corporation willing to go for Hatton and Democracy, and when he himself stood 
for the mayoralty in the autumn he increased this to half, at a time when the same issue was at 
stake. There is also some evidence that the Corporation had secured a majority for the,Puritan 
cause by packing. The court rolls, record that the last five capital burgesses to be chosen (by the 
Corporation) were William Matthews, Thomas Negus, Richard Lingard, Twiford Worthington 
and Arthur Eccles, and that Worthington had also been recently made an alderman. If this were 
so ,the new men were not all reliable; as Lingard and Eccles changed sides at the election of Rudd 
as mayor. 

The sums of money set out in the poll list may refer to the cost of the election to Hatton. 

23 Finch-Hatton MS., 880. 
24 Ca!. s.p.b., 1640, p. 38. 
25 The Northampton' election is discussed in The 

Long Parliament by M. F. Keeler, (Philadelphia 
19.54), pp. 57-8. I am indebted for this reference to 
Mr. Lawrence Stone. -
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This is the obvious explanation, except that it does seem a great deal of money for so small an 
electorate. It could howev'er refer to the cost of both elections in 1640 and perhaps also to that 
for Castle Rising where Hatton was also elected.26 The 1640 elections were certainly the most 
expensive that had ever taken place.27 

The fads raise a strong presumption that an Election such as this would inevitably lead 
to a dispute, but nothing is known of any petition to unseat Hatton and as the Short Parliament, 
havi~g met on the 13th April was dissolved on the 5th May, perhaps time was too short for action. 

With no Parliament in session, the situation in the country deteriorated during the 
summer and by eady autumn local dissatisfaction was being freely expressed. In August there 
was a Convention at the Swan Inn, Kettering, of twenty-seven clergy and local worthies, 
including a Justice of the Peace, to consider the oath in "the late Book of Canons known as the 
Etcetera Oath," which had been promulgated by Archbishop Laud in Convocation in May. 28 

Those attending solemnly approved the cause of the Scots and resolved never to take the Oath 
but rather to lose their livings.29 

The Scots had by then occupied part of the Northern Counties and although Charles 
had gone North to meet them, he was forced to make a truce and by 'September he had to 
summon another Parliament. 

The officers of the Duchy of Lancaster were already at work . on the elections by 
September 28th, when Lord Newburgh, the Duchy Chancellor, wrote to Nicholas Eccles, as 
mayor, saying: . 

"I shall present for and recommend to your choice for a Burgess of your Town 
Sir Thomas Stafford Kt. a Gentleman of worth and abilities to serve in that place, 
leaving you to your freedom in your election for all things that shall concern your 
good and the good of this Kingdom and I shall acknowledge my obligation if for my 
sake he shall be by you chosen and trusted with that employment whereof I am 
confident he will with all faithfulness and care of your interest discharge. to his 
utmost."30 

The Queen's Council were equally interested on behalf of Stafford, who was one of the 
Gentleman Ushers of the Privy Chamber to Her Majesty. On the 1st October the Clerk of the 
Council, Nathaniel Tomkins, wrote to Sir John Lamb: "It is Her Majesty's pleasure that such 
letters be written as were last Parliament to the several Burgess Towns within her jointure for 
the electing of such persons as she shall nominate to serve for them in the approaching Parliament 
which is to begin on the 3rd November next ... not doubting that you will sound those of Higham 
Ferrers being now in the CountY so near them. I conceive that our letters will be carried by the 

,. same messengers who carry the Writs as they were last time. Even after a bad Harvest one must 
sow (Etiam post malam messem serendum) and peradventure some of the Borough Towns may 
be wiser now than they were then. "31 

Sir John Lamb had a house at Rothwell. He was Chancellor of the Diocese of Peterborough 
and was acting as Archbishop Laud's right hand man in the fight against the Puritans, which he 
pursued with harshness, so that Bishop Williams called him "the most hated of all that trod on 
the earth in the County of Northampton where he dwelt." 

