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VILLAGE VIOLENCE AT TITCHMARSH IN 1660 

AN unusually vivid account of village happenings in troubled times has been deposited at the 
Record Office among the Northamptonshire manuscripts of George Baker, bought by Lady 
Hesketh at Sotheby's on 26 June, 1967. The village is Titchmarsh, the year 1660, the story told 
in a letter written by the newly-appointed rector, the Rev. Henry Deane, D.D., and the chief 
characters concerned are Sir Gilbert Pickering, lord of the manor of Titchmarsh and patron of 
the living, and his lady, daughter of Sir Sydney Montagu of Barnwell, by his first wife, Paulina 
Pepys. 

Dr. Deane, previously a fellow of Clare College, Cambridge, was granted the living of 
Titchmarsh by Charles II on 31 August, 1660.1 When he arrived to take possession of his benefice, 
early in October that year, he met with violent opposition from Sir Gilbert and from Lady 
Pickering. His letter,2 dated 18 October, 1660, and written to John Heath of the Inner Temple, 
shows in lively detail what he had to face. "The key [of the church] could not be procured from 
Sir Gil. Pickering although I sollicited him with much respect and civility .... And the Sheriffe 
with the Posse Comitatus coming hither, the Lady Pickering appeared, but would not be persuaded 
by much civil respect . . . to deliver the key of the Church. But he was inforced to breake open 
the dore, and the like at the Parsonage. After which for some nights I was inforced to keep a 
guard in the Church, because Sir Gil. Pickering having taken in part of the Churchyard into his 
gardens, hath brought his wall so nigh to the Porch, That he hath built a closet over it ... from 
whence there might have been [illegible] as many persons as they pleased into the Church. The 
next Lord's day I read the 39 articles and afterwards discontinued the Custody .... " 

This having been successfully accomplished, Lady Pickering became still more enraged, 
and we read further: "On Monday the Lady Pickering began to beleaguer and assault the 
Parsonage house. Her great Engine of battery was her tongue, with which she threw in Fireballs 
and Granades in abundance, and with an Amazonian courage exhorted her male and female 
Myrmidons to force into the house. The second night, she caused a window into a Closet, above 
stairs, to be broken open, whereunto she put some persons who were easily removed the next day." 

The last paragraph of the letter sets out clearly the reason for the violent opposition of 
Sir Gilbert and Lady Pickering. Besides having appropriated part of the churchyard, and "immur
ing the same", Sir Gilbert had been "acting in the Glebe land as if he had been the Proprietary, 
Exchanging some, taking other into his owne land, for his waies and walks". He had pulled down 
that part of the Parsonage house which spoilt his view, and for two years had kept for himself the 
"tithes and emoluments of the Rectory". Dr. Deane concludes his letter by begging John Heath 
to represent all this to his Sacred Majesty, and adds in a postscript that the keys of the barns are 
not to be had and in them is laid up "the greatest part of the Tithes of the last year". 

It is not surprising to find Sir Gilbert Pickering at the centre of such a disturbance. He 
had been used to similar violent scenes for much of his life. The entry under his name in the 
Dictionary of National Biography says that, having adopted the Parliamentary cause from the 
beginning, he was active in carrying out its ecclesiastical policy, and quotes him as "first a Presby
terian, then an Independent, then a Brownist, and afterwards an Anabaptist, he was a most 
furious, fiery and implacable man; was the principal agent in casting out most of the learned 
clergy".3 He represented the County of Northampton in the Short Parliament and throughout 

1 Rev. H. I. Longden, Northamptonshire and Rut- 3 Rev. J. Walker, Sufferings of the Clergy, 1714, 
land Clergy from 1500, Vol. IV (1939), p. 45. Members of the Northampton Committee, p. 91. 

2 Part of Baker MSS. 12069. 
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the Long Parliament, was appointed one of the judges of the King, but attended only two sittings 
of the trial and did not sign the death warrant. He was from about 1655 Lord Chamberlain to 
Oliver Cromwell and then to Richard Cromwell. We can presume that he retired to his North
amptonshire home in 1660 and kept quiet during the first months of the Restoration. His prudent 
and lukewarm participation in the trial of Charles I and the protection afforded him by his now 
royalist brother-in-law must have helped him. Pepys records4 that Lady Pickering "did give me 
wrapped up in paper £5 in silver", to speak to her brother, Sir Edward Montagu, K.G., Lord High 
Admiral of the Fleet, the future Earl of Sandwich, on behalf of her husband. The evident anxiety 
over her husband's position, with the Act of Indemnity only recently passed, renders most 
astonishing the Pickering obstruction of the King's gift of the Titchmarsh living to Dr. Deane. 
Did they feel that in their country house they were out of reach of the long arm of the law? Or 
were the habits of a lifetime too strong to be ignored? Sir Gilbert died in 1668. His will5 records 
the bequest to his "deare wife, though far unworthy of her" of "that little remainder of moneys 
and debts I leave behind". A pleasant hint of affection in a strong-willed family. 

There is a comprehensive memorial inscription erected in 1698 by Sir John Pickering in 
memory of "his pious ancestors and relations" on the wall of the north aisle of Titchmarsh church. 
It records6 the burial of Sir Gilbert and of his wife, Dame Elizabeth, as well as of ten named 
members of the family and "diverse lineal ancestors of the first named Sir John". 

