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The aim of this essay is to chronicle for the 
reader what have become two of the most 
abiding and popular legends of Northamp
tonshire's recent Labour history. One is about 
a man, the other about a strike: it is not 
inappropriate that both should be so in
timately interwoven. The central feature of 
the strike was the bootmakers' protest march 
to London, the first in the recent experience 
of the British Labour movement. Although 
several brief accounts of the march itself have 
been published in the past, 1 no attempt has 
been made to set this important event into the 
overall context of the strike, nor to evaluate 
the character of its originator, James Gribble. 

I 
Raunds fills a hollow in the undulating 

Northamptonshire landscape a dozen miles 
south of Kettering. Despite having become 
the chief centre for the manufacture of 
Government footwear by the early 20th 
Century, it still retained much of the charac
ter and atmosphere of an isolated rural 
settlement. In 1905 a visiting journalist 
described the town in th~ following way: 

. . . You must walk a mile from the [local 
railway station] ... before you see anything 
more than the church steeple and the 
windmill sails of the town, and nearly 
another mile before you come to the houses 
and the boot factories. The buildings are 
widely scattered, to call so rural a place a 
town is purely complimentary. Cows stare 
over the fence on one side of the main 
street, and crows come foraging in the 
market place .... 2 

Yet here were to be found more than a dozen 
boot factories engaged in Government con-

1 See for example, A. C. All en & L. J. Bartley, An 
Epic of Trade Unionism: Being An Account of the Rushden 
Branch of N.U.B.S.O . from Earliest Days to the Raunds 
Strike, 1905 (1934). 

2 Manchester Guardian, 23 Mar. 1905, P+ 
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tract work. One firm employed as many as 
400 workers, and it was estimated that 
altogether I ,200 were engaged in the trade. 
The majority lived in Raunds but others 
came in daily from surrounding villages. 
Handwork and out-working were still the 
dominant features of the trade here, although 
the recent spread of civilian footwear 
production and the beginning of a change in 
policy at the War Office toward machine
made boots, were giving rise to the introduc
tion of machinery and new systems of work. 4 

In the recession which followed the South 
African War, the increased spread of these 
modern production techniques had given rise 
to disquiet and technological unemployment 
amongst the county's bootmakers, but it was 
the rapid contraction in the Government's 
purchases of hand-made army boots which 
hit the Raunds area hardest in the short term. 5 

In addition, the area's predominance in this 
market was being challenged by Leeds, and 
particularly Bristol, whose civilian market in 
heavy boots was in turn contracting as a 
result of fashion changes . 

Faced with this contraction in demand, 
manufacturers engaged in a vigorous policy of 
cutting the prices quoted in the contracts 
they presented to central government to 
cost, or near-cost, levels in the hope of secur
ing their share of what contracts remained. 
The War Office had also imposed new 

4 This process begun in circa r8g8 (See N .U.B.S.O. 
Monthly Report, October r8g8, p. ro). By the early 
years of this century the trade journals reveal a series of 
disputes concerning machine introduction. 

s Following high government expenditure during 
the war, the post-war Conservative administration was 
pledged to spending cuts. Military spending formed a 
major part of overall government expenditure in the 
period. In addition to smaller contracts being issued to 
independent contractors, as occured in footwear, there 
were labour lay-offs and economies at the small-arms 
ordnance factories at Enfield, Sparkbrook, Birmingham, 
& the Royal Dockyard, Portsmouth. 
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quality-standards on footwear in response to 
the claims of poor quality boots having been 
issued in the war. Smaller and fewer con
tracts, these new quality standards, in addi
tion to significant increases in raw material 
prices, all placed pressure upon manufac
turers' trading confidence and profitability. 
Faced with such marketing conditions in a 
labour-intensive industry, the manufacturers 
reacted in a not unpredictable way by 
systematically reducing piecework wage rates: 
a course of action made all the easier by the 
scattered, non-unionised, and rural character 
of their workforce. In addition, it was re
ported that time-rate workers were paid 
below the standard rate, and that attempts 
had been made to introduce female labour 
into clicking rooms in the hope of further 
reducing labour costs. a 

Inevitably these problems in the trade gave 
way to widespread distress. A marked down
turn in earnings was apparent. For example, 
before the war a skilled, proficient army 
bootmaker7 received 3/6d for making and 
finishing a pair of army ankle boots. In
creased war demand had enabled this rate to 
rise to a peak of 3/ I Id, to be followed by a 
slump to 2/4d by I903-4; by early I905 the 
rate had stabilised at 2j6d per pair. The boot
makers living standards quickly reflected 
these reductions in wage rates, not least 
because the prevailing hand technology 
permitted little scope for the individual 
worker to maintain his level of earnings by 
increasing his productivity, if the opportunity 
arose. As one commentator observed: 

... their work requires skilled labour, and 
that while a pair of boots a day is a fair 
day's work, the most that a competent and 
industrious man can make is eight pairs in 
a week. An average man can do only six 
pairs in a fifty-four hour week. s 

6 Rushden Echo, 3 Mar. 1905. p.8. The standard rate 
rate for clickers in the Rushden district was 26/- per 
week, but most were paid between 20/- to 22/-. 
Attempts to introduce women in clickers' shops had 
been made at Irchester. 

7 Unlike the factory operative, this branch of the 
trade still employed handstitch men, who took several 
years to learn the trade. 

s Northampton Daily Chronicle, 9 May, 1905. p. 3· 

But beyond this erosion of living standards 
for those in work, actual unemployment had 
become a progressively serious problem, and 
short-time working commonplace. By July 
I 904, the Peterborough Advertiser summarised 
the situation at Raunds in the following 
words: 

. . . This is the week before the feast, and 
never before has trade been so bad as to put 
workmen on short-time, and others on no 
time at all .... This is certainly a record 
week in this way in the history of the army 
boot Trade in Raunds. 9 