On the 3rd October a letter did go out to the mayor from Queen Henrietta Maria's Council, 
including the Earls of Manchester and Dorset, Lord Cottington (the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer), Sir Henry Winter (the Queen's Secretary) and others. It sets out that the Queen is 
desirous that fit and worthy persons may be chosen to serve for burgesses for such boroughs as 
are parcel of her jointure, and goes OIi to reconnrtend Sir Thomas Stafford as a person "every 
way deserving your free election of him." There follows a most optimistic peroration: "We 

26 Keeler, op. cit., p. 208. 
. and the objectors alleged that "etc." could include 

27 Mr. Stone has provided the explanation given. the devil himself. 
See his article in English Historical Review (July 1956). 

29 Cal. S.P.D. 1640, pp. 636-8. 
28 This imposed an obligation not to alter the 

government of the Church by "archbishops, bishops, 30 Finch-Hatton MS., 3451. 
deans and archdeacons, etc.," as it stood, established , 3l .. Cal. S.P.D., 1640, p. 38 . . 
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doubt not but you will give such respect unto this recoll1..mendation of her Majesty (the Royal 
Owner of that Manor) as not to place before it the soli citation of any other person whatsoever. 
And you may rest assured that we will in such part represent unto her Majesty the observance 
which you will show therein as that her Majesty may retayne a gracious remembrance thereof 
upon all occasions wherein your Borough in general or any of you in particular shall be 
concerned." 32 

The mayor replied to these requests firmly but courteously.33 The copies of these letters 
only bear the date 1640 and it is uncertain to whom each is addressed but presumably one is to 
the Queen's Council and one to the Duchy Council: . 

"May it please your Lordships, 
That we have not sooner returned our answer to your Lordship'S letters may 

well be enterpreted our undewtie, that having received so gentle a commandment we 
know not how to give a mannerly answer. 

But if your Lordships will be pleased to consider these times and that our 
country is not the quietest, then if you will be pleased to remember we have but one 
Burgess-ship and many friends and such as we cannot spare, we doubt not but your 
Lordships will believe we are your Lordships' faithful servants though in this we 
cannot satisfy. We humbly pray your Lordships' pardon if there appear any show of 
neglect assuring your Lordships we shall ever readily express ourselves in what we may. 

Your Lordships' most humble servants." 
and at greater length: 

"May it ph~ase your Lordships, . 
We should have given a more cheerful answer to your Lordships' letters had 

we found possibility to have obeyed the commandment we received in them. All 
amongst us are not sensible of your Lordships care; they are governed rather by their 
affections than their judgment. To discover the division and distemper of our Cor
poration were to weaken ourselves both in the opinion of your Lordships and the 
opinion of others, that though we cannot conceal we desire not to publish but to give 
your Lordships a clear and true account of our proceedings neither to face upon the 
troubles of the country nor amongst ourselves. Upon the first occasion of our inclina
tion to express our duties, we found such a dislike of our purpose as would certainly 
(had we not prevented it) have produced such an election as would neither have 
satisfied your Lordships nor ourselves. The truth is we have but one Burgess and 
others of gentry about us, we are a poor town and have many kind neighbours, it is 
seldom we can express our respects to them, their favours are frequently bestowed on 
us. We humbly beseech your Lordships to accept of our willingness to serve you and 
to retain that opinion of us that we know. . 

. Your Lordships' most humble and dutyful servants." 

Sir Christopher Hatton also wrote to Sir John Lamb, on October 12th, in a rather more e 
practical vein.34 He asked that a messenger be sent to arrest a delinquent, one William Matthews, 
who had been one of the voters for Harby in March. Matth,ews was the only member of the 
Corporation who could not sign his name and it was requested that he should remain in custody 
until prosecution could be made against him for misdemeanours committed at the last court 
leet. The messenger was to act through Francis Gray of Wellingborough, the Clerk of the Peace, 
who it was stated, would act on behalf of Sir Christopher Hatton. This would probably have 
removed . Matthews from the scene of action for the duration of the election and it may well be 
that he was in fact arrested. There are two drafts of this letter and in one Hatton also asked Sir 
John Lamb, somewhat too late as appears above, that his name be recommended by the Council 
in their letter to Higham. 

