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NOTES AND NEWS 

THE aims of this Society are the furtherance of 
the science of history and of historical literature 
by the publication of historical records relating 
to Northamptonshire, and the stimulation of an 
interest in local history. It may seem remarkable 
that about twelve hundred persons and institu
tions throughout the world should be sufficiently 
interested in these aims to become members of 
the Society. 

For this there are several reasons. No re
minder is necessary that the pace of change in 
Northamptonshire is accelerating. Articles in 
recent numbers of this Journal have described 
the growth of modern Corby. Now a massive 
development of Northampton, Peterborough 
and other towns seems likely, and with them 
the pattern of life in many a rural village will 
be further revolutionised. Change may arouse 
personal regrets or utopian visions, but it is 
amidst these· changes that the growing interest 
in local history continues to develop. 

Such an interest is not escapism, but a healthy 
examination of our roots; a consciousness of 
one's heritage enriches one's present and future. 
We trust that this Journal will help to stimulate 
such interest. The Society is also actively 
engaged in endeavouring to arrange for the 
resumption of the Victoria County History of 
Northamptonshire (the fourth volume appeared 
in 1938, and a large area of the county has not 
yet been covered); it will be a lengthy and 
costly work which may well require the co
operation of our tnembers. Along with other 
county organisations, this Society is concerned 
to ensure that the best from Northamptonshire's 
heritage of historic buildings and fine country
side is not forfeited in the flood-tide of develop
ment. In this respect let us remember that old 
photographs and portraits, such as that recently 
deposited of John Beasley~ the Earl Spencer's 
steward, are valuable historical records. 

However, this Society is not addicted to 
sentimental antiquarianism; it aims to further 
the "science of history". The demand for the 
Society's publications in the world of academic 
scholarship is evidence of the importance of 
this exact, scientific approach to the problems 

of history. Copies of Carte Nativorum, which 
gives evidence of thirteenth-century land trans
actions by villeins on Peterborough Abbey 
estates, have been sold as far afield as the 
U.S.S.R. John !sham's Accounts have been 
widely appreciated for the light which they 
throw on the sixteenth-century cloth trade. Per
haps the best illustration has been the great 
demand for Five Northamptonshire Families, 
which is now being reprinted. When the pro
blem of the economic fortunes of the gentry in 
the century prior to the Civil Wars involved 
historians in violent polemical argument, based 
on inadequate research, Miss Finch made an 
objective and meticulous study of the wealth of 
five Northamptonshire families. Here was solid 
ground amid the shifting hypotheses. Copies of 
the reprinted volume will be on sale shortly. 

Meanwhile other publications are being pre
pared. "The Northamptonshire Royal Forests", 
by P.A. J. Pettit, is in the hands of the printers. 
"The Letters of Daniel Ea ton", edited by Miss 
Joan Wake, and the "Northamptonshire Militia 
Lists", edited by V. A. Hatley and B. A. Bailey, 
are in an advanced state of preparation. The 
first volume of the "Luffield Abbey Charters", 
which is being published jointly with the Buck
inghamshire Record Society, is approaching 
completion, and the first volume is being 
printed. 

Local History not only applies the microscope 
to particular problems of national history; it is 
the study of a local community with all the 
stresses and strains of political, religious and 
economic conflict. There can have been few 
finer examples of this type of local history than 
that enjoyed at the Society's A.G.M. In his 
lecture on "John Bates, All Saints · and Mr. 
Bradlaugh", Mr. Hatley showed how opposition 
to the last attempt to collect a parish rate in All 
Saints parish, Northampton, helped to weld a 
firm alliance between Northampton Radicals 
and the young Charles Bradlaugh. Original 
research, entertaining illustrations and lucid 
delivery combined to provide the Society with 
an excellent feast. 

To understand the significance of the past 
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one needs to appreciate the significance of 
contemporary developments, so the Society 
ventured onto new ground for its Autumn 
Lecture. Mr. T. S. R. Boase, President of 
Magdalen College, Oxford, and Editor of the 
Oxford History of English Art, addressed about 
two hundred members and friends on "Some 
Problems of Contemporary Art". The audience 
in the Assembly Hall of theN orthampton College 
of Further Education certainly appreciated the 
charm and authority of so eminent a lecturer. 

It was with great regret that the Society 
accepted the resignation of its Hon. Auditor, 
Mr. J. Waters. For many years he has been more 
than Auditor; he has been a wise counsellor 
and friend. Dr. Pettit, who has now moved to 
Yorkshire, has also resigned from the Hon. 
Secretaryship. At the General Meeting on 
October 22nd, a resolution was passed unani
mously . thanking him for his work for the 
Society, and wishing him every success in his 
new sphere. Miss R. M. Marsden was elected 
to succeed to the office. 

The Officers and Council of the Society send 
greetings to all members. We know that mem
bers will also wish to thank the many diligent 
helpers who have contributed to the Society's 
continued progress: contributors to this Journal, 
editors of volumes, and lecturers who have 
freely given of their time and learning; the 
many friends who have assisted with the tedious 
administrative duties-addressing and packing 
envelopes or preparing halls for meetings; and 
our advertisers whose patronage has made the 
publication of this Journal possible. The willing 
service of many has been appreciated. 

Editor's Note 
Volume Ill of Northamptonshire Past and 

Present having been completed, an Index has 
been prepared by Miss Sylvia Riches with the 
Editor's assistance, and, as mentioned else
where, this will shortly be on sale to members. 

In this, the first number of Volume IV, there 
are several contributions to early American 

history, and its links with Northamptonshire. 
Mr. George Washington has now put his 
autumn lecture to the Society, given at Delapre 
in October, 1965, into the form of an article, 
and we feel sure that his survey of the history 
of the Washingtons will be of great interest to 
our members both in England and America. 
Sir Gyles I sham has completed his study of the 
families of Pepys' dinner companions in the 
year of the Restoration. Labour relations always 
form a fascinating study, and Mr. Hatley has 
something new to say on the subject of the 
19th century shoe-trade, and the relations of 
employer and employed. The agricultural 
worker at this period was in a depressed condi
tion, and Mrs. Pamela Horn has written an 
account of a strike in 1867 at Evenley. Early 
Trade-Union history is illustrated by the first 
part of an article on John J ames Graves, the 
Northamptonshire village schoolmaster, who 
founded the National Union of Teachers, which 
celebrates its Centenary in 1970. 

We are also very glad to include articles by 
Mr. C. E. Tongue, assistant archivist at Delapre, 
and Mr. H. G. Tibbutt, neither of whom have 
previously contributed to Northamptonshire 
Past and Present. 

We regret to announce the death of Lord 
Evershed on October · 3rd of this year. As 
Master of the Rolls, he gave an address at the 
opening of Delapre Abbey on May 9th, 1959, 
which will be long remembered by those who 
heard him. · 

We also have to record the death of Miss 
Gladys Scott Thomson on July 5th. Miss Scott 
Thomson gave a lecture to the Northampton
shire Record Society on September 20th, 1952 
at Lamport Hall on the Tudor Sovereigns and 
their Lord-Lieutenants. This was one of the 
most interesting, as well as one of the best
delivered lectures ever given to the Society. 
Miss Scott Thomson was, of course, chiefly 
known for her work on the Duke of Bedford's 
archives at Woburn, and author of several 
works based on them. 
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A VICTORIAN SCHOOLMASTER: }OHN }AMES GRAVES (1832-1903) 

MASTER OF LAMPORT AND HANGING HOUGHTON ENDOWED SCHOOL AND 
FIRST PRESIDENT OF THE NATIONAL UNION OF TEACHERS 

ONE of the greatest schoolmasters of the 
· nineteenth century lived most of his life in 

Northamptonshire and is buried in Lamport 
churchyard. This was John James Graves, who 
became Master of Lamport and Hanging 
Houghton1 Endowed School in January 1851, 
and remained there for fifty years. He played a 
leading part in founding the National Union of 
Elementary Teachers in 1870 (renamed the 
National Union of Teachers in 1889), became 
its first President and remained a member of 
the Executive of the Union until1900. But well 
before 1870 Graves had been active in en
couraging elementary school teachers to form 
their own professional association and by this 
and other means to raise the status of their 
work. · 

The rise of the teachers' associations has been 
recently described in a book by Asher Tropp, 2 

and the work · of J. J. Graves and the other 
pioneers of teachers' associations is there re
ferred to. But the individual contribution of 
J. J. Graves has never been fully explored, nor, 
in particular, has any attention been given to 
his work as a village schoolmaster in North
amptonshire. In fact, as we shall see, Graves 
made a very distinctive contribution to the 
development of the Hanging Hough ton School, 
and-equally significant-showed in his own 
teaching career how firmly he believed in the 
ideas and policies ... which he advocated as a 
leading protagonist of teachers' unions. 

The records relating to Graves's work as a 
schoolmaster seem, at first sight, to be disap
pointingly meagre. No log books have survived 
for the Hanging Houghton School, and there 
is no record of any minutes kept by the Trustees 
of the School. There are, however, three valuable 
documents which throw inuch interesting light 
on the subject. These are: 

1 'Hanging' is the old word for 'situated on a slope'. 
2 A. Tropp, The School Teachers (Heinemann, 

1957). 

}OHN }AMES GRAVES 

(1) An account book kept by the Trustees 
covering the period 1823-1896 (There are also 
a few loose accounts and two letters written by 
Graves among the papers now deposited at the 
County Record Office.) 

(2) A Bank Pass Book of the Trustees 1898-
1929, giving income and expenditure. 

(3) A series of autobiographical letters 
written by a former pupil of Graves (Fred 
Howard) to Miss Virginia !sham in 1953-4. 
These were transcribed by Miss !sham and 
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include some vivid details of life at the School 
when Howard was a pupil there in the years 
1870 to 1880.3 

Graves was born on 15 January 1832 and 
began teaching in 1846 at St. Anne's School, 
Soho, a leading Anglican Charity School. In 
the following year, he became an assistant at 
St. Paul's School, Cambridge, and it was here 
that he joined his first teachers' association. In 
1848 he went to Saleby in Lincolnshire, where 
he obtained his first mastership in a small village 
schoo1.4 The Northamptonshire school to which 
he came in 1851 (at the still youthful age of 19) 
was a small country charity school, similar to 
many others which had been founded up and 
down the country in the eighteenth century. It 
did perhaps differ from the majority of such 
schools, however, in that its endowment was 
well secured by the original scheme laid down 
for the School, and the income from this endow
ment had from the beginning been conscien
tiously administered by the Trustees. These 
were two in number-the Lord of the Manor 
and the Rector of Lam port, the latter as well as 
the former being of the I sham family. The 
school building was at Hanging Houghton, a 
hamlet in the parish of Lam port, and it had been 
erected and endowed under the terms of the 
Will of Sir Edmund !sham, 6th Bart., who died 
in 1772. (The original building, which survives 
as the teacher's house, is shown on Plate I.) 
Sir Edmund provided in his Will of 1758 for a 
Master and Mistress to receive £15 and £10 
p.a. respectively. They were to teach the chil
dren of the two villages of Lamport and Hang
ing Houghton to 'read, write and cast up 
accounts; the girls to be taught to knit, spin and 
do sewing work'. In 1762, Sir Edmund added 
a codicil to his Will raising the salaries to £18 
and £12, religious instruction and care of the 
children's morals being conditional. The school 
income was to consist of the interest (£45 p.a.) 
on £1,500 worth of Consols at three per cent 
invested on behalf of the School. 5 

By an Order of the Court of Chancery dated 
31 July, 1822, an additional £21 p.a. was 

3 Howard was later employed as a gardener at 
Lamport Hall and several other notable houses in 
various parts of the country. He died in 1960, aged 
94. 

4 Northampton Mercury, 6 Feb. 1903 (hereafter 
cited as obituary notice). 

5 Fuller extracts from the Will and Codicil are 
given in the appendix (Part II of article). 

granted to the School, being that part of the 
unapplied funds of the charity for apprenticing 
which had been founded by Sir Justinian 
!sham, 2nd Bart., in 1675 and further endowed 
by Sir Justinian I sham, 4th Bart. The number 
of children at the School at this date was about 
30.6 In 1823, the account book notes the rent 
from land as £21 and the interest on the stocks 
as £45, a total income of £66, which remained 
fixed at this amount, or very near it, right up to 
1896, when the account book ends. The Master 
and Mistress were receiving a joint salary of 
£45 in 1823, and one assumes that the usual 
practice was being followed of appointing a man 
and his wife to take charge of the School. One 
also assumes that a house was being provided 
rent-free-in fact, the schoolroom and the 
teachers' accommodation were in one and the 
same building. A new brick schoolroom (now 
the kitchen) was added to the original building 
in 1845. 

This was the situation when Graves and his 
wife, Ann Elizabeth, came to the School in 
1851. In the following year an entirely new 
school was built by Sir Charles !sham adjoining 
the old, and this is the building still occupied 
by the School (see Plate II). By an Indenture 
dated 18 August, 1860, Sir Charles conveyed 
to the Churchwardens of Lamport under the 
School Sites Act the additional piece of land on 
which he had built the new schoo1.7 This con-. 
sisted of one large room for the older children, 
and one smaller room for the infants (this room 
is now used for school meals). Presumably the 
original building of 1775 was too small to 
continue as both the schoolroom and the 
Master's house, even with the brick extension. 
Whether Graves himself had any hand in plan
ning the new school is not known: it is more 
likely that the Trustees had already planned 
such a building and the prospect of new 
premises was one of the factors which led 
Graves to accept the post. Fred Howard, whose 
memoirs have already been referred to, gives a 
good description of the new building, as it was 
in Graves's time: · 

'We thought that we were very fortunate in 
Lamport and Hanging Houghton School. It was, 
we believed, a long way ahead of the neighbouring 

6 Further Report of the Commissioners for inquiring 
concerning charities, 1825 (copy in N.R.O.). 

7 The original Indenture has survived. See also 
County of Northampton, Endowed Charities ( Elemen
tary Education), Board of Education, 1906. 
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PLATE I. 
The original charity school and teachers' house at 
Hanging Houghton. The school-room was probably 
to the right of the door on the ground floor, the brick 
wall which now divides it being a later insertion. The 
inscription over the door reads : 'This Charity School 
founded & endowed by the will of Sir Edmund 
Isham Bart. for the Boys and Girls of Lamport & 

Houghton. MDCCLXXV'. 

schools, both in construction and position, and had 
a splendid playground and plenty of nice trees 
around and great space for games. The desks [in 
the princip~l room] were arranged in three main 
rows, with divisions made by the drawing of eight
foot deep red curtains hung on iron brackets and 
reaching the full depth of the class. The heating 
arrangement was provided by a large boiler placed 
at the back of the central fire on the south side of 
the school, from which were carried water pipes
one flow and return-round the school as far as 
they could be taken, and that was to the entrance 
door . . . The infants school lay through a door at 
the south side, and the seating was provided by a 
tier of three wooden benches like solid boxes on 
which you could kick your heels and make a good 
hubbub. The top bench of the tier had the advan
tage of a good look-out of the window. This room 

. also served for the girls' sewing, knitting, and 
mending class, on~ afternoon a week.' 

It seems from this description that Mrs. 
Graves was in charge of the infants class and 
the girls' needlework-a common arrangement. 
In 1852 the Master and Mistress were allowed 
an additional annual payment of £5 for coals, 
and four years later the following interesting 
memorandum is noted in the account book: 

'The Trustees considering it advantageous to 
the School that the Master should attend the 
Schoolmasters Association once a Year so as to 
learn the system pursued by others and confer 
with them on the best plan of Education agree to 
present him with £2 as a donation towards defray
ing the expences.' 

PLATE Il. 
The school built at Hanging Houghton by Sir Charles 
Isham in 1852 at a cost of £700 and with accommo
dation for 80 children. The school is now a voluntary 
aided primary school and there are at present 15 

pupils taught by Mrs. M. E. Latimer. 

This was signed by Sir Charles !sham and 
Robert !sham, the Rector (his first cousin). The 
accounts show that £2 was in fact paid to 
Graves in July 1856, and similar payments are 
noted in 1858, 1859 and 1861. This is the only 
reflection in the School's surviving records of 
Graves's growing activity in the sphere of pro
fessional associations. He had joined the North
ampton Teachers' Association (then known as 
the Northampton and Northamptonshire 
Church Schoolmasters and Schoolmistresses 
Association) during his first year at Hanging 
Houghton, which was, as a later writer re
marked, 'really a plucky thing to do, because it 
involved journeys afoot from the meetings to 
his home along seven miles of the dreariest and 
darkest road in Northamptonshire'.8 The Asso
ciation, which was supported by clergy as well 
as lay teachers, had been founded in 1846 and 
met monthly for lectures and demonstration 
lessons. Their Annual Meetings were reported 
in the Northampton Herald from 1857 onwards. 
In 1860, it was reported that the Association 
had a library, from which pupil-teachers were 
allowed to borrow books on payment of a 
shilling a year. It was also reported that Graves 
had ·given a lecture on 'Teaching Grammar',9 

8 Obituary notice, op. cit. 
9 Northampton Herald, 16 June 1860. 
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and in the following year on 'Teaching Reading' 
and 'The Progress of Civilization in England'. 
The report of the Annual Meeting of 1861 
includes a useful summary of the aims of the 
Association: 

'During the 15 years the association had been in 
existence, great changes had taken place, and were 
still taking place, in the modes of education, and 
one great object of the society was fulfilled when, 
month after month, members were informed of 
such changes and fraternally reminded of the 
importance of their work, and that the weal of 
future generations was in great measure dependent 
upon the fidelity with which their duties were dis
charged. But a few years ago, teachers were an 
isolated class, shut out from intercourse with each 
other, with few means of self-culture, until 
societies like that were called into existence, 
supplying a desideratum by which all classes of 
teachers might receive benefit. ' 10 

A similar association had been started in 
W ellingborough and seems to have covered the 
Thrapston and Oundle areas as well. In 1861 
Graves addressed their Annual Meeting on the 
subject of 'Elementary Education-Past, Pre
sent and Future'. The report of his speech 
includes the following interesting passage: 

'Now although a great and glorious work has 
been accomplished, yet the onward march of 
education has been, and is still, retarded by the 
carelessness of parents, poverty, and the demands 
for juvenile labour. The chief defects in the present 
government scheme were stated to be-l. That the 
grants are but partially offered; 2. That the poorest 
schools get no aid at all; 3. That it has failed to 
keep children at school longer than they used to 
be; 4. That, while there is a good beginning, there 
is no provision made for continuing it when they 
leave school. ... The old monitorial system11 could 
never again exist, but still there must be a limit to 
the influx of certified teachers ... There were now 
9,000 certified teac;hers and the country required 
18,000. There were also about 15,000 young per
sons preparing for the office of teacher. To check 
this overwhelming number, their training should 
now be left to the voluntary principle, 12 as in other 
professions .... Non-certified teachers ought to be 
allowed to sit for certificates of merit.13 Schools 
generally should be inspected . . . As to scholars, 
[the] proposition that no child under 12 years 
should be regularly employed unless he can write 
and read was strongly recommended. . .. To 
continue education after leaving the day-school, 

10 Ibid., 8 June 1861. 
11 The system introduced by Bell and Lancaster, 

under which the teaching was done by senior pupils. 
12 i.e. without the government grants which had 

been available since 1846. 
13 i.e. the schoolmaster's certificate, which was 

awarded with certain degrees of merit. See illustration 
facing p. 24 of Tropp, op. cit. Serving teachers could 
qualify only under very stringent conditions. 

evening schools should be generally established, 
to which the children should be admitted on their 
leaving the day-school. Day-school work should be 
varied by popular lectures, singing classes, cricket 
matches etc., in all of which the sympathy and co
operation of the clergy was absolutely necessary.'14 

This shows that Graves took a broad and 
liberal view of education, except perhaps in his 
desire to restrict the supply of certificated 
teachers. Graves later modified his views when 
the 1870 Act increased the demand for teachers, 
and he consistently held that new entrants to 
the profession should be certificated. His view 
tha~ training should be left to the 'voluntary 
principle' was not as unenlightened as we may 
think today-it may be argued that it was in 
fact a source of weakness in the teaching pro
fession, · compared with other professions, that 
entry, training and certification were controlled 
by the government and not by the profession 
itself. He was also a pioneer in his advocacy of 
evening schools. In 1861 it was reported in the 
Northampton Herald that 'night schools' were 
spreading rapidly in Northamptonshire, and we 
shall see that Graves was himself conducting a 
night school at Lamport at any rate between 
1867 and 1873. The reference to the clergy is 
also significant-Graves was a staunch opponent 
of proposals to secularize education, though he 
was no supporter of narrow sectarianism. 

What is particularly worthy of note is the 
statesmanlike review of the educational system 
of the day and the· appreciation of its limitations 
and potentialities. Indeed, as we shall see from 
other reports of Graves's work among teachers, 
one finds few references to the more usual 
points raised by elementary school teach~rs at 
this time-the wretched salaries, low social 
status and so on. Graves was, of course, aware 
of this side of the question, as · were others 
holding educational responsibility. In 1860 the 
Rev. C. Daymond, Principal of Peterborough 
Training College, stated that 'school teachers 
are confessedly in the class of underpaid 
labourers'/5 and this was taken up by an un
certificated teacher, who wrote to the North
ampton Herald under the signature 'An Un
proved Incompetent of the Government', a 
reference to the fact that government grant was 
not usually available to schools lacking a certi
ficated teacher. He referred bitterly to the low 
salaries, extraneous duties and lack of prospects 

14 Northampton Herald, 30 March 1861. 
15 Ibid., 3 March 1860 (his italics). 
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which the elementary school teacher had to 
endure.16 

Such outbursts (justified as they no doubt 
were) seem to be rare in Graves's speeches and 
letters. But, as a later writer noted, 'confirmed 
Tory as he was, he believed in the betterment 
of his class: the elementary school teacher' Y It 
was this basic drive that led Graves to extend 
his interest beyond Northamptonshire. He saw 
that Parliament was playing an increasingly 
important part in education, and that teachers 
must be strong enough to put pressure upon 
the government of the day. To do this, they 
must combine. In 1853, Graves attended a 
conference in Shaftesbury Hall, London, which 
aimed at forming a general association of 
teachers, but religious controversy broke out 
and the Church of England teachers (the great 
majority at this time) formed their own 'General 
Associated Body of Church Schoolmasters in 
England and Wales', usually abbreviated to the 
A.B.C.S.18 This new national association almost 
broke up in 1855, when the Northampton 
Association, led apparently by Graves, adopted 
resolutions in favour of admitting clergymen as 
members and officials of the A.B.C.S. The 
proposal was discussed at the Annual Meeting 
of the A.B.C.S. in 1856 and finally turned down. 
Graves must have bowed to the will of the 
majority, for in 1857 he became secretary of 
the A.B.C.S.19 This was, of course, an unpaid, 
spare-time post, and no doubt explains the 
grants towards expenses given by the Trustees 
of the School. 

A more serious crisis in the affairs of the 
A.B.C.S.-and indeed of the provincial asso
ciations-occurred in the years 1861-2. In 1861 
a new Government Minute introduced a 'Re
vised Code' and the system of 'payment by 
results', which made the grant available to 
elementary schools solely dependent on average 
attendance and proficiency in the three Rs. 
This, it is generally agreed, led to a severe 
restriction of the elementary school curriculum 
and to an over-rigorous system of government 
inspection of schools. Certificated teachers were 
particularly incensed because the government 
now stopped the additional payments which the 
possession of a certificate had since 1846 entitled 
such teachers to claim. In November, 1861, a 

16 Ibid., 17 March 1860. 
17 Obituary notice, op. cit. 
18 Ibid. 
19 Further details in Tropp, op. cit., 52-3. 

meeting of leading clergy and other influential 
persons was held at the George Hotel, North
ampton, to consider the new Education Minute 
and passed a resolution condemning the pro
posed changes. 20 A few days later, a Mr. H. 
Dale wrote to the Herald supporting the new 
Minute, to which Graves replied as follows :21 

THE EDUCATION MINUTE. 
TO THE EDITOR 

OF THE NORTHAMPTON HERALD. 
Lamport, Nov. 14, 1861. 

Sir,-I am sorry to be obliged to correct a 
statement in the letter of Mr. Dale in last Satur
day's Herald. He says, "Judging from the re
marks made by a schoolmaster who addressed the 
meeting," (viz., that at the George, on the New 
Education Minute) "it is the standard for reading 
that is considered so ridiculously high, for he 
expressly mentioned it as an absurd idea that 
children should be expected to read a passage in 
the 'Times' with all the long hard words which 
would be sure to be found in it." As I was the 
only schoolmaster who addressed the meeting the 
above remark must apply to me. I beg, therefore, 
distinctly to say that I never expressed any opinion 
at all with regard to the requirements of any of the 
four groups into which it is ·proposed to collect 
children for examination, excepting only the 
lowest; and I did say, and I repeat it, that it is an 
absurd idea to propose to examine children under 
seven years of age in any school subject; that 'it 
would be better were they occupied in developing 
their physical powers, than with being "crammed" 
with reading, writing, and arithmetic; and that the 
person who could propose examining the infants 
of our schools in these subjects must be very 
unreasonable, or grossly ignorant of the condition 
of elementary schools in general. Some such 
remark as that alluded to was made, but not by me, 
and it was added that it might chance that the 
"leader" chosen for the children to read might be 
on such a captivating subject as the foreign policy 
of Lord Palmerston, or the fiscal regulations of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. I am in daily 
correspondence with schoolmasters from all parts 
of the country on this very subject, and I have not 
yet met with one teacher who has asserted that the 
standard set up by the new code is unreasonably 
high-no teacher of ability would say so. The 
point with them is not the standard, but the in
ability to make all children of the same age 
(regardless of everything else) equal in point of 
attainment, which the code demands; and I will 
defy any man-clergyman, schoolmaster (trained 
or untrained), or anybody else-to produce results 
when they have no opportunity to bring means to 
work-to teach children when they do not come 
to school. If children come to school regularly
not one week in four only-any diligent teacher 
may teach them to read, write, and work sums, if 
not after the most scientific methods. But when 

20 Northampton Herald, 9 Nov. 1861. 
21 Ibid., 14 Nov. 1861. 



8 NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PAST AND PRESENT 

half the children attend only half the school time, 
no person ought to expect so much as if they 
attended regularly. 