Up to this point there had been little 
organised opposition by the workforce to 
wage cuts and high unemployment. Matters 
now took a turn. In the Autumn of I 904 a 
number of non-union bootmakers petitioned 
the Secretary of State for War, Mr. H. P. 
Arnold-Forster, to implement the "fair 
wages" clause present in government con
tracts in a bid to restore wage levels. The 
essence of his reply was that the industrial 
relations problems of independent govern
ment contractors were outside his control: he 
councilled the men to unionise, and to argue 
their case directly with the manufacturers 
before an arbitration board. 1o The implica
tions of this reply were not lost on the National 
Union of Boot and Shoe Operatives (NUBSO) 
national executive. First, they sent the newly 
appointed national organiser, James Gribble, 
into the area in an attempt to stimulate 
activity. Characterised by low levels of union 
membership, the rural areas of boot-making 
Northamptonshire had ever presented an 
organisational problem for the Union. A 
branch had been established at Rushden in 
I886, which covered much of the army boot
making district, including Raunds. A rela
tively high level of membership had been 
reached in the militant years preceding the 
I895 national dispute, and some advances in 
conditions realised. However, since that time 
much of the Union's effectiveness had been 
eroded. 11 Now conditions were again thought 

9 Peterborough Advertiser, 4 July, 1095. p. 4· 
10 Northampton Daily Chronicle, op. cit. 
11 See, A. C. Alien & L.J. Bartley, op. cit., and A. Fox, 

A History of the National Union of Boot & Shoe Operatives 
(1958). 
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PLATE 1. THE MARCHERS EN ROUTE TO LO DO ON THE ROAD BETWEEN 
RAU DS AND BEDFORD. (B_y courtesy of N .U.F.L.A. T. ) 

favourable, and throughout the winter of 
I904-05 Gribble did much to raise the aware
ness of the army bootmakers, and engender a 
critical view to their condition. 12 

Secondly, in November I904, the Union 
and local employers negotiated the first 
uniform piece-work wage statement for the 
district at a joint Conference in an attempt to 
stabilise wage rates and prevent the further 
arbitrary erosion of earnings and living 
standards. la Furthermore, the statement was 
endorsed by War Office as the agreed rates 
to be paid, in accordance with the fair wages 
clause, on all contracts. In the new year, 
however, it became clear that the spirit of 
this agreement had already been widely 
ignored by many manufacturers. On a 
technical point, it was formally repudiated by 
them in January- two months before it was 
due to come into force- as they endeavoured 
to force bootmakers to accept much lower 

12 NUBSO Monthly Report February rgo2, p. 6, " ... 
the greater proportion of the Army workers <~:re as 
conservative as the Government, and cannot or wtll not 
see the necessity for combination". 

1 3 Again using the army ankle boot as an example, 
this new sta tement raised the price to 3/3d per pair, 
mid-way between the war-time peak, and post-war 
slump prices. 

rates in anticipation of the keen competition 
to secure the new spring season's contracts. 
Thus, when on March I the national execu
tive backed the local branch's ultimatum to 
employers to abide by the Joint Conference 
wage statement, the ensuing strike became 
inevitable. 

11 
The strike of the Raunds bootmakers 

commenced on March I I and lasted until 
May 31 I905. The Union entrusted its 
management to James Gribble. Its history 
falls into three distinct phases. 

Throughout March there was a mood of 
anticipation and optimism. The initial strike 
call received wide support. At this early stage 
Gribble's recent organisational work was 
clearly apparent. Despite the growing threat 
of unemployment through the winter, 1 4 he 
had not secured any significant increase in 
local union membership- the strike was to do 

14 Rushden Echo, 13 Jan. , 1905. p . 5· reported large 
numbers ofunemployed bootmakers being on reservoir 
construction and cemetery maintenance at Irthling
borough. cf. Rushden Echo, ro Feb., 1905. p. 5· reported 
that machinery had displaced ... " So many men" in 
bootmaking. Rushden Relief Committee that week 
relieved 40 families, employed 70 men, and distributed 
a further £70 in relief. 
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PLATE 2. THE MARCHERS TAKE A REST AT CLOPHILL, BEDFORDSHIRE 
(Photograph by courtes_J' of M r Cy ril Putt. ) 

that- but he had aroused a questioning 
mood and a new sense of unity amongst 
bootmakers generally. Thus, at a mass 
meeting on March 3 both union and non
union labour had resolved to stand together 
to resist further wage reductions. Piece
workers refused to take out fresh work and 
day workers gave one week's notice: the 
strike formally began seven days later. Is That 
women closers joined the strike in significant 
numbers at this early stage is possibly an even 
more sensitive barometer of the depth of the 
response. Initially, therefore, some 400 work
ers ceased work, and within days this 
number had nearly doubled: easily sufficient 
to disrupt production. 

In view of their strong case, the tacit 
support of the War Office, and the clear 
approval of both the public and the press, the 
strikers anticipated a quick settlement. As 
employers had consistently refused joint 

1s Rushden Echo, 3 Mar., 1905. p. 5· 

arbitration, 16 Gribble adopted a strategy of 
negotiation with individual firms. One 
agreed to the statement from the outset, and 
another two on the eve of the strike. 17 Within 
the first days of the strike another two agreed 
the first days of the strike another two 
agreed, 1s and by March 24 a further two. 19 

At this point it was considered that little 
more could be achieved by this strategy 
of gradualism, for the remaining manu
facturers represented very much the hard 
core from whom it was thought little com
promise could be expected. Gribble argued 
that: 

" ... the men would arbitrate no further. 
The manufacturers have decided to remain 
firm and there is every prospect of a 
prolonged struggle." 2o 

16 This was because employers refused to recognise 
Union negotiators G. R. Askwith noted later, ... 
Rocognition was the first point ... which in the light of 
later days, seems almost absurd ... in G. R. Askwith 
Industrial Problems & Disputes, (1920), p. 97· 

11 Rushden Echo, 10 Mar,. 1905. p. 5· 
1s ibid., 17 Mar., 1905. p. 5· 
19 ibid., 24 Mar., 1905. p. 5· 
2o R eynolds's N ews, 2 April, 1905. p. 5· 
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The intervention of the War Office two 
days before the strike's inception, the 
mediation of the local Urban District 
Council, the appeals of the Vicar of Raunds, 
all had failed to yield a result. All compromise 
schemes devised by the Union had similarly 
failed to invoke a positive response. 