Dr. Henry Deane held the living of Titchmarsh till 1677, although he had a licence for 
non-residence from 1667. The parish registers from January 1661 to 1676 are recorded in the 
same clear handwriting as the letter under discussion with a break of two years, from April1667 
to April 1669. At the end of the two pages of entries during this latter period Dr. Deane has 
noted that they were made by "parum literatis, rectore absento" [sic]. He left to the parish church 
of Titchmarsh "a flagon of silver, value £13:16:- and a cup and paten of silver, double gilt, 
value £10:5 :7", all of which are still in the possession of the church and are recorded in Markham.7 

Sir John Heath of the Inner Temple whom Dr. Deane consulted over his dispute was the 
second son of Sir Robert Heath, who bought Crow Place, Brasted, Kent, from Sir Sackville Crow; 
Sir Robert Heath was Lord Chief Justice of the King's Bench in Charles I's reign. 8 But he was 
impeached by Parliament and his place declared vacant in 1645. Sir John Heath was admitted to 
the Inner Temple in 1625;9 he was called to the bench in 1660 and was M.P. for Clitheroe 
from 1661 to 1679. 

The closet over the porch of Titchmarsh church remained in use as the Pickering pew 
till the last two Pickerings of Titchmarsh, the ladies Mrs. Frances Byrd and Miss Elizabeth 
Pickering, died in 1775 and 1776 respectively. The Titchmarsh Parish Magazine of April 
1931, preserved in the vestry of the church, and the property of the Parochial Church Gouncil,. 
contains an account by Canon A. M. Luckock, rector of Titchmarsh from 1912 to 1962, of its 
subsequent treatment. In the course of extensive repairs to the fabric in 1840, the front of the 
pew was blocked up with reed and plaster, the upper window and doorway were built up with 
stone, and the stones which formed the original fireplace were re-used in the new clergy vestry, 
where they can be seen today. Canon and Mrs. Luckock had the reed and plaster removed, and 
replaced it with a glazed oaken screen, which allows "the roof timbers of the porch with quaintly 
carved bearded faces" to be seen from inside the church. The floorboards of the pew were removed 
and have recently been replaced by a framework of wire netting, so that the visitor, upon entering 
the outer doorway of the porch, can now look right up to the original roof of the Pickering pew. 
The completion of this work, a thank-offering of Canon and Mrs. Luckock upon the twenty-fifth 
anniversary of their marriage is recorded in the magazine for October 1931. 

Although Lady Pickering's eldest son, John, succeeded to the baronetcy, it is she who is 

4 Diary of Samuel Pepys, Everyman edition, 1906; 
notes by Richard, Lord Braybrooke, Vol. I, p. 73 
(Entry for 19 June 1660). 

5 PCC, Somerset House, proved 1672, f. 153. 
6 Bridges, History and Antiquities of Northampton-

shire, 1791, Vol. II, pp. 386-8. 
7 C. A. Markham, Church Plate of Northampton

shire, 1894. 
8 Rev. J. Harris, History of Kent, 1719, p. 52. 
9 Members Admitted to the Inner Temple 1547-1660. 
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CHALICE, PATEN AND FLAGON, 1671 
given by the Rev. Henry Deane, D.D. to Titchmarsh Parish Church 

recorded10 as paying tax on 23 hearths, obviously those of the manor house, on the Titchmarsh 
roll. Dr. Deane figures in the same list as paying for 10 hearths, and Mrs. Dryden for 5. 

For throughout this decade Mistress Mary Dryden, sister of Sir Gilbert and mother of 
the poet, was living in Titchmarsh, as she and her husband Erasmus had done from the early 
thirties till his death in 1654. The baptism of eight of their fourteen sons and daughters from 
1632 to 1644 is recorded in the Titchmarsh parish registers, as is the burial of Erasmus. The poet 
grew up in the village, and, according to his cousin, Elizabeth, Sir Gilbert's only daughter, "we 
boast that he was bred and had his first learning here" .11 

Bridges says: "In the parsonage house at Aldwincle, All Saints, was born Mr. Dryden, 
the poet, whose mother was daughter of Mr. Henry Pickering, rector of this parish."12 This 
gentleman was the seventh child of John Pickering (d. 1591) by Lucy Kaye, his wife, and great
uncle to Sir Gilbert the Parliamentarian. He was a graduate of Christ's College, Cambridge, and 
was rector of Aldwincle All Saints from 1592 till his death in 1637. He was buried in his church. 

In 1660 John Dryden was 29. He could as easily that October have been living at home as 
in London. In fact, if he had, as is possible, been employed by Sir Gilbert Pickering, his uncle, 
in the Lord Chamberlain's office, it would have been prudent for him to be away for a time from 
the centre of things. Presumably most of John Dry den's thirteen younger brothers and sisters 
were at home too, and we could wonder what view of the trouble at the rectory in Titchmarsh 
was taken by the widowed Mrs. Dryden and her eldest son. Perhaps the younger boys joined in 
the mob of screaming villagers who howled at the new rector and saw the sheriff and his men 
arriving to break down the locked doors of the church. 

Titchmarsh 1968. 

10 Microfilm of Hearth Tax Return, 1670, PRO, 15 
Charles II, E 179 254/13, at Northamptonshire 
Record Office. 

11 Memorial inscription in Titchmarsh parish 

HELEN BELGION. 

church composed by Mrs. Elizabeth Creed in the 
eightieth year of her age, easily legible in situ today, 
but not mentioned by Bridges. 