Schoolmasters are on their trial, and the public, 
unless they hear both sides of the question, are 
apt to be swayed by what the speaking party says, 
and when they hear such charges as inefficiency 
brought against the teachers of schools, they are 
almost sure to say, " What are they fit for?" The 
Royal Commissioners, after examining a part of 
England, say, "Reading, writing, and arithmetic 
are not taught practically."22 The new code, in
deed, repeats this charge. With your permission, 
Sir, I will show that there is no substantial ground 
for this charge, and show how even what little 
foundation there is may be removed. I am not a 
certificated master, and my school is not open to 
inspection, and, therefore, I am not interested, 
pecuniarily or otherwise by the code. The reports 
of her Majesty's inspectors (the very men employed 
to ascertain whether these subjects are taught) for 
1860-61 state (in table No. 2, p. 7) the following 
results of inspection :-7,894 schools were inspec
ted during the year. In 7,508 reading is the 
subject of a report. Of these about 89 per cent. 
were taught excellently, well, or fairly; 11 per cent. 
moderately; and about t per cent. imperfectly. In 
writing, of 7,486 schools, 91 per cent. were taught 
excellently, well, or fairly; 9 per cent. moderately; 
and less than one-fifth per cent. imperfectly. Of 
arithmetic, it is said that in 7,459 schools it was 
taught excellently, well, or fairly in 83! per cent.; 
imperfectly in 1! per cent.; and moderately in 15 
per cent. Is there here any proof of neglect of 
duty? Then place side by side with these facts 
one or two more. We are told on good authority 
that 41! per cent. of our scholars do not remain at 
school for one year, and that 64 per cent. do not 
remain two years : also, that 40 per cent. attend 
not more than 70 days in a year on an average. 
Let reasonable men judge whether schoolmasters 
are altogether to be blamed for the defects in the 
reading, writing, and arithmetic of her Majesty's 
subjects. Now for the real cause: the Royal 
Commissioners say, " While inspection quickens 
the intellectual activity and raises the condition of 
the whole school, the inspectors are tempted to 
attend to the state of the upper more than of the 
junior classes in schools, and to estimate the whole 
school accordingly." If the teachers do neglect 
the lower classes, it is the inspectors' fault. Why 
don't they enquire, in the lower as well as the 
upper classes, what the teachers have been doing? 
Let the blame rest on the proper parties. Let the 
inspectors enquire as minutely into the condition 
of the lower classes as they do into that of the 
upper, and there will be no cause to find fault with 
teachers for not teaching the three" R's," or doing 
"grinding" work. I could say more, but forbear. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
JOHN J. GRAVES. 

Again, one notices the statesmanlike grasp of 
the real factors in the situation-the lack of 

2z A reference to The Report of the Commissioners 
to inquire into the State of Popular Education in 
England, 1861. 

regular attendance, the early age which children 
left school, and so on-all backed up with 
detailed facts. The controversy continued 
throughout the country, but in spite of the 
objections, the Revised Code (in a slightly 
modified form) was introduced in 1862. This 
was a time of real crisis for the teachers' asso
ciations. As Graves later said: 

'the fetters were put upon the teachers. The 
teachers were defeated in 1861 and 1862. And 
what was the consequence? The members left the 
poor old officers in the lurch; they owed a few 
pounds, and the officers had to stump up, out of 
their own pockets.' 23 

He spoke with feeling, for he had been 
obliged to pay out of his own pocket a bill for 
£40 incurred in printing a pamphlet on behalf 
of the teachers.24 In 1863 Graves resigned the 
secretaryship of the A.B.C.S., which, like the 
other teachers' associations, went into temp
orary decline. But he did not give up. A few 
stalwarts, Graves among them, continued to 
plan for a national association. He resumed the 
post of secretary of the A.B.C.S. in 1866, and 
worked hard to build it up once more. In 1867 
he wrote an article in a periodical called The 
Museum expressing the view that, given the 
religious controversies of the time, it would be 
wise to concentrate on an Anglican association. 25 

But, as public and parliamentary interest in 
education grew, so there came about a rap
prochement between the Anglican and Non
conformist teachers. They had learnt their 
lesson from the events of 1861 and 1862, when 
a divided profession had been defeated by the 
government. Inter-denominational meetings of 
teachers were held and a unified policy adopted 
towards the major proposals which were finally 
incorporated into Forster's Education Act of 
1870. That year also saw the first conference of 
the National Union of Elementary Teachers, 
with Graves as its first President. His presi
dential address, as we shall see, shows that 
Graves was now speaking for the whole body of 
elementary school teachers on truly national 
issues.26 

It is in many ways surprising that, having 
achieved national eminence at the early age of 

23 Quoted in obituary notice, op. cit., where the date 
given for this speech (1861) is clearly a mistake. 

24 Ibid. 
25 Tropp, op. cit., 101. 
26 The speech is summarized in Tropp, op. cit., 

110-111. Graves later printed the full text (see Part 
II of article). 
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38, Graves was content to remain the master of 
a small country school. It is true that in 1871 
he applied for the post of secretary to the newly
formed School Board at Northampton,27 and 
he may have made other attempts to leave 
Hanging Houghton. He was not, as we saw, a 
certificated master and this no doubt restricted 
his choice. He was also, it seems, an essentially 
modest man. At the time of his death in 1903, 
one who knew him well referred to a passage in 
his presidential address of 1870, in which 
Graves had asked 'What is the use of men 
sighing and pining for elevated society-for the 
company of squires and clergy-if they are not 
fitted for it?'. The later writer added this 
comment: 

'It was this attitude that was perhaps the leading 
trait of Mr. Graves : he always touched his hat, as 
it were, to the superiors of the village, the clergy
man and the squire. To him, the village school
master was a dependent, or retainer, of the squire 
or parson, or both; not a gentleman ainong gentle
men. This it was, perhaps, more than anything 
else, that kept Mr. Graves for 50 years at the little 
school at Hanging Houghton. He was too defer
ential, too susceptible of the limitations of his early 
training, too conscious, as he himself said, that his 
equipment was not so good as the normal teacher, 
and that he never reached it, strive as he might. 
This accounts for the absence of incidents in his 
later biography. He worked simply for teachers; 
and though his long residence in the place practic
ally compelled his taking some public duties, he 
never sought such honours. They fell to him by 
virtue of his long standing. Of his work among 
teachers Hanging Houghton knew little and 
suspected less. ' 28 

This view is presumably based, at least in 
part, on a passage in Graves's presidential 
address of 1870, when he said: 'I advocate the 
training and thorough education of the young 
schoolmaster at College. If left till afterwards, 
it will never be done ... I feel rather strongly on 
this matter, because I have experienced the 
want of a thorough education drill myself. I 
was young when I took charge of a school, and 
not properly prepared for the work, and I have 
been all my life long trying to overtake the 
march of progress, and have never quite reached 
it'. This capacity to admit facts frankly is surely 
to be counted as a virtue in Graves. The oppor
tunities for attending a Training College were 
very limited when Graves was a young man
in fact he was almost certainly brought up in 
the monitorial tradition then prevalent. But, 

27 Obituary notice, op. cit. 
28 Ibid. 

once training facilities became more widespread, 
he saw the advantages of systematic training for 
teaching. Perhaps a more likely reason why he 
remained at Hanging Houghton School was 
that, largely through lack of paper qualifica
tions, he was unable to find promotion else
where. Yet, in spite of his manifest abilities and 
probable disappointment at lack of promotion, 

· he continued without apparent bitterness to 
work for children and teachers for another 
thirty years. 

It is against this background of Graves's 
important work in promoting a united profes
sional association that we need to see the record 
of his career at the Hanging Houghton School. 
The account book gives evidence of a long
drawn-out struggle by Graves to improve the 
salary received by him and his wife. This still 
remained at £45 (£30 for the Master and £15 
for the Mistress), plus £5 for coals, and Graves 
must have been financially very hard pressed. 
Perhaps family considerations also played their 
part, for the church registers record that a son, 
Robert Anthony, was baptized at Lamport 
Church on 20 August, 1854. (Another son, 
named John James like his father, was baptized 
on 1 March, 1857, but he was buried seven days 
later.) It appears that, as was usual in such 
cases, Graves· was able to charge fees to pupils 
coming from outside Lamport and Hanging 
Houghton. But in 1859 the number of such 
children had temporarily fallen off, and Graves 
appealed to the Trustees for a further increase 
in salary. His letter (part of which is reproduced 
as Plate Ill) is of considerable interest, since it 
shows his views on the social position which he 
considered it necessary for a schoolmaster to 
maintain. It is respectful yet dignified, and may 
lead the reader to modify the earlier opinion 
that Graves regarded himself merely as a re-
tainer. 

Hanging Houghton. 
March 19th, 1859. 

To the Trustees of Lamport Charity. 
Gentlemen, 

You are perhaps aware that for the last 9 months, 
in consequence of the breaking out of fever at 
Houghton, and other causes over which I had no 
control, the number of children attending my 
school has been greatly diminished, and this en
tirely from those coming from other parishes, and 
from whom I have been in receipt of payment. 
The number thus lost is about 12; and this loss of 
scholars has considerably reduced my income, so 
that I have now very little more than the regular 
endowment to support my family upon, which I 
find quite insufficient to maintain it as respectably 
as I ought: I am, therefore, impelled, though with 
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great reluctance, to ask if an increase could not be 
made to my salary. 

These are the points I would respectfully submit 
for your consideration:-
1. My income, in consequence of the circum
stances above mentioned, is decreased on the 
average of the 5 years previous to June last, nearly 
£20 per annum. 
2. The salary paid by the Trustees is, alone, 
insufficient to maintain any person with a family in 
that degree of respectability which his calling and 
station in life demand and which he is expected by 
all to keep up: for £30-my own salary-about 
11 /6 per week, little if any more than the generality 
of farm labourers receive, and certainly not enough 
to do it: The £15 allowed for the mistress I have 
been unable to derive much benefit from, because 
of being necessitated to keep some one to attend 
to my family, who, perhaps, might have been 
dispensed with had our school not been detached 
from the house as formerly. I have, however, found 
it necessary to do this in order to properly discharge 
the duties of the situation. 
3. While holding this situation, I am cut off from 
all professional advancement. This is because the 
school has an endowment for its maintenance. I 
canriot obtain from the Committee of Council, a 
Certificate of Merit, and without it, to say nothing 
of the pecuniary advantages accompanying it, it is 
almost useless to attempt to obtain a situation 
worth trying for. I have three times applied to be 
allowed to sit for examination, but have been as 
many times refused permission to do so. Had I 
had this requisite I might at this moment have 
been in receipt of an income of £130 a year. 

I hope Gentlemen, you will not think me 
impertinent in thus explicitly stating the above 
circumstances: but I felt it necessary to do so: I 
have now held this office 8 years, and I trust I have 
been able during that period to discharge my 
duties satisfactorily, as I can conscientiously say I 
have endeavoured to do. I have no desire to remove 
from my present situation, and were I to do so, it 
would be with great regret, experiencing as I have 
often done many kindnesses at your hands, and 
for which I should be very ungrateful were I ever 
to forget them; yet, and I have no doubt you will 
think with me, so long as I have others depending 
on me for support, it is a duty incumbent on me 
to endeavour to do my best to maintain them in 
that station in which our lot is cast. 

In conclusion, allow me, Gentlemen, to ask you 
to take this application into your most favourable 
consideration. 

I am, Gentlemen, 
Your Obedient Servant, 

John J. Graves. 

The account book shows that the joint salary 
was raised to £60 p.a. from · April, 1859. No 
doubt the decision of the Trustees was in
fluenced by the fact that the charity account 
had an increasing credit balance, accumulated 
from previous years: in 1856 there was £42.18.0 
in hand, and this had grown to £104.1.3 by 
1859. A study of the accounts leads one to the 
conclusion that Graves had been working hard 

to achieve this favourable balance. In 1856 
£10.0.7 had been spent on sundry items of 
repairs and replacements and £3.3.6 on books 
and stationery. But between 1857 and 1861 
nothing at all was spent on repairs and an 
average of only £1.18.6 a year on books. This 
low level of expenditure could not continue 
indefinitely: in 1862, £5.17.6 was spent on 
books, £3 on repairs and £5 on paying a Mrs. 
Cooper for cleaning the school during the pre
vious four years. It is clear from the accounts 
that Graves's pressure for an increased salary 
continued after 1862, even though expenditure 
on repairs and books had resumed its normal 
level. In 1864 the joint salary was raised t0 
£70 p.a. and from 1867 to 1873 Graves received 
an extra £5 a year for taking an adult evening 
class during the winter months. Finally, in 1873 
the joint salary was raised to £100 p.a., which 
it remained until 1896, when the account book 
comes to an end. 

This story of gradual increases in salary could 
easily be misinterpreted. Graves cannot be 
blamed for pressing for increased remuneration 
for himself and his wife, nor was even the £100 
finally achieved over-generous in comparison 
with salary levels at that time. These varied 
considerably from place to place, for there was 
of course no national scale in force at this date. 
In 1861 the Newcastle Commission found that 
the average salaries received by a sample of 
teachers were £94 for certificated masters (£62 
for the uncertificated) and £62 for certificated 
mistresses (£34 for the uncertificated). These 
figures were probably an over-estimate, for as 
late as 1892 the average salaries received by 
certificated masters and mistresses in Church 
schools were £67 and £47 respectively, though · 
heads of schools received more. 29 

Equally, however, it would be wrong . to 
interpret these years of pressure by Graves for 
an increased salary as characterised by undue 
parsimony on the part of the Trustees. They 
had charge of a small, fixed endowment at a 
time of major expansion in the whole field of 
elementary education. Forster's great Education 
Act of 1870 had introduced the conception of 
universal elementary education, and the ex
penditure on the Hanging Houghton School 
was growing steadily quite apart from the 
increases in salary paid to the Master and 
Mistress. It is probable that the number of 

29 Tropp, op. cit., ·39n, 133n. 
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children at the school was also growing, espec
ially after 1870. Fred Howard tells. us that there 
were 72 on the roll when he left in 1880, but 
the absence of log books prevents us from giving 
figures over a period of time. The growing 
popularity of the School i~ apparent from this 
passage in one of Howard's letters: 

'Lamport and Hanging Houghton School was 
so well thought of with such a learned master as 
Mr. Graves that scholars came from all the villages 
in the neighbourhood. Two or three used to ride 
ponies to school and stable them [in the village] ... 
Some of the boys that came to school from away 

demand for elementary education and a growing 
number of pupils attracted to the School by an 
outstanding schoolmaster? The School had 
been founded as a charity school with a fixed 
annual income of £66 to provide free education 
for poor children in two small Northampton
shire villages, yet, as Howard testifies, the 
position had now been transformed, with 
children (including more prosperous farmers' 
sons) flocking in from the surrounding villages. 

There was one obvious source of additional 

PLATE Ill. 
The last page of the letter addressed to the Trustees by J. J. Graves on 

19th March, 1859 (quoted in full in the article). 

were quite big fellows. I well remember one from 
Walgrave ... [and others from] Brixworth ... 
Old ... Maidwell ... Draughton ... and farmers' 
sons from Scaldwell, not to mention the outlying 
lodges at Cottesbrook, Hazelbeach and Bluebury. 
No wonder the school was so full!' 

This rapid expansion under the vigorous 
leadership of Graves was clearly beyond the 
limited financial resources of the School. Until 
1866 the increased expenditure on the School 

· had been met out of the accumulated credit 
balance. But after that date the account was 
overdrawn each year, and by a steadily increas
ing amount-from £15.19.11 in 1866 to 
£162.14.11 in 1873. What could the Trustees 
do1 faced with this situation of an increasing 

finance, and that was government grant, which 
had been available to Church schools from 
1833, when Parliament made its first grant of 
public funds to the voluntary societies. Capita
tion grants became available after 1853, but 
only a minority of schools qualified for them. 
Normally, a grant was not payable unless the 
school had a certificated master and was willing 
to submit to inspection by H.M. Inspectors. 
Lamport School, like the great majority of 
village schools in Northamptonshire, did not 
become eligible for grant until after the condi
tions had been relaxed following the 1870 
Education Act. Graves, as we saw, was himself 
a supporter both of government grant and 
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inspection. He may well have felt, especially as 
the number of pupils increased, that the only 
way forward was for the School to apply for 
help from the government. At any rate, the 
School account book shows that grant was 
claimed from 1873 onwards, and increased from 
£35 in 1873 to £74.13.6 in 1895/6. 

One other possibility of increased funds 
existed, and that was to charge all the pupils 
fees. Again, the period after 1870 was the turn
ing point, for in 1874 'school pence' amounting 
to £20.8.0 were collected for the first time. 
These were apparently collected from all the 
children, even those living in Hanging Hough
ton and Lamport. Fred Howard (who lived in 
Houghton) tells us that the fees varied from 
Id. to 3d. per week, depending on age. School 
pence brought in about £20 a year until 1891, 

when the Elementary Education Act of that 
year made it possible for elementary schools to 
abolish fees and claim a 'fee grant' from the 
government instead. 

In this way, the Trustees were able to curb 
the over-spending on the School: the debit 
balance declined from £162.14.11 in 1873 to 
£71.8.10 in 1895/6. But this had been done at 
the cost of abrogating the original scheme of 
the Founder and of increased dependence on 
public funds. Still greater dependence was to 
come after the passing of the 1902 Education 
Act, which made it possible for voluntary 
schools to be maintained out of the rates. The 
price paid was public representation on the 
managing body and increased· control by the 
Board of Education and the Local Educa~ion 
Authority. 

MALCOLM SEABORNE Leicester University 

GYLES !SHAM Lamport Hall 

(Part 11 of this article, describing in more detail the career of Graves from about 1870 to his death in 
1903, will be published in the next issue of Northamptonshire Past and Present) 

CORRIGENDUM. Northamptonshire Past and Present, Vol. Ill, No. 6, pp. 274-5. 

John Barnwell Over was not, as stated in the article "A Poem by John Clare" the founder 
of Over's well-known bookshop. He was a cousin of Mr. George E. Over who took over the 
bookshop in Market Place, Rugby, from Mr. A. J. Lawrence. 

The shop in the Market Place has been used as a bookshop since the early Nineteenth 
Century, passing through various owners' hands. In about 1830 the business was owned by 
Coombe and Crossley, then passed to Crossley, from Crossley to Billingham and then to Lawrence, 
and finally in 1912 to George Over. George Over formed a Limited Company in 1923. 

The Rugby Press of which George Over was very proud, published a number of books in 
·che early 1900's of which "Poems by John Clare" was perhaps the most important. This was 
published in 1901 there being two editions, a large paper edition limited to 30 copies, and an 
octavo edition. The book was entitled: "Poems by John Clare. Selected and Introduced by 
Norman Gale (Author of"A Country Muse" &c. &c) with a Bibliography by C. Ernest Smith". 
This book is one of the bibliographical rarities among Clare publications. Two copies of the large 
paper edition and one of the normal edition are in the possession of Mr. C. J. Harris, a Director 
of George Over, Ltd. who has kindly supplied the above information. Apologies are expressed 
to Mr. J. C. Brown who was not responsible for the original error, and to George Over Ltd. 

Mr. Brown also points out that in the fourth line of the poem "Spring Violets" the text 
should read "Thy loved companions" and not "My loved companions",as printed. 
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Everyone starts the day better 
with a square meal. Golden, 
delicious W eetabix and milk 
gives you the goodness of a 
cooked breakfast-without the 
cooking. All the nourishment 
of whole wheat with its protein 
and energy value, plus added 
vitamins and iron. Every day 
of the year, start the family off 
with two crisp W eetabix and 
milk-for square-meal nourish
ment! 

Weetabix 
GIVES SQUARE-MEAl NOURISHMENT 

Over 30 shops in Northamptonshire 
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STONE 
will enhance the BEAUTY of YOUR HOME & GARDEN 

Telephone 
2113 & 3895 Consult 

W. T. COX & CO. LTD. 
Stone Merchants & Masons 

St. Peter's Avenue Kettering 

BUILDINGS OR REPAIRS 
OF ALL KINDS UNDERTAKEN 

Stone Fireplaces a Speciality-supplied or fixed complete 

TERRAZZO TILES, PAVING & PRECAST PRODUCTS 
supplied and cut to size 

Architectural & Monumental Lettering & Carving 

Ensure your Future 
with 
THE EXPRESS LIFT COMPANY LIMITED 

* Continuative work of National importance 

·* Large expansion programme with new factory extensions 

* Training given to inexperienced but enthusiastic applicants 

* Call and see our ideal working conditions 

* Canteen facilities, sickness and retirement schemes 

* Sports and Social Club 

Vacancies of all types in our Workshops and Offices Call, write or telephone 

THE PERSONNEL DEPARTMENT, ABBEY WORKS, WEEDON ROAD, NORTHAMPTON 
Northampton 51221 
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GATES AND STONE PIERS 

THE County Council of Northamptonshire recently gave a grant to help restoration of the 
magnificent gates at Marston Trussell Hall, and a photograph of these gates forms the centre 
of our cover design of this year's Northamptonshire Past and Present. The gates show the Lion 
Rampant of the family of Norwich of Brampton, and were probably erected by . *Sir Erasmus 
Norwich, the 3rd baronet, who succeeded his father, Sir Roger, in 1691. He got into financial 
difficulties, and Brampton had to be sold to the Duchess of Marlborough. On 9 April 1712 
Sir Robert Clerke wrote to Sir Justinian I sham, 4th baronet, "The Under Sheriff is this day gone 
with his myrmidons to seize and take possession of Sir Erasmus Norwich his estate, even 'the 
very Parke". Sir William Norwich, the 4th and last baronet, died a bachelor at Market Harborough 

KELMARSH HALL; LODGES AND GATES 

in 1741. His sister Arabella, to whom administration of Sir William's goods was granted, married 
in 1738, Henry Barwell of Marston Trussell, and the Barwells moved the gates to Marston from 
Brampton, when the house there was pulled down. They are very fine examples oflate 17th century 
ironwork, and the gate piers with their urns are of equal splendour. 

Quite a romantic story attaches to the newly-erected gates and Lodges at Kelmarsh Hall, 

* The gates contain initials "E.N." which indicate that Sir Erasmus put the gates up soon after he succeeded 
to the property. 
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which travellers on the road from Northampton to Market Harborough will see. In 1778 James 
Wyatt designed these gates for Mr. Hanbury of Kelmarsh, but for some reason or other they 
were never erected. The design, however, was preserved, and lay for many years perdu at the 
Northampton Public Library, where they did not escape the perceptive eye of Mr. Bruce Bailey. 
He showed them to Sir Gyles !sham, who had them photographed, and sent a copy to Colonel 
Claude Lancaster, the present possessor of Kelmarsh, who has done so much to restore the Hall 
to the state it was in, when first erected for the Hanburys by James Gibbs. Colonel Lancaster 
decided to put the gates up, since not every owner possessed a signed design by Wyatt for a 
special position. The result is very gratifying, and, as will be seen from Mr. Bailey's photograph, 
entirely in keeping with their surroundings. Gibbs and Wyatt span the 18th century, and are now 
in happy partnership at Kelmarsh. 

G.I. 

}AMES WYATT'S DESIGN FOR KELMARSH 

BRADLAUGH AND THE BISHOP 
21 October, 1874. 

".Speaking of the sad fact that seventeen hundred men in Northampton voted for Bradlaugh, 
[the B1shop of Peterborough, Dr. Magee] said that this was to be chiefly accounted for by the bad 
hands into which two of the chief parishes of the town had fallen-men who had been there twenty 
years and had done nothing-and 'the worst part is' he added 'that I as Bishop can do nothing!'". 

From The Journal of Lady Knightley of Fawsley, 
1915, p. 267. 
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BERYL BEAUTY SALONS 
at 

• - • 14 St. Giles' Street 
Providing a 

Tel. 35696 
For those who 

Complete 248 W ellingborough Road have regular 
permanent waving 

Hair & Beauty Tel. 35875 and setting 
Service 

162 Birchfield Road East 
throughout the year 

from cutting to we have originated 
Tel. 31307 a rather 

permanent interesting service 

waving-from in association with showing a 

eyebrow shaping 
considerable saving 

DOUGLAS -may we send 
to electrolysis you details? 

of Castilian Street 
• Tel. 36017 • 

The treatment or permanent waving of difficult hair particularly invited 

A.R.&W 

CLEAVER 
THIS FAMILIAR NAME MEANS SERVICE TO 
YOU AND YOUR BUILDER 

Cleavers move ahead of the times. In 112 years we have grown from a small shop in 
Northampton to one of Britain's foremost Builders' Merchants, serving the trade 
and public alike. The same personal attention remains; see for yourself by calling 
into our fine new Lower Harding Street showrooms. Time-pressed? Cleavers stay 
open all ·day Saturday ... and 
there's ample parking space too. 

LOWER HARDING ST. 
(off Grafton Street) 

NORTHAMPTON 

Branches throughout the Midlands 
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THE COLES GROUP 
THE LARGEST PRIVATE 'GROUP OF SHOE 
MANUFACTURERS IN THE MIDLANDS 

Specialists and Originators of Fashion Footwear for Men 

BURTON LATIMER, KETTERING, NORTHANTS, ENGLAND 

Phone: Burton Latimer ~~~6 (5 lines) 

TIMSONS , LIMITED 
Known the Wo"rld over for 

ROTARY PRINTING MACHINES 

Presses made in 

KETTERING 
are now working in 

FORTY-SIX 
COUNTRIES 

TIMSONS LIMITED, KETTERING AND LONDON 
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A TROUBLESOME GUARDIANSHIP IN THE 18TH CENTURY 

THE contents of a small, white linen sack in the Thornton (Brockhall) collection at the Record 
Office provide a detailed story of the guardianship of three young problem orphans who were 
born in this county. Bundles of bills and letters, read in conjunction with an account book, make 
it possible to recreate the trials and woes of the worthy trustees who, given a preview of their 
forthcoming task, might well have thought twice about assuming _so difficult a responsibility. 

It all began in February 1736, when Thomas Adams of Whilton, gentleman, died. He left 
by his wife Mary three children, Ann aged 8, Thomas the heir aged 6, and William aged 5. To 
everyone concerned in the story they were known as Nanny, Tommy and Billy. No trace of their 
mother appears in the documents, nor does she occur in the Whilton registers as dying after the 
birth of Billy or before the death of her husband, and one can only conclude that she died elsewhere 
in the interim. Certainly the guardians, Thomas Langton of Teeton, Thomas Thornton of Brock
hall and Edward Clarke of Watford, acted at all times as if they were responsible for orphans. 
The choice of these three squires proved to be an astute appointment on the part of Thomas 
Adams, for· they took their duties seriously and conscientiously. 