It was at this stage that there occurred a 
change in the nature and complexion of the 
strike. From being good humoured and 
orderly, the strikers' mood became more 
frustrated, embittered and violent. It had 
become usual for strikers to follow those still 
in work at the factories. Daily, "blacklegs" 
were escorted by police to and from work 
amidst hooting and shouting crowds of 
strikers, many of whom banged tin kettles. 21 

Gradually the tone of these encounters 
became more strident, and the size of the 
crowd swelled until it was a thousand strong. 
Initially rotten eggs were pelted at strike 
breakers, but violence flared on March 22 

after just one stone -had been thrown. This 
incident was followed by the besieging and 
damaging of strike breakers' houses. 22 The 
strikers' anger was now also quickly turned 
against their masters. At this point sixty extra 
police were drafted in to control ". . . the 
further rioting at the residences of manu
facturers . . . " : both they and their foremen 
were attacked-at least one was injured-as 
well as extensive damage being done to 
windows and other property. 23 The level of 
antagonism towards employers is reflected in 
a speech made by Gribble: 

... Mr. Gribble said that all there appeared 
to be at Raunds were a few compounds 
which had been dumped there surrounded 
by houses inhabited by white slaves, who 
ground out profits for the owners of the 
compound. The manufacturers concerned 
in the strike were Lord Penrhyns on a 
small scale, and if they had the same power 
and wealth they would be just as brutal as 
Lord Penrhyn. Some manufacturers had 
been kind enough to build them houses ... 
They only had to pay four shillings a week 

21 Rushden Argus, 9 Mar., 1905. p. 5· 
22 The Times, 23 Mar., 1905. p. 8. 
23 ibid. 

... but they would be fools to pay rent 
while the strike was on .. . 24 

This pattern offollowing, and the outbursts of 
violence it engendered, became common
place in the ensuing weeks, and resulted in 
the continued closure of strike!Jound factories. 

. . . Several factories in the District 
affected by the army boot strike were 
opened on Wednesday, but only three 
non-unionists commenced work, and the 
unionists remain firm ... 2s 

A third target for the strikers' anger were 
the Co-operative Productive Societies in the 
area. Ostensibly organisations favouring the 
close participation of workers in their 
operation and in the sharing of profits, it was 
clear that they had been in the vanguard of 
firms which had cut prices. The NUBSO 
monthly report noted: 

.. . One of the most painful aspects of this 
dispute is that certain Co-operative Soc
ieties in the district were amongst the first 
to cut prices .... This is not the spirit of 
principle of co-operation ... and to think 
these societies are mainly composed of 
working men. Men indeed! those who 
should be in the front ranks of progressive 
movements are acting as renegades and 
traitors to their fellows ... 26 

The strikers' leader was equally bitter about 
the Societies' ignoble role: 

... Co-operation ought to be a splendid 
institution, but there are a few men who 
trade on co-operation and make a profit 
out of pretension in that direction. The 
so-called co-operative societies in the 
villages of Northamptonshire, who went to 
the War Office and took boots to be made 
at less than the agreed price ... and did it 
in defiance of individual manufacturers, 
were no more or less than the Jewish 
sweaters of Whitechapel. ... Such men 
cannot be called co-operators, they are a 
fraud on the community and deserve the 
name "scabs" ... 21 

Consequently, Co-operative factories were 

24 Rushden Echo, 17 Mar., 1905. p. 5· 
2s Reynolds's News, 22 April, 1905. p. 5· 
26 NUBSO Month61 Report, April 1905, p. 8. 
21 Rushden Echo, 24 Mar., 1905. p. 5· 
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very much at the centre of these turbulent 
scenes, some being extensively damaged. 2s 

Similar scenes were also played out in the 
surrounding villages where outworkers were 
still making up material from Raunds. 
Inevitably, the need to curtail this activity 
became a crucial issue for the strikers, and 
they met with significant success where 
branch factories were concerned. 29 Preventing 
individual outworkers from working was 
more difficult, however, and it was here that 
violence erupted. 

Not that it is easy to ultimately determine 
the nature of this violence. Certainly, there 
exists an oral tradition in the area which 
centres around the themes of widespread 
damage and intimidation. Breaches of the 
law concerning criminal damage, unlawful 
picketing, intimidation and breach of the 
peace occurred on a wide scale and arrests 
were made. But any final determination as to 
the scale and intensity of the violence tends 
to remain somewhat blurred. In analysing all 
contemporary newspaper reports on strikes in 
this period it is essential to handle with 
sensitivity such words as "riot", "serious 
disturbance", "extensive damage" and so on, 
for they tended to be used in a highly 
subjective, erratic, and, for the strikers, often 
damning way. The task of the historian, 
therefore, becomes one of attempting to steer 
through what is often a mass of conflicting 
viewpoints. 

Reporting on the Raunds strike provides a 
case in point. The word "riot", for example, 
was used to describe events in Raunds during 
the last week in March by both The Times and 
the Rushden Echo, and both papers speculated 
freely upon the imminent need to call upon 
the military to restore order. Yet the Man
chester Guardian stressed that 

... so far as I can learn the disturbances 
that have taken place this week, and which 
have been generally described in the news
papers as "riots", ought not to be treated 
as anything more than accidental outbursts 

28 ~eeforexample,St.Crispini89I-I95I (1951), being 
the history of the St. Crispin Productive Society Ltd., 
Raunds. 

29 Rushden Echo, 17 Mar., p. 5., 24 Mar., 1905. p. 6. 

of violent horseplay. It is true that be
cause of the rowdyism on Wednesday night, 
which culminated in stone-throwing and 
window-smashing, the authorities hastily 
called in a large body of policemen; but 
the magistrates have not yet put copies of 
the Riot Act in their pockets, and the talk 
of summoning the aid of the military is 
irresponsible nonsense ... 3o 

Of necessity such reports must be reviewed 
critically. To what extent was bias operating? 
To what extent does the use of the word 
"riot" merely reflect local reaction to events, 
in an area which was normally quiescent? 
Indeed, the point is quickly reached where 
this use of key-words and broad speculation 
merges into the realms of inaccuracy and 
even falsehood. Regarding the harassment of 
outworkers at Ringstead, for example, the 
Morning Post proclaimed this "a serious 
disturbance''. It was noted: 

... The crowd became very violent, and the 
police finding themselves unable to dis
perse the strikers, telegraphed to Thrapston 
for assistance . . . and then the crowd was 
finally dispersed ... 31 

In contrast, however, the Rushden Echo 
directly challenged the Post's claim of a 
serious disturbance, attesting that the crowd 
had dispersed before the arrival of the 
Thrapston police. 3 2 Of falsehood, the Man
chester Guardian recorded : 
... The extent of the damage may be 
gathered from the fact that today a photo
grapher, anxious to secure effective strike 
pictures, thought it necessary to bargain 
with one householder that she should stand 
in front of her broken window with a 
handkerchief bandaged round her un
injured forehead . . . 3 3 