The election was due to be held about October 26th, but before that date the Borough 
would be electing their new mayor, who would have to act as returning officer and would have 
power to allow or disallow the vital votes of the ~rdinary burgesses. On Monday after St. Luke 
(October 19th) the Corporation met at the Town Hall and Eccles, as the retiring Mayor, nominated 
the royalist Thomas Rudd to succeed him, whereupon, as Eccles afterwards reported, "some 
prepared to disturb the election in a tumultous way, proposed new doubts not heard of before and 
brought things to such confusion we could not proceed." The situation which gave rise to these 
doubts was one not unfamiliar in modern local government; the opposing factions were 

32 Finch-Hatton MS., 3469. 
33 Ibid., 2375. 34 Finch-Hatton MS., 3444. 



250 NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PAST AND PRESENT 

ilUmerically alniost equal. Ten of the 21 members of the Corporation were for Rudd, including 
the retiring mayor and Rudd himself. One member, William Smith was away ill. Theremaining 
ten were in favour of a rival candidate, one Twyford Worthington, but as Ratton's letter shows, . 
William Matthews, one of them, was apparently Under arrest. At all events, they at once said 
. that the retiring , mayor could not vo~e in the election of his successor which, if correct, would 
have given the contestants nine votes each. Eccles then adjourned the Court to the house of the 
sick member, William Smith, so' that he might vote and put: the matter beyond doubt. The 
opposition were not to be out-smarted in this way and they refused to go. Mter Rudd's supporters 
had left the Town Hall the other side held their own meeting and "did give out that they had 
elected Twyford W<orthington to be the. succeeding mayor and have sworn him by John 
Saunderson, Counsellor-at-Law, who pretendeth himself to be the Steward" and who was on 
the side of the opposition. 

Eccles and his supporters then formally elected Thomas Rudd and at once sent a petition 
to the Chancellor of the Duchy, signed by the ten voters who had supported Thomas Rudd and 
who describe themselves as "the major parts" of the Corporation and on the 22nd October the 
matter was referred to the Star Chamber, who dealt with it next day by sending a letter dated 
23rd October to Higham, resolving that "for the present peace and quiet 'of the said towne and 
the government thereof Nicholas Eccles now mayor shall be continued in the said Office until 
another mayor shall be duly and legally chosen."35 This placed Eccles in the desired position of 
returning officer for the election of the 26th, and no doubt the imminence of the election accounts 
for the speed with which the matter was settled-. There must have been some tired men and 
horses in Righam at the end of that week. . 

. What happened at the Parliamentary election, we do not know. It must have been held 
amid high passions but here the records fail almost completely. John Bridges' History of 
Northamptonshire seems to suggest that there was a double return but gives no authority. Sir 
Christopher Ratton appears to have been successful, for he sat as member for the borough until 
September 1642, when he was disabled and eventually Harby was elected as "Recruiter" and sat 
for the remainder of the Parliament and was a member of the Rump. Ratton joined the King and 
was in '1642 created Baron Ratton of Kirby. Re was the only royalist member elected in this 
County. 

It is hardly possible that the poll list printed above belongs to this election. There are 
three reasons against this. It does not mention Stafford's candidature. It does give Matthews as 
a voter and it seems probable he was under arrest in October. Lastly, it does not seem likely 
that Rarby would ·allow himself to be defeated a second time, without polling a number of the 
.ordinary burgesses. . 

The affair of the mayor was not settled until 29th November, after both contestants had 
, put up a Case through Sir Christophe~ Ratton for the consideration of the Council of the Duchy, 

who held that "every mayor hath a voice in the election of his successor," and it was therefore 
directed that Thomas Rudd should be sworn and the steward was ordered to take his Oath. 