As soon as Adams was dead, his executors went to the house in Whilton and made an 
inventory of plate, which was found to include a silver smelling bottle, one coral and bells and a 
pair of silver spurs. The watches were reserved for the children, two rings sold to Nanny, and 
the rest of the plate taken by Mr. Mathew the lawyer to be sold later for 17 guineas. After the 
will had been read Thomas Langton undertook to administer the leasehold London houses at 
Drury Lane, Holies Street and Plumb Tree Court, and Thomas Thornton to supervise and 
collect the rents of the main Northamptonshire estate, which comprised land or houses at Long 
Buckby, Crick, West Haddon and Whilton, as well as land at Priors Hardwick (Warwicks). 
Edward Clarke had the least onerous task; he took possession of all loose money and the deeds 
of the estates. 

On the funeral day Adams was borne to his grave by his neighbours and tenants, and after 
wine costing £2.14.0 had been consumed, and the children given a shilling each, Thornton went 
home to rummage out an old vellum-bound account book, for which he charged the children 
1j6d. and in which he carefully recorded expenditure and income for the ensuing 15 years. With 
regard to income there appeared to be the rents from London and Northants, and dividends from 
South Sea Annuities, which were really Tommy's inheritance and brought him about £150 per 
-annum. Nanny had the £30 annual rent from the farmland at Priors Hardwick and poor Billy 
only the £25 annual interest from the £500 which was to be paid him out of the landed estate at 
some future date. All extraordinary expenditure, such as the purchase of apprenticeships, would 
have to be met by the sale of South Sea stocks. 

The three children remained together until 1739, boarding with Mr. and Mrs. Taylor, 
who probably lived at Long Buck by. Meanwhile a tenant was found for the Whilton house and 
all the properties were kept in good repair by the trustees. We cannot tell whether the children 
were happy, but at least they led an orderly eXistence, with pocket money, regular haircutting 
and schooling for the boys, and many purchases of clothing and fancy trimmings for all, supplied 
by Mr. Coleman. In later years Nanny tartly said that Coleman could well wait for payment of 
bills as he had had so much in the past. Certainly the children appear to have been indulged to 
excess in fripperies, and this problem came to a head in 1741 when Nanny, who had been boarding 
with Mrs. Sharman at Rugby since 1739, ran up bills which included such items as green Saxagotha 
ribbon, a paris cap and-a snow tippit. Langton wrote to Thornton that he was "sorry to learn ye 
Person with whom Nanny Adams is with att Rugby should bring in such bills as exceed ye Income 
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of her Estate-am of ye opinion it will be quite necessary to remoove her". Nanny remained, 
however, and Mrs. Sharman saw to it to charge her for every luxury in excess of board, for 
example "a lemon 1l d", "to see a sight 6d", and the girl had to buy her own "shuger, coffey, 
Green tea and Bahay tea". Even when, in 17 45, she moved back to Long Buck by to stay with 
Mr. Coleman, he presented annual bills of £15 for dressmaking luxuries, which, coupled with a 
boarding charge of £14, would have left little margin for emerg~ncies, had Thornton and Langton 
not invited her at times to their homes. 

More attention was paid to Tommy, who was regarded as the most important member of 
the trio. In 1737 he was sent to board with Mr. Horton, the master at Guilsborough "where is a 
good schooll", but by 17 43 Langton had changed his mind and advised that "if he cannot be 
sufficiently taught att Guilsborough" he should be sent to Mr. }ones the writing-master at 
Preston. Despite Tommy's lack of facility in 
writing and accounts a plan was mooted to ap
prentice him to a grocer in London, but the 
£420 fee proved prohibitive, as did the £1,500 
required to set up the boy in a business on his 
own account. Tommy had expressed the wish to 
become either a grocer or draper,probably with
out much conviction. A period of indecision and 
decline set in, when Langton even wrote to 
Thorn ton to order clothes for both Adams boys 
as they were "almost naked". Taking advantage 
of the slackness J ones the schoolmaster bor
rowed £3 from Langton in London and did not 
bother to repay it, though the Trustees had the 
last laugh and deducted it from his fee. Tommy 
was next reported as having taken to drink, and 
the miscreant sent frequent letters to Thornton 
asking for money or imploring forgiveness for 
sins he hardly dare confess. In desperation a 
place was found for him in September 17 45 
with Mr. Smith of Daventry, an attorney, who 
agreed to take him for a £150 fee. Mr. Smith 
and his family enjoyed a good, genteel reputa
tion, and doubtless the harassed guardians 
thought that they had solved the problem 
rather well. 

At precisely the same time Billy was 
staying in London with Langton. Aged about 
15 years, until then he had been boarded out 
with a varied succession of hosts and had also 

BRIGADIER-GENERAL THOMAS ADAMS (1730-64) 
from a portrait in the possession of 

Robert Elborne, Esq. 

been tutored in writing by Mr. }ones-to little effect, as Billy's letters show. In London Langton 
arranged with his neighbours, Luinley & Ray of Mark Lane, grocers, for Billy to be apprenticed 
for a seven year period at a fee of 100 guineas, and in December he entered the trade for a trial 
period. If all seemed set fair at last for the Adams orphans, such an illusion was soon to be shattered. 

Out of the blue Tommy Adams appeared at Langton's London house. "He sayes he came 
away to avoid being pressed for a soldier by ye Pretenders Army-a fine story", reported his 
plaintive guardian, and added "he has brought nothing but ye cloaths on his back-I know not 
what to do with him". It transpired that he had run away from Daventry, and refused to return. 
He talked of entering a trade and then by a complete volte-face asked to enter the Army. "I have 
represented to him the Risque he runs of being knockd on ye head these troublesome times", 
said Langton wisely but to little purpose. 

It seems that the presence of Tommy in London may have had an unsettling effect on 
Billy at the grocers in Mark Lane. Before long Langton was telling Thornton that "Will. Adams 
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proves a very wicked and bad boy ... has betrayed his trust and robbd his masters of cash att 
several times-they have been extreamly civill to him on my account and will not prosecute him 
as they might do". "Lucky not to be in Newgate" adds Langton in another letter. "He sold his 
new great coat to an old cloath man ... about the same time he also began to trade in Tea and 
I hear carryed it out of ye shop in his Pocketts and sold it to severall". The upshot was that Billy 
was removed and his employers compensated. There was talk of sending him to sea, but it was 
agreed that his health was too delicate. 

A gap in the documents causes a veil to be drawn over the next few months. We may 
perhaps infer that Billy was sent back to the Daventry district, while Tommy remained in London 
to undergo some kind of reformation, for in February 1747 he wrote to Thornton apologising for 
his conduct and asking for an heirloom watch. Langton exerted himself on Tommy's behalf and 
was able to report in April that Tommy "should go a Cadee with the first troops yt go to ye Army 
in Flanders ... he will go away in 3 or 4 dayes time and I hope well reacommended to a Collonell 
of an old Regiment". Accordingly Langton accompanied Tommy to Gravesend "and he imbark'd 
on Sunday morning ... with a very fine fair wind att West-so that doubt not he is in Holland 
before this time-he is gone to Coli. Lewis de Jean's Regiment as Cadee". Almost-immediately 
the raw recruit received his baptism of fire at the "bloody action" at Maastricht, ·from which he 
escaped "with only ye loss of his hatt, 'tho he was in ye hottest of ye Battle & much exposed". 
Thereafter the intermittent news of Tommy was extremely encouraging: he was popular with his 
Colonel and got his commission before long. He continued to serve with .his Regiment in Flanders 
and Minorca, feeling sufficiently a man of the world to deplore Billy's idleness in a letter to 
Thorn ton. 

Billy was certainly a source of great anxiety, and Nanny too could not be trusted to steer 
clear of trouble. When she reached the age of 16 in 17 44 Langton considered her grown up enough 
to ask Mr. Clarke to forward her watch and rings, but rightly changed his tune when she asked 
leave to marry Mr. Landen, an Excise man. "I think she is full young to marry ... I am very 
much surprizd and angry with her for imbarking in an affair of this Nature without my consent 
and knowledge & Mr. Thorn tons ... & yt if She marryes without our approbation I will never 
have anything more to say to her-as to ye Man (who is a stranger to me) he may be a very honest 
deserving Person, but his circumstances ought plainly to appear to us" wrote Langton to Mr. 
Coleman of Daventry. We hear no more of the affair and by 1748 Nanny had transferred her 
affections to Mr. Harris of Daventry. Her guardians offered to interview the suitor and settle her 
fortune upon her if satisfied, but for some reason she remained unwed; After this disappointment 
she removed to London and sparse letters to Thornton complain of lack of money and threaten , 
a legal suit in Chancery if Mr. Clarke does not produce her title deeds. This querulous demand 
must have created quite a stir, for it was some time before'the deeds were tracked down to the 
lumber room of the Swan Inn at Daventry. It was probably no small comfort to Thornton to be 
given some recognition for his pains, when at last in January 1750 she wrote quaintly "I beg my 
complements may be exceptid to Mrs. Thornton and all your good family I return a great mainy 

· thanks for all favours I have recived at Brockhall". 

As has been surmised Billy may have been sent back to Northamptonshire after the debacle 
at Lumley & Ray's. In 1748 a Mr. Miller of Birmingham took an interest in the boy and offered 
to place him in that town with "a sadler, a printer, a buckell maker, a button maker or a hat
maker". Billy seems to have jumped at the chance, set off immediately and wrote to Thorn ton 
that he was well and liked being a "juweller". He seems to have neglected to mention his employer 
and exact whereabouts, however, and the frantic ·guardians were hard put to it to find the boy. 
Apparently the difficulty arose over trade terminology and Billy was discovered working for Mr. 
Thomas Mander of Birmingham who was actually a 'toyman' doing a brisk trade in studs and 
buttons for shirt sleeves and solitaire buckles set with Bristol stones. There is not much doubt 
that he was a shrewd businessman. He bombarded Thornton ceaselessly with pleas and threats 
until Billy was properly apprenticed to him for a five year period on payment of £52 fee. Such a 
fee did not imply that all necessities were .found; on the contrary the trustees were continually 
sent. bills for clothing, doctoring and medicines for the sickly boy. Billy was often ill and Mander 
wrote in August 1749 hinting that he might soon die. A shaky postcript by Billy to one of Mander's 
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letters confirms this impression, and indeed Nanny believed in September that her brother was 
already dead. Unpredictable as ever, he made a recovery and felt invigorated enough to demand 
new apparel from "top to toe". Troubled by a "sadd coff " he convalesced with Thorn ton for a 
month and then returned to Mander, who was unwilling to furnish any money for the slightest 
needs of his apprentice. To be fair, he probably got little work out of the boy wJ.:l.o became ill 
again and complained "what can I do for I am lame of going so barefoot". This last cri de coeur 
in a letter was duly countersigned by Mander to underline the fact that it was the task of the 
trustees to supply all wants. In April 1750 Billy wrote "I am but in a verry poore way of health 
at this time. I have been hunder the docters hands this month. The docter advises me to drink 
some Chocolate about half a pinte in a moarning boilde up with about halfe milk . . . pray sir 
let the Chocolate come down by Mr. Miller". This costly beverage, and even asses milk, proved 
ineffectual, for Billy was dead by the beginning of November 1750. His body was taken back to 
Whilton and buried in a coffin costing £1.6.0. Mr. Mander did not neglect to forward all out
standing bills to the guardians. 

In March 1750 Tommy had announced his coming of age and that he intended to let 
Mr. Langton manage his affairs when out of England. Thornton probably heaved a sigh of relief 
and prepared to arrange a deed winding up the trust, a task made easier by the death of Billy. 
On a year's leave from Minorca and having sold the Northants estates, Tommy joined with Nanny 
in signing the General Release on February 5th, 1751. Edward Clarke, who seems to have been 
let off lightly in his trusteeship duties, was unable to attend on this occasion-he was also dead. 

The legal formality accomplished, our story proper might be said to end, but diverse 
material at the Record Office allows us to proceed a little further, and since we have now become 
acquainted with the Adams family in the folly and unhappiness of their youth we may perhaps 
stay with them in better days. It is amusing to compare Langton's warning of 1745 that "he may 
become soone ruin'd" with Tommy's actual later career. A captain in 1756, he was promoted 
to major five years later in India. 

Like any lonely soldier he wrote to Nanny from Madras in 1761 "I still continue to enjoy 
a Good state of Health, notwithstanding the Violent Heat of the Climate. Our Campaigning [the 
reduction ofPondicherry] is now over ... my half pay will amount to seven shillings and six pence 
per day, so that I shall never want ... I can't help again repeating to you my uneasiness at not 
having heard from you or anyone else since I .left England, which is now two years, for God's sake 
write to me if it is only three words, just to say you are well, surely that is not too Much trouble, 
if it is get somebody to write it for you. I want to hear the news of the Country, how are all the 
families in your neighbourhood, what alterations is there among them, who is dead, & who is 
married ... write me all these particulars as soon as you can". 

But this quiet interlude did not last long; martial glory was close at hand. A century later 
Tommy's deeds as one of the founders of British India were to merit a whole page in the Dictionary 
of National Biography and our information comes from this source. In 1762, five years after the 
battle of Plassey, he was appointed to the command of the united forces of the Crown and the 
East India Company in Bengal, where the Nawab, taking advantage of the absence of Clive in 
England and provoked by much oppression and fraud on the part of certain British officials, 
instigated atrocities which soon led to war. The forces of the Nawab numbered 40,000 men, 
including 25,000 infantry trained and disciplined on the European system, and a regiment of 
artillerymen well supplied with guns. To oppose this force Adams had under his command a small 
body of troops of less than 3,000 of whom only 850 were Europeans. His artillery was also inferior 
to that of his enemy. The campaign began in July 1763 and lasted for four months in the course 
of which Adams fought four actions including the battles of Gheriah and Andwanala, took two 
considerable forts, nearly 500 pieces of cannon and totally defeated the most powerful native army 
that up to that time had confronted us in India. The campaign over, Major Adams was compelled 
by ill-health to resign his command, and died at Calcutta in January 1764, without enjoying the 
rank of brigadier-general which was accorded him in England on receipt of the news of his victories. 
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Malleson in his book "Decisive Battles of India" described Tommy as a man who "united 
calmness and coolness in the field of battle with great decision of character & clearness of vision 
not to be surpassed. He could plan a campaign and lead an army". 

By a lucky chance two stray copies of letters survive in the Thornton collection which 
throw light on this sad turn of events. Both are addressed to Nanny, and in the first dated 24.2.1764 
J. Grant, writing from Calcutta, says " ... The Major on taking the field had made a Will which 
he destroy_ed a few days before his death intending on my arrival from Camp to make another 
but I was not so happy as to see him again .. . the Major when he quitted the· field left many 
things unsettled with the Nabob and there was no circumstance appeared to induce me to believe 
his life was in danger. Mr. Skinner having always acted as his Attorney in Calcutta is in conse
quence appointed by the Mayors Court Administrator with me to his Estate. I hope we shall 
execute that trust to your satisfaction. The Estate when all collected together will amount to 
nearly 750,000 Rupees". 

The second letter dated October 1764 is from the famous military adventurer Colonel 
Eyre Coote, temporarily in England at West Park, Hants. "Dear Maddam, I am now thoroughly 
convinced of the great affection I had for my late worthy Friend your Brother by what I feel for 
his loss, a loss to me as great as any I could possibly have experienced, and what is past my power 
to express, but alas we must all submit to Fate and bear every ill in this life with a proper resignation 
to the Divine Will. When I left India the Major gave m.e a letter of Attorney to transact all his 
affairs for him in this part of the world and as he is now no more -it is proper that we should have 
a meeting in order to inform you of everything I know relative to them, for which reason I will 
set out from this place for London Tuesday next. I hope to have the pleasure of seeing you there 
as soon as possible ... Be assurd that I am with great respect Dear Maddam yr. affect. Friend 
& very humble Servant. Eyre Coote". 

Let us hope that Nanny wrote that much desired letter to her brother, for by his death 
she became a rich woman. We know that she resided in St. J ames, Westminster and employed a 
·coachman. Before long she was visited by a fervent admirer of her brother, who had fought under 
Tommy's command throughout _the war against the Nawab and recorded the campaign in a diary. 
The gentleman was the Hon. John Monckton, third son of the first Viscount Galway. His dashing 
first-hand accounts of the battles must have made a favourable impression on Nanny, for two 
years after her brother's death, at the age of nearly 40, she married him and in due course became 
the chatelaine of Fineshade Abbey. The copy of their marriage settlement in the Monckton 
(Fineshade) collection tells us that she was possessed of £14,000 in Bank of England stock & £500 
in East India stock, quite apart from "a very large sum of money ... to be remitted from the 
East Indies for her use in a short time" which was estimated at far in excess of £20,000. To add 
symmetry to the tale we must note that faithful old Thomas Thornton and Col. Eyre Coote were 
trustees. Nanny was to enjoy nearly forty years of married life, during which time three daughters 
were born. Jane the eldest died a spinster, Eleanor married the fifth Earl of Harborough and 
Mary Anne married Sir George Pigot, Bart. 

Nanny died on September 20th, 1802. What would Jane Austen have made of this story, 
one wonders? 
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Dictionary of National Biography on T. Adams. 
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Note: New Style dating has been used. 

CHRISTOPHER TONGUE. 



24 

• 

W. PEARCE & CO. (Northampton) LTD. 
BILLING PARK NORTHAMPTON 

T H I S M 0 D E R N TA N N E R Y situated in the midst of England's 

beautiful countryside produces the finest SPECIALITY LEATHERS in the World 

Established 1865 Telephone: 38281 (5 lines) 

Auctioneers, Estate Agents 
Surveyors and Valuers 

CAVE, JONES & MARSTON. 
(INCORPORATING BARBER & SONS) 

C. C. Marston, B.E.M., F.A.L.P.A. F. G. Slaughter, F.R.I.c.s., F.A.I., F.R.V.A. 
J. Asbrey, A.V.I. K. W. Adams, A.V.I. J. A. Fielden, A.V.I. 

SALES by Auction and Private Treaty 
VALUATION$ and Surveys of Property 

MORTGAGES arranged INSURANCE$ effected 
MANAGEMENT of Large and Small Estates undertaken 

ADVICE upon Town Planning, Appeals and Compulsory Acquisitions 
RATING appeals conducted 

OFFICES: 

27 ST. G I LES' STREET, NORTHAMPTON 
Opposite G.P.O. Management Dept.: 24 Fish Street 



PEPYS' AMERICAN DINNER PARTY 

PART TWO 

In the first part of this article, which appeared in the 1965 NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 
PAST AND PRESENT, the writer set out to examine the career of three of Samuel Pepys' 
dinner companions on the night of October 12th, 1660. All of these men were connected 
not only with Northamptonshire, but with America. The first article ended with the 
death of William !sham, brother-in-law of Sir Edward Brett, one of Pepys' dinner 
companions, and in the second article, which follows, the career of Henry !sham, 
William's son, in America is traced together with a notice of his numerous American 
descendants. The third guest at the dinner, Henry Norwood had only family connections 
with Northamptonshire, but he went to Virginia although he did not settle there. In 
compensation, he wrote an account of what he saw there. 
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BESIDES his two sons, Euseby and Henry, William I sham· had a daughter, Anne. The daughter is 
mentioned in a MS. pedigree at the College of Arms (see Note 25 above), where it is stated she 
became the wife of one Walthew, and had issue Richard, John, Henry, Alice and Sarah. Indeed, 
she and he·r children are mentioned in Sir Edward Brett's Will, when they were left £100 each at 
majority or marriage, whichever came first. There was an armigerous family ofWalthew mentioned 
in the Heralds' Visitation of Kent, 1619, when the family were living at Deptford, but, of course, 
this is too early to include Anne !sham and her husband. Of the sons, Euseby died in 1654, and 
there is a small brass to him in the church at Wroxton, near Banbury, where he died. Apart from 
the dates of his baptism and burial, and admission to Oundle School, almost nothing is known 
of him.33 

The younger brother, Henry, Sir Edward Brett's nephew, mentioned in his Will, has no 
history after his admission to Oundle School in 1638 until 1655 when his name occurs in the 
Court order book reports for Charles City County, Virginia34 as in dispute with Captain Daniell 
Lewellin. A non-suit was granted to Lewellin against Henry Isham "with 40 lb. tobacco costs for 
his attendance". In 1657 Henry !sham was a justice in Charles City County, present on the 
bench at several sessions.35 These records show that by 1655 he was not a newcomer to Virginia, 
and he was sufficiently established to have gained· a seat on the bench. On April3rd, 1658, Henry 
!sham and Lt. Jo. Hewell referred differences between them to Thomas Drewe and Anthony 
Wyatt, and these arbitrators awarded that "the sd Hewell shall enjoy the 150 acres of land and 
howseing in the controversy according to the lease ... and pay rent accordingly".36 In 1676, 
.Henry !sham's name is mentioned in the Will of John Smith of Bristol,37 when he is referred to 
as "Captain" !sham, which title is also used in certain secondary sources. 

John Smith made his Will on October 14th, 1673, "now in soundnesse of mind and memory, 
and bound on a voyage to sea". He had property in New England, Barbadoes and Virginia, "goods 
money shipping wares and merchandise", which he devised to his friend and executor Waiter 

33 In the Bodleian Library is a book The Legend of 
Captain !ones (by David Lloyd, Fellow of All Souls 
and Dean of St. Asaph). The half title bears the 
inscription "Tho: Penyston ex dono Eusebij I sham 
qui mortem obijt Jan 30 165(4) about 7 or 8 mont (?) 
at Wrox(ton) where he lyes buried" (followed by 
some doggerel verses. Signed "T.P."). The same 
half title has the signature John (Peshall?) 1731 and 
elsewhere in the volume the signature of the antiquary 
Thomas Hearne may be found. Thomas Penyston 
was probably the 2nd baronet, who succeeded in 

1644, and whose seat was at Cornwell, Oxfordshire. 
This is not far from Wroxton, and possibly Euseby 
!sham was returning from a visit to his friend, when 
he died at Wroxton. 

34 Virginia Colonial Abstracts, Vol. X, Charles City 
County Court Orders, 1655-58 (Richmond, Va., pri
vately published, 1941), p. 19. 

35 Va.Col. Abstracts, Vol. XI, 1658-61, pp. 41-2. 
36 Ibid., Vol. X, p. 103. 
37 P.C.C. 145 Bence. 
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Turton of Lyme Regis, Dorset, a merchant. In each place, John Smith had appointed a friend of 
substance as his attorney, and these attorneys were directed by the Will to hand over Smith's 
property to the executor. In Virginia, he mentions "all goods debts wares and monys belonging 
unto me in ye hands of my Attorney Capt. Henry !sham in Barmudee Hundred the upper parts 
of James River in Virginia". John Smith's probate (November 4th, 1676) records that he died 
"lately citizen of Bristol" on the high seas in the ship Le Providence. No doubt, such a man 
would be most careful to whom he gave power of attorney and it speaks well of Henry !sham 
that John Smith gave such power to him in Virginia. 38 

There is another glimpse of Henry !sham in the Records of Virginia in 1670. Francis Epes 
deposed in August 1678, that he was aged 50; in the year 1669 or 1670, he was at the house of 
Thomas Gagecorne, and others present were John Rudderfield, and Captain Henry I sham. 
Rudderfield "did possess the said Captain !sham with three head of cattle which did belong to an 
orphan girl, then in the tuition of the said Rudderfield which cattle the said Captain !sham was 
to deliver to the said orphan Elizabeth Rudderfield in kind, as soone as come of age. " 39 

Francis Epes' son was to marry Henry !sham's daughter in years to come. It is interesting 
to note that he is referred to as "Captain" !sham, for he is similarly referred to in the Will of 
John Smith of Bristol in 1676. The title Captain would therefore have been acquired between 
1658 and 1669. 

At the College of Arms is a pedigree (see Note 25 above) setting out the relationship of the 
I shams of Virginia and the Randolphs, of Moreton Morrell, Warwickshire, and formerly of Little 
Houghton, Northamptonshire, which records the marriage of"Henry !sham of Bermuda Hundred 
on James River in Henrico County Virginia (nephew to Sir Edward Brett)" to "Katherine daur. 
to- Banks of [Canterbury] in Kent". It is not known where this marriage took place, but it was 
almost certainly in Virginia, and in or before 1655. Katherine (Banks) was a widow, having been 
married first to Joseph Royall, who emigrated from England· to Virginia in 1622 at the age of 22. 
Royall, who started life in the colony as a servant to Luke Boyse, prospered exceedingly and, in 
1635, acquired eleven hundred acres at Dogham (Doggams) in Virginia.4° Katherine Banks was 
his third wife.41 Royall is mentioned as deceased in 1655, and the marriage of his widow must 
have followed soon after. Katherine had a son by her first husband, since her son, Henry !sham 
mentions in his will a half-brother Joseph Royall (1678). The property at Doggams remained in 
the Royall family until 1928, when Miss Alice Royal, a direct descendant, sold it to Mr. J ames 
Pickney Harrison. 42 

Katherine Banks is stated in the pedigree at the College of Arms to have been the daughter 
of one Banks of Canterbury, Kent. Kentish families played a considerable part in the early settle
ment of Virginia. The Privy Council in 1615 wrote to the Mayor and Aldermen of Canterbury 
commending to their care "that worthy and Christian enterprise" of the advancement of the 
Colony by means of Lotteries.43 · · 

There was a prosperous family of Banks of Ashford, Kent, who recorded pedigrees in the 
Visitations of London and Kent, and there can be little doubt that Katherine Banks came from 
this family, although her exact parentage has not been as yet determined. John Banks, said in the 
Visitation to be of Lancashire origin, settled in Ashford in the sixteenth century, where he married 
the daughter of a local draper. It was in Henry VIII's reign that hop-growing for beer became a 
profitable industry,44 and John Banks in his Will proved in the Archdeaconry Court of Canterbury 

38 The only Burgess of Bristol called John Smyth, 
who was also a merchant, is a man who attained his 
citizenship in 1673. Unfortunately the Records are 
missing for 1666 when he probably was bound 
apprentice to a merchant in the City, and his enrol
ment would have been recorded, with the name of 
his father (ex inf. Archivist, Council House, Bristol, 
23.6.65). 

39 E. T. Clark, Francis Epes (1942: N.Y.), p. 12 
citing Henrico County Court Records in the State 
Library, Richmond. 

40 Emmie Ferguson Farrar, Old Virginia Houses 
along theJames River, New York, 1957, p. 80. 

41 Annie Lash Jester, Adventures of Purse and Per
son, Virginia, 1607-1625 (2nd Edition, 1964), p. 284. 
For this reference I am indebted to Mr. J. M. 
Jennings, Secretary of the Virginia Historical Society. 