Similarly, in later years a local trade union 
history noted, ". . . that photographs of 
certain houses that had been partially 
demolished as dangerous were published in 
one of the London papers as some of the 
wreckage of the strikers ... " 3 4 

30 Manchester Guardian, 23 Mar., 1905. p. 4· 
31 Morning Post, 20 Mar., 1905. p. 10. 
32 Rushden Echo, 24 Mar., 1905. p. 6. 
33 Manchester Guardian, 23 Mar., 1905. p. 4· 
34 A. C. Allen & L. J. Bartley, op. cit., p. 39· 
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If there may be difficulties in determining 
the nature and extent of the violence, the 
reasons for its emergence are somewhat easier 
to ascertain. As with all protracted strikes of 
the period, the effects of hardship and 
distress quickly made itself felt in the com
munity, despite the provision of union strike 
pay and public donations. But at the centre 
of this frustration was the ultimate failure of 
Gribble's gradualist strategy to provide a 
quick, decisive settlement, which had wrested 
the initiative from the Union's grasp. This 
lost initiative and the intractability of the 
remaining employers had given way to a 
state of deadlock. There was now the clear 
possibility of a return to work on the employ
ers' terms being imposed upon the strikers. 

lll 
In April, therefore, the sphere of control of 

the strike passed from the negotiating table 
and the unions, to the street and the ordinary 
striker, with violence emerging as a theme. 
Where physical privation imposed a limita
tion on the strikers' endurance, and where all 
channels of negotiation were deadlocked, 
there arose a need amongst the rank and file 
to attempt to resolve the strike themselves. At 
this point, devoid of other substantive means 
they were left with little alternative but to 
pursue a course of vigorous mass picketing 
and street demonstrations. This action cannot 
be described as a coherent, articulated policy, 
but neither did it evolve in a totally random, 
mindless way. Rather, as is outlined above, it 
was a spontaneous, collective expression of 
frustration and anger directed against a 
narrow and clearly definable group of people: 
employers, strike-breakers, and Co-operative 
Productive Societies. 

Although this shift in control from union 
negotiators to the rank and file was to some 
extent more apparent than real, it was 
nevertheless a matter of real concern for 
Union officials. Moderate Edwardian trade 
unions, of which NUBSO has been seen as a 
model, regarded arbitration and conciliation 
as the usual means of resolving disputes. The 
strike was the tactic of last resort, and where 
used the need for officials to control its 

management and counter any independent 
action by strikers, which might alienate 
public opinion or preclude negotiation, be
came a matter of prime strategic importance. 
Thus, when events at Raunds swung against 
this orthodoxy, the union repeatedly called 
for a more balanced and orderly mood to 
prevail. Charles Freak, the General Secretary, 
councilled : 

. . . we deplore the fact that rioting and 
destruction of property have taken place, 
and hope that a more calm spirit will be 
shown, as when these disputes are ended it 
is far better that no such incidents should 
have happened to cause bitterness of feeling 
to rankle in the mind, but when we know 
that discipline has to be adhered to in the 
army of labour, as in other organisations, 
and are aware of the number affected who 
are outside our ranks, we are not altogether 
surprised that they lost control of them
selves, but no good can be done that way, 
and we hope there will be no repetition 

35 

But as the duration of the strike lengthened, 
Gribble's task went beyond this basic question 
of maintaining strike discipline. Flagging 
morale amongst strikers, an end to the 
negotiating deadlock, a resurgence of public 
support emerged as the more pressing, 
interrelated issues. At the point when 
strikers were beginning to drift back to work, 
he began to plan the London march as a 
venture to counter these problems. In 
contrast to its significance, the march was 
simply, yet rigorously planned. 

... We shall go to the War Office, Mr. 
Gribble said, and present a petition, 
pleading to the authorities to interfere and 
insist on the manufacturers' recognising 
the fair wage clause in contracts. Failing 
satisfaction there we shall march to 
Westminster and present a petition to be 
heard at the Bar of the House of Commons. 
I know we shall be turned back, but the 
public will learn the justice of our de
mands ... 36 

35 NUBSO Monthly Report, op.cit. 
36 Anon, 5oth Anniversary qf the Raunds Striker's March 

(1955, p. 7) . 
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Of 300 volunteers, the fittest I I 5 were 
selected. The military style of the discipline 
and organisation are unmistakeable, indeed 
many of the marchers were ex-servicemen. 
They were marshalled into six companies
including the local band-each commanded 
by a sergeant. A cycle corps of three was 
formed, who proceeded the column to make 
preparations at each resting point. In addi
tion there was a "staff" of three union offi
cials, and two St. John Ambulancemen. In 
overall command was J ames, soon to be pro
claimed "General" Gribble. The m<trchers 
were drilled by him in preparation. They 
marched four abreast, with rations and an 
overcoat on their backs, and accepted his 
authority in all matters. 

They left Raunds on May 8, marching via 
Bedford, Luton, St. Albans, Watford, reach
ing London on May I2. The event was met 
everywhere with an overwhelming interest, 
sympathy and support from the public. 37 

Moreover, of the many contemporary news
papers and journals searched not one report 
mentions any kind of opposition or hostility 
toward the strikers action; indeed many 
professed themselves impressed-and relieved 
-by the bearing and discipline of the 
marchers. 3s It became commonplace for inns 
and cafes to offer refreshment. On the first 
day they lunched at the Falcon Inn, Bletsoe, 
where food-laden tables, and " ... cans and 
buckets of beer and several boxes of mineral 
water ... " were provided. 39 Then at Harpen
den, 

. . . On the village green a delightful 
picnic had been prepared. Spread out on 
tables beneath the shade a lunch was 
waiting. The scene was a most charming 

37 Local newspapers bear testament to the extent that 
popular sympathy was swayed: Bedfordshire Mercury, 12 
May " ... Bedford was agog on Monday Evening"; 
Luton News, 13 May, p. 8. " . .. scenes oflively demon
strations of interest and sympathy ... "; Herts & St. 
Albans Advertiser, 13 May, p . 4·: " ... widespread public 
interest and sympathy centres on the tactics adopted ... 
the travellers have been received with a generosity which 
was quite unexpected ... " Waiford Daily Circular, 15 
May, I905. p. 2. [the marchers] received constant 
evidences,?f sympathy from the working people of this 
town ... 