12 Bridges, Vol. II, p . 211, under " Aldwincle". 
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OBITUARY 

Sir Edward de Capell Brooke, Bart., C.B.E. 

Sir Edward de Capell Brooke died at Wood
ford on 6 October, 1968, and was buried at Great 
Oakley on 11 October. He was the sixth and 
last baronet, and succeeded his brother, the 
late Lord Brooke of Oakley in 1944. Lord 
Brooke was Chairman of the County Council, 
and was created a baron in 1939. 

Sir Edward Brooke, who was born on 31 
January, 1880, was the second son of Sir 
Richard de Capell Brooke, the 4th Bart. by his 
wife, Mary Grace, the elder daughter of the 
Rt. Rev. Edward Trollope, D.D., Bishop of 
Nottingham. He was a graduate of Merton 
College, Oxford. During the first war, he was 
Private Secretary to the Chief of the Imperial 
General Staff at the War Office from 1914 to 
1920. He was Chairman of the Governors of 
Jesus Hospital, Rothwell, a position formerly 
held by his brother and by many of his ancestors. 
One of his last benefactions was to the hospital, 
to whom he gave the sum of £500 as a contri
bution to the installation of central heating. He 
was keenly interested in the Northamptonshire 
Record Society, and was one of the first to 
respond to the appeal to buy the Baker Manu
scripts, which in the event, passed to Lady 
Hesketh and are now at Delapre. He also 
secured for the British Museum the Clopton 
Cartulary, which might otherwise have left the 
country. This medieval document is, of course, 
of great interest to Northamptonshire, and 
arrangements were made that a photo-copy 
should be deposited at the Northamptonshire 
Record Office at Delapre. He also lent the 
Record Society the large collection of Brooke 
MSS., on his brother's death. 

A very reserved and rather shy man, Edward 
Brooke had a very kind heart. He was a keen 
cricketer in his younger days, captaining the 
team at Dulverton, Somerset, when he lived 
there. 

He was also very interested in the recent 
excavations which took place at Holyoake, a 
deserted medieval village on his property in 
Leicestershire on the Northamptonshire border, 
and gave every assistance to Mrs. Gwen Brown 
in her work of excavation. 

The Brookes of Oakley were one of the oldest 
Northamptonshire families. In 1472 they moved 
from Astwell to Great Oakley where they 
acquired the manor. They were connected by 
marriage with the Lovetts of Astwell, the Wakes 
of Blisworth, the Watsons of Rockingham, the 
Poultons of Desborough, and the !shams of 
Lamport. They played a great part in county 
affairs. On the death of Wheeler Brooke, un
married, in 1762, the estates passed to his 
brother Arthur, who married Mary, daughter 
and heiress of the Rev. Zaccheus !sham, D.D., 
Prebendary of St. Paul's, and Rector of Solihull. 
Th~ daughter, Mary, married Richard Supple 
of Aghadoe, Co. Cork. Their son, Richard 
Supple, on succeeding to the Great Oakley 
estates, took the surname of Brooke, and at the 
same time adopted the original surname of his 
family, de Capell, instead of Supple. He was 
created a baronet in 1803. Sir Arthur de Capell 
Brooke, the 2nd Bart., was a Fellow of the 
Royal Society, and well known for his interest
ing works of travel, including A Winter in the · 
North Cape. 

Of recent years Great Oakley has lost much 
of its rural character through the encroachment 
of Corby. The fine manor house, originally 
built in the reign of Mary I, contains a splendid 
collection of family portraits. The small church 
in the grounds is also of interest and was 
recently restored by Sir Edward Brooke. There 
is no heir to the title, and the estate now passes 
to Mr. Hugh Guinness, grandson of Eleanor 
Grace Brooke (the late baronet's aunt), who 
married Gerald Seymour Guinness in 1897. He 
is married, and is a schoolmaster by profession. 
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THE PARLIAMENTARY ELECTION IN NORTHAMPTONSHIRE, 1626 

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE was a county divided as it faced the election for its knights of the shire in 
1626. Election peace was usually maintained through the practice of choosing one knight from 
each administrative division, west and east, of the county. This practice had worked at least three 
times in the Elizabethan period and had been reaffirmed as late as 1624.1 Furthermore, by 1626, 
three families, the Montagus of Boughton, the Spencers of Althorp and, to a lesser extent, the 
Knightleys of Fawsley, dominated Northamptonshire parliamentary politics. Their private agree
ments served to reduce the possibility of divisive election struggles. 2 

The Knightleys had been established in Northamptonshire for a long period. Originating 
in Staffordshire, by 1362 they had built up a considerable estate throughout four counties.3 A 
marriage alliance gave them Northamptonshire connections in the 14th century and, in 1415 
Fawsley was purchased by Richard Knyghtley of Gnowshall,. Staffordshire.4 Compared to the 
Knightleys, the Spencer family was a relative newcomer. The Spencers made their first appearance 
in the county in 1451-52. Hitherto graziers in south-eastern Warwickshire, their rise to affluence 
in Northamptonshire was rapid and, by 1518, Sir John Spencer had secured a substantial and 
rewarding economic base in the county. The Montagus, although their ancestors had been tenants 
at Hanging Houghton since 1300, were not a family of much eminence. In 1471, Richard 
Mountygowe of Hanging Houghton, described as a husbandman, was involved in a "plea of debt". 
He appears to have been the grandfather of Sir Edward Montagu, Lord Chief Justice of the 
Common Pleas for Henry VIII. Sir Edward's position at court and royal favour testified to the 
eminence and growing wealth of the Montagu family. They assiduously added to their holdings 
and, by 1603, had reached a position of pre-eminence in Northamptonshire politics.5 

Northamptonshire's parliamentary representation clearly reflected the Montagu-Spencer
Knightley preponderance. Between 1603 and 1625, the three families provided knights of the 
shire and burgesses for Brackley, Northampton borough, and Higham Ferrers with monotonous 
regularity.6 Their domination and ability to reach mutually satisfying election agreements heavily 
contributed to the tranquility of the Northamptonshire election scene. But that tranquility, that 
mutually satisfying pattern of election compromise, was rudely shattered in the 1626 contest. 