42 E. F. Farrar, op. cit., p. 84. 
43 Gal. S. P. Colonial, 1574-1660 (1860), p. 17. 
44 "Turkeys heresays hops and beer 

All came to England in one year" 
from Dorothy Hartley, Food in England (1962), 
p.198. 
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MARY (!SHAM) RANDOLPH 
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on December 11th, 1579, mentions his draper's shop "which I late purchased of Edmund 
Masterson" (his brother-in-law), and his second son Caleb (1561-98) in his Will mentions "the 
profittes of my parte of all the hoppe grounds . . . with all my hoppes which I have lying at 
London". This no doubt was the real source of the family's wealth. A number of men of the 
name of Banks emigrated to Virginia in early days,45 but in the absence of parish records, it is 
not possible to say which of them was Katherine Banks' father. She must have been born in 
Virginia, and very much younger than her first husband, since she lived until1686. 

Closely related to the Banks family of Ashford were the Epes family originally of Lyd and 
New Romney, Kerit. John Epes of Ashford, whose Will was proved on December 16th, 1627, 
and John Banks of Ashford and London (eldest son of the John Banks who died in 1579), whose 
Will was proved in 1642, married sisters, the daughters of Alexander Fisher, gent. of Detling, 
near Maidstone, Kent. John Epes' wife, who survived him, was named Thomazine,46 and John 
Banks II's wife was named Mary. Alexander Fisher, their father, was a man of good position, 
Recorder and Town Clerk of Maidstone in the 1580's. John Epes in his Will,47 mentions his five 
sons, John, William, ffrancis, Peter and Edward, and directed that if his wife died before his house 
was sold, the residue should go to his sons "or to soe many of them as shall then be liveing and 
within This Realme of England at the time of the sale". This was because some of his sons had 
already gone to Virginia. Sir Nicholas Tufton of Hothfield, Kent, was given shares in the Virginia 
Company by his father-in-law Thomas (Cecil), Earl of Exeter in 1618, and appointed Capt. 
William Epes, the second son of John Epes of Ashford, as his agent in Virginia. Two other sons, 
Francis and Peter also went to Virginia, although Peter was sent home in 1624 for popery. Francis, 
who went to Virginia in 1625, became Lt.-Colonel of Militia in 1635, and was granted 1700 acres 
of land in Charles City County, south of the J ames River. He died about 1658, and it was his 
grandson, another Francis, who married Anne Isham, the daughter of Henry Isham and Katherine 
(Banks).48 

When it is mentioned that Luke Boyse, the original master of Joseph Royall, belonged to 
a Kentish family, and that Joseph Royall's first wife bore the unusual name ofThomazine, already 
used in the Fisher/Epes family, it will be seen that these Kentish immigrants in Virginia clung 
together. It would be impossible in the space of this article to pursue the matter in further detail, 
but the writer hopes elsewhere to make available his researches into these closely related Kentish 
families and their Virginian connections.49 

The only son of Henry Isham and Katherine Banks, another Henry, as has already been 
explained, died as quite a young man, following a voyage to England to collect the legacy left him 
by his first cousin, Thomas Isham of the Middle Temple. When he died in 1678, he left "his 
honoured mother" Mrs. Katherine I sham, one third of his estate, so, presumably his father must 
have been dead by then. 50 Mrs. Katherine !sham's Will was proved in Virginia on October 20th, 
1686.51 By this time both her daughters were married. She appointed her son-in-law Francis 
Epes and "her loving son" Joseph Royall executors. She left her grandson Joseph Royall "one 
servant named John Towers all the Time he hath to serve, and my small silver tankard", and to 
her grandson Isham Epes "my negro Dick".52 She desired to be buried "near my dear husband 
on my own plantation". 

The pedigree at the College of Arms mentions two sisters of the younger Henry Isham of 
Virginia, the elder of whom, Mary, married "William Randolph of Turkey Island on James River 

45 They are listed in J. C. Hotten, The Original Lists 
of Persons of Quality etc. who went from Great Britain 
to the American Colonies 1600-1700 (1874). 

46 E. T. Clark Francis Epes op. cit. wrongly supposes 
her to have been Thomazine Banks. The mistake 
was followed by Mrs. Jester, Adventures of Purse and 
Person. 

47 Arch. Cant. Vol. 67, p. 230. 
48 For the Epes family in Virginia, see "The Tufton 

Manuscripts and the Virginia Connection" by Felix 
Hull in Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, 
Vol. 65, No. 3 (1957). 

49 The writer wishes to express his thanks to Dr. 
W. E. Church of Bethersden, Kent for much help 
over Kentish families; also to Dr. F. Hull, the 
Archivist at Maidstone. 

50 P.C.C. 81 Bath. 
51 It is printed in full on p. 78 of Francis Epes, 

op. cit. 
52 Slaves' surnames were usually taken from their 

masters. This accounts for the large numbers of 
negroes called !sham in the Southern states today. 
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in Henrico County", and gives the date of his death as April 21st, 1711, aged 63. When the 
younger Henry made his Will, the marriage of Mary !sham to William Randolph had already 
taken place, since he left his plantation known as Doggams equally between his two sisters, Mrs. 
Mary Randolph and Mrs. Anne !sham. William Randolph was appointed his residuary legatee 
and sole executor. 

The Randolphs were an armigerous family of some antiquity, who recorded a pedigree in 
The Visitation of Northamptonshire in 1681.53 Originally from Sussex, the Randolphs came to 
Northamptonshire where William Randolph settled himself at Little Houghton, as Steward to 
Lord Zouch of Harringworth. William Randolph was twice married to Northamptonshire ladies. 
By his first wife, Elizabeth Smith of Nuneham (Newnham) near Daventry, he was the father of 
Thomas Randolph, the poet, who was buried in Blatherwycke Church, where Sir Christopher 
Hatton commissioned Nicholas Stone to set up a simple classical monument to his memory in 
1640.54 By his second wife, Dorothy Lane, sister to Sir Ralph Lane, the Lord Keeper, and widow 
of Thomas West ofCoten End, near Northampton, he had numerous children, ofwhom only the 
fifth son, Richard, here concerns us. Richard Randolph was of Moreton Morrell, Warwickshire. 
He was born in 1622, married Elizabeth Riland, and had four sons and four daughters. William 
Randolph, his second son, born about 1648, emigrated to Virginia in 1674, and before 1678 
married Mary !sham. This couple were the ancestors of many distinguished people in Virginia. 
Mrs. Mary Randolph was living in 1713/14, aged 54, when Richard Dale, Richmond Herald, had 
in his possession the pedigree now at the College of Arms: Luckily a portrait of her by an unknown 
hand survives at Richmond, Virginia, where it is in the possession of the Virginia Historical 
Society, by whose courtesy it is here reproduced[Page 27].55 Her fourth son, !sham Randolph, 
"Captain of the Henrietta, belonging to J ames River", married J ane Rogers. He was the father of 
Jane Randolph, who married the Virginia Surveyor, Peter Jefferson. They were the parents of 
Thomas Jefferson, author of The Declaration of Independence, founder of the University of 
Virginia, and 3rd President of the United States of America, who was thus sixth in direct descent 
from Sir Euseby !sham of Pytchley, the builder of Pytchley Hall, High Sheriff of Northampton
shire in 1578 under Queen Elizabeth I, and the munificent host of James I's consort at Pytchley 
in 1605. 

Mary (!sham) Randolph's younger sister, Anne, is also mentioned in her brother's Will of 
1678. She was then unmarried, but later became the wife of Colonel Francis Epes (or Eppes) "of 
Bermuda's Hundred aforesaid". Both she and her husband were living in 1714/15. The Eppes 
family had been associated with Virginia since the early days of the colony's history in which 
they continued to play a distinguished part. Senator John Wayles Eppes (1773-1823) ofthis family 
married his fourth cousin Maria J efferson, daughter of President J efferson, as his first wife. 

Thus we have seen that two of Pepys' dinner companions at the Dolphin on that October 
evening in Restoration year were intimately connected by family ties with the two great figures 
of the American Revolution, Washington and Jefferson, who were both Virginians. The third 
member of the party, Major Norwood, was like the other two an ex-Royalist officer. Like them, too, 

·he had family connections with Virginia. His first cousin William, born at Leckhampton in 1615, 
emigrated to Virginia in 1648, where he married Lydia Jordan. From this marriage came a long 
line of distinguished_Americans. Robert Bingham, U.S. Ambassador at the Court of St. James 
(1933-37), was a direct descendant. Henry's brother Charles also went to Virginia, where he 
became Clerk of the Virginia Assembly, and Henry Norwood himself, although he did not settle 
in America, visited Virginia twice and wrote a memorable account of his voyage in 1649. He was 

sa Harl. Soc. Vol. 87 (ed. H. I. Longden). 
54 N. Pevsner, Buildings of Northamptonshire, 1961, 

p. 101 records the very typical memorial poem to 
the poet. 

55 This portrait was "for many generations, pre
served at Wilton, one of the five Randolph houses 
just outside of Richmond in Henrico County. This 
portrait has never been questioned,. (John Melville 
J ennings, Director of the Virginia Historical Society, 

in a letter of 19.4.65). The alleged portrait of Mary 
(!sham) Randolph reproduced opposite page 86 in 
Homer Brainard, Survey of the !shams in England and 
America, Rutland, Vermont, U.S.A., 1938, repre
sents, according to Mr. Jennings, "some mid
eighteenth century member of the Randolph family, 
not Mary (!sham) Randolph. The costume and the 
canvas itself could hardly be earlier than 1750,. 
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H.MS. 21 f. 248 College of Arms 
[Collection of Robert Dale, Richmond Herald]. 
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also present at the surrender of New Amsterdam (1664) to the British, which was renamed New 
York, in honour-of Charles II's brother. 56 

Henry Norwood, like Brett and Washington, had family connections with Northampton
shire. Edmund Norwood, younger brother of Tyringham Norwood of Wykeham Abbey, Lines, 
lived for a time at Cogenhoe, Northants, and his wife, Anne Lawman was of Boughton in the 
same county. Here their daughter Anne was baptised in 1604.57 Richard Norwood made a survey 
ofCogenhoe parish in 1630.58 He also spent some time in Virginia in 1623, and surveyed Bermuda 
for the Virginia Company. Eventually he left England altogether deploring the "many innovations 
of religion" and became a schoolmaster in Bermuda, where he died at the age of 84 in 1675.59 

56 G. Marion Norwood Callam, The Norwoods, I. 
An Introduction To Their History, 1963, limited edn., 
p. 19 and p. 23. See also by the same author, The 
Norwoods II. Heraldry and Brasses, 1965, where there 
is a photograph, Fig. 68, of the incised slabs in 
Leckhampton Church to William ·Norwood (1632) 
and his grandson, Colonel Henry Norwood (1689) 
and William Norwood, great-great-grandson of the 
William mentioned above (1764). Mrs. Callum is 
engaged in a full-length study of the Norwoods and 
their American connections. 

67 The Cogenhoe parish registers, now deposited at 
Delapre, contain full details of the Norwoods who 
lived there. Edmund was, apparently, a distant cousin 
of the Norwoods of Leckhampton. Another Nor-

wood, Thomas, "husbandman, was buried at 
Cogenhoe in January 1601. He was the son of another 
Thomas Norwood, who lived for a time at North
ampton, and was buried at Cogenhoe in July, 1601. 
Their relationship, if any, to Edmund Norwood, who 
had left Cogenhoe by 1620, is not clear. Information 
from Mrs. Warren of Yardley Gobion, to whom my 
thanks are due. 

58 His relationship to the other Norwood is not 
clear. Northamptonshire Past and Present, Vol. Ill, 
No. 6, p. 272. 

59 D.N.B. and Journal of Richard Norwood, printed 
by Bermuda Historical Monuments Trust. Facts 
communicated by Mrs. Warren. 
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Note (i) For full Randolph pedigree see Visitation of Northants, 1681, ed. H. I. Longden. 
(ii) For_Walthew see Visitation of Kent, 1619, Hail. Soc. Vol. 42 (1898) 

(iii) Isham Randolph's wife was Jane Rogers; their daughter Jane married Peter Jefferson, and these 
were the parents of Thomas Jefferson, 3rd President of the U.S.A. His daughter Maria married her 
fourth cousin John Wayles Eppes (1773-1823), U.S. Senator. 

(iv) On the back of this MS. are further details about Thomas Randolph, the poet, and his brother the 
Rev. Robert Randolph (died 1671). Their father's name is given as William Randolph "Steward to 
Edward Lord Zouch". 

As Captain Norwood, Henry served at Worcester, when Colonel Henry Washington was 
Governor there, and is mentioned as being among the officers when the garrison surrendered on 
July 20th, 1646.~0 He had indeed been one of the gentry of Worcestershire who volunteered a 
horse for the King in the early days of the Civil War.61 Yet, when he came to compound for his 
delinquency in June, 1649, he stated that he was not engaged in the last war. He was fined £15.62 

His grandfather, William, was of Leckhampton, Gloucestershire, which estate Henry Norwood 
purchased of his uncle Francis, but returned it to his uncle's sons in his Will. 63 But this purchase, 

6° C.S.P.D., 1645-7, p. 456. 
61 Diary of Henry Townshend, ed. J. Willis Bund, 

Vol. 11, 1916, p. 71. The first volume of this work 
mentions him as being in CoL Washington's Regi
ment in May, 1646, and as being present at the siege 
of Worcester. 

62 Calendar of Committee for Compounding, p. 2075. 

63 P.C.C. 143 Ent. See S. Rudder, New History of 
Gloucestershire, 1779, p. 521. The deed of settlement 
of the Leckhampton estate on the sons of his uncle 
Francis, dated March 23rd, 1686/7, is at the Records 
Office, Shire Hall, Gloucester (ex inf. Archivist, 
6.7.65). 
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of course, was in the prosperous days after the Restoration. It was far otherwise in 1649, when he 
was fined by the Parliament, and was just another ex-Royalist officer, without prospects in 
Republican England. 

He went from England to Holland, and, thence, in the early autumn of 1649, in company 
with two other Royalist officers, Major Francis Morrison and Major Richard Fox, to Virginia. 
But the story is best told in his own words: "To what horrors and despairs must our minds be 
reduc'd at the bloody and bitter stroke of his [King Charles's] assassination at his palace of 
Whitehall? This unparalleled butchery made. the rebels cast away the scabbards of their swords ... 
so that the sad prospect of affairs in this juncture gave such a damp to all the royal party which 
had resolved to-persevere in the principle which engaged them in the war, that a very considerable 
number of nobility, clergy and gentry, so circumstanc'd, did fly from their native country, as 
from a place infected with the plague". He points out that "men of the first rate, who wanted 
not money or credit to balance the expense" chose "to try their fortunes at Surinam, Barbadoes, 
Antigua, and the Leeward Islands". Norwood lacked, like his two friends, both money and credit, 
so he decided to go to Virginia, for this reason. Moreover, he was "nearly related" to the Governor, 
Sir William Berkeley, and the King had given him a letter recommending him to the Governor's 
"particular care". 64 

The three friends sailed on The Virginia Merchant, the voyage costing them £6 a head, 
bound for the James River. There was a large company aboard (330 passengers and crew) and 
the voyage was eventful and disastrous. Their ship ran short of water, and they were eventually 
obliged to land in a creek north of Virginia, where Norwood and his party were kindly treated by 
the Indians, but suffered much from the cold winter weather. They were much put about by the 
truculent and tactless behaviour of one Major Stephens, who had served in the Parliamentary 
Army under Wailer, and who had strangely been their companion on The Virginia Merchant. 
Eventually, however, they were rescued by a relief party, and were brought into Virginia by their 
guide, Jenkin Price, who took them to his house at Achomat "called by the English Northampton 
County". Thence they progressed through several friendly plantations, meeting other ex-Royalist 
officers on the way. 65 

At last they reached Jamestown, where Sir William Berkeley, his relative, the governor, 
took Norwood "to his house at Greenspring". Governor Berkeley was not only kind to Norwood, 
but "shew'd great respect to all the royal party, who made that colony their refuge. His house 
and purse were open to all that were so qualify'd". Berkeley had been appointed Governor by 
Charles I in 1641, and his Commission from the King charged him "to be careful that Almighty 
God is served according to the form of religion established in the Church ofEngland".66 Virginia 
under Governor Berkeley was no place for sectaries or Republicans ! 

Norwood stayed in Virginia until May, 1650, when the Governor sent him to Holland to 
see the King, "to sollicite his majesty for the treasurer's place which he took to be void by the 
delinquency of Claybourne, who had long enjoy'd it". His mission was successful, and Charles II, 
then in exile, appointed him "Escheator Treasurer and Receiver of Quit Rents of Virginia during 
pleasure"Y Norwood was in Amsterdam in 1651, but, after a visit to England, returned to 
Virginia. This was an unpropitious moment, as the Governor and the Assembly of Virginia were 
at loggerheads, over the latter's decision to submit to the authority of the Commonwealth. Sir 
William Berkeley assembled 1,000 armed men at Jamestown to resist in the King's name, but was 
finally forced to accept the position, and was given leave to depart. Norwood left the Colony just 
before the Governor's surrender, on March 12th, 1652, and returned to England.68 

64 The grandmothers of Sir William Berkeley and 
Henry Norwood, who were Lygons of Madresfield, 
were sisters. Elizabeth Lygon married William 
Norwood, and Margery Lygon Sir Henry Berkeley. 

65 "Sir Thos. Lunsford, Sir Henry Chichly, Sir 
Philip Honywood, Col. Hammond and others". 

66 C.S.P. Col, 1574-1660, under 1641. 
67 "Colonel Henry Norwood", by Capt. J. H. Trye, 

R.N. in Transactions of the Bristol and Glos. Arch Soc., 

Vol. XLVII, 1925, p. 116, citing Virginia Council 
Minutes. 

68 S. R. Gardiner, Hist. of the Commonwealth and 
Protectorate, Vol. II, 1916, p. 142. Gardiner's state
ment that "there were no Royalist refugees in Virginia 
to embitter the conflict", as there had been at 
Barbadoes, is scarcely confirmed by Henry Norwood's 
account in his "Voyage to Virginia", pp. 145-70 in 
A Collection of Voyages and Travels, Vol. VI, 1732 
(Messrs. Churchill). 
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Here he was constantly in trouble with the new government. He was implicated in 1653 
in a Royalist plot for the distribution of arms in Worcestershire, Leicestershire, Derbyshire and 
Staffordshire, and was arrested but set at liberty. 69 Thereafter he was under constant suspicion, 
and subject to arrest and imprisonment. A correspondent reported to the Secretary of State, 
Thurloe, that Sir John Pakington (Henry Washington's brother-in-law), Colonel Sands [sic] (who 
later married Henry Washington's widow), and Colonel Blunt, "a papist and dangerous person 
as any in London", met frequently at Colonel Blunt's chamber "with Major Norwood and diverse 
others". "Blunt's chamber", the informant went on, "is neare the water-side, fower paire of 
stairs. I beleive it is the same chamber where Norwood lay ... ".70 Norwood was arrested in 1655, 
and sent to the Tower, from which he addressed a pathetic letter to Thurloe, dated September 
18th, 1656, protesting.his innocence, and asking for permission to go into exile "into those desarts, 
where I never had health or content", and for the return of his papers "that were seized in my 
chamber, at least such as only look like merchandise". 71 The reply to this letter was an order by 
Cromwell himself to transfer Norwood into the custody of the Governor of Jersey early in 1658, 
apparently to put him outside the protection of habeas corpus. He was finally released, after Cram
well's death, by the Council on condition that he did not return to England or plot against the 
Commonwealth abroad. 72 These conditions Norwood failed to observe, for he was in London in 
July, 1659, and joined the party of insurgents led by Charles Littleton at the Wrekin in August 
of that year. This, like so many Royalist risings, was an utter failure. 73 He then evidently joined 
the King in the Spanish Netherlands, where he was appointed an Esquire of the Body on March 
24th, 1660.74 As such, he attended the King's coronation in 1661, and for a short time held the 
office of Captain of Sand own Castle (Deal). Thereafter his career can be traced in the Army lists~ 
and this must here be briefly summarised. 

In 1661, he was commissioned as Lt.-Colonel of Lord Rutherford's regiment at Dunkirk, 
of which place he was Deputy-Governor in 1662. In 1663, he became Lt.-Colonel of the Tangier 
Regiment of Foot. Tangier, of course, had been part of the dowry of Charles II's Queen, Catherine 
of Bragan<ra. England's hold on the Colony was precarious, and Colonel Norwood saw strenuous 
service during his years there. He distinguished himself in repulsing a Moorish attack on the 
town in 1663. In 1664, in which year he also managed to join Nicholls' expedition to reduce New 
Amsterdam in America,75 he became Colonel of his regiment at Tangier and, in February, 1665, 
Deputy-Governor of the Colony. Here his policy was to support Ghailan, a Moorish chief who 
had attacked Tangier, against the Sultan, Tafiletta. When Ghailan was defeated, Norwood acted 
as host to him and his veterans, and their train of "ladies of orange tawny complexion ... many 
of them old and ill-favoured, others young and lovable".76 Ghailan was angry at Norwood freeing 
a Portuguese girl, whom he had included among the ladies of his harem, and returning her to 
her parents at Lisbon. Ghailan, despite the kindness he had received, became Norwood's bitter 
enemy, left Tangier for Algiers, and complained to the English government of his ill-treatment, 
fabricating many absurd charges. Henry Howard, later 6th Duke of Norfolk, was sent to Morocco 
on an embassy to Tafiletta in 1669, and reported that he found Norwood "very industrious and 
intelligent in everything". Norwood hoped, indeed, to receive a Commission as Governor, but 
in this he was disappointed, and even the command of the garrison was given to someone else, 
Lord Middleton, who took up the position in October 1669. 

Shortly afterwards, Norwood returned to England. He purchased Leckhampton, and was 
M.P. for Gloucestershire in 1675. He was made a justice of the peace for Gloucestershire in 1670, 

69 Trye, op. · cit., p. 116. See, also, David Under
down, Royalist Conspiracy in England 1649-60, Yale 
University Press, 1960, for an account of the various 
plots in which Norwood was involved. On Norwood's 
arrest in January, 1655, he "was found to be of 
enough importance to warrant personal examination 
by Cromwell himself". (p. 130). 

70 J. Thurloe, State Papers, ed. T. Birch, 1742, 
Vol. IV, p. 485. 

71 Thurloe, op. cit., Vol. V, p. 428. 

72 Trye, op. cit., p. 117. 
73 Underdown, Royalist Conspiracy, p. 272-3. 
74 Trye, op. cit., p. 117, citing Egerton MS. 2542, 

f 343 b. 
75 Trye, op. cit., p. 118. 
76 E. M. G. Routh, Tangier, 1611-84, 1912. This 

admirable work quotes many of Norwood's letters to 
Sir J oseph Williamson, which show him to have been 
a shrewd observer. 
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and in 1671 was elected a common councillor of the City of Gloucester. In 1672, when the new 
charter of the City of Gloucester was granted, he was made an alderman for life, and he was 
chosen mayor in October 1672. There is a fiat stone in Leckhampton Church recording that he 
was the youngest (i.e. younger) son of Henry Norwood, and that he died on September 14th, 
1689.77 

Norwood's father was of West Camel, Somerset and Bishampton, Worcs., and his mother 
was Elizabeth, daughter of Sir John Rodney of Rodney Stoke, Somerset. The fact that his father 
had Worcestershire property accounts, no doubt, for his being included among the gentry of 
Worcester, and as such providing a horse for the King's service in 1642.78 He was described as of 
Bishampton in 1649. 

While in Tangier, his name must often have been mentioned to Samuel Pepys, who was 
Treasurer of the Tangier Committee in 1665, when Norwood was Deputy-Governor. Pepys 
commented in his Diary on a dispute between John Bland, mayor of Tangier, and Norwood, 
that he thought the former "a foolish light-headed man" but considered all the same that he had 
been abused by Norwood, whose letters were "in the most shitten proud, carping, insolent and 
ironically-prophane stile, that ever I saw in my life, so as I shall never think the place can do 
well, while he is there". 79 But this unfavourable opinion cannot have entirely effaced the pleasure 
Pepys felt at that dinner-party in the hey-day of the Restoration, when Pepys pronounced his 
company "very noble". 

77 He was born c. 1614. Bigland, Gloucestershire, 
Vol. II, 1792, p. 149. 

78 See above note 61. 
79 January 29th, 1669. 

PITT, FoX AND THE LADIES 

GYLES !SHAM. 

"I am very glad Sir James [Langham] came in so easy-as to Mr. Powys many people 
wished him to be opposed; as they thought he had acted very wrong in joining Fox and being so 
violent: it is dreadful to think a man of such vile principles as Fox should disturb the peace of 
the nation so much". 

Susanna, Lady !sham to her husband's aunt (by marriage) 
Philippa, Lady !sham, · 

19 April, 1784, (B.M. Add. MSS. 29602. F.292) 

NOTE-Sir James Langham of Cottesbrooke, and Thomas Powys of Lilford were elected M.P.s for 
Northamptonshire in 1784. Thomas Powys was later created the first Lord Lilford. 

"Our young folks are all at home at this time. Mr. Pitt is very unkind to the Ladies to 
tax their trumpery, perhaps he means to be reveng'd on them for the affront they shew'd him by 
their great partiality to Mr. Fox". 

The same to the same 
17 July, 1784 (B.M. Add. MSS. 29602, F.294). 
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1966 1866 
NEW HOUSE, 0UNDLE 

A NoTE oN WILLIAM !sHAM's SuPPOSED HousE AT OuNDLE 

In Part I of this article, which appeared in Northamptonshire Past and Present, Vol. Ill, 
No. 6, there was, on p. 268, a sentence recording that an old house in Oundle had the initials 
"W.I." and from this it had been assumed that William !sham lived in Oundle, and fought on the 
Parliamentary side in the Civil War. As was then shown, the suggestion that William !sham fought 
in the Parliamentary army was based on the Squire Papers, now generally accepted as a forgery. 
However, even the slender evidence based on the initials "W.I." must now be rejected. 

The House in question is known as "New House" and has long been one of the Boarding 
Houses for Oundle School Boys. Its present occupant is Mr. R. F. Chignell, who kindly allowed 
me to inspect the House. The inscription on a gable end reads today "W.I.l640", but in a drawing 
of the house which appeared in The British Architect for November 1886, the inscription is read 
as "W.}.l640", and there is a note to the effect that the initials stand for "William Joyce Captn. 
under Croinwell who slept here often". The "}" may well have been damaged in the past eighty 
years, so that it now looks like an "I". William I sham gave his address as "Pytchley" when he 
entered his two sons at Oundle School, and it.must now be acknowledged that there is no evidence 
to support the idea that he ever lived at Oundle. 