The voting at the. meeting of the Corporation for the election of the mayor appears from 
the petition to have been as follows: 

Mr. Rudd 
NichoIas Eccles (Mayor) 
John Jackson (AId.) 
Thomas Rudd (AI4.) 
Humphrey Vivian (AId.) 
Martin Creake 
John Smyth 
Thomas Sanderson 
Richard Lingard 
Arthur Eccle~ 
John Sanderson 
(the above signed the Petition) 
William Smith (sick) 

35 Gal. S.P.D., 1640, p: 38. r 

Mr. Worthington 
Henry Freeman (AId.) 
Henry Freeman Junr. (AId.) 
Twyford Worthington (AId.) 
Chrisiopher Rudd (AId.) . 
William Dewbury 
John Streames 
John Saby 
Thomas Lynacre 
Thomas Negus 

William Matthews (arrested) 

36 Finch-Hatton MS., 3461. 
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It is notable that voting followed the same lines as in the March polllists,1 except that 
three of Harby's men went over to Thomas Rudd when it came to voting for the mayor. Arthur 
Eccles was perhaps influenced by hiskiflSinan, the retiring mayor, and John Smith by his position 
as farmer of the Duchy bakehouse but Richard Lingard the surgeon-innkeeper seems to have 
had a genuine change of heart. 

Thus, for a short time, the royalist sentiment seems to have counterbalanced the Puritan 
effort to exploit power in the Corporation. The supporters of the King's cause suffered dis
appointment in the months following Thomas Rudd's election. The King's trusted minister, 
the Earl of Strafford, fell during November and Archbishop Laud was inv;olved in proceedings 
in December. At Higham, the vicar's entries in the parish registers stop in the same month and 
he seems to have shared his patron's fall. " . . 

Twyford Woithington37 was only kept out of office for one year and succeeded Captain 
Rudd as mayor in October, 1641, when that gallant officer had left to join the King. Nicholas 
Eccles, Richard Lingard and the others carried on with the administration of the town and are 
later found acting as Justices of the Peace performing civil marriages at the market cross and 
maintaining the borough liberties through the difficult days of the Commonwealth. 

. Mr. Lawrence Stone of Wadham College, Oxford has been kind enough to read this 
Article and has drawn attention to the latest 'research into the problems of the period covered by 
these events. Thanks are due to him for his kindness and for many helpful comments and 
sugge~tions. 

A. NORMAN GROOME. 

37 Twyford Worthington must have become the 
leader of the non-conformist s.ection of opinion, as 
he was licensed to preach in his own house under 
the Declaration of Indulgence of 1672. He still 

continued to support the Presbyterian cause as also 
did Edward " Harby whose house at Adstone was 
licensed for preaching under the same provisions. 

BEQUESTS " MADE TO " THE RECORD SOCIETY 

The following list of legacies received by the Society since its foundation is published with 0-

gratitude to those who, having passed on, have sought to perpetuate their interest in history in 
this way: 

Schedule of Bequests 
1936 Miss C. A. Butterfield 
1938 Mr. C . . E. Thorpe ... 

. 1943 The Rev. H.1. Longden ... 
1949 Mr. E. H. Holthouse 
1955 Mr. C. E. Button ... 

£25 * 
£300* 
£500 
£225 
£50 

* Given by ~xecutors out of funds bequeathed to unspecified charities 
In addition a sum of £1,475 has been received from the Rev. H. I. Longden's estate for the purpose 

of printing his manuscripts, and under the will of the late Mr. J. Alfred Gotch an important collection of the 
original sketches and drawings of George Clark of ScaldweIl, our famous local artist. 

It is felt that many members would like to help to perpetuate the work which the Society 
is doing. The following form of bequest is therefore printed as a suggestion to those who may 
feel disposed to "make some provision for the Society in their wills:-

I GIVE AND BEQUEATH the sum of £ ........................... to the Trustees for the 
'~e being of " the ' Northamptonshl~eRecord .Society fot the purposes of ~e Endowment 
Fund of the S~ciety A~D I DIRECT ' that the receipt of the Tr~asurer to the" ~aid Trustees 
shall be a sufficient discharge therefore t~ my Executors. 
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