The threat was posed by a new challenger for county influence, Sir Francis Fane. Fane 
had purchased the earldom of Westmorland through Buckingham's influence in 1624 and was 
intent on extending his power in Northamptonshire. 7 He had married into an old Northampton
shire family, the Mildmays of Apethorpe, and had served as burgess for Peterborough in 1624. 

1 J. E. Neale, The Elizabethan House of Commons, 
New Haven, 1950, 34. 

2 M. E. Finch, The Wealth of Five Northampton
shire Families, 1540-1640, Northamptonshire Record 
Society Publications, xix, 1956, 64, note 8. 

3 The Knightleys held property in Staffordshire, 
Derbyshire, Shropshire and Buckinghamshire, 
George Baker, The History and Antiquities of the 
County of Northampton, 2 vols., 1822-1841, i, 381. 
Hereafter cited as Baker, Northampton. 

4 Richard de Knyghtley (died 1346) married Ellen, 
daughter and heir of Nicholas Chaunceux of Upton 
near Northampton. Baker, Northampton, i, 381. 

5 Baker, Northampton, i, 106; The Victoria History 
of the Counties of England, A History of N orthamp
tonshire, 4 vols., 1902-1937, iv, 198-199. The earlier 

historyofthese Montagus was unknown to the writers. 
There is extant a charter of about 1300 where Thomas 
son of Simon de Monteacuto [Montagu] conveyed to 
Simon his brother a messuage in "Hangende Hou
ton", formerly held by Richard Cholli, for !d. to the 
Chief Lord at Easter, I.L. 1195 at Northamptonshire 
Record Office. 

6 Members of the Spencer family, between 1603 
and 1625, were returned 12 times for various North
amptonshire constituencies. The Montagu family 
secured election on eight occasions while represent
atives of the Knightley family were returned on three 
occasions. Each of the families provided knights of 
the shire three times. 

7 Lawrence Stone, The Crisis of the Aristocracy, 
1558-1641, 1965, 111. 
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THE FIRST LORD MONTAGU 
From the portrait at Boughton House 

His son, Mildmay Fane, Lord Burgh
ersh, had represented Peterborough in 
1621 but the Earl's ambitions were 
much higher in 1626. He wanted a 
knightship of the shire for his heir, 
thereby securing recognition of his 
power in the county. His challenge 
divided the county, shattered tradi
tional election agreements, embittered 
Edward, Lord Montagu, led to a Star 
Chamber suit, and provided an ex
ample of a recurring theme in 17th 
century English politics : the contest 
for prestige and power between an 
established county leader, Lord Mon
tagu, and a recently established arrival, 
Sir Francis Fane, the new Lord 
Westmorland, for county eminence. 8 

The controversy broke out when 
W estmorland, recently appointed Cus
tos Rotulorum of the county, ordered 
a meeting of the Quarter Sessions at 
Kettering and directed "4 or 5 of the 
Hundreds of the East side" to attend, 
contrary both to traditional practice 
and to an order made at the previous 
Sessions held at Northampton.9 One 
month passed while the adversaries 
mustered their forces and took up their 
positions. Then, in early December, 
1625, Lord Montagu, Justice of the 
Peace and patron of Northampton 
borough, denounced Westmorland's 
act as "an unlawful summons" since, 

as he alleged, Westmorland, as Custos Rotulorum, had "no superintendency over his poor fellow 
Justices."10 No doubt with Lord Montagu's hearty approval and encouragement, the Justices of 
the Peace petitioned the Privy Council, whose Lord President was Lord Montagu's brother, Henry, 
Viscount Mandeville, to reverse Westmorland's orders. The petition claimed that Kettering was 
"a place found by experience to be unfit", since it lacked a "Sessions house" and accommoda
tions for the justices. It also pointed out that the "gaol and house of correction" were at North
ampton. Westmorland's order violated customary county practice since he had "summoned 
Hundreds which have not heretofore served at the winter Sessions" .11 The Privy Council, perhaps 
encouraged by Mandeville, reversed Westmorland's order and directed that "this next and all 
future Sessions shall be kept at Northampton". It also discharged the Hundreds from attendance.12 

Lord Montagu had won the first battle and his ally, Sir William Spencer, eldest son of Robert, 

8 V.C.H., Northampton, ii, 544. A somewhat similar 
struggle for county domination is discussed in 
Thomas G. Barnes, Somerset County, 1625-1640, 
1961, 284-285. 