38 Luton Reporter, I r May Igos. p. 5· " .. . It is really 
surprising the command Mr. Gribble has over them. 
They obeyed him promptly and his order were no 
sooner given than carried out ... " 

and picturesque one, and in such good 
spirits were the men that after the feast 
some of them danced on the green with 
village maidens who had waited on their 
table. The break at this delightful spot 
lasted two hours, and at three thirty, again 
after votes of thanks, cheers and tunes 
from the band, the t ramp was re
newed ... 40 

Similarly, the public gave generously to 
collections made along the route to finance 
the march: they left Raunds with one day's 
food ration, half a loaf and two ounces of 
cheese per man: 

. .. The collectors go out in front rattling 
their white boxes before all who pass. 
Everyone gives. The man in the motorcar 
comes to a stop and drops in a shilling, the 
h ·xseman reins up and fingers his waitcoat 
v:>eket, old ladies on the footpath slowly 
produce their pennies, and from wayside 
cottages children sometimes run out with 
their fathers coppers ... 41 

One car driver who passed contributed a 
sovereign to the funds. 

On the first night they were greeted at 
Bedford by "huge crowds". A large open-air 
meeting was convened to publicise their 
grievance, followed by the singing of labour 
hymns and a collection. Lodging was found 
by the local N.U.B.S.O. and Carpenters 
unions. These scenes were repeated at each 
stopping place. At Luton, the deputy mayor 
gave a tea at the Liberal Club, sixty sym
pathisers lodged the marchers for the night, 
a local barber offered free shaves, and a local 
wellwisher sent cigars. The following day at 
St. Albans they were met by trade union 
representatives, the Liberal Club gave tea, a 
progressive councillor breakfast: fifty local 
artisans provided accommodation. Again at 
Watford the streets were thronged with 
townspeople. The march was met by trade 
unionists and the veteran Social Democratic 
politician,]. E. Williams, who gave tea. Here 
they were billeted at the local Labour 
Church. 42 

39 Northampton Daily Chronicle, g May. p. 4· 
40 ibid., r I May. p. 4 · 
41 ibid., some £200 was raised in this way. 
42 Northampton Daily Reporter, 13 May. p. 7. 
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Following the overnight stop at Watford, 
the march moved forward to Cricklewood. 
From here four London Trades Council 
Delegates and many London Trade Union 
deputations escorted them to Marble Arch, 
where a crowd of I o,ooo watched their 
arrival. From here a deputation of ten went 
to the House, yet despite the intervention of 
the local M.P., F. A. Channing, and the 
Labour group in parliament, War Office 
Officials declined to receive the deputation. 
In Gribble's own words: 

... This was exceedingly annoying, ... and 
I was determined that we should not go 
back without something happening. I had 
one order for the strangers Gallery, and I 
went there. I heard members talking and 
talking, and I wondered if this sort of thing 
was going to last forever. So I decided to 
take some action, and I rose and asked if 
this gentleman was going to talk the House 
out. I informed the House that I had 
brought I 15 men from Raunds . . . that 
they had marched all that distance in 
order to lay their grievances before the 
House, but now I found that nothing was 
likely to be done. I had just got to that 
point when several ... attendants ... 
caught hold of me, and I was turned out. 
But I was determined not to give in 
without another effort, so I made a run for 
the Inner Lobby. I did not, however, get 
very far. Other officials of the House 
caught me, and prevented me getting any
where near the lobby. Then the sergeant
at-Arms ordered me to be removed from 
the building, and I was removed .... 4 3 

Ironically, suffragettes who were awaiting 
the outcome of the women's franchise debate 
then in progress believed his interruption to 
have been made in support of their cause: in 
fact, Gribble was opposed to votes for women. 

Following these dramatic scenes the War 
Office announced that G. R. Askwith was to 
head an inquiry to investigate wages in the 
army boot sector. In fact, there had been a 
gradual movement by the War Office 
towards this position both before and during 
the progress of the march. This had resulted 

4 3 Daily N ews, 13 May, I905. p. 6. 

from private negotiations initiated by four 
M.P.s on behalf of the strikers with Mr. 
Arnolc-Forster after a debate on army cloth
ing estimates in April. By the time of the 
march matters were well advanced. The 
T imes noted on May g that ' . .. negotiations 
for the settlement of the dispute are in 
progress, and there is reason to believe that a 
termination of the whole dispute may soon 
take place ... " 44 The next day an official 
statement declared, 

. . . It having been suggested to the Sec
retary of State for War that action should 
be taken under the Fair Wage Resolution 
in reference to certain War Office con
tracts for army boots, he has determined to 
cause an immediate and special inquiry to 
be made ... 45 

Communications between the War Office and 
Gribble show that with this practical out
come in being the latter considered that there 
was now a clear justification to refuse to meet 
an ad hoc deputation. 

Thus, the prime objective of the march had 
failed, and, instead, its merit must be judged 
upon its clear ability to call attention to, and 
focus the public's mind upon their griev
ances. That this should be so certainly came 
as no surprise to many contemporary 
commentators, for whilst sharing the public's 
sense of sympathy, they were less than sure 
that such a display of direct action constituted 
a viable or useful means of protest in a 
modern urban society. One lone newspaper 
reporter wrote of ". . . this very happy 
scheme for bringing their troubles before the 
War Officers . . . " , 4 6 whilst most agreed that 
doubt lurked behind even the public's 
support, 

. . . Luton was interested to see these 
hundred odd respectable, black-coated 
workmen forming in military array ... and 
while rather shaking its head over this 
unconventional method of petitioning the 
Government, they had nothing but English 
admiration for their pluck ... 4 7 

44 The Times, g May, p. g. 
45 The Times, I 1 May, p. I I. 

46 Bedfordshire M ercury, I2 May, p. 7· 
47 Luton N ews, I r May, p. 8. 
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This criticism was developed in a number of 
directions. Most common was the question, 
by such an act how could such a small, 
powerless group expect to influence the might 
and decision-making processes of a powerful 
central government office? It was noted, 