36 

A Charter 30' span Grain Store titmuss 
''ON THE FLOOR'' 

GRAIN STORAGE 

BEAU MONT GRAIN STORE Is designed for storage to a height of 1 0' or storage and drying 
to a he-ight of 8 ' incorporating 10' or 8' galvanised pressed steel thrust resistant panels. Manufac
tured in a span size of 60' , in multiples of 15' bays in length and to an eaves height of either 14' 3" 
or 16' 3" incorporating a centre internal ducted system. 

CHARTER GRAIN STORE Is designed for storage to a height of10' or storage and drying to 
a height of 8' incorporating 10' or 8' galvanised pressed steel thrust resistant panels. Manufactured 
in a span size of 30' , 35' and 40' in multiples of 15' bays in length and to an eaves height of either 
14' 3" or 16' 3" incorporating an external ducted system. 

F. E. Titmuss Ltd. 
(AGRICULTURAL DIVISION) 

Main Air Ducts, Grain Retaining Panels 
and Laterals can be supplied for self
erection, toget her with instructions 

Head Office and Works : 

-------------re-1._: 4-2B_t_f2-f3 Mill Rd., Wellingborough 

TIMPSON 
A FINE FACTORY 

PRODUCING 

FINE SHOES 

For over one hundred years Tl M PSO N S have designed and made 
shoes, the reputation of which has carried them into the world market 

of the present day. 
Besides earning valuable dollars, TIMPSON shoes are sold in a 
network of over two hundred and fifty shops throughout the country. 

WILLIAH TIHPSON LIMITED 
NORTH PARK. KETTERING • NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 
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THE WASHINGTON FAMILY AND ITS NORTHAMPTONSHIRE ASSOCIATIONS 

MoRE than most of the great men of history, George Washington owed his qualities to his 
forbears; and his pedigree is thus of special interest alike to the genealogist and the student of 
heredity. In the case of a Keats, a Shelley, or a Poe there seems no patent affiliation with preceding 
generations: it is as though a comet dropped unheralded from the sky, or a peacock suddenly 
appeared in a nest of wrens. But with George Washington one senses no such discordant element. 
The young master of Mount Vernon, who took such pains over his hounds, his crops, and his 
cellar; the stiff figure of later years, whose courtly hauteur so alarmed the egregious Genet; and, 
at the last, the solitary old gentleman, with broad-brimmed white hat and a hickory staff, riding 
round his farms in the sunlight:- all this presents a picture that might apply equally well to any 
of the Washingtons at Sulgrave Manor,-the immemorial pattern of the English Squire. 

LAWRENCE WASHINGTON 

Lawrence Washington, the acknowledged founder of the Sulgrave line, from whom George 
Washington was seventh in direct male descent, was born at Warton, eo. Lancs., about 1500. He 
was the eldest son of John Washington (the cadet of an ancient north country house) by Margaret, 
daughter ofRobert Kytson ofWarton and sister of the great Tudor merchant, Sir Thomas Kytson 
ofH~ngrave in Suffolk. Sir Thomas evidently kept a fatherly eye on Lawrence's youngest brother, 
Thomas Washington, who was apprenticed to his uncle in 1534 and eventually rose to be Governor 
of the Merchant Adventurers' new bourse at Antwerp; but other influences were to decide 
Lawrence's own career, and only lately have those influences been determined. For an extract 
from some unpublished Duchy of Lancaster Pleadings reveals that on 26 July, 1529 Lawrence 
was serving as Bailiff at Warton-an hereditary office in his family__:to William, Lord Parr of 
Horton, by whom the said Lawrence (we are expressly told) was "greatly alyed and [be] frendyd" 
(D. of L. 3/24; and cf. William and Mary Quarterly, October, 1937, p. 314). The Parrs had 
inherited the barony of Kendal, in which Warton was situated; and William, Lord Parr, who is 
further described as "cheif ruler of alle the said country [i.e. around Warton]", was at that date 
acting as Steward of the Kendal barony due to the minority of his nephew, William Parr of 
Kendal castle (born 1510, later Marquess of Northampton), the brother of Queen Katherine Parr, 
last wife of King Henry VIII. But Milord Parr was likewise a Northamptonshire landowner in 
right of his wife Mary Salisbury, the heiress of Horton, six miles south-east of Northampton 
town: and Lawrence himself must have subsequently gone down to Northants. towards the end 
of 1529 on his patron's business,-since before 24 March, 1529/30 [not 1530/31, as invariably 
stated] he had married a Northamptonshire widow, named Elizabeth Gough, whose previous 
husband had been a prosperous mercer of Northampton and Bailiff of the borough. 

The widow Gough not only brought the ambitious Lawrence a town house in Northampton, 
with her former husband's interests there, but also the impropriate rectories of Higham Ferrers, 
Chelveston, and Caldecote (cf. New England Hist. Gen. Register, April, 1940, p. 200) which the 
Washingtons were still using as an occasional residence as late as 1548-9. Probably Lawrence 
took over the· deceased Mr. Gough's business as well: at all events, it is clear that he quitted 
Lord Parr's household in consequence of this marriage, and was immediately afterwards chosen 
a member of the Northampton Borough Corporation. He became Mayor of Northampton for 
the first time in 1532, and was Mayor again in 1545, besides acting at various times as Alderman 
and Justice of the Peace. 

Indeed, both of Lawrence Washington's wives (for he was married twice) appear notably 
to have influenced his later career: and it is plain that, like his illustrious descendant, the American 
President, he possessed a keen eye for wealthy widows! For a document of 1543 in the Bodleian 
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Library at Oxford shows that his second consort, Amy Pargiter of Greatworth-whom he 
espoused shortly before 4 February, 1537/8, and who became the mother of all his children
was at the time of her marriage the widow of Master John Tomson of Sulgrave; and she endowed 
her second husband with the manors and rectories of Sulgrave and Stuchbury, Northants., as 
well as appurtenant lands, all of which Lawrence was holdingjure uxoris in March, 1538, according 
to a then Survey of the estates of the Cluniac priory of St. Andrew's at Northampton. The 
assembled evidence (from the above Survey, etc.) proves that these possessions comprised:
(a) two messuages, etc. in Sulgrave; (b) the farm of Sulgrave rectory; (c) closes, etc., in Stuchbury 
known as "Townfield" (comprising a "mansion-house", etc.), "Westfield", "Millfield", the 
"Middle Close", the "Lord's Close", "Oxhey", and "Sulgrave Field"; (d) the farm of Stuchbury 
rectory; (e) the "Mill Close" in the parish of Cotton; and (f) "Broadyates Close" in the parish of 
Hardingston. Probably Lawrence also became tenant at this period of the lands in the parish of 
Woodford owned by the Austin priory of Canons Ashby and the Benedictine nunnery ofCatesby. 
At all events, the main holdings,-viz., those in the adjacent parishes of Sulgrave and Stuchbury, 
-were re-granted to Lawrence and his wife, Amy, by the Crown on 10 March, 1538/9 and 26 
February, 1542/3 respectively (the priory of St. Andrew's, of which the properties were originally 
held, having been dissolved by Henry VIII on 1 March, 1537 /8): and it is important to realize 
that the above two grants of 1539 and 1543 thus meant no more than the acquisition by Lawrence 
in fee simple of the lands which he had already possessed as tenant before the priory's dissolution !1 

Lawrence Washington's name occurs in 1564 on a royal commission to assess for taxation 
purposes St. Giles's church, Northampton (his own town house lay in St. Giles's parish): and 
at the time of the dissolution of St. Andrew's priory in 1538 he appears to have assisted the King's 
officials in their labours. In June, 1541 he was nominated an original Trustee of Northampton 
Grammar School under the will of its founder, the eminent Thomas Chipsey. His later life (he 
survived until 19 February, 1584) would seem to have been given over principally to "wool
stapling", the great trade of the sixteenth century gentleman,-and more particularly to the 
partnership -which he had formed with his father-in-law, Robert Pargiter of Greatworth (near 
Sulgrave), and his second wife's brother-in-law, William Mole, for exploiting the fertile pasture
lands of Stuchbury for kine and sheep. That this same partnership was perpetuated at a later date 
is clear from a long Exchequer suit of 1606 (which was again revived in 1619 and 1621) alleging 
that Lawrence's son and heir, Robert Washington of Sulgrave, in collaboration with George Mole 
and the younger Robert Pargiter-grandsons, respectively, of the William Mole and Robert 
Pargiter, just mentioned-had scandalously pulled down "not only the parsonage-house ... and 
all or the most part of the said town and parish houses of Stuttebury [Stuchbury] aforesaid, but 
also the parish church itself", in order to make use of the lands for woolstapling purposes ( William 
and Mary Quarterly, October, 1937, p. 519). 

As far as Lawrence's private life is concerned, the evidence is naturally slight. He se~ins to 
have been on goo<ii terms with his opulent relatives, the Kytsons, as was of course his younger 
brother, Thomas; and a letter of the latter's to Sir Thomas Kytson's widow, Margaret, Countess 
of Bath, ·dated from Antwerp 14 July, 1555, specifies "another tonnykin [of sturgeon] smaller 
than yours, under your mark and note with yours in the skipper's book, which is for my brother, 

. Lawry", at Sulgrave (Hengrave MSS.). Then in 1545 the Countess's third daughter, Katherine 
Kytson, came to live in Northamptonshire as the wife of Sir John Spencer of Althorp,-thereby 
allying the Washingtons to probably the greatest family in the county. Again, it is interesting to 
find Lawrence as a friend of Sir Robert Tyrwhitt, one of Henry VIII's Knights of the Body, 
whose wife acted 1546-49 as Governess to Princess Elizabeth at Hatfield House;-being, indeed, 
accused as an accessory in 1549 to her royal mistress's precocious intrigue with the Lord Admiral 
Seymour. For Sulgrave Manor has always had a strong tradition that the future Virgin Queen 
paid a visit there in her nonage; and to this day a certain huge, ancient cupboard at the manor
house, with a Tudor oak-panelled door and an early window (now filled in), is pointed out as 
being where the young Princess hid during a childish game of hide-and-seek (see H. Clifford 

1 See the writer's article, "The Forgotten Heiress of Sulgrave", in The American Genealogist, October, 1944, 
pp. 97-109. 
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Smith, Sulgrave Manor and the Washingtons, p. 117). An ancient country ballad on the subject, 
reciting the story in considerable detail, has been rescued and printed by a former Vicar of 
Sulgrave, the Rev. W. S. Pakenham-Walsh. 

SULGRA VE MANOR 

As we have seen, the estate acquired by Lawrence Washington through his second marriage, 
and confirmed to him and his heirs in fee simple in 1539 and 1543, consisted of the manors of 
Sulgnive and Stuchbury, etc., as well as the patronage and advowson of Stuchbury church (this 
last-named emolument was "thrown in" with the later Crown grant of 1543). Lawrence's first 
wife's property at Higham Ferrers, Chelveston, and Caldecote was diverted to another lessee, 
John Jones, in 1570; so, accordingly, it did not pass at his death in 1584 to his eldest son, Robert 
(born 1544). The latter, however, duly inherited the Sulgrave-Stuchbury estate (described in a 
settlement of 1 May, 1565, now amongst the Sulgrave Manor MSS., as totalling over 1,250 acres), 
as well as the advowson of Stuchbury church and a town house in St. Giles's parish, Northampton: 
in addition to which, Robert acquired .fure uxoris the manor of Radway, eo. Warwick, with title 
to the manors ofHorley and Hornton, Oxon., and also the Northants. manor of Nether Boddington 
(purchased from the Wakelyns).-Together with Sir John Spencer, Robert Washington, "Esquier" 
was appointed a royal commissioner in Northants. in 1598 (William and Mary Quarterly, October, 
1937, p. 516): and he evidently lived the typical life of the prosperous country gentleman of the 
period. Nevertheless, according to the Rev. J. N. Simpkinson-author of that charming novel, 
The Washingtons: A Tale of a Country Parish in the Seventeenth Century (published in 1860)-he 
eventually found himself obliged, through declining fortunes [sic], to part with Sulgrave manor 
to a nephew, Lawrence Makepeace, and thereupon retired to end his days in an obscure thatched 
cottage ip the village of Little Brington (the parish where dwelt his noble kinsfolk, the Spencers 
of Althorp)! This tragic event is said to have taken place in 1606-1610 (vide New England Hist. 
Gen. Register, January, 1944, pp. 28-41): but, as we shall shortly see, the Washingtons' ownership 
of Sulgrave terminated, not around 1606-10, but at Robert Washington's death in 1620; whilst 
their ownership of the manor and rectory of Stuchbury lasted right on til11646,2 of the manor of 
Nether Boddington till circa 1636, and of that of Radway till 1654! The evidence is as follows: 

In May, 1601 Robert Washington 'of Sulgrave' (to give him his usual designation), having 
late in life contracted a second marriage (before 25 March, 1599) with Anne Fisher of Hanslope, 
Bucks., who was possibly his housekeeper, made a settlement upon his eldest son and heir
apparent, Lawrence II, of the entailed portion of the estates, viz., the manor of Sulgrave and the 
manor and rectory of Stuchbury (cp. William and Mary Quarterly, October, 1937, pp. 517-8). 
Between 1601 and 1610 young Lawrence II (according to a later deposition of 1635) "att seuerall 
tymes sold to seuerall persons the greatest parte of the demesne landes of the said mannor of 
Sulgraue in the parish and precinctes of Sulgraue aforesaid" (ibid., April, 1939, pp. 224-5): and in 
March, 1610 Lawrence also, with his father's consent, assigned his future rights in Sulgrave 
"mannor house and backside, orchard, garden, and some small doses thereto adjoining [together 
totalling seven acres], being the remainder of his landes in Sulgraue not former lie passed and sold 
awaye", to his cousin-german, Lawrence Makepeace of London (ibid.). Lawrence II Washington 
promptly used the money obtained by the above transaction to acquire another desirable property, 
viz., the manor of Wicken (in the south-east corner of Northants., close to the Buckinghamshire 
border), of which he took a lease from his kinsman, Robert, Lord Spencer, in 1610, and which 
was afterwards occupied for many years by his widow, Margaret Washington (nee Butler), and 
ultimately by his son-in-law, Francis Pill (cf. the New England Historical and Genealogical Register, 
July, 1940, p. 258). Meantime, the fact that it was he, and not (as commonly alleged) his father 

.Robert, who executed the assignment in reversion of Sulgrave manor-house to Makepeace in 1610, 
proves that Robert Washington's own title as actual lord of the manor could not possibly have 
been legally extinguished during his lifetime; and, in view of the circumstance that Makepeace 
himself was a grandson of the first Lawrence Washington, this 1610 deed must be interpreted as 

2 On 4 December, 1628, Sir John, in conjunction with his mother, Mrs. Margaret (Butler) Washington, sold 
the Stuchbury lands for £1,380 to William, Lord Spencer (William and Mary Quarterly, April, 1939, p. 216). 
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SULGRAVE MANOR HOUSE 

intending to effect no more than a mere alteration in the entail. The object in making such an 
alteration on the part of Robert's heir, Lawrence II, was plainly to facilitate the purchase of a 
home of his own,-so as to leave Sulgrave to his step-mother, Anne Washington (nee Fisher), 
and to his father's growing family by her. And clearly Makepeace, who was a London lawyer, 
was equally eager on his side to undertake such a bargain; since he had already acquired the 
"Leeson" manor in Sulgrave from Thomas Leeson in 1607, and was obviously ambitious to 
extend his lands in the parish. Moreover, it should be noted that young Lawrence II Washington 
did not seek to alienate the manor and rectory of Stuchbury (which were duly inherited by his 
eldest. son, Sir John Washington), nor the valuable estate ofRadway Grange in Warwickshire (the 
inheritance of his mother, Elizabeth Lyte). Stuchbury, however, possessed no actual manorial 
residence (indeed, even the parish church and parsonage, along with "all or the most part of the 
said town and parish houses", had apparently been pulled down by old Robert Washington prior 
to 1606, "to the great depopulation of the commonwealth and country thereabouts"): while 
before 1610 Lawrence II was also obliged to make over the family's Warwickshire seat, Radway 
Grange, in accordance with a previous agreement, to the widow of a brother, Waiter Washington, 
whose son (John) flourished there until 1654 (cf. William and Mary Quarterly, October, 1937, 
pp. 514, 522). There was likewise no manor house at Nether Boddington (a manor acquired by 
Robert Washington in 1600),-its previous owners, the Wakelyns, residing not at Boddington 
but at Eydon (ibid., October, 1937, p. 514): so that under the circumstances Lawrence II, if he 
wanted a home of his own, had no alternative save to buy some other property. 

Certainly it can not have been any pressure of poverty that drove Lawrence II from 
Sulgrave to Wicken; for a Chancery deposition of 1638 expressly asserts that he died in his father's 
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lifetime in 1616 "leauinge a good estate to his heire, Sr. John Washington, which was administered 
by Margaret his widow" (Bills and Answers, Charles I, bdle. H 55, no. 38)! ·It is significant, too, 
that Lawrence II's father, Robert Washington, is usually called "esquire" in contemporary 
documents,-a higher rank than that accorded to his father, the original Lawrence of Sulgrave 
(who is simply styled "gentleman"),-and to which Robert had evidently become entitled through 
his acquisition jure uxoris of the Lyte estates in Warwickshire. Meanwhile, Sir John Washington, . 
-having obtained the manor of Thrapston (near Kettering, Northants.) from John Mordaunt, 
Earl of Peterborough (his kinsman through the Spencers ),-made no attempt to interfere with 
the new entail of Sulgrave after his grandfather, Robert Washington's, death in 1620; evidently 
preferring his new seat at Thrapston, both because of his close friendship with Lord Peterborough 
(whose seat, Drayton House, was nearby), and on account of its convenient proximity to his first 
wife's home at Islip. Besides, in any case he had inherited most of the other Washington ancestral 
possessions, viz., the Stuchbury estate (with the patronage of the Living), as well as the manor of 
Nether Boddington; whereas his cousin Makepeace cherished a special interest in Sulgrave,
as, indeed, has already been sufficiently indicated. Three years after succeeding as head of the 
house in 1620, Sir John received the accolade of knighthood, thus affording additional proof of 
the family's undiminished prosperity. Sir William Washington, Sir John's younger brother, had 
been knight~d th~ year before (1622), but no doubt owed that advancement to his fortunate 
marriage to Anne Villiers, the half-sister of the Duke of Buckingham. Another member of the 
family, Sir Lawrence Washington of Westbury and Garsdon (a cousin), was knighted in 1627 
(his granddaughter and heiress, Elizabeth Washington, married Earl Ferrers); and it is noteworthy 
that all the scions of thjs generation appear as occupying prosperous positions in the world. Sir 
John's and Sir William's sister, Margaret Washington, became Lady Sandys in 1621; whilst two 
at least of the other brothers, Thomas and George Washington, were at Court, the former being 
page to Prince Charles and the latter to the Earl of Southampton. Young Thomas Washington, 
indeed, accompanied the Prince and Buckingham in 1623 to Madrid, where the circumstances of 
his death were one of the final causes of the break in Anglo-Spanish relations, and evoked a long 
"Elegy" from a contemporary poet lamenting his untimely end:-

Know'st thou whose these ashes were? 
Reader, thou wouldst weeping swear 
The rash Fates err'd here as appears, 
Counting his virtues for his years. 
His goodness made them overseen, 
Which showed him three score at eighteen. 
Inquire not his disease or pain: 
He died of nothing else but Spain . 
. . . He needs no epitaph or stone, . 
But this,- Here lies lov'd Washington. 

The fifth brother, needless to add, was the Rev. Lawrence Washington (born at Sulgrave Manor 
circa 1602), the Royalist Rector of Purleigh in Essex, who is mentioned as "nowe at Oxford" in 
the will of his aunt, Mrs. Elizabeth (Chishull) Washington of Great Brington, in 1623 (cp. New 
England Hist. Gen. Register, January, 1944, pp. 28-41). The Rev. Lawrence had a distinguished 
University career, becoming Fellow of Brasenose, Lecturer in Philosophy, and Public Orator, as 
well as one of the University Proctors specially appointed by royal warrant in 1631; and was the 
father, as is well known, of the two Washington Emigrants to Virginia. As for Sir John Washington 
himself, he acquired large landed interests in Hampshire by a second marriage (before 14 March, 
1629/30) to Dorothy, nee Pargiter, widow of Gerard Kirkby, esq. of Stanbridge Earls (a grandson 
of the Marquess of Winchester), and niece of Robert, Lord Spencer; became a Gentleman of the 
King's Privy Chamber and a baronet; and was buried at Thrapston in 1668 (William and Mary 
Quarterly, April, 1939, p. 218; and see later). 

There is thus ample proof that the Washingtons never suffered the eclipse in fortune such 
as the facile pens of the Rev. J. N. Simpkinson and others have so vividly depicted. For it is 
evident that Robert Washington, despite the modern belief to the contrary, never lost Sulgrave or the 
other family estates after all! Indeed, Robert remained in full legal possession of Sulgrave itself 
until his decease in 1620 (a fact further confirmed by contemporary documents); and it was only 
then, and not till then, that the title to this one property passed by his death to Lawrence Make-
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peace, by virtue of young Lawrence II Washington's assignment of 1610. Nor did Makepeace 
enter, even yet, int0 immediate occupation, due to the dower rights of Anne (Fisher) Washington, 
Robert's widow. Anne herself was still living at the manor-house in August, 1621, when she 
deposed in a lawsuit regarding the Washington manor of Stuchbury as "Anne Washington of 
Sulgraue, in the county of Northampton, wydowe". She appears not to have actually vacated 
before the year 1623, when she moved to East Haddon, Northants., with her daughter Mrs. 
Ireton, dying there in March, 1651/52 (William and Mary Quarterly, April, 1939, p. 220); and 
in the autumn of 1623 the new owner, Makepeace-who, as one of the Registrars of the Court 
of Chancery, was now obliged to spend most of his time in London,-leased Sulgrave Manor
house to Richard Blason, gent. (Feet of Fines, Northants., Michaelmas, 21 James I). Makepeace 
died at Sulgrave 24 November, 1640, leaving a son, Abel Makepeace, esq. (educated at Winchester 
and Magdalen College, Oxford), who sold the estate to Edward Plant of Kelmarsh in 1659. It is 
necessary to realize, however, that the Makepeaces, though officially owners of the "manor", had 
succeeded only to the manor-house itself (along with the seven acres surrounding it), and not to 
any of the demesne lands in Sulgrave parish which, as has been seen, had been previously alienated 
by Lawrence II Washington to other purchasers (vide ante): and in a deposition, dated 19 January, 
1638/39, it was expressly emphasized that there was not "any waste grounde or common in 
Sulgraue aforesaid nowe belonginge to the said mannor house of Sulgrave, other than the garden, 
orchard, and backside thereunto belonginge" (cf. William and Mary Quarterly, April, 1939, 
p.223). As for the manor and rectory of Stuchbury, these still continued, of course, in possession 
of the Washingtons,-Sir John Washington being the owner in 1628 and having his cousin, Sir 
Lawrence Washington, as his tenant. (Sir Lawrence's father, Lawrence Washington of Maidstone, . 
had similarly held Stuchbury under old Robert Washington of Sulgrave, who was his elder 
brother). Sir Lawrence Washington's daughter, Martha, Lady Tyrrell, sold the lands and rectory 
of Stuchbury-evidently with Sir John Washington's consent-to William Jesson of Coventry in 
1646. The later history of the manor of-Nether Boddington is more obscure; but it appears to 
have been conveyed ·by Sir John Washington by 1636 to William, 2nd Lord Spencer of Althorp 
(Althorp MSS.; and Feodaries' Surveys, Court of Wards, no. 662). 

Sir John was also heir to his own father, Lawrence (died vita patris 1616), in the manor of 
Wicken; but he allowed his widowed mother, Margaret, to retain her life-interest, and then 
surrendered his title to his brother-in-law, Francis Pill, esq. (cp. ante). To sum up, then: 

First, Robert Washington continued legally to own Sulgrave manor and the other 
Washington estates down until his death in 1620. 

Second, during Robert's lifetime his heir-apparent, Lawrence II, having sold the Sulgrave 
demesne lands, assigned his future rights in the actual manor-house to a cousin Lawrence Make
peace (1610), so as to facilitate .the purchase of a new home for himself (viz. Wicken manor). 

Third, Robert Washington's grandson and heir, Sir John Washington ofThrapston (eldest 
son of Lawrence Il), inherited the remaining Washington ancestral properties, e.g. the manor 
and rectory of Stuchbury and the manor of Nether Boddington (neither of which boasted manorial 
residences). But Sir John did not interfere, upon succeeding his grandfather, with his father, 
Lawrence II's, previous entail of Sulgrave on the Makepeaces, doubtless owing to his preference 
for his own new seat at Thrapston, which he had· acquired in the interim. Wicken manor was 
left to the use of Sir John's mother, Margaret. 

Fourth, the Makepeaces merely succeeded after Robert Washington's decease in 1620 to 
Sulgrave manor-house, with a scant ~even acres of land. 

And, fifth, the Washingtons of Sulgrave never suffered any reverses of fortune; their 
alleged "fall to poverty" in 1606-10 being simply invented in the last century by the Rev. J. N. 
Simpkinson in order to harmonize with his picturesque theory as to their subsequent residence 
at Little Brington in a humble cottage. · 

In addition, I venture io append the newly-discovered descents, from the beginning of the 
seventeenth century onwards, of the remaining two manors in Sulgrave parish, respectively held 
at that period by the families of Danvers and Leeson (these revised descents should be compared 



WASHINGTON of Sulgrave, Northants. 

(Male descendants only,· to illustrate accompanying article) 

Lawrence Washington 
born at Warton, Lancs. c. 1500; 
Alderman and Mayor of 
Northampton; died 1584 

(1) Elizabeth Gough of Northampton, 
Widow (no issue) ' 

(2) Amy (Pargiter) Tomson of Greatworth 
and Sulgrave, Widow 

Robert Washington 
of Sulgrave (1544-1620) 

(1) Elizabeth Lyte of Radway, Co. Warwick 
(2) Anne Fisher of Hanslope, Bucks. 