9 The King to [the Sheriff] of Northampton, 4 Oct., 
[1625], Great Britain, Historical Manuscripts Com
mission, Report on the Manuscripts of the Duke of 
Buccleuch and Queensberry, 3 vols., 1899-1926, iii, 
253, hereafter cited as HMC Buccleuch; [Sir] William 
Spencer and Richard Knightley to Lord Montagu, 

25 Oct., 1625, Sir L[ewis] Watson to Lord Montagu, 
27 Oct., 1625, HMC Buccleuch, iii, 253-254. 

10 Lord [Montagu] to Sir William Spencer, 2 Dec., 
1625, HMC Buccleuch, iii, 255. 

11 "Petition of the Justices of the Peace of eo. 
Northampton to the Privy Council", Dec., 1625, 
HMC Buccleuch, iii, 255. 

12 "Act of the Privy Council", 4 Dec., 1625, HMC 
Buccleuch, iii, 255. 
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Lord Spencer, not only chortled glee
fully over Westmorland's defeat but 
urged Lord Montagu to "have a con
cluding blow at him [Westmorland] in 
the Starchamber". After urging this 
obviously quarrelsome scheme, 
Spencer piously prayed that the Privy 
Council order would "put an end to all 
contention with us".13 His hopes for 
peace were not, however, to be realized 
since a far more important and poten
tially contentious event was forth
comi~g, an election for knights of the 
shire. Charles I, late in December, 
1625, decided to summon parliament. 

Sir William Spencer and Richard 
Knightley had represented the county 
in the Parliaments of 1624 and 1625. 
But now,,. thanks to the actions of the 
King and possibly the Duke of Buck
ingham, Knightley was ineligible to 
serve. Charles I had decided to elim
inate some of the most factious op
ponents of the court and Knightley had 
been pricked as High Sheriff of the 
county. The original list of Sheriffs, 
prepared on the 1Oth of November, 
was altered and, on the second list, 
Richard Knightley's name had beep 
inserted for Northamptonshire.14 

Spencer could have one place, if he 
wished, but Lord Montagu, without an 

SIR LEWIS WATSON 
from the portrait in the possession of 
Sir Michael Culme-Seymour, Bart. 

heir, could not easily fill Knightley's place. Although the Spencers and Lord Montagu did not 
yet realize it, W estmorland saw his opportunity; the way appeared open for the election of his 
son, Mildmay, Lord Burghersh, as a knight of the shire for Northamptonshire. 

Lord Montagu's suspicions of a forthcoming parliament were confirmed on the 21st of 
December, 1625, and he immediately began to make the customary arrangements for the election.15 

He wrote to Robert, Lord Spencer, pointing out that although he lacked "a son fit to join with 
yours, as your Lordship and I once did, for the service of the country [county], I might commend 
to your thoughts Sir Lewis Watson, whom, besides his nearness to me in blood, for his sufficiency 
and worth every way I think a fit man to serve . . . and therefore that you will be pleased that 
your son, Sir William Spencer, and he may join together, and that you will give your best further
ance for the same" so that the election can be "carried in love and with small charge, which 
otherwise may breed new distractions".16 Sir Lewis Watson was Lord Montagu's kinsman, thanks 

13 [Sir] William Spencer to Lord Montagu, 12 Dec., 
1625, HMC Buccleuch, iii, 256. 

14 George Paul first suggested such a scheme late in 
October, 1625, Paul to Conway, 24 Oct., 1625, P.R.O., 
St. P. Domestic, 16/8:34; Rudyerd to [Nethersole], 
23 Nov., 1625, P.R.O., St. P. Domestic, 16/10:16; 
S. R. Gardiner, The History of England from the 
Accession of James I to the Outbreak of the Civil War, 
10 vols., 1883-1884, vi, 33-34; David H. Willson, The 
Privy Councillors in the House of Commons, 1604- 1629, 

Minneapolis, 1940, 193. The first list of sheriffs is 
dated 10 Nov., 1625, P.R.O., St. P. Domestic, 16/9: 
43; the second list, with Knightley's name inserted, 
is dated 1626?, P.R.O., St. P. Domestic, 16/43:16. 

15 Lord Montagu to Lord Mandeville, 19 Nov., 
1625, HMC Buccleuch, i, 262; Edward, Lord Mon
tagu, to Lord Spencer, 21 Dec., 1625, N.R.O., 
Montagu mss, i, 2. 

16 Edward, Lord Montagu, to Lord Spencer, 21 
Dec., 1625, N.R.O., Montagu mss, i, 2. 
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to a judicious and probably economically beneficial marriage contracted by his grandfather, 
Edward, with Dorothy, daughter of Sir Edward Montagu, the then Lord Chief Justice for Henry 
VIII. Lord Montagu was Sir Edward Montagu's grandson. Although the Watson family was 
established at Rockingham Castle and Sir Lewis was a deputy lieutenant in the county, he had 
made his career at court. He was a close friend of Buckingham and had served for Lincoln City 
in the last three parliamentsY Lord Montagu also wrote to Sir William Spencer, informing him 
of his election proposals and urging Sir William to stand "so as that there may be a burying of all 
unkind thoughts and acceptance of new distractions". Richard Knightley also apparently agreed 
to Watson's nomination.18 