... Notwithstanding the confident bearing 
of the men, the ensemble gave one an 
indescribable sensation of pathos. There 
was some indefinable air of melancholy 
prevailing amongst this company of men 
fighting for what they considered to be their 
rights. The problem of life, of labour, 
seemed to be woven around this band, 
whose mission, in its main objective, is 
hopeless in its inception. Somehow one's 
mind went back to the dark days of 
Chartism, when Birmingham threatened 
London with its army of workers. This 
band from Raunds seemed to be a tiny 
shadow of that gigantic threat ... 48 

Similarly, the Labour press, whilst recognis
ing the forceful wave of publicity and debate 
which the march had aroused, nevertheless 
considered that such actions were out of place 
in the arena of modern labour relations. An 
editorial in the Labour Leader argued, 

. . . Something like a new departure in 
trade union tactics has been inaugurated 
this week. ... This march is a unique, as 
well as in some ways a pathetic spectacle in 
modern days. It is not thus, perhaps, that 
we think of the army of labour marching to 
the strains of "Hark!, the battle cry is 
ringing", but the strategy, if only because 
of its novelty is likely to attract public 
attention and sympathy . . . though we 
doubt whether their quaint enthusiasm ... 
will immediately thaw the cold hearts or 
unseal the red tape of Government 
Offices. 49 

The marchers' three day stay in London 
was organised by the Social Democratic 
Federation who received many offers of help. 
They were lodged, free of charge, at an L.C.C. 
Lodging House in Deptford, and meals, 
funded by the Morning Post and Reynold's 

48 Beriford & District Daily Circular, IO May, p. 2. 
49 Labour Leader, I 2 May, p. 68, cf. Justice, I 3 May, 

p. 5· 

News, were taken at the Church Army's 
King's Labour Tents in Aldwych. Sunday 
tea was held at Whitefield's Tabernacle, 
Tottenham Court Road, where committee 
rooms had been established. This was 
followed by a high tea and lantern show at 
the London home of Rev. W. Carlile, honor
ary chief secretary of the Church Army. 
Breakfast on Monday was provided by the 
committee of the National Liberal Club. 
In addition, the London Trades Council 
voted £20 to be provided for entertainment; 
and on Saturday night the Royal Italian 
Circus gave a free show: the crippled 
bootmaker, Jack Pearson, who had com
pleted the march on crutches, made a per
sonal appearance at the Lyceum Music Hall. 

More importantly, the marchers presence 
was used to bolster the "Right to Work" 
campaign then being waged in the capital. 
For the bootmakers' grievances about un
employment, structural change and wage 
cutting during depression, of course, were 
issues which concerned all in the labour 
movement at that time. Marchers attended 
local political and trade meetings, but more 
significant was the mass demonstration held 
at Trafalgar Square on Sunday, which was 
attended by 8,ooo people. 50 The principal 
speakers were Will Thorne, Keir Hardie and 
James Gribble. 

On Monday, the strikers began the march 
back to Raunds from Hyde Park amid the 
now familiar scenes: 

. . . At eleven o'clock the procession 
started. Pearson, the cripple, at the head, 
the band playing ... , and a solid wedge of 
police driving a passage through the 
thousands of people who had gathered to 
give them a parting cheer. The Edgware 
Road was thronged on each side almost all 
the way to Kilburn ... 51 

The return route was via Watford, Tring, 
Leighton Buzzard, Olney and Northampton. 
Here a crowd of 8,ooo attended a mass 
meeting in the Market Square. They arrived 

50 At the rally a hastily published cloth-bound 'Life 
& Times' of Gribble sold readily. The author should be 
greateful to hear from anyone who knows of the 
whereabouts of a copy. 

51 Northampton Daily Reporter, I5 May, p. 6. 
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back in triumph to Raunds on May 22. By 
this time Askwith's inquiry had already held 
its first meeting at Leicester two days before, 
and on the 23rd resumed its business at 
Rushden. After eight days of vigorous 
debating terms for a resumption of work 
acceptable to the strikers were formulated. 513 

These were 
(a) That the prevailing statement was to 
remain in force for the currency of existing 
contracts, without any reductions taking 
place. The aggregate price per pair to be 
set at 2j6d. 
(b) That, beyond this, the statement 
price for subsequent contracts, and Igo6 
con tracts were to be increased by 6d per 
pair. 
(c) That no victimisation of strikers 
should take place. 
(d) That conciliation and arbitration 
machinery be established for the district. 

JV52 
The key figure in this conflict had been 

J ames Gribble, a short, stocky man, who 
habitually wore a red tie. An activist of the 
Left he emerges from the strike as a man who 
commanded both the loyalty and respect of 
the strikers. One reporter regarded him as 
" ... a modest, gentle man-a man enthused 
to vigour and rigour and strenuousness by his 
[socialist] faith and intent. A man whom you 
felt resented the fate ofhis fellows ... " 5 3 Who 
then, was this man ? 

He was born at 25 Bailiff Street, North
ampton on I2 January I868, the eldest child 
in a family of nine. His father was J ames, a 
machine-closer in the shoe trade and some
time publican of the Marquis of Carabas, his 
mother, Eleanor (nee Goodman). Although 
he received his formal education at Spring 
Lane and Vernon Terrace Board Schools, 
Northampton, he only attained basic literacy 
and numeracy at the Northampton Adult 
School in his teens. 

51a See G. R. Askwith, op. cit., Ch. X. 
52 This section draws heavily upon a biography I 

have written for the Dictionary of Labour Biography. 
I acknowledge the Editors' permission for allowing its 
use here. 

53 Reynold's News 14 May 1905, p. I. 

At twelve years of age he started work as an 
outdoor finisher for one of the largest boot 
manufacturing companies in the world, 
Turner Brothers, Hyde and Co. of North
ampton and London. As was still the custom 
in the boot trade, he spent periods in other 
s~oe . centres gaining experience, including 
B1rmmgham where he became caught up in 
the As ton Riots. In I 885, a depression in the 
trade found him unemployed so he enlisted in 
the regular army. After eighteen months 
service in England he was stationed overseas 
until I8g2. He attained the rank of acting 
qu~rter-master sergeant, and gained a repu
tatiOn as an educator to those under his 
command. 