I I 
Catherine 

* 
John Ireton 1588 

Lawrence Washington II, Margaret Butler, 
died 1652 

(issue of second 
wife, died 1670) 

of East Haddon 

I 
Sir John 
Washington, Bt. 
of Thrapston, 
died 1668 

I 

died 1616 
(issue of first wife) 

(1) Mary Curtis of 
!slip, died 
1625 

(2) Dorothy 
(Pargiter) 
Kirkby, Widow 
died 1678 

I 
Sir William 
Washington of 
Isleworth, 
Mddx., died 
1649 

. I 
Anne Villiers Thomas 

died in 
Spain 
1623 

Col. Henry = Elizabeth Pakington 
Washington I 
(1615-1664) 

four daughters 

I 

I 
George 

I 
Rev. Laurence 
Washington 
born c. 1602, 
Rector of 
Purleigh, Essex, 
died 1653 

Amphilis Twigden 
of Creaton, 
born 1602, 
died 1655 

I 
by first marriage by second marriage 

I 
John Lawrence 

I 
I 

Mordaunt 
I I 

John Thomas 
(?"the deaf 

man who 
now lives at 
Maid well" 
1672) 

Pblip 
I 

William 

emigrated to Virginia 1657, 
great-grandfather of 
GEORGE WASHINGTON, First 
President of the U.S.A. 

born 1635, died 1677, 
emigrated to Virginia 
after 1665; 
twice married 

*John Ireton was the nephew of Elizabeth (Nicolson), wife of Thomas !sham of 
Lamport. He was thus a first cousin of Sir John !sham, fj.rst Bart. 

All places mentioned are in Northamptonshire, unless otherwise stated. 
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with the wildly erroneous versions of the old Northamptonshire historian, Baker, which have 
hitherto held the field) :-

(a) The "Danvers" manor of Sulgrave was sold in 1599 by Samuel Danvers, esq., 
of Culworth to Ralph Bulkeley, gent., of Clement's Inn, London, who in turn sold it in 
1601 to Randall Manning, citizen and skinner of London, whose son John Manning, esq., 
of London sold it in 1632 to Thomas, 1st Lord Crewe of Stene. It was again sold, 20 June, 
1700, by Anne, widow of Thomas, Lord Crewe to John Hodges, gent., of Sulgrave (son 
and heir of the Rev. Moses Hodges, who had acquired the "Washington" manor of Sulgrave 
in 1673 from Edward Plant, the purchaser from Abel Makepeace). 

(b) The "Leeson" manor of Sulgrave was sold by Thomas Leeson, gent., in 1607 
to Lawrence Makepeace (successor to the "Washington" manor after 1620), who sold it 
in 1623 to Thomas Trist, esq., of Culworth; whose widow Margery Trist (nee Pell) sold it · 
in 1630 to Thomas Whitton of Sulgrave, yeoman, whose son John Whitton sold it in 1641 
to Richard Walker. The latter's descendant, John Walker, willed it in 1715 to his nephew 
Walker Prestige, whose heirs claimed to be owners as late as the second half of the eighteenth 
century. It eventually became merged in the main estate then owned by John Hodges' 
grandnephew, the Rev. Moses Hodges Bartholomew. 

(For fuller details, see Miscellanea Genealogica et Heraldia, September, 1937, pp. 331-3). 

THE WASHINGTON BARONETCY 

That Sir John Washington, of Sulgrave, Stuchbury, Nether Boddington, and Thrapston, 
Northants. (and jure uxoris of Stanbridge Earls, .in Hampshire) not only received a knighthood 
but a baronetcy as well, has been heretofore utterly unsuspected by all workers on the Washington 
pedigree. In fact, no mention is made of any such title in the excellent Complete Baronetage of 
G. E. Cokayne (alias 'G.E.C.'), or in the earlier works of Burke and Wotton; nor has the actual 
patent of creation survived. However, the matter is rendered certain by Sir John's burial entry in 
the Thrapston parish register on 18 May, 1668, as "The wright worshipfull Sur John Washingtunn, 
Knight and barrennit". 

It is common knowledge that the patents for many of the peerages and baronetcies, created 
during the Civil War period of 1649-60, were destroyed or lost owing to the young King's exile 
and the confusion of the times (a list .of these peerages is given in the New Complete Peerage, 
vol. V, Appendix E, pp. 841-2): and not a few of the baronetcies whose history is chronicled by 
'G.E.C.' belong in this category,-e.g. those of Short and Sutton,-while doubtless others still 
remain to _be sought out in the records. Thus, the sole evidence for the baronetcy eonferred on 
Sir Edward Sutton is that he is styled "Knight and Baronet" in two confirmations of land in 
1663; and Sir Edward Short, although called a baronet in one entry of June, 1661 in the State 
Papers, is carelessly marked in his grant of admon. simply as "Edward ·Short, otherwise Sir 
Edward Short, Knight, ofNewington Butts, co; Surrey" ('G.E.C.'s' Complete Baronetage, vol. VI, 
p. 88). Similar instances are those of Grymes, Bennington, Palmer, Wood, Price, Merces, and 
Bunce (ibid., vol. Ill, pp. 15-19, 24); also Barclay, Bennett, and Towris or Tours (vol. VI, pp. 64-5, 
91). Nevertheless, the learned 'G.E.C.' accepts any evidence whatsoever of this nature as being 
satisfactory,-and even includes in his work a baronetcy of "Ballentine, created before 1679", on 
the grounds that "A creation of a Baronetcy of this name is, in some measure, implied by a certi
ficate, dated 7 November, 1679, at the College of Arms, London, that no record of any Baronetcy 
or Knighthood is recorded, since the Restoration of 1660, as having been granted to John 
Ballentine, of Northumberland or Cumberland" (ibid., vol. VI, p. 63). Consequently, we may 
regard the newly-discovered fact of Sir John Washington's creation as baronet without misgiving 
(a decision with which the present Garter King of Arms, Sir Anthony Wagner, has recently 
expressed full agreement). Also, Sir John, as the Hearth Tax records show, was the great man of 
the parish, where he had lived for nearly fifty years; while parish registers themselves are always 
acceptable as prima facie evidence in any court of law. 

The registers of Thrapston are unfortunately missing between 1640 and 1653; but prior 
to that date they contain. three entries relative to Sir John's family, viz. :-Philip Washington, son 
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of John Washington, "Armiger", baptized 27 December, 1624; Elizabeth 'Washington, "Filia 
Johannis Washington, Equitis Aurati", buried 4 July, 1632; and William Washington, "Gener
osus", buried 25 March, 1639. Elizabeth and William were evidently children of Sir John's second 
wife; the issue of his first marriage (14 June, 1621) to Mary Curtis of !slip being four sons, 
Mordaunt, John, Thomas (buried at Lowick, near Thrapston, 1 May, 1625), and Philip (buried 
at St. Martin's-in-the-Fields, London, 26 September, 1643). The two elder sons may have been 
baptized at !slip (a parish next door to Thrapston), where the extant registers are unluckily non- 
existent prior to 1695. 

Sir John's arms are still to be seen in Thrapston church. Moreover, Sir John's seat, 
Thrapston Hall, still stands in the village, and at the commencement of the eighteenth century 

_ is known to have belonged to a Mrs. Montagu and her son, Washington Montagu, Esq., to whom 
a brass exists in the church (ex inf. A. Norman Groome, Esq.). Mordaunt Washington, Sir John's 
eldest son, was a student at Pembroke College, Oxford in 1642, and obtained a cornetcy in a 
cavalry regiment at the outbreak of the Civil War (cp. Rev. H. I. Longden History of the Washington 
Family, p. 30). Perhaps, then, he succeeded to the baronetcy at Sir John's death in 1668, and 
became the father of the Mrs. Montagu just mentioned, whose husband was doubtless some cadet 
of the ducal Montagus of Bough ton. But this will have to await further investigation. Sir John's 
second son, John, was alive on 14 January, 1661/2 and likewise on 11 October, 1673 (cp. Waters, 
Genealogical Gleanings in England, vol. I, pp. 380, 391). It seems possible that he was the "Mr. 
Washington, the deaf man who·now lives at Maidwell" (but the contemporary Maidwell registers 
have, alas, also perished !), who came to Lam port Hall as the guest of Sir Justinian I sham the 
second baronet on 4 October, 1672. This is recorded in the Diary of Sir Justinian's son, Thomas, 
which he kept in Latin at his father's request (The Journal of Thomas !sham of Lamport, edited by 
Waiter Rye, Norwich, 1875, p. 67. A new edition of the Diary is being published by The Gregg 
Press shortly). There was a relationship between the !shams and the Washingtons, because Sir 
Justinian !sham's mother was a sister of the wife of Sir Lawrence Washington of Garsdon, Wilts. 
Genealogists, it may be added, have mistakenly identified him with the John Washington of 
Surry Co., Virginia, living 15 September, 1658, but deceased by 1662, who left a numerous posterity 
in Virginia, North Carolina, and Tennessee. 

GEORGE WASHINGTON, M.A., F.S.A. 

THE VANISHED RAILWAY AGE 

NoRTHAMPTONSHIRE, until the last decade, was well served by railways and no less than five of 
the main lines from London to the north traversed the county, in addition to many others w4ich 
wandered through the meadows and woods serving countless villages and small towns. At the 
time of the railway amalgamation in 1923 there were nearly 80 passenger stations open and even 
in 1960 there were still almost 50. Now the total is 6, one of which is in the Soke of Peterborough, 
and the first of the main lines, that of the old Great Central Railway through Brackley and 
Woodford ~alse, has closed. The importance of Northampton, Wellingborough, Kettering and 
Peterborough as railway centres has declined considerably although all have improved and faster 
services to London and daily travel to the Metropolis is now relatively easy. Electric locomotives 
haul 100 m.p.h. expresses on the old London and North Western line through Blisworth and 
Weed on and passengers have even less time to dwell on the pastoral delights of the Northampton
shire countryside as they speed along. Thus the long familiar railway scene has vanished forever, 
almost overnight, and although the motorist will doubtless rejoice at the absence of the hissing 
steam locomotive impeding his progress at numerous level crossings, there are many who will 
think back nostalgically to the little branch train which was an integral part of the county scene 
until a short while ago. J. N. YoUNG. 
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THE EVENLEY STRIKE IN 1867 

IN the 1860's the agricultural labourer was 
regarded as one of the most humble members 

. of society; a man who, unlike the artisan, 
· endured a low living standard and even uncer

tainty of employment without any attempt at 
combination with his fellows in order to im
prove his position. Even in the early part of 
1872, Lloya Jones, writing in the influential 
trade union paper The Beehive, described the 
farm worker in the following vein: "In intellect 
he is a child, in position a helot; in condition a 
squalid outcast, he knows nothing of the past; 
. . . the taproom his highest conception of 
earthly bliss". 

For this reason, when the agricultural 
labourers of Gawcott in Buckinghamshire went 
on strike for higher wages in 186 7, they attracted 
considerable attention; not only The Times and 
other contemporary newspapers contained 
accounts of it, but the Aimual Register of that 
year accorded it a mention, and gave details of 
the embryonic trade union organisation which 
supported the men concerned.1 However, it is 
not normally appreciated that Evenley, in Nor
thamptonshire, shared in this movement, which 
took place five years before the widely-known 
activity in Warwickshire, with which the names 
ofJoseph Arch and Henry Taylor, in particular, 
are associated. 
. Evenley (or Imley) is a village situated on the 
southern border of Northamptonshire and is 
bounded on the north-east by Brackley, on the 
west by Croughton, on the east by Mix bury, 
and on the south by Tusmore-the two latter 
parishes both lying in Oxfordshire. According 
to the 1871 Census it had a population of 589, 
and the largest landowners in the parish at that 
time were the lady of the manor (Hon. Mrs. 
P. S. Pierrepont), and Magdalene College, 
Oxford. 

In March, 1S67, the even tenor of life in 
Evenley was disrupted by a strike among the 

1 Marx draws attention to the strike in Das Kapital, 
Part I, pp. 222 and 757, 3rd Edition, 1883, or in the 
Everyman Edition (translation) Vol. I, Part Ill, 
p.255, 1962. 

agricultural labourers-a strike which led to 
violence, as three farm workers employed by a 
Mr. Railton refused to join in the affair: in one 
case an attack took place as the·man was walking 
to work, while the other two were assaulted as 
they were feeding sheep. The lack of precedent 
for such an incident makes it especially sur
prising, but, in fact, it was not as unexpected 
as it might at first sight appear. 

Mention has been made of the strike iri 
Gawcott and of the attention it quickly aroused. 
In Buckingham, largely at the instigation of a 
Mr. Biss, who was variously described as a 
grocer and register office keeper,2 and of Mr. 
Thomas Baker, junior, of Bridge Street, in the 
same town, an organisation was created to 
appeal for public subscriptions to enable the 
Gawcott men to migrate or emigrate to areas 
where higher wages were paid. A definite effort 
was also made to encourage the men to move. 
As Canon Girdlestone had demonstrated in 
1866 in the case of the lowly-paid Devonshire 
labourers, whom he had sent to the North of 
England, in some parts of the country high 
agricultural wages could be earned, 3 and the 
Aid Committee in Buckingham sought to obtain 
the addresses of suitable employers in these 
more highly-paid regions, as well as of emigra
tion agents. They produced notices and hand
bills for display, informing the labourers not 
only in Buckinghamshire, but in the surround
ing counties, of the facilities they were offering. 4 

One of the posters appeared in the shop 
window of Mr. Thomas Judge, grocer, of 
Brackley. Judge was a strong Radical and 
throughout his life he was to advocate extreme 
views (in 1890 he became a County Councillor). 
There is little doubt that it was through him 

2 Biss said he had kept "a 'register office' for all 
kinds of employment" during the previous fourteen 
years.-See his letter to the Buckingham Express of 
25th May, 1867. ' 

3 See F. G. Heath, The English Peasantry (1874). 
4 The publicity their work received in the national 

press led to their receiving details of available em
ployment from manufacturers as well, for example 
in Huddersfield. 
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that the Evenley labourers first became ac
quainted with the happenings in Buckingham, 
and received encouragement to rebel against 
what he termed the "paltry pittance of wages" 
they received. 

In addition, 1867 was a year of great activity 
in the sphere of political reform, and some 
contemporaries regarded the political agitation 
as a significant factor in the agrarian distur
bance. Thus, Thomas Barge of Hillesden wrote 
to the Northampton Herald on 26th March, 
1867, stating that he had spoken to one of the 
labourers on strike at Gawcott, and that the man 
had attributed the trouble in that village to "the 
spakers [sic] at the Reform Meetings". At 
Brackley, too, reform demonstrations had been 
held which were believed to have encouraged 
discontent among the agricultural labourers, 
according to a letter which appeared in the 
Bicester Herald of 5th July, 1867.5 However, 
Judge himself, in a letter to the latter news
paper attributed the happenings at Evenley 
directly to a successful strike at Croughton, 
which had taken place on the Monday before 
the Evenley men had 'turned out', and which 
had led to a wage rise of 1s. per week. 

Whether this is the case or not, the men at 
Evenley, having dared to attempt to enforce a 
strike were rapidly made aware that acts of 
violence were certainly not tolerated. Those 
involved in the three cases of assault were 
required to appe~r before the Petty Sessions 
court at Brackley in March. In all, nine men 
were convicted of the assaults, and fines ranging 
from 50s. to 2s. 6d. were imposed.6 These fines 
were naturally beyond the means of a number 
of the men to pay immediately, although some 
did manage to muster sufficient cash. Judge 
paid the fines of certain of the remainder-one 
of the strikers was married to his cousin-while 
their "former masters" were persuaded by the 
magistrate to lend the money to the rest, on the 
understanding that it would be repaid "in the 

5 The following extract from the letter indicates 
the hostile attitude of the writer: "The Evenley 
strike is doubtless to be traced to the 'demonstration' 
made some time before in Brackley, at which if there 
was little instruction, that sad deficiency was, in the 
view of some, amply compensated by the great 
amusement which it afforded". 

6 Among those who were charged but not con
victed was William Davis, who was later to become 
secretary of the Evenley branch of the National 
Agricultural Labourers' Union, established by Arch 
and his helpers. Davis was an active agricultural 
trade unionist for almost twenty years. 

future". According to the account of the trial 
given in the Banbury Advertiser, most of the 
men who had gone on strike returned to work 
on the following Monday, "at their old wages". 
Those who had borrowed money would pre
sumably have had little choice, in any case. 

Judge had appeared as a witness on behalf of 
the defendants, whom he declared to be "honest, 

THOMAS ]UDGE 

upright, straightforward men", and he was, in 
fact, taxed with having encouraged them. This 
he strongly denied, declaring forcefully that he 
had done nothing beyond "making speeches at 
public meetings and having had conversations 
with them about their paltry pittance of wages". 

These remarks did not prevent the Rev. F. 
Litchfield, one of the magistrates, from re
proving him in severe tones. In conclusion, 
Litchfield said: "I think the men who stand 
here today have great reason to feel that but for 
your encouragement they would not have been 
here at all . . . ". Judge's own attitude in the 
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matter, however, would appear to be summed 
up in a letter he sent to the Bicester Herald of 
12th July:" ... What were the twenty or thirty 
pounds of fines in comparison with the inde
pendence of mind that has arisen, and the 
hundreds of pounds of hard cash that the 
labourers have received and are receiving as 
increase of wages? . . . ". 

It would seem that altogether well over thirty 
men had taken part in the strike-but after this 
case no more is heard of strike action in Even
ley. Nevertheless the incipient trade union 
movement did not at once die out. Judge re
tained the notice in his shop window at Brack
ley, describing the opportunities for migration, 
and among those who took advantage of the 
proposal were two brothers, named William 
and Edward Paxton, who lived at Mixbury and 
worked at Eyenley. In accordance with the 
instruction given on the bill, they went to see 
Mr. Biss at Buckingham, and, they claimed, 
were promised employment at a farm belonging 
to a Mr. Jackson, of Shardale, Rillington, York
shire, for a wage of 8s. per week, plus full board 
(prior to the strike they had been working for a 
Mr. Rogers at Evenley, and William had been 
earning lls. a week, out of which he had to 
maintain himself, his wife and family of two 
children). The brothers accordingly accepted 
the offer and set out for Rillington, to take up 
their employment. They were paid £2 to cover 
their expenses, by Biss, out of the trade funds, 
less ls. each, which was the registration fee 
they were required to pay. to become members 
of the trade society established at Buckingham. 

On their arrival in Yorkshire they became 
homesick. In addition, they were told that 
William would only earn 4s. a week and his 
brother 3s., plus board. In these circumstances 
they did not stay a week, but decided to return 
home. They walked thirty miles from Rillington 
to York and there sold their clothes, for the 
sum of 15s. They lived upon that money until 
they got within forty miles of Evenley. From 
then on they begged their way home and arrived 
back thoroughly exhausted. They sought to 
bring an action against Mr. Biss for £5 damages 
to cover the injury they had suffered as a result 
of the long, wearisome trek and the fact that 
they had been unable to work for some time 
after their return because of their exhausted 
condition. 7 

7 The action was in fact instituted by William 
Paxton's new master, Mr. John Lord, a farmer of 

The case was heard before Buckingham 
County Court in June. Biss defended himself 
by swearing that he did not offer them 8s. a 
week or guarantee them any sum, and that they 
told him they were ploughmen who had been 
out of work all winter. He declared that he had 
merely read Mr. J ackson's letter to them and 
that they had agreed to go north to work. He 
further stated that he had 'migrated' a number 
of labourers from the Evenley area and, in fact, 
had sent two others from Mixbury at the same 
time as the Paxtons, both of whom had settled 
down happily in the same part of Yorkshire as 
that to which the two brothers had gone. The 
judge considered "that it would seem incon
sistent that both plaintiff and his single brother 
should be promised the same sum of 8s. per 
week, and, looking at the circumstances sur
rounding it, he was of opinion that plaintiff had 
failed to make any case, and, therefore, judg
ment must be for the defendant, but without 
costs". · 

After this incident no more is heard of the 
men of Evenley and their attempt at industrial 
action until1872, when they, along with many 
other of the villages in Northamptonshire, be
came involved in the widespread movement for 
combination to improve wages and hours of 
employment. However, migration of labour did 
continue, as a protest against the existing order, 
and in a letter to the Banbury Guardian of -21st 
May, 1867, Biss claimed that only in the pre
vious week he had successfully sent two men 
from Hinton to the Stockport area. William 
Paxton's own wanderlust would appear to have 
been cured, on the other hand. In 1880, when 
he was fined for poaching at Middleton Cheney 
Petty Sessions, he was described as a labourer 
living at Brackley. 

1867 was a year of rising food prices,8 while 
agricultural wages tended to remain stable. For 
lowly-paid farm workers this was a matter of 

· great importance, but they were generally ill
equipped, both educationally and financially to 
remedy the position themselves, without help 
from other sectors of society. The publicity 
given by Canon Girdlestone to the conditions 

Astwick, Evenley. The case was said to have excited 
"a great deal of interest, for it was regarded as really 
an action brought by Mr. Lord on behalf of the 
farmers of the district against the 'Agricultural Re
moval Committee' ".-Bicester Herald-14th June, 
1867. 

8 Bread riots were threatened in Banbury because 
of the high price in November, 1867. 
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under which the North. Devonshire labourer 
worked, and the information provided by the 
Royal Commission on Children's Employment · 
of the evils of the 'gang system' in agricultural 
cultivation helped to marshal · that support, 
especially among those interested in the political 
reform activities of 1867. When unrest occurred 
among the farm labourers, men like Biss and 
Judge were able to give the necessary assistance. 

June 15, 1777. 

It was principally through the medium of Judge 
that the men of Evenley became aware of the 
organisation being created among other 
labourers and decided to take the daring action 
of going on strike. It is perhaps of interest to 
note than in the 1870's Judge was equally to 
identify himself with the agricultural workers' 
cause by presiding at some of their Union 
meetings in Brackley. 

PAMELA HORN. 

"Althorp is a great favourite of mine from the number of portraits, its old simplicity, and 
being so connected with our story. I gave Miss Lloyd several corrections to the catalogue of 
pictures, for they had mistaken several". 

August 10, 1780. 
"Mr. Brown has shown me his designs for improving Belvoir Castle. They shew judgement, 

and would be magnificent. I asked where the funds were to arise, as I hear the Duke's exchequer 
is extremely empty". 

October 10, 1780. 
"Boughton and Drayton I have seen, and Kirby I should like to see, but you will be returned 

and the season gone, before I could reach Farming Woods". 
Note. Farming Woods (now Fermyn Woods) belonged to Lord and Lady Ossory, who visited it each 

autumn for the shooting. 

August 18, 1782. -
"The study of antiquities has .a multitude of advantages over other pursuits. All its discoveries 

produce new lights and no disappointments. They are not doubtful, like the fruits of science that 
depend on reasoning. Is it not charming, too, that one may choose one's neld of inquiry?". 

September 27, 1783. 
"I never saw Apthorpe, madam, nor is your account inviting. Old mansions papered and 

laid open are like ancient ladies in Polonaises and with bare necks; they are neither respectable 
nor comfortable but make one wish them demolished and changed for younger structures. The 
fafade of Peterborough is noble, and in great taste; I have seen it twice." 

Horace Walpole's Letters addressed to the Countess of Ossory, 
. ed. Rt. Hon. R. Vernon Smith, M.P., 1848 
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MONSTERS IN CAMPBELL SQUARE ! 

THE EARLY HISTORY OF TWO INDUSTRIAL PREMISES IN NORTHAMPTON 

THE south side of Camp bell Square, Northampton, is the site of two handsome industrial buildings. 
They stand together; the one on the west was originally occupied by Moses P. Manfield (shoe 
manufacturer) and now by Charles Tait & Co. (1938) Ltd. (leather factors) and several other 
firms, the other by Isaac, Campbell & Co. (army contractors and shoe manufacturers) and now 
by Horton & Arlidge Ltd. (cardboard-box manufacturers). 

Both buildings were constructed during the latter part of tlie 1850's. When they were 
completed a period of development ended for the area of land enclosed by New land, Lady's Lane, 
Victoria Street and Campbell Square. This area, apart from the side formed by Lady's Lane, had 
been almost clear of houses in 1847 when W. W. Law engraved his splendid map ofNorthampton.1 

Campbell Square itself was known by that name as early as 1858,2 and presumably it commem
orates the 'Camp bell' in 'Isaac, Camp bell & Co.'; however, in their early days the two buildings 
were usualJy listed under 'Fleetwood Place' or 'Fleetwood Terrace' in directories and ratebooks. 

The Manfield building is three stories high, and Italianate in style. Unfortunately the 
name of its architect is unknown. The original symmetry of the facade-four bays on either side 
of the main entrance-has been unbalanced by a westward extension of five bays erected during 
the 1880's. Rising up from the back of the building is a tower which for many years was a 
prominent object on the Northampton skyline, although the presence of several large modern 
structures now causes this tower to stand out less conspicuously. The Manfield building is of 
brick, but the facade and tower are coated with stucco which, on the ground floor of the facade, 
is lined to resemble masonry. An impressively bearded face is carved 'On .. :the keystone over the 
main entrance. 

The Isaac building is also three stories high and of brick. Williani Hull, a Northampton 
architect, was responsible for the design. 3 The facade on Camp bell Square is highly ornamented 
with rusticated and carved stone, but most of the rest of the building, which extends down Victoria 
Street and then makes a right-angled turn towards the rear of the Manfield building, is plain 
in style. A separate building, which lies behind the Manfield building, also formed part of Isaac, 
Campbell & Co.'s premises, and appears to have been linked to the principal building by a small 
bridge, the remains of which are still visible. The main entrance to the Isaac building was originally 
in the centre of the facade on Camp bell Square, but has subsequently been moved to its present 
position at the corner of Campbell Square and Victoria Street. Rear access to the Manfield and 
the Isaac buildings was (and still is) obtained by an L-shaped alley which runs from the east side 
of Upper Newland. 

1857-9 was a period of crisis for the Northampton shoe manufacturing industry. Early in 
November 1857 it became known among the shoemakers at Northampton that two local shoe 
manufacturers were using closing machines on their premises.4 (The stitching together of the 
component parts of shoe-uppers is known in the trade as 'closing'. Closing machines work on 
similar principles to domestic sewing machines, but are designed to stitch leather instead of cloth.) 
Hitherto the shoe manufacturing industry at Northampton had been unmechanised.5 Many of 

1 The centre portion of this map is reproduced in 
Victor A. Hatley, 'Some Aspects of Northampton's 
History, 1815-51', Northamptonshire Past & Present, 
Vol. Ill, No. 6 (1965-6), 245. 