Sir William Spencer overturned Lord Montagu's plans. He wanted no part in the election. 
He had, he claimed, served often enough in the past. Sir William endorsed Watson's candidature 
and suggested that "Sir John Pickering might not be forgot, who, I am sure, is equivalent in merit 
to the other [Watson], and I hope the union shall be ne'er a whit the worse if both be on that 
side". Pickering's family represented the "new" gentry of Northamptonshire; Sir John's great 
grandfather, Gilbert, had secured the manor ofTitchmarsh in 1553. Spencer's suggestion violated 
the traditional election division of the county since both candidates, Watson and Pickering, were 
from eastern Northamptonshire but Lord Montagu was content. Although Sir William could not 
stand, Watson had been accepted, enabling Lord Montagu to admit that although Pickering was 
but "half a loaf", he was "better than no bread" at all.19 

The delighted Pickering was confident of election victory. He and Watson were the only 
two candidates and they enjoyed the support of Lord Montagu and the Spencers, traditionally a 
sure sign of election success.20 Lord Montagu must have been pleased with himself. He had found 
an acceptable substitute for Knightley, the customary election letters had been exchanged and, 
once again, the Spencers and Montagus had reached agreement on the county's knights. Even 
though they were both from the east, this would not matter since the usual agreement had been 
reached between the giants of Northamptonshire politics. Furthermore, Northampton borough 
had the Quarter Sessions again, W estmorland had been rebuffed and, so it seemed, future 
"distractions" had been avoided. It was a veritable succession of Montagu triumphs. 

Suddenly, the situation reversed itself. Lord Montagu discovered that although he had 
won some battles, he had not yet won the war. On the 29th of December, the Privy Council 
changed its mind and ordered that Kettering, not Northampton, would be the site of the impending 
Quarter Sessions and that "all quarter Sessions ... hereafter" would be held there. Improvements 
were being made at Kettering which met earlier objections and since the eastern division had 
shown "extraordinary forwardness" in advancing "his Majesty's affairs", Kettering had won the 
King's favour. It was also ordered that those hundreds, previously exempt from serving at the 
Christmas Sessions, must now "appear and serve at Kettering". 21 Westmorland had counter-· 
attacked, and with one stroke not only won the dispute over the Quarter Sessions but also, as 
Lord Montagu soon discovered, had smashed the Spencer-Montagu election agreement. 

Pickering was the first to be aware of the shifting election situation. Twenty-four hours 
after the Privy Council's decision, he passed a report to Lord Montagu of news "which does not 
well sort with that which your Lordship [Montagu] wrote unto me. The report is that Sir William 
Spencer does intend to be knight for this shire". Pickering was very alarmed since he was now 

17 "Sir Lewis Watson", Concise Dictionary of 
National Biography, 1953, 1373; C. Wise, Rocking
ham Castle and the Watsons, 1891, 25. Watson's 
second wife, Eleanor, was a sister of John Manners, 
8th Earl ofRutland, who had married Lord Montagu's 
daughter, Frances. 

18 Edward, Lord Montagu, to Sir William Spencer, 
21 Dec., 1625, N.R.O., Montagu mss, i, 2 (on the 
back of Montagu's letter to Lord Spencer of the 
same date). 

19 Sir William Spencer to Montagu, 22 Dec., 1625, 
Great Britain, Historical Manuscripts Commission, 
Report on the MSS of Lord Montagu of Beaulieu, 
1900, 109, hereafter cited as HMC Montagu; V.C.H., 
Northampton, iii, 144; Edward, Lord Montagu, to 
Mr. Nicolls, 25 Dec., 1625, N.R.O., Montagu mss, 
i, 74. 

20 Sir John Pickering to Lord Montagu, 27 Dec., 
1625, N.R.O., Montagu mss, v, 51. 

21 "Order in Council", 29 Dec., 1625, HMC 
Buccleuch, iii, 259. 
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"deeply engaged" for the knightship, having made promises to many "who doubted of my 
resolution". He wanted to know if Lord Montagu had received any news from the Spencers 
which would confirm or deny the report he had heard. 22 Lord Montagu assured the worried 
Pickering that the Spencers were not involved in "any mustering" of voices for Sir William but 
he was uneasy. He had heard that Pickering had already "preoccupated" Northampton and opened 
his campaign. Lord Montagu opposed such unilateral action since he wanted Pickering and 
Watson to canvass together. Watson had already complained that Pickering was in the field, 
thereby endangering his own candidature. Pickering, making a thin excuse for his actions, claimed 
that whatever campaigning that had occurred in his behalf was purely accidental. One man, "who 
was to go to Northampton", had been entrusted to inform one ofPickering's potential supporters 
that Pickering was truly a candidate. He had not "preoccupated the town" and promised Lord 
Montagu that for each voice he had, Watson had one as well. Pickering had a counter-blast of 
his own. He claimed that Lord Montagu had already started canvassing for voices in Watson's 
behalf. Pickering denied any enmity toward Watson and argued that he had "done very little for 
myself, although I had some opportunity, by reason of many freeholders being here [Northampton] 
this festival time". Instead of working in his own behalf he had made it clear to all that he and 
Watson were the candidates agreed upon by both the Spencers and Lord Montagu. His conscience 
was clear for, as Pickering asserted, "it will appear that there has been as much labor for Sir Lewis 
W atson already as for me". 23 