?n being demobilised in January I8g3, 
Gnbble returned to employment in the boot 
trade at Northampton, and quickly became 
involved in local union affairs. Within a year 
of his joining the No. I Northampton Branch 
of the National Union of Boot and Shoe 
Operatives on the 4 March I 8g3, he was 
elected delegate to the branch executive 
committee, and delegate to the local Trades' 
Council, remaining an officer with both for 
many years. His identification with the 
policies and ideology of the Social Demo
cratic Federation also dates from this period: 
he joined the vigorous local branch in Novem
ber I 8g4. Gribble's formative political think
ing had been dominated by his father's 
allegience to Charles Bradlaugh. Politically 
Radical, his father was an early supporter of 
Bradlaugh's nomination for Northampton's 
two parliamentary seats. In I868, when 
Bradlaugh first visited the town, his father 
covered his house in mural literature, and was 
subsequently injured by special constables 
during a riot, following one of Bradlaugh's 
early political meetings. In later life, J ames 
often referred with pride to his acquaintance 
with the freethinker, and spoke of the active 
assista_nce he had given to the Bradlaughrian 
cause m Northampton during the early r88os. 
By . ~he mid- I 8gos, however, his political 
pos1t10n had moved decisively to the Left and 
it was this deep conviction and belief in s'ocial 
Democratic ideals which was to be his motive 
force during the twenty-five or so years he was 
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COUNTY ~OROUGH . OF NORTHAMPTON. 

Parliam~ntarp €1~ctton, 1910. 
POLLING DAY TUESDAY, JANUARY 18th. 

H. QUELCH. . J. GRIBBLE. 

The Social-Democratic Candidates. 

for the People and against the Peers. 
END THEM-NOT MEND THEM. 

The Abolition of Pauperism, Po\lerty and 
Unemployment. 

Work for All ; 0\?erwork for None. 

Healthy Homes, Good Food and ·Educ(ltion for a~l 
Children ; . Prosperity at Home and Peace Abroad. 

PLATE 3· THE ELECTION HANDBILL OF THE NORTHAMPTON BRANCH OF THE 
SOCIAL DEMOCRATIC FEDERATION AT THE GENERAL ELECTION OF JANUARY 1910. 

(Northamptonshire Libraries). 
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to so strongly influence the trade union and 
political life ofNorthampton and the county. 

His remained the dominant personality in 
local S.D.F. circles, and one of its fiercest 
propagandists. Yet despite being a man with 
obvious political flair and talent, contem
poraries felt that his ability to influence events 
and guide policy nationally, both within the 
union and political arena, was lessened and 
largely forestalled, by his uncompromising 
political position and short temper .. An 
example of this intractability was the affair of 
his parliamentary nomination for East North
amptonshire in the Labour interest. In I 906 
he was nominated by the East Northampton
shire Socialist and Labour Party but refused 
to abide by the rules and constitution of the 
Labour Representation Committee to which 
he assented on accepting the candidature. At 
meetings he continued to advocate a much 
more radical programme than was acceptable 
to the LRC. He was at this time openly and 
vehemently critical of the parliamenta.ry 
labour group's refusal to adopt a defimte 
socialist programme and of its preparedness 
to accept Westminster's conventions. After 
several months of conflict between moderate 
labour groups in East Northampton~hire, 
Gribble's supporters, and the LRC, Gnbble 
stood down in order to preserve Labour's 
unity. But it was probably as much Gribbl~'s 
explosive disposition as his intractable polit
ical position which captured the popular 
imagination and memory during these years. 
Steadily in the early years of the present 
century he developed a reputation ~or u~~uly 
public behaviour. For example, his spinted 
defence ofLabouchere, Northampton's senior 
member of Parliament, when viciously 
attacked by a mob during a stop ~he war 
campaign meeting at the Town Hall m I9oo. 
In I902, he was arrested during the course of 
an unemployed march, and on at least three 
occasions was forcibly ejected from the 
Council Chamber for fighting during de
bates: he incurred two fines, one month's 
imprisonment, and was boun? ove: for 
obstruction as a result. A local obituary m the 
Northampton Independent makes the following 
assessment: 

... whilst many admired his conscientious
ness, his intensely practical mind and his 
prowess as a debater ... in public life he 
was both quarrelsome and of a violent 
demeanour ... This lack of self-control 
unfortunately destroyed his chances of 
rising to the far higher position in the 
hierarchy of the socialist party to which his 
courage and capacity entitled him ... 54 

Thus, whilst being successful in local public 
life, serving as both a Guardian of the Poor 
for the parish of St. Sepulchre I904-07, and as 
the senior socialist Town councillor repres
enting North Ward and afterwards Castle 
Ward intermittently between I903-25, he 
failed to be elected to Westminster at both the 
I 906 and I 9 10 (]an uary) General Elections : 
in I9IO his fellow S.D.F. candidate was Harry 
Quelch. He was made aJ.P. for Northampton 
Borough in I923. 

Nevertheless, he did ably serve N.U.B.S.O. 
in a number of important national posts, and 
played a conspicious part in the formation of 
general policy at the Bi-annual National 
Conferences. He was a full-time National 
Organiser I904-05, a member of the National 
Executive Council I906-o9 and I9I4-I9, and 
Union Parliamentary Agent for Northamp
tonshire in I 908- 14· In addition, he served 
briefly as a union trustee, and was a frequent 
union delegate to conferences in Britain and 
Europe. In I 9 I o, he made an unsuccessful 
attempt to be elected Union President, being 
beaten into second place by T. F. Richards, 
some 2500 votes behind. 

His influence, therefore in the Labour 
movement remained primarily that of a 
grass-roots activist and propagandist. A man 
of considerable personal warmth and selfless
ness, it is not surprising that several press 
reports reveal Gribble as a man who enjoyed 
this role, believing that national office put 
too great a distance between himself and the 
union rank and file. 