2 Northampton Improvement Commissioners, 
Ratebook, Dec. 1858. (Northants. Record Office). 

3 Northampton Mercury, 7 Feb. 1857. 

4 Ibid., 14 Nov. 1857. Northamptonshire Free Press 
(South Midland Free Press from 1858), 14 Nov. 1857. 

5 Henry Marshall, a shoe manufacturer in North
ampton, claimed in 1865 that he had secretly used 
closing machines on his premises in 1855, but soon 
gave them up because he could foresee opposition 
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the shoemakers feared that the introduction of closing 
machines would be followed by heavy unemployment and the 
reduction of wages.6 Men who retained their jobs would be 
compelled to work in factories. Most Northampton shoe
makers in those days cherished what in their eyes was the 
privilege of working at home, and the idea of factory discipline 
was abhorrent to them. 7 If they wanted to celebrate with 
potent liquor what was sometimes known as 'St Monday', 
they did so; if, as the result of a debauch, they had to work 
long hours to complete their appointed tasks, that was also by 
their own choice. To quote one of the shoemaker-leaders in 
1858: 'I should like to ask my fellow shopmates how they 
would like to be called from their homes at the tinkle of a 
be11'.8 

* * * * * * 

The first reference to the Manfield building occurs 
in the Northampton Mercury of 14 November 1857, which 
carried a report about a meeting of Northampton shoemakers 
who were protesting against the use of machinery for making 
shoes:-

THE "HOWE" SEWING MACHINE 
An early type of machine used 

for closing shoe-uppers. 

'EMPLOYMENT OF MACHINERY IN THE MANUFACTURE OF SHOES. 
On Monday last a monster meeting was called on the Market Square [Northampton] to 
take into consideration the introduction of machinery into the manufacture of boots and 
shoes. A waggon formed the platform for the occasion, and Mr. WILSHER, an operative 
shoemaker, was called to the chair. In opening the business, he said he had no doubt 
they were all aware that the object of the meeting was to check the introduction of 
machinery, which was calculated to bring ruin upon them all. They could not look on the 
monster warehouse which was rearing its head within the town, without seeing that it would 
ride rough-shod over them unless they came forward in time. Mr. M. P. MANFIELD 
here stepped from the crowd and asked whether the CHAIRMAN alluded to his ware
house. He did not wish to take any part in the meeting, but he thought it best at the outset 
that there should be no mistake. The CHAIRMAN said that it was the general opinion 
that the warehouse in question was to be used as a factory. Mr. MANFIELD said the 
fact was not so. Mr. PELL [another operative shoemaker] then came forward. He said that 
he was glad to hear that the monster warehouse was not designed for the purpose which 
had been assigned to it by the popular belief. They understood that it was to be a factory, 
and that the operatives were to be confined within its walls, and that machinery was to be 
used there. The owner denied it. The proof of the pudding was in the eating, and they 
would see. The proposition which he had to lay before the makers, closers, liners, and 

from his employees (Northampton Mercury, 8 Apr. 
1865). 

The sewing machine, invented by Elias Howe in 
1846, was adapted in 1852 for stitching leather 
(Blanche E. Hazard, The Organisation of the Boot and 
Shoe Industry in Massachusetts before 1875, Cam
bridge, U.S.A., 1921, 94). 

6 The closing machines were treadle driven, but 
even so the amount of work that they could perform 
was grossly overestimated by the shoemakers of 
Northampton. Fear of machinery being used in other 
processes of shoe manufacturing also influenced the 
shoemakers. 

For information on the unrest at Northampton, 
1857-9, see the Northampton Mercury and the South 

Midland Free Press for those years. Also John Ball, 
'An Account of the Strike of the Northamptonshire 
Boot and Shoe Makers in 1857-8-9', Trade Societies 
and Strikes (National Association/or Social Science), 
1860, 1-6. 

7 As early as 1838 Thomas Walesby, a North
ampton shoe manufacturer, had issued a denial that 
he intended to set up the 'factory system' in North
ampton, Northampton Mercury, 24 Feb. 1838. 

8 South Midland Free Press, 13 F eh. 1858. An un
sympathetic account of shoemakers in Northampton 
is contained in an article in Good Words, 1 Nov. 1869. 
This article has been reprinted in Victor A. Hatley, 
'Snobopolis': Northampton in 1869, (Northampton) 
1966. (Northampton Historical Series, No. 1). 
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THE MANFIELD BUILDING, CAMPBELL SQUARE, NORTHAMPTON 

An early photograph 
(Reproduced by courtesy of Messrs. Manfield and Sons, Ltd.) 
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binders, was-That they should pledge themselves to resist by all legitimate means the 
introduction of machinery into the manufacture of boots and shoes. . . '. 

Manfield's action in revealing his presence at the Market Square meeting shows that he 
was a courageous man, for the temper of the shoemakers around him was not conciliatory. There 
is no reason to suppose that he was telling an untruth when he denied that his new warehouse 
was intended as a factory, or that he did not propose to use machinery inside it. The principal 
shoe manufacturers of Northampton, Manfield among them, were in no hurry to get rid of closing 
by hand; not until February 1859 did they announce that henceforth their employees must be 
prepared to handle machine-closed uppers. 9 By that time closing machines were being used 
extensively in many other centres of shoe production, and the Northampton manufacturers feared 
that their businesses would suffer if they stuck to hand-closing. 

In April 1858 the Northamptonshire Boot and Shoe-Makers Mutual Protection Society, 
which embraced shoemakers in the town and county of Northampton, was formed in preparation 
for a struggle with the manufacturers.10 A strike fund was set up, and liaison established with the 
shoemakers at Stafford, where the introduction of closing machines was also being opposed. An 
attempt to withdraw labour from the firms in Northampton which were already using machines 
was not wholly successful, and angry scenes often took place when 'scabs' (shoemakers who were 
prepared to accept machine-closed uppers) were confronted in the streets by anti-machinists. In 
answer to the decision in February 1859 of the principal manufacturers to introduce machine
closed uppers, the executive of the Mutual Protection Society called a strike, at the same time 
advising that as many men as possible should leave Northampton and seek work elsewhere. The 
strike was a failure. Workers in other industries were unsympathetic to the shoemakers, especially 
when it was observed that men from Northampton often had no objection to handling machine
closed uppers at their new places of employment. By the middle of May the strike was over, most 
of the shoemakers who had quitted the town-it was estimated that there were about 1,500 of 
them-drifting back to their homes. Much hardship was caused at Northampton by opposition 
to the closing machines; on 31 December 1859 the Northampton Herald, in reference to the strike, 
stated that 'Numbers of families, until then respectable, have not yet recovered from the injurious 
effects of that mischievous movement'. · 

* * • * * * 
Isaac, Campbell & Co. were army contractors on a large scale. Three persons surnamed 

Isaac were connected with the firm, Samuel, Saul and Charles, of whom Samuel appears to have 
been. active at Northampton. The present writer has been unable to discover who Camp bell was, 
or what part he played in the formation and management of the firm. 

As well as supplying the army with shoes, Isaac, Campbell & Co. were also contractors 
for clothing and equipment. In 1858 it was discovered that there had been misappropriation of 
public money at the W eedon Bee military depot, and Samuel and Saul Isaac were witnesses at 
the official inquiry which took place afterwards. Samuel admitted that he had made a loan of 
£500 to J ames Elliott, the Principal Military Storekeeper at Weed on Bee, who had absconded 
with an actress to America. The commissioners making the inquiry, after considering Samuel 
Isaac's evidence in detail, declared themselves satisfied that there had been no improper motive 
behind this loan.11 

Isaac, Campbell & Co., whose headquarters were in London, appear to have established 
themselves in Northampton early in 1857, their first premises being in Inkerman Terrace.12 

Tenders for constructing the premises in Campbell Square were invited in February 1857. These 

9 Northampton Mercury, 12 Feb. 1859. 
10 See the Rules of the Northamptonshire Boot and 

Shoe-Makers' Mutual Protection Society embracing all 
Towns and Villages whose Shopmates are working for 
Shops in the Town or County of Northampton. A copy 
of these rules, dated 1859, is in the Northampton 
Public Library. Two existing societies, for shoe-

makers working on men's and women's footwear 
respectively, were represented on the executive of 
the Mutual Protection Society. 

11 Parliamentary Papers, 1859 (2), IX, 265-977, 
passim. · 

12 Northampton Improvement Commissioners, 
Ratebook, May 1857. 
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THE ISAAC, CAMPBELL PREMISES, CAMPBELL SQUARE, NORTHAMPTON 

This illustration, which was probably made in the early 1860's, appeared in 
Nprthampton Past and Present, a guide book to Northampton which was published 
in 1879. Turner Brothers, Hyde & Co., whose name is displayed on the buildings, 

took over these premises in 1861. 
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premises were ready for occupation in May 1859, about the time when the strike .of Northampton 
shoemakers against the introduction of closing machines came to an end. 

The proprietors of Isaac, Campbell & Co. intended Jhat, with the exception of married 
women, their employees should work on the Campbell Square premises. They also intended to 
make use of closing machines. With these ends in mind, they issued an appeal to the shoemakers 
of Northampton. This appeal, which is one of the most interesting documents in the history of 
shoe manufacturing, is here reproduced in full:-

'TO THE BOOT AND SHOEMAKERS OF NORTHAMPTON. 
We address you on a matter of the greatest concern to you and to us. 
-You live by work. We want work done on fair terms and for fair wages. That being 

so, our object is to establish those proper and just relations which should exist between 
employers and employed. . 

We have built, at a great cost, extensive premises in which to carry on the manu
facture of boots and shoes. They are arranged upon the best plan. The rooms are large, 
lofty, and well ventilated, and kept warmed at an uniform, moderate, and healthy heat by 
nearly two miles of hot water piping. 

They will be opened in a few days for the reception of workpeople; and we hope 
to see them filled by hundreds of busy hands. 
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The engagements will be permanent for all those who are willing to do, each day, 
a good day's work, under the superintendence of our foreman. 

The work will all be piece work. 
The attendance must, for your sakes as well as for ours, be regular. 
The hours fixed are- in summer, from 6 to 8, from 8t to 12, and from 1 to 6 

o'clock; and, in winter, from 8 to 12, from 1 to 4, and from 4t to 8. 
The wages will be the same as those paid by other houses, and may be received 

daily or weekly, as you please. . 
Those who desire to do so may take two half-holidays in each week, namely, from 

the dinner hours of Wednesday and Saturday. 
We intend. to employ machinery. We state that plainly, because we know that many 

of you have striven against the introduction of machines; but we submit to you, and we 
are glad to know that many of you are aware of the fact, that machinery must and will be 
employed, and that to struggle against it is to fight with science, and to attempt to put a 
stop to the progress of the human mind. 

We intend to employ women and children on the premises. Some of you have 
objected to that being done; but it is obvious that those women who work at machinery 
must be employed upon the premises. For them, separate work-rooms, entrances, stair
cases and personal accommodation have been provided; and they will be superintended 
entirely by females. 

But we do not stipulate that married women and mothers of families shall work 
upon the premises, for we know that the house requires the presence of the wife; and the 
wives of men working for us may take out work. 

No objection will be made to parents bringing their own children as apprentices 
to themselves. 

Four men will work at each table. The men at each three of the tables may elect 
from among themselves an overseer, who will see that the work is properly done, and will 
be paid by us for such extra service. 

There will be upon the premises a grindery store. The articles will be purchased 
wholesale for ready money, and sold to our workmen at cost price. 

We have heard of your objections to what is called 'the factory system'. We submit 
to you that the system we propose is not the 'factory system'. It is a carefully considered 
system of constant, orderly, regulated work, without any of the bad features which have 
made the factory system distasteful to you; for example:-

Married women may have work at home; 
Parents may bring their children as apprentices; 
Men and women will be kept separate; 
Workmen will be allowed to choose their own overseers. 
Subdivision of labour will not be attempted. 

The advantages which will accrue to the work-people can, we think, hardly be 
overlooked by you. 

Instead of your being obliged to work in the close, confined rooms of your cottages, 
you will labour in healthy, commodious and well-ventilated apartments. 

Your houses, instead of being ill-regulated workshops in which domestic duties 
interfere with labour, will become homes in which comfort will be possible. 

You will be enabled to eat, sleep, and sit at your firesides free from the smell of 
the materials of manufacture, which, in small and crowded dwellings, is unpleasant, and 
may be unwholesome. 

In regular hours of orderly labour, free from domestic hindrances, you will be able 
to do more work and earn more money in less time than you can now. · 

Your children employed under a well-regulated system will acquire habits of 
industry and order, and become more valuable to you. 

Regular half-holidays will afford you opportunities for amusement and recreation. 
We submit these important changes to you in all frankness, and in the hope and 

belief that you will see their reasonableness and advantage. You must be aware that we 
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cannot suffer our premises to remain empty, and that if we cannot get work-people 
belonging to the town, we must obtain them from other places; but we had much rather 
employ those among·whom we live, with whom we wish to be on the best terms, and to 
whom we have addressed these explanations, in the firm conviction that the acceptance of 
our proposals will be mutually beneficial, and that we shall have been privileged to conduce 
in no slight degree, towards the social, moral, physical and economical advancement of the 
honest and industrious artizans of the borough of Northampton'. 
Several points in the appeal require explanation. It was usual for shoemakers in the past 

to provide their own 'grindery' (i.e. materials such as wax, thread and rivets, which are used in 
making shoes), hence the provision of a grindery shop on the premises. Outwork shoemakers 
traditionally liked to work in groups, thus, Isaac, Campbell & Co. were prepared to allow twelve 

· men to work together as a team, one man to be chosen as an overseer and paid for his responsi
bilities. The intention to segregate men and women on the premises was in accordance with good 
practice of the period. The permission given to parent-employees to bring their children as 
apprentices was calculated to appease many shoemakers. Before the introduction of closing
machines, much of the closing at Northampton had been performed by boys and girls. These 
children were unable to compete with the machines, and most of them soon lost their jobs. This 
contingency had been foreseen in 1857 by the shoemakers, many of whom resented the loss of 
child earnings as a supplement to their own wages.13 

The wages of Northampton shoemakers at this period were based on piece-work rates,14 

and Isaac, Camp bell & Co. did not propose to make any alteration in this· system. It will also be 
noticed that provision was made for the wives of employees to take work home. 1,760 and 2,010 
women were recorded at Northampton as "shoemakers' wives" in the census returns for 1851 
and 1861 respectively, which indicates that it was usual for married shoemakers to receive some 
degree of assistance from their wives.15 

The Northampton Mercury, which printed the text of Isaac, Campbell & Co.'s appeal in 
its issue of 28 May 1859, had nothing but praise for the arrangements proposed by the firm. In 
particular it welcomed the concentration of the shoemaking processes on the premises of the 
employer. 'In the case of the shoemaker the advantage of separating the home from the workshop 
is peculiarly obvious, because ... the effluvium of leather and other materials of manufacture is 
not particularly desirable either for eating or sleeping in. The home of the shoemaker, in fact, 
where as in a very large number of cases, the dwelling place and the working place are the same, 
is not a home. It cannot be kept strictly clean and orderly, and the inability discourages the habit 
of cleanliness and orderliness, and a train of evils follows too obvious and too often before our 
eyes to require to be detailed'. The Mercury concluded by commending 'this address of Messrs. 
Isaac, Camp bell & Co. to the careful consideration of the operatives of our town, joining in the 
conviction that their social, moral, physical and economical advancement is materially dependant 
upon the conclusion at which they shall arrive'. 

The executive of the Mutual Protection Society, however, was still implacably opposed to 
the introduction at Northampton of anything which resembled the factory system. Smarting 
under the defeat of the strike, it addressed a manifesto to the shoemakers which contained the 
following references to the arrangements proposed by Isaac, Camp bell & Co.16 :-

'We beseech you, then, Shopmates, not to abandon your principles of unity, nor 
your efforts thereby to emancipate yourselves from slavery and your coming degradation. 
For we think that you cannot read over that plausible and honeyed placard issued by 

13 The shoemakers also reasoned that they would 
have to face competition in the labour market from 
the older children, hence their fears that the intro
duction of closing machines would cause unemploy
ment and a reduction in wages. 

For the employment of children on shoe-closing 
at Northampton, see Victor A. Hatley, The St. Giles' 
Shoe School, (Northampton) 1966. (Northampton 
Historical Series, No. 4). 

14 Demands by the shoemakers for an increase in 
the piece rates brought about strikes in 1839 and 
1852 (Northampton Mercury, 20 & 27 July 1839; 4, 
11, 18 & 25 Dec. 1852). 

15 Published census returns, 1851 & 1861. 
16 I have been unable to trace a contemporary copy 

of this manifesto, but its text was reprinted in the 
Northampton Daily Echo, 30 Oct. 1929. 
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Isaac & Co. on their darling system of factory-working, without seeing the deep and 
deadly cunning of "Will you walk into my parlour says the spider to the fly" forcibly 
illustrated. 

Shopmates! Once within the infernal walls, once the damnable system is estab
lished, and your social degradation is secured for another generation, and you will leave 
your poor ·offspring a legacy for which they will curse your memory; and you will place 
them (your children) so firmly in the grip of the employers that it will require almost 
superhuman effort to extricate them from their degrading thraldom, and raise them in 
the social scale. 

What body of men we ask is in a better position now (under their present system) 
to benefit themselves and permanently, too, by unity and co-operation? What can possibly 
prevent you by these means from raising yourselves to an humble independence and to 
respectability? But once under their thumb, and your prospects, socially and politically, 
~re blasted for years to come. 

By all -that is sacred, then, we entreat you to arouse yourselves from indifference at 
this, the most critical period of your history; don't allow yourselves to be dispirited by 
your recent apparent defeat, for your employers have not defeated you; you must repeat it, 
and truthfully too, you have defeated yourselves. Your employers cannot defeat you; it 
is not in their power; their favourite maxim is "Money will do everything". 

We deny it. Money without labour will do nothing, and they cannot keep open 
their establishments without your labour and consumption; but you can do without their 
establishments and are much better outside of them, though you may work for them. 
Don't let the sweet tones of the wily Israelite [presumably Samuel Isaac] beguile you. 
"There is death in the pot". Money! Money! Money! is his Molech, and he will sacrifice 
you and yours to his darling idol and his contemporaries will do likewise. 

The small tradesman must suffer fearfully from his grovelling scheme. His "Grindery 
shop is on the premises"; he had better get a cook shop and lodging-house, too, and then 
the great premises on which he has laid out so much gold may be profitable indeed, for if 
you will not tread his sanctuary "he will get it filled with workpeople from elsewhere". 
Where from, we ask? 

SHOP MATES! The signs of the times are ominous; you are in danger; 1ook to 
your union [i.e. the Mutual Protection Society]; look to your societies; look forward to 
and prepare for your forthcoming delegate meeting, and let this partial defeat prove a 
stimulus to prompt you to energetic action; let the important lessons you have learned 
guide your future steps; and above all, Shopmates, remember this-your employers did 
not defeat you'. 
Obviously the executive of the Mutual Protection Society did not trust Isaac, Camp bell 

& Co.! The reference in the manifesto (third paragraph) to the blasting of political prospects is 
indicative of a feature in local electioneering. Shoemakers who held the franchise in early and 
mid-19th century Northampton, but who did not vote according to the wishes of their employers, 
were liable to find themselves out of a jobY Thus it could be argued that if they were made to 
work in factories they would be even more open to intimidation thanjf they continued to work 
at home. When in 1868 Charles Bradlaugh, the celebrated freethinker and Radical politician, 
contested Northampton for the first time, he was careful to make known that he would not be 
canvassing industrial premises, 'believing that these visits should not be allowed to become 
means of intimidation, and in order to avoid any reason for bad feeling between employers and 
employed'.18 

17 For the political intimidation of shoemakers at 
Northampton, see Victor A. Hatley, "Some Aspects 
of Northampton's History, 1815-51 ", loc. cit. 248-9. 

18 Handbill dated 27 Oct. 1868 (Northampton 
Public Library). Bradlaugh, whose opinions on reli
gion and politics scandalised many influential Liberals 
in Northampton, was opposing Lord Henley, a right
wing Liberal who had represented the town in 

Parliament since 1859. 
Although most of the shoemakers worked at home, 

certain classes of shoe-workers were employed on the 
premises of the manufacturers (e.g. the clickers, who 
cut out the upper sections of the shoe from the skin 
and who also supervised the 'work-out' departments, 
and the rough stuff men, who cut out the bottom 
leather)-
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Notwithstanding their appeal of May 1859, Isaac, Campbell & Co. did not establish 
themselves permanently in Northampton; perhaps they were unable to recruit a labour force 
amenable to their system of indoor production. Early in 1861 the premises in Campbell Square 
were taken over by Turner Brothers, Hyde & Co., a firm which developed a large export trade.19 
Samuel Isaac, however, remained a prominent figure in Northampton during the early 1860's. 
In 1862 he announced that he would contest the town as a Radical-Liberal at the next General 
Election; his gift to Northampton in 1863 of a large and highly-ornamented cast-iron fountain, 
which, until its unfortunate destruction in 1962, stood in the middle of the Market Square, was 
interpreted by his political opponents as a bribe to the electorate.20 Isaac's candidature came to 
nothing, and he played no part at Northampton in the General Election of 1865. 

* * * * * 
The dislocation caused by the strike of 1859 did not have a permanent effect on shoe 

manufacturing at Northampton. The industry continued to grow rapidly throughout the 1860's; 
by 1871 there were 4,641 adult male shoemakers living in the town, 43o/0 of the adult male popu
lation.21 The figures in 1861 had been 3,426 and 38°/0 respectively. 

Closing machines were quickly adopted by the industry; in 1865 it was said that there were 
1,500 of them in Northampton.22 Much of the closing was undertaken by masters who operated 
on a small scale, and who employed young women to work the machines. Rooms equipped for 
machine-dosing were often attached to the rear of terraced dwelling-houses, and these rooms, 
now converted to other purposes, are still a feature in some of the districts of Northampton which 
were developed between 1860 and 1900. 

The introduction of machinery in most of the other branches of shoe manufacturing at 
Northampton was, however, gradual, and so was the introduction of the factory system. In 1886 
the Boot and Shoe Trades Journal commented that 'much of the labour-saving machinery so 
common in Leicester seems to be little used here [in Northampton]. There appears to be a dislike 
to taking up new inventions, or, at any rate, to be the first to do so, and thus several eminently 
useful machines have never yet been introduced to the town'.23 Bearing in mind the troubles of 
1857-59, it is ironical that trade union pressure was responsible for the agreement in 1894 whereby 
the Northampton manufacturers accommodated all the shoemaking processes, except closing, on 
their premises. 24 

Anybody who thinks that industrial premises must, of necessity, be ugly should visit 
Campbell Square, Northampton, and look at the two buildings which have been the subject of 
this article. A good time to view them is the late afternoon on a bright day in early autumn, 
because the facades will then be illuminated by gentle sunlight. The Manfield building is particu
larly striking under such conditions, the peeling stucco on the tower revealing an underlying 
surface of warm pink brick. Very likely the observer will find it hard to believe that this was the 
building which in 1857 caused so much dismay among the shoemakers of Northampton, who 
feared that 'it was to be a factory, and that the operatives were to be confined within its walls, 
and that machinery was to be used there'. 

19 Isaac, Campbell & Co. owned the premises on 
Campbell Square until1872 (Northampton Improve
ment Commissioners, Ratebooks). There may have 
been a business connection during the 1860's between 
Turner Brothers, Hyde & Co. and Isaac, Campbell 
&Co. 

20 E.g. Northampton Mercury, 14 Nov. 1863. 

VICTOR A. HATLEY. 

21 Printed census returns, 1871. 
22 Northampton Mercury, 1 Apr. 1865. 
23 Boot and Shoe Trades Journal, 23 Oct. 1886. 
24 Victoria History of the County of Northampton, 

Vol. 2 (1906), 329-30; Alan Fox, A History of the 
National Union of Boot and Shoe Operatives, 1958, 
203-4. 
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Some of tile Trt1tles 1111tl Trt1tler Memllers of 

THE NORTHAMPTON CHAMBER OF TRADE 

BOOKSELLERS & STATIONERS 
W. Mark & Co. (1935) Ltd. 

'Phone 

(Established 1745) - - 27 The Drapery - 39400 

BUILDERS & CONTRACTORS 
W. E. Cockerill & Sons Ltd. 7 Milton Street 33429 

BUILDING SOCIETIES 
Northampton & Midlands 

Building Society 60 Gold Street- - 37422 
Northampton Town & 

County Building Society 85 Abington Street 34800 

BUTCHERS 
G. J. Douglas - -

CHEMISTS 

12 Abington Square 39208 

Philadelphus Jeyes 
& Co. Ltd. - - 6 The Drapery 34335 

CHINA STORES 
Church's China Stores - If The Parade 38082 

CONFECTIONERS 
J. Lawrence & Co. - St. Giles Street 37939 
DEPARTMENTAL STORES 
Northampton Co-operative 

Society Ltd. - - - 64 Abington Street 34866 

DRAPERS 
Rose's Drapery 

Warehouse Ltd. 65 Abington Street 38755 

FIREPLACE MANUFACTURERS 
A. Bell & Co. Ltd. Kingsthorpe Works 37501 

FRUIT, VEGETABLES, GROCERY & 
FROZEN FOODS 

Gordons - - - - 58 St. Giles Street 36343 

HOUSE FURNISHERS 
Franklins of Northampton 

Ltd. - - - - - · 47 St. Gi/es Street 38025 
39566 Hamp & Sons Ltd. - - 32 Sheep Street -

Hemmings Brothers 
(Northampton) Ltd. -

Jeffery Sons & Co. Ltd. -
Phillips's 

26 Abington Square 32334 
Gold Street 39351 
IS Abington Street 37446 

A. Watts & Sons Ltd. - 80 Abington Street 38212 

'Phone 
MEN'S & BOYS' OUTFITTERS 
Berrills - 20-22 Abington Sq. 38973 

MOTOR ENGINEERS 
Beard & Son 

(Motor Engineers) Ltd. 38 Abington Avenue 35455 

NEWSAGENTS & TOBACCONISTS 
Sidney Childs - 332 Wel/ingboro' Rd. 37986 

OFFICE EQUIPMENT & TYPEWRITERS 
Bransons (Northants) - 34 St. Giles Street 36708 

PHOTOGRAPHERS 

Eric Ager, A.R.P.S., A.f.I.P. 