Trust was becoming a very expensive commodity in Northamptonshire. Neither Lord 
Montagu or Pickering fully believed one another and with good reason. Pickering had campaigned 
in Northampton but his charges about Lord Montagu's efforts for Watson were also true. On the 
same day that Pickering questioned Lord Montagu's zealous support for Watson, Thomas Jenyson, 
acting for Montagu, wrote to John Harriot, High Constable of Wollaston Hundred and his asso
ciate, Edmund Neale, "to speak to your neighbors for Sir Lewis Watson and particularly to you 
Mr. Harriot to make sure all the rest of your hundred about you and so many of your adjoining 
hundred" give their voices for Watson. All haste was required since Jenyson had heard "that 
letters are already sent to Sir Lewis Pemberton, Mr. Nicolls, and others, from some of the west
side, to procure your voices for Sir John Pickering who though he be a gentleman without all 
exception, yet I take it that my L.[ord] Mountagu [Montagu] and others of this division will think 
hardly that the west side should impose upon us the choice of one particular man, unless they give 
way that Sir Lewis Watson also jointly with Sir John Pickering maybe elected".24 Montagu's 
agents were hedging over Pickering's candidature and the reason seems fairly clear. The rumour 
of Sir William Spencer's candidature frightened Lord Montagu. If Spencer should stand, Watson 
might well fail. He was clearly not as well known in the county as Pickering, whose Puritan 
sympathies assured him of considerable county support. The eastern division had both candidates 
for knightships and, thanks to the action of the Privy Council, it had the Quarter Session~ as well; 
the western division had nothing. Should a westerner, Spencer, enter the election fray to redress 
the balance, the less well known Watson would be undone. Pickering had every reason to question 
the sincerity of Lord Montagu's support; after all, Watson, not Pickering, was Lord Montagu's 
favourite nominee. 

More trouble was ahead. If the growing split between Lord Montagu and Pickering and 
the apparent collapse of the election agreement between Lord Montagu and the Spencers was not 
enough, the Earl of W estmorland now entered the fray, further complicating an already complex 
and contentious election picture. On the 6th of January, 1626, Robert, Lord Spencer, informed 
Lord Montagu that he had "heard by divers, and this day by some of my neighbours of North
ampton, that your Lordship's too much trust is likely to abuse you". Watson "will stand for the 
first place" which he was confident of winning, with Lord Montagu's support. But the worst news 
was yet to come. "Then shall my Lord of Westmorland's eldest son [Mildmay Fane, Lord 

22 Sir John Pickering to Lord Montagu, 30 Dec., 
1625, N.R.O., Montagu mss, v, 52. 

23 Sir John Pickering to Lord Montagu, 30 Dec., 
1625, 2 Jan., 1626, N.R.O., Montagu mss, v, 52, 45. 

24 Thomas Jenyson to Mr. Edmund Neale and 
Mr. John Harriott, 2 Jan., 1626, N.R.O., Montagu 
mss, v, 46. 
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Burghersh] come in for the second place and so carry it by your Lordship's power". Lord Montagu 
would "wrong Sir John Pickering, your Lordship's old and faithful friend" while Montagu's 
chief opponent in the county, the Earl ofWestmorland, would watch his own son win a knightship 
thanks to, of all things, Lord Montagu's "power". To check this move, Lord Spencer urged that 
Lord Montagu concentrate on securing the first place for Pickering, so that "then we all are 
secured that Burhershe [Burghersh] cannot come in". If Lord Montagu did not believe him, 
Spencer pressed him to "Enquire of it, and you shall daily find more" evidence of Westmorland's 
plan.25 Pickering was not the only one being gulled in the election; Lord Montagu was suffering 
the same fate and now began to realize how factious the shire contest had become. 

Lord Montagu's eyes were opened further when J enyson reported, three days before the 
shire election scheduled for the 12th of January, that "there is extraordinary labouring and that 
very seriously for Sir William Spencer openly" as a candidate. 26 J enyson's letter revealed that 
Knightley was committed to Pickering's candidature and that Pickering and Spencer were 
dominating the election scene. Lord Montagu's plans were in ruins and, at this late date, he had 
discovered that his nominee, Sir Lewis Watson, was being all but ignored. Whether Robert, 
Lord Spencer, was aware of this or not is unclear. If he was, then his letter to Lord Montagu was 
a masterful election move. It would serve to concentrate Lord Montagu's attention on Pickering's 
candidature instead of Watson's, leaving the field clear for Sir William to gather up Watson's 
potential supporters as his own. Jenyson also informed Lord Montagu that "diet, lodgings and 
stables are already bespoken" in Northampton, sure evidence of a well conducted election 
campaign. 2? 

To further strain county relationships, J enyson admitted that Pickering was now aware 
that Montagu had not been his most zealous supporter. Jenyson had worked against Pickering, 
"per obliquum" as he put it, but now, thanks to a bit of clever election espionage on the part of 
Pickering's clerk who, "unespied", secured a copy of one of Jenyson's campaign letters for 
Watson, Pickering knew of Lord Montagu's lukewarm efforts on his behalf and his concentration 
on Watson's election.28 Lord Montagu, so it seemed, had done nothing right in the whole election. 

Lord Montagu's cup of woe spilled over on the 1Oth of January. He made a last appeal for 
Watson to the Mayor and Aldermen of Northampton, a city of which he "was a special benefactor". 
His effort was a miserable failure. The city corporation, very aware "of the great distractions of 
late arisen in both divisions", regretfully informed him that it was already "engaged" for Pickering 
"on the East side, ... and for the other" was "resolved for Sir William Spencer". 29 Pickering and 
Spencer won the election. The battle fought over the location of the Quarter Sessions and the 
transfer of the meeting to Kettering doomed Watson's election chances. Northampton, stung by 
the loss of the Sessions to an eastern town, would not tolerate the election of two eastern candi
dates. Spencer's election would partially redress the balance and salve Northampton's injured 
dignity. It would also continue the traditional election pattern in the county and block Westmor
land's bid for power. For both Lord Montagu and Northampton it was an impossible situation. 
The borough denied its patron rather than surrender its pride. 