H. <:ooper & Son -

PRINTERS 
Guildhall Press 

I 0 St. Giles Street f 38929 
"l35981 

8 George Row - 36849 

(Northampton) Ltd. - St. Katherine's St. 37734 
J. Stevenson Holt- - - 20 New/and - - 36747 
Mercury Press (Northamp-

ton Mercury Co. Ltd.) The Parade 34777 
Xpress Printers Ltd. - - 20 Bearward Street 38703 

RADI 0 & TELEVISI 0 N 
County Radio Co. 24 St. Leonard's Rd. 61946 
F. A. Geode Ltd. - - - 5 Towcester Road- 61201 

30 Kingsley Park Ter. 39139 
lOa Harborough Rd. 38247 

REMOVAL & STORAGE CONTRACTORS 
Hamp & Sons Ltd. 32 Sheep Street - 39566 

RESTAURANTS 
Wedgwood Restaurant - Abington Street - 37837 

RUBBER & SPORTS GOODS 
Allinson's Rubber Co. Ltd. 43 St. Giles Street 35487 

SADDLERY & LEATHER GOODS 
W. Duke & Son - - 19 & 21 Bridge Street 37806 

SCRAP METAL MERCHANTS 
F. C. Larkinson 

(Northants) Ltd. Old Towcester Road 62228 

SOAPS, COSMETICS & DETERGENTS 
The Northampton & County 

INSURANCE 
Motorway Insurance 

(Brokers) Ltd. - - IS Wood Street _ 35000 Association for the Blind Gray Street 38135 

JEWELLERS 
Gold Street Jewellers 

LADIES' OUTFITTERS 
Dust Northampton Ltd. -
Josephine - - -
Josephine (Gowns) Ltd. -

IS Gold Street 35660 

18 St. Giles Street 36008 
6-8 St. Giles Street 37748 
80 High Street, Rushden 

Rushden 2732 

SOLID FUEL MERCHANTS 
Wiggins & Co. Ltd. - - 6 Abington Street 36258/9 

Towcester 423 
Wel/ingboro' 2/36 

WATCHMAKERS & JEWELLERS 
E. Brugger - - - - - 8 Abington Square 34367 
A. E. Prouse & Son - - 64 St. Giles Street 39484 
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NEW LIGHT ON NORTHAMPTONSHIRE NONCONFORMIST HISTORY 

RECENT work on the records of the Nonconformist church at Kimbolton, Hunts., and on those of 
the Bedfordshire ones at Carlton, Southill and Stevington shows that they had a number of close 
relationships with Northamptonshire Nonconformity. It is convenient to gather together in this 

- article some account of these Huntingdonshire and Bedfordshire connections in the years up to 
1760 and then to conclude with some later connections. 

In 1871 Norman Glass (The Early History of the Independent Church at Rothwell, alias 
Rowel!) drew attention to the influence of that church on the development of Nonconformity in 
Kimbolton and stated that between October 1691 and January 1693 fourteen meetings of the 
Rothwell church were held at Kimbolton. In Northamptonshire and The Modern Question, A 
Turning-Point in Eighteenth-Century Dissent1 Geoffrey F. Nuttall mentioned the Kimbolton 
church and referred to its famous eighteenth century pastor Lewis Wayman. 

The recent completion of a transcript of the Kimbolton Church Book for the years from 
1692-17 642 shows that the closeness of the Kimbolton church to Northamptonshire Non conformity 
was not limited to the Rothwell church, which, as the parent church of the Kimbolton church, is 
mentioned frequently. The first few pages of the Kimbolton Church Book are concerned with 
the formation of the Kimbolton church as a separate church, 45 men and 53 women being 
dismissed from the Rothwell church for this purpose. Other Northamptonshire Independent 
churches are mentioned in the Kimbolton Church Book, e.g.· Flore, Higham Ferrers, Kettering, 
Oundle, Peterborough, Ringstead, Thorpe Waterville and Wellingborough. 

The connection of Kimbolton with W ellingborough began as early as 1693 when an elder 
of Welling borough Independent church was present to give the Kimbolton church officers _ the 
right hand of fellowship. A few months later the Welling borough church was invited to join the 
Rothwell church in sending representatives to Kimbolton for the setting apart of Brother Rowlatt 
as pastor and in 1697 representatives of the Rothwell and Wellingborough churches were present 
at the ordination of Kimbolton's second pastor. 

An entry of 2 January 1714/15 in the Kimbolton Church Book throws light on some early 
differences between the Rothwell church and another of its daughter churches, Wellingborough: 

The Church agreed to send brother Livett and Custance to Rowell with a design 
to assist in makeing up the defference between brother Betson and brother Maurice3 about 
Mr. Maurice his leaving Olney abruptly, and also to se [sic] the order of the church at 
Row ell in the setting apart to the pastorali office Mr. Maurice, and to give the church 
the right hand of fellowship, which was done accordingly January 6th 1714/15 and the 
difference between Mr. Betson and Maurice were effectually made up, and reconsiliation 
declared on both sides. 

An entry of 15 January 1717/18 in the Kimbolton Church Book shows how that 
church was oriented towards Northamptonshire Nonconformity rather than to that of its own 
county or of Bedfordshire: 

1 The Journal of Theological Studies. N.S. Vol. XVI, 
Part 1, 1965. 

2 Typescript transcript, by H. G. Tibbutt, of the 
Kimbolton First Church Book; copies in the County 
Record Offices of Hunts. and Beds.: the Kimbolton 
First Church Book is in the County Record Office, 

Huntingdon. The Kimbolton church later became a 
Union one, then a Baptist one and has recently ceased 
to exist. 

3 Robert Betson of Wellingborough and Matthias 
Maurice of Rothwell. 
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At our Church Meeting messengers from Row ell Church, Mr. Maurice. Kettering, 
Brother Arnold and John Beall. W ellingborough, Mr. Bets on and Brother Mee. Higham 
Ferrers, Mr. Davis and Brother Edey. Ringstead, Mr. Curtis and John Browning and 
William Bellamy.· Thorp Waterfield and Bridgstock, [no names], Floar, Mr. Perry imd 
Mr. Wills, which saw our order in setting apart our beloved brother Wayman to the office 
of pastor over us, and declared their satisfaction. 

In June 1731 a dispute between the Kimbolton church and the one at Keysoe Brook End, 
Beds., was adjudicated on at Kimbolton by representatives of the churches of Oundle, Ringstead, 
Rothwell and Wellingborough, as well as by those of three other churches. The Kimbolton 
church not only received the representatives of Northamptonshire Independent churches but it 
also sent messengers to those churches. It has already been seen how Kimbolton sent repre
sentatives to Rothwell for the settlement of Matthias Maurice as pastor. In June 1714 Kimbolton 
sent five representatives to .Ringstead 'at their embodying in church fellowshipe' and to Higham 
Ferrers in 1717 for the settlement services there of Mr. Davis. 

When the Ringstead Independent Meeting House was destroyed by fire in 1762 the 
Kimbolton church was among those giving tangible aid, as an entry in the Kimbolton Church_ 
Book shows: 

Lord's Day, October 19th, 1762, a letter was read before the Church and assembly, 
from the church of Christ at Ringsted, desiring our assistance under the loss of their 
meeting house by fire, which loss was said to amount to £120. A collection was made 
from house to house amongst our principal friends, and publickly the next Lord's Day, 
werein [sic] was collected for them three pounds, fifteen shillings, one peny, which was 
delivered to their messingers the Lord's Day after. 

For a number of years the churches associated with the Rothwell church are usually found 
acting together. Thus when in April 1694 the Bedfordshire Independent church at Carlton (a 
break-away from the Independent church at Stevington, Beds., which was just changing into a 
Particular Baptist one) invited messengers from other churches to visit Carlton and discuss their 
differences with the Stevington church, representatives from the Independent churches at Roth
well and Wellingborough in Northamptonshire were invited together with representatives from 
Kimbolton and Bedford. At a further meeting at Carlton in August 1695 the Rothwell and 
Willingham (Cambs.) churches were represented, with delegates from the churches at Kimbolton, 
the three Bedfordshire churches of Stevington, Goldington and Bedford, and the Buckingham
shire one of Newport Pagnell.4 

The Independent church at Southill, Beds., was founded in 1693 and consisted originally 
of the Rothwell church members from the Bedford area. When this Bedfordshire church was 
separated in 1693 representatives of the Rothwell, W ellingborough and Kimbolton churches were 
present as well as ones from Needingworth, Hunts., and Hertford. Unlike Rothwell's other 
daughter churches the Southill one did not continue its relationships with the mother church 
but looked more to eastern Bedfordshire and Hertfordshire. Thomas Killingworth of the Rothwell 
church became the first pastor of Southill however. 5 

Dissenting churches often drew their members from wide areas often without regard to 
county boundaries. This was one of the criticisms levelled against Richard Davis of Rothwell 
whose church had members in Bedfordshire and Huntingdonshire as well as in Northamptonshire. 
Rothwell, however, was not unique in this. A list of the earliest members of Stevington Chapel, 
Beds., shows that in the late 17th century, in addition to members from Bedfordshire there were 
members from Wollaston, Brafield-on-the-Green, Hackleton, Bozeat and Horton in Northamp
tonshire. An entry of 9 December 1680 in the Stevington Church Book reads: 

4 Typescript transcript, by the late Rev. F. W. P. 
Harris, of the First Church Book of Carlton: copy 
of the transcript, with the original Church Book, in 
the possession of the Carlton church which is now 
Strict Baptist. 

5 Typescript transcript, by H. G. Tibbutt, of the 
First Church Book of Southill: copy of the transcript, 
with the original Church Book, in the possession of 
the Southill church which is now Strict Baptist: copy 
of typescript also in County Record Office, Bedford. 
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It was agreed that our friends in fellowship with us should be visited (who dwell 
at a distance from us) by visitors appointed, once in' a quarter of a yeare. Accordingly 
brother Bull and .brother Negus were appointed to goe to Rusden and to Woolliston, and 
brother Alien and some other brother with him for a companion, to goe to Stoake, Horton, 
Hacckleton and Northampton. 
Between 1689 and 1707 the Stevington church had meetings at 'brother Austin Tayler's 

house in Hardingstone Cotton End', at Caldecote, at Slapton and at Bozeat (at brother Page's 
house), while members came from other places in Northamptonshire, e.g. Towcester.6 

The Northamptonshire Baptist Association was founded in 1764 and was thus later in 
origin than the 18th century Northamptonshire Association of Independent churches the minutes 

· of which survive and among the members of which were the Independent ministers of Bunyan's 
church at Bedford, and John Howard's church at Bedford.7 Among the founder-members of the 
Northamptonshire Baptist Association were four ministers from Bedfordshire: Thomas Hull of 
Carlton, J oseph Clayton of Stevington, William Coles of Maulden/ Ampthill and William Dickens 
of Keysoe but only the Carlton church joined the Northamptonshire Association in 1767, but 
withdrew in 1793. Thorn, Beds., joined in 1787 and Luton, Beds. in 1805.8 

The yearly letters written by member churches to the Northamptonshire Baptist Asso
ciation are in the possession of the Association with the exception of one large bound volume 
which is in the Bunyan Museum Library at Bedford. This volume contains the manuscript letters 
of four Bedfordshire churches, three Buckinghamshire ones, one Cambridgeshire one, three 
Derbyshire ones and the Hertfordshire one of St. Albans: these letters are indicative of the wide 
area covered by the Northamptonshire Association in the late 18th and early 19th centuries. 

Last in this brief account of some of the relations of Bedfordshire Nonconformity with 
that in Northamptonshire may be given some extracts from the manuscript diaries of Joshua 
Symonds, min1ster of Bunyan Meeting, Bedford in 1766-88.9 

19 March 1776. I proceeded to Northampton, had an opportunity of much 
improving conversation with Messrs. Rylands; heard Mr. Horsey preach at the Inde
pendent Meeting, a solid, judicious discourse from Psalm 25, 11. He is truly evangeli~al. 

20 March 1776. Many children attend at this Meeting which is now enlarged and 
rebuilt, but not quite finished. The boys are under the care of ·Messrs. Ryland, the girls 
are under the care of Mr. and Mrs. Trinder. · 

Olney Association, May 28-30, 1776.10 46 ministers present. Tuesday evening 
Mr. Sutcliff opened the meeting with prayer, wherein he was exceedingly earnest, lively 
and fervent, suitable to the occasion. While the letters were reading I was taken with a 
fainting disposition, but did not actually sink away, however was obliged to lie down, first 
in the vestry, afterwards on a bed at Mr. Ashburner's and so revived; therefore I heard 
but little of the Letters. I find Mr. Ryland, junior, concluded in prayer. Wednesday 
Morning Messrs. Button, Coles, Pike and Pilly engaged in prayer, but having had a 
restless night I was in time to hear only the last. Half after ten the Public Meeting began. 
Mr. Sutcliff read the hymns, Mr. Guy prayed first, with astonishing earnestness and 

6 Typescript transcript_, by H. G. Tibbutt, of the 
First Church Book of Stevington: copy of the trans
script, with the original Church Book, in the possession 
of the County Record Office, Bedford. See also H. G. 
Tibbutt Stevington Baptist Meeting, 1655-1955. 
(1955). 

7 The Rev. C. Gordon Bolam, Editor of the 
Transactions of the Uuitarian Historical Society, is 
working on the minutes of the 18th century North
amptonshire Independent Association. 

8 T. S. H. Elwyn The Northamptonshire Baptist 
Association (1964) in printing the first Circular Letter 
of the Association failed to point out that of the 

twelve ministers who signed it these four were Bed
fordshire ones. He also r-epeats the story that Rushden 
Baptist Church can trace its beginning to the in
fluence of John Bunyan and his successors, and to 
the church at Stevington-there is no evidence for 
this. 

9 Typescript transcripts of the diaries made by 
H. G. Tibbutt. Diaries for 1776 and 1779 in the 
possession in 1952 of Symonds' descendant, P.Olof 
E. Wallin, Floragatan, 14, Stockholm, Sweden. 

10 i.e. the 1776 Annual Meeting of the Northamp
tonshire Baptist Association. 
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power. Mr. Evans preached a very serious and suitable discourse from Psalm 80, 19. Mr. 
Gill prayed next, Mr. Ryland, senior, preached an admirable sermon from Romans 3, 27. 
Mr. Hull concluded with prayer. Evening Mr. Morton and Mr. Smith prayed. Mr. Hall 
preached well from Revelation 3, 22. Thursday Morning Mr. Fuller and Mr. Coles prayed, 
but I set out home. Several spoke their experiences. In the afternoon I find Mr. Duns
combe preached. Messrs. Ayres and Ferdie prayed. Some of the ministers staid that night 
also and heard Mr. Newton in the evening preach at his own Church. I longed to have 
stayed but was engaged to come home.11 

25 May 1779. Northampton Association. Last Night I heard the Letters from 
the Churches: that from Arnsby was very agreeable. This morning I engaged in prayer, 
and several more. Before breakfast Mr. Gill preached an evangelical Discourse from 
1 Timothy 1, 15. Mr. Hall from Isaiah 57, 14. In the Evening Mr. Fuller preached from 
Hebrews 3, 12. I am sorry not one of them addressed unconverted sinners. Thursday 
Morning I was present at the Experience Meeting when they most of them gave a mournful 
account that they were very low. I approved most of Messrs. Ryland's and Sutcliff's. 

H. GORDON TIBBUTT. 

11 Some of the ministers involved were Bedford
shire ones: Coles, pastor of Maulden, Beds., Pike, 
pastor of Ridgmont, Beds., Pilly, pastor of Luton, 

Beds., and Hull, pastor of Carlton, Beds. The 
Newton was the celebrated John Newton, the 
Evangelical curate of Olney. 

A STUFFED GOOSE INTO THE BARGAIN! 

From a lease by Sackville, Earl of Than et to Thomas Read, made 2 November, 1764:-
"AND ALSO the Cuts of Twelve Mens Mowing of Hay Grass in Purston Mead for 

which he the Said Thomas Read is on the Day of the Measuring out the Said Cuts to deliver in 
the said Meadow annually One Roasted Goose stuff'd with Garlick to be Eaten there according 
to an Ancient Custom". 

N.~.O., C(A) 1658. 



THE OAKS OF MODERN 

ENGLAND 
~on Spinney 

IT was felt on reading the short note 
in the 1965/66 issue of Northampton
shire Past and Present on 'The Oaks of 
Old England', that some readers might 
be interested to learn of the present 
day make up of one particular remain
ing section of the old Rockingham 
Forest-namely Geddington Chase. 

Perhaps it would be advisable to 
recall that in the early part of the 13th 
century Rockingham Forest joined 
with the neighbouring Forests of 
Salcey and Whittlewood to form one 
of the most compact forest areas of the 
country at that time, and Rockingham 
Forest itself extended from theW elland 

LARGEST OAK LEFT 
IN AREA, BUTT 
CIRCUMFERENCE 

to the Nene valleys. By the end of the 
16th century, however, after a rather extensive spell of disafforestation in the 14th century, only 
three main areas remained at Rockingham, Brigstock and King's Cliffe. What remains now of 
the old Rockingham Forest is largely under the direct control of the Forestry Commission, they 
being responsible for something like 6,500 acres. Geddington Chase, covering an area of 670 acres, 
forms part of approximately 2,000 acres of woodland owned privately by the same family for several 
centuries. Few of the very old oaks are left, but two in particular are of some significance. One on 
the outskirts of Boughton Wood, which adjoins Geddington Chase (this may well be the Bowght
wood referred to in 'The Oaks of Old England'), carries a girth of 19' 4" at breast height, whilst 
the other, on the south side of the Chase itself, carries a breast height girth of 13' 6". 

In early times, apart from being a source of fuel, such forests were probably looked upon 
mainly as important hunting areas, and it is of interest to note that many of the rides in Geddington 
Chase are directed towards the various churches in the district, which could well have served as 
guides to those returning from hunting after darkness had fallen. Some maps show these rides 
to have quite intriguing names: Ash Hollow Riding, Duchess of York's Riding, King's Riding, 
Burnt Riding, Steeple Riding, together with those of Oakley, Stanion and Geddington, the 
Churches to which they point. 

Controlled by many factors, not the least of which are economic, the appearance of the 
forest is continually changing, and new species have found their way amongst what was principally 
oak standards over hazel and ash coppice. Oak, with its long rotation of 150 years or more, is not 
now considered an economic crop, and so conifers like larch, pine and spruce, with a much earlier 
maturing age of 70 - 80 years, are introduced in order to provide some intermediate return. Ash, 
beech, sycamore and hornbeam are some of the other hardwood species to be found, but all of 
these, except the ash, suffer repeatedly from the attentions of the grey squirrel. 

The demands of two world wars, in quick succession, have left their mark on these old 
and historic woodland areas, and many problems are encountered in efforts at perpetuation. Almost 
certainly the day will not return when one might climb a tree at 'Oxenhawe Corner' and continue 
from tree to tree to 'Steyne Oak' as did the old shepherd Barre so many centuries ago. A. B. 

19' 4" 
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Some of the Trades and Trader Members of the 

KETTERING CHAMBER OF TRADE & COMMERCE 
'Phone 'Phone 

BAKERS LADIES' OUTFITT_ERS 
A. H. Payne & Sons Ltd.- 141 Bath Road - 2776 
Theobalds Bakery Ltd. - 59 Hawthorn Road 2969 

BLANKET REPAIRS 
Stocks Electric Ltd. - 90 Wellington Street 5700 

BUILDERS' MERCHANTS 
Clarke & Hobbs Ltd. Station Road - - 3146 
Ellis & Everard Ltd. - 36 Rockingham Road 2251 
H. P. Hedge Ltd. Lower Street - - 4861 

CONTINENTAL STORES 
Edmund's -

COACH TOURS 
4 Montagu Street - 3230 

Shelton & Orsborn - London Road, Wollaston 310 

CYCLE & MOTOR ENGINEERS 
C. E. Kendall 194 London Road - 4068 

DRAPERS & 0 UTFITTERS 
Chalkleys (Kettering) Ltd. 7-8 Silver Street - 3959 

DO IT YOURSELF 
Kingsthorpe Supplies Ltd. 49 Russe/1 Street - 5633 

DUPLICATING SERVICE 
Secretarial Services 

(Kettering) Ltd. - Market Place- 3514 

ELECTRICAL CONTRACTORS 
Grensells Ltd. -

FABRICS 
Mcllroy Fabrics -
J. Tuckley -

FISH CATERERS 
Andrews (Mrs. Gibson) -
E. W. Hill-

FISHMONGER 
B. H. Miles -4 
FRUITERERS 
Geo. Bird (Fruiterers) Ltd. 

GARAGES 
Grady Bros. 

(Kettering) Ltd. -
H. A. Saunders 

(Wardle Bros. Ltd.) 

HAIRDRESSERS 
D. L. Abbott 
Margaret Elmore 
R. Curtis -
Michael 
Frank Page Ltd. 
G. F. Pettifer -
Joan Spurr-

HOUSE FURNISHERS 
F. L. Caswell Ltd. 
Haddens 
Learner & Woodward Ltd.
F. A. Watts & Co. Ltd. -

JEWELLERS 
A. A. Thornton 

41 Northal/ Street- 2605 

Gold Street - 2686 
74 High Street 3848 

32 Linden Avenue - 3174 
50 Barnwe/1 Street 3255 

14 Horsemarket - 3083 

2 Montagu Street - 2379 

Britannia Road 3098 

Stamford Road - 4681 

13 Horsemarket - 3244 
19 London Road 3515 
14 Montagu Street 3653 
Cornwall Road - 4404 
12a Market Place - 3258 
50 Rockingham Road 2873 
4 High Street - 4096 

BI .Montagu Street 2061 
Dalkeith Place 3347 
58 Rockingham Road 5593 
29 Gold Street - 2438 

Market Street 3014 

Gardner's - I Meadow Road -

LADIES' & GENTS.' OUTFITTERS 
S. Lee (Kettering) Ltd. - I High Street 

LANDSCAPE GARDENERS 
Robert Edgar - London Road -

MEN'S OUTFITTERS 
J. & M. Merkel - 28 Gold Street 

MOTOR FACTORS 
Motor Replacements Ltd. Sa Lindsay Street 
Kettering Tyres Ltd. St. Michael's Road 

NEWSAGENTS 
H. G. Brace & Son Ltd. - 99 Montagu Street 

PHOTOGRAPHY & ART 
Wint-e-rhalders Ltd. - 12 Montagu Street 

PICTURES & FRAMES 
F. L. Dinsdale - 3 Horsemarket 

PROVISIONS 
T. A. Cobley & Son - 7 Dalkeith Place 
W. B. Wright 

-
(Provisions) Ltd. - Windmill Avenue -

PRINTERS 
Dalkeith Press Limited 21-26 Dalkeith Place 
R. Dickenson - 11 Queen Street -
REMOVALS 
Pink & Jones Ltd. 53 Ford Street 
SEWING MACHINES 
Sewing Machine Shop 19 New/and Street 

SHOE RETAILERS 
Nanette Ltd. 62 High Street -

2891 

5006 

3343 

2744 

4651 
4573 

2010 

2704 

3046 

3080 

4981 

2574 
3229 

2019 

4993 

2667 
M. Thomson 6a Hampden Crescent 4208 

SPORTS OUTFITTERS 
Sports & Rubber Stores Ltd. 60 High Street 2559 

STATIONERS 
J. C. Bond Ltd. - 26 High Street 3051 
Day's Stationery Stores Ltd. 4 Gold Street- 2065 

TELEVISI 0 N & ELECTRICAL 
Battery Services 

(Kettering) Ltd. - 18 Montagu Street 2393 
Hedley Miller Ltd. - 13 Silver Street 2909 
Thompson & Barlow 

(Electrical) Ltd. West Street - 4009 

WALLPAPER & PAINT 
Gayhomes Ltd.- 3 Piccadilly Buildings 3181 

WHOLESALE TOBACCONIST 
John Bates & Son /3-15 Stamford Road 2893 

WINE & SPIRITS MERCHANTS 
E. B. Blackett Ltd. -

WOOL STORES 
Beehive (E. J. Moore) -
Knitwool (H. F. Wilson)-

Victoria Street - 5492 

5 High Street 3755 
27 Montagu Street 2170 



BooK REviEW 

KING CHARLES II's JESUIT SON 
by GEORGE S. H. L. WASHINGTON 

(Privately printed for the Author, Cambridge, 1966. Price 2ls.) 

67 

The author of this booklet claims to have profitably explored several of the problems in 
the career of the mysterious J ames de la Cloche, who was admitted a Jesuit novice in Rome in 
1668, aged 24-21 by his reputed father's reckoning. We congratulate Mr. Washington on being 
the first enquirer allowed to examine the disputed documents in the case preserved in the Jesuit 
Library in Rome: he was also sent photographs (reproduced) of a seal, a certificate, and a portion 
of a letter, which documents, like all the letters there purporting to be written by Charles II, are, 
as far as the author could judge, in the King's genuine handwriting. On his own admission, Mr. 
Washington is 'no skilled palaeographer'. This reviewer ventures to suggest (subject to correction 
by the P.R.O.) that Lingard, Andrew Lang, and David Ogg, who, on the internal evidence of 
errors and absurdities (which Mr. Washington holds were purposely inserted as diplomatic 
precautions), discredited the letters, would have been confirmed in their opinion by these photo
graphs: certificate and letter appear to be in different hands, neither of them Charles II's. The 
seal, accepted by the author as Charles' private seal, is hard to decipher: would not the employ
ment of an authentic seal have stultified diplomatic blinds? Mr. Washington, relying on what 
Lang rightly called La Cloche's wild Will, which names the testator's mother as Lady Maria 
Stuart of the mythical family of the Barons of St. Mars, attempts to identify the lady with Mary 
(Villiers), Duchess of Richmond (1622-1685). I can find no evidence that Mary was in France, 
where Mr ~ Washington assumes her 'affair' with the then Prince of Wales to have occurred, in 
1646-7. -

MARGARET TOYNBEE. 

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PAST AND PRESENT 
Volume m (1960-65) 

Bound in red cloth, complete with index, price to members £2.5s.Od. plus postage and packing 
5/-; to non-members £2.12s.6d. plus postage etc. 5/-. Index only available at 5/-, plus 6d. postage. 

OBTAINABLE FROM DELAPRE ABBEY, NORTHAMPTON 

FEBRUARY 1st, 1967 

Members desiring to have their own sets bound can have this done for 15/- per volume, including 
Index (return postage extra). Please post direct to CRAFTSMEN BINDERS LIMITED, Wellington 

Street, Northampton by January 14th, 1967. Please do not pay until you receive an account. 
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Avon Cosmetics 

Baxters Butchers Ltd. 

Beryl Beauty Salons 
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