The Spencers tried to alleviate Lord Montagu's frustrations and keep county relationships 
on their old footing. They had written to Lord Montagu to let him know of Watson's fate one 
day before the election. Lord Montagu was pleased at their concern but heartily sick of the whole 
business. He was sorry "our rent country [county] cannot be drawn up, but must be torn more 
[and] more". He had done his best "to avoid it, but cannot do more, but leave the issue to God's 
dispose [sic]". He hoped he had not offended Pickering; "there was not a thought to offer Sir [John] 
Pickering any discourtesy; but these are not things worth talking of. The main [point?] is the 

2 5 Robert, Lord Spencer, to Lord Montagu, 6 Jan., 
1626, HMC Montagu, 110. 

26 Thomas Jenyson to Lord Montagu, 9 Jan., 1626, 
N.R.O., Montagu mss, v, 48. 

27 Thomas Jenyson to Lord Montagu, 9 Jan., 1626, 
N.R.O., Montagu mss, v, 48. 

28 Thomas Jenyson to Lord Montagu, 9 Jan., 1626, 
N.R.O., Montagu mss, v, 48. 

29 C. A. Markham and J. C. Cox, editors, The 
Records of the Borough of Northampton, 2 vols., 1898, 
ii, 108-109; The Mayor and Aldermen of North
ampton to Lord Montagu, 10 Jan., 1626, N.R.O., 
Montagu mss, iv, 69. 
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pacification of the country [county], which it pleases not God, as it seems, at this time to effect". 
His true feelings were revealed, almost two weeks after the election, in a letter to his brother, 
Viscount Mandeville. He was a bitter and disappointed man. He had supported Watson in an 
effort to heal the breach and "distractions" of the county but "the potency of the West [division] 
by their strength of the town of Northampton, together with their distaste about the Sessions" 
had doomed his efforts. He had never contemplated failure and, pondering it after the event, he 
complained "I have been so much neglected and unthankfully used for my former carriage, and 
that they have been so much bound to you, who have stood the closer to them for my sake, I am 
much distasted at their disrespect, and therefore hereafter will do my best not to have the East 
side still overlapped by them". He perhaps complained too much; Richard Spencer had been 
elected by Northampton, perhaps with Lord Montagu's support and approval. But he was bitter; 
he struck out other passages in the letter which revealed how galling it all was for him since "in 
truth I distaste much the carriage of the business for electing the Knights of the Shire".30 Well he 
might be bitter; the Montagu influence, so consistently successful in the past, had been abruptly 
overturned. 

Although most elections held between 1603 and 1640 appear to have been strongly 
influenced, if not actually decided, by the decisions reached by the Montagu and Spencer families, 
1626 was a bitter exception. Westmorland's challenge divided the county; his high-handedness in 
forcing, with the Privy Council's help, the transfer of the Quart~r Sessions to Kettering, prevented 
the election from following established patterns. His son's candidature testified to his determination 
to increase his power and influence within his adopted county. Even though Mildmay Fane, Lord 
Burghersh, had lost the county election and had to be content with a seat at Peterborough, Lord 
Montagu had lost much more. His effort to avoid faction and to maintain his prestige in North
amptonshire had failed. He had cut a very sorry figure in the election. The Spencers, forced by 
events, had broken their election compact with him and worked instead against his candidate. 
Their attempt to warn Lord Montagu of his folly in supporting Watson, which could have led to 
Westmorland's election victory, was of no avail. Lord Montagu's support of two eastern candi
dates made his position impossible. County faction overturned his power but it was also clear that 
he was blind to Westmorland's clever strategy. As a final indignity, not even Northampton borough 
would follow his leadership in the county contest. 

The 1626 election was a painful experience for Edward, Lord Montagu. It did not mark the 
end of the Montagu-Westmorland battle; the struggle dragged on in the Star Chamber for at 
least another year without apparent result. 31 

Northamptonshire, like other counties in England, was occasionally a battlefield in the 
early 17th century, a battlefield fought over by its "great" families in the name of prestige and 
influence in their own bailiwicks. Election victories, particularly for the knightships of the shire, 
were the ultimate recognition of county influence. That was the goal contested for in 1626 when 
the county eminence and influence of Edward, Lord Montagu was jeopardized by Francis Fane, 
1st Earl of Westmorland, courtier and rival for power in Northamptonshire. 

30 Edward, Lord Montagu, to Sir William and 
Richard Spencer, 11 Jan., 1626, HMC Buccleuch, i, 
262-263; Edward, Lord Montagu, to Lord Mande
ville, 21 Jan., 1626, N.R.O., Montagu mss, i, 73. 

JOHN K. GRUENFELDER. 

31 Letters concerning the Star Chamber suit are 
found in HMC Buccleuch, ill, 256, 264(2), 264-265, 
306,307,309,311,316. 

NoTE. The portrait of Sir Lewis Watson, later 1st Lord Rockingham, has hitherto been attributed to 
J. M. Wright, but this artist was only a boy when the portrait was painted, c. 1620. It is probably an 
Anglo-Netherlandish painter's work. (O.M.). 
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