From the union's defeat in the I 895 
lockout, rapid strides had been made by boot 
manufacturers to introduce improved mach
inery and completely rationalise work prac
tices and discipline, which had given rise to 

54 Northampton Independent, 17 July, 1934, p. 6. 
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rank-and-file opposition and concern. An 
articulate and incisive socialist critic of these 
developments, Gribble, more than most 
N.U.B.S.O. officials, gave voice, support and 
encouragement to this opposition and con
cern. In the 1900s he led the Northampton 
branches' opposition to the new piecework 
quantity statements designed by the Union to 
cope with new working conditions, which 
were successfully implemented in other 
centres. He advocated in its place a policy of 
output restriction . He was a vociferous 
opponent of the high levels of unemployment 
generated by the spread of machine working, 
as his evidence given to the Royal Commis
sion on the Poor Laws and the Relief of 
Distress reveals . 55 In common with other 
S.D.F. members, he campaigned unceasingly 
to improve local authority provision for the 
unemployed, and to bring about a radical 
reform in society's social welfare policies. He 
utilised his membership of the Northampton 
Board of Guardians and the Borough Council 
in support of this work, and as a platform 
from which to further these causes. Another 
strand in his arguments against increased 
structural change in the trade was his 
advocation of co-operative production, by 
which means workers could maintain control 
over the work process. 5 s 

But despite all this important work prob
ably his consistently most crucial role was 
that of a trade union organiser and political 
propagandist as the above account of the 
Raunds Strike reveals: two roles which he 
saw as being very much co-extensive. 
Always alive to the need for organisation, 
Gribble's appointment in 1904 as one of the 
first two National Organisers was particu
larly suited to his talents as an aggressive and 
uncompromising orator and debater. He 
greatly strengthened the trade union move
ment in Northamptonshire and developed 
workers' class-consciousness, but in the 
short-term results were apparently not en
couraging for within a year he resigned the 
post as he felt the ground gained did not 

ss B.P.P. 1910 (Cd. so66] Minutes of Evidence, 
Appendix vol. VIII, no. XXXIII. 

s6 See Appendix One, below. 

justify the funding incurred. Despite this, he 
continued organising work at Northampton 
and elsewhere, between I 906- I o, although a 
No. I Branch official, he instigated and led 
local efforts to increase membership in the 
No. 2 Branch. This reflects Gribble's increas
ing frustration with the barriers of grade, 
particularly between clickers and other grades 
of shoemaker, which had constantly given 
rise to petty differences within the Union, 
detracting from its overall effectiveness. In 
the organising effort, and in arbitration 
matters generally, this attitude had met with 
opposition at branch level and finally pre
cipitated his resignation from the National 
Executive Committee in March I909. He 
was also prominent in the Union's successful 
attempts to unionise women workers from 
I910, and obtaining for them a minimum 
wage structure in I 9 I 2. Then in I 9 I 5 he 
initiated a move in Northampton to recruit 
handsti tchmen. 

Equally committed to the need to politic
ally educate working men, he was for many 
years a prominent speaker for the S.D.F., not 
only in Northamptonshire but throughout 
the Midlands and Yorkshire. He was partly 
instrumental in the launching of the local 
S.D.F. paper, the Northampton Pioneer, in 
1897. But Gribble was no writer, rather he 
relied upon his gift of oratory to spread his 
political message: one of his obituaries 
records: " ... hundreds of people owe their 
conversion to his work ... "57 

During the Great War, Gribble originated 
the Northampton Allied War Fund. Weekly 
contributions were collected in the same 
manner as National Insurance, and in its 
first twelve months raised £I0,35 I, with 
another £I 4, 700 being added in the next 
year: the expenses were under £200. Out of 
this fund grew the town's Hospital and 
Convalescent Fund of the inter-war period. 
Gribble's other war work included member
ship of the Northampton Appeals Tribunal. 
From I9I8 declining health forced Gribble to 
gradually reduce his public commitments. In 
1925 his public life ended, when he retired to 
Hastings for two years to take over the 

s1 NUBSO Monthly Report, Aug. I 934, p. 423. 
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licence of an hotel. His last years were spent 
quietly in Northampton, where he took an 
interest in his wife's millinery business. He 
died from a cerebral hemorrhage in North
ampton's General Hospital on 14 August 
I 934 aged 66 years. 

VOTE for GRIBBLE, 
The Labour & Socialist Candidate. 

PLATE 4· JAMES GRIBBLE'S ELECTION 
HANDBILL WHEN HE CO TESTED CASTLE 
WARD AT THE MUNICIPAL ELECTIO OF 

NOVEMBER 1919. ( orthampton Labour Party). 

V 
Thus it can be seen that James Gribble 

firmly imprinted his tenacious and committed 
spirit on the Raunds strike. Both the man and 
the event hold an important place in the 
history of British Labour. The march, unique 
at that period, represents an important 
development toward the methods of direct 
industrial action to be taken by the rank and 
file in the years immediately prior to the 
Great War. Moreover, it was the precursor of 
several such marches staged not only in 

Edwardian and inter-war Britain, but in 
more recent times also. In this man one 
perceives not just a remarkable and colourful 
Northamptonian, who worked tirelessly to 
help the working people he sought to repre
sent. He is a "grass-roots" activist, the sort of 
man who was so centrally important to the 
development of the British Labour movement 
during this period. But above all, he possessed 
those warm, personal attributes not always 
met with in trade union and political circles 
which gave both a credence and human 
dimension to his strongly held political 
beliefs. The Shoe Union's official historian 
makes a fitting assessment of the leader of the 
Raunds march with which to conclude: 

... Gribble is one of the most attractive and 
heartwarming personalities in union his
tory ... (he had a) long vigorous, and 
turbulent career in the labour movement, 
during which he was to earn a reputation 
as a generous, unswerving friend; persist
ent, vigorous and ready to sacrifice his own 
interests without hesitation or regret . ss 

APPENDIX ONE 

THE PIONEER CO-OPERATIVE BOOT 
SOCIETY LTD., NORTHAMPTON 

1904-24 
This co-operative production society was 
instigated and launched by J ames Gribble. 
The initial object was to provide materials 
and make boots for S.D.F. members nation
ally, and then pass on the entire profits to the 
Federation for propaganda and other pur
poses. The active help of David and William 
Barratt, prominent Northampton manu
facturers, was reflected not only in David's 
significant shareholding in the venture, but 
also in the adoption of a "boots by post" 
marketing structure, which the Barratts had 
pioneered. At this stage the society was 
merely an undercapitalised marketing organ
isation: Gribble, at the time unemployed, 
gave his services free. S.D.F. bootmakers in 
Northampton independently made boots, 
which were sold through the marketing 
co-operative to S.D.F. boot clubs. These 

ss A . Fox, op. cit., p. 287. 
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clubs quickly sprang up in S.D.F. branches 
throughout the country: the Federation 
paper, Justice, provided an excellent means of 
communication between customer and maker. 
At a time of unemployment and change in the 
trade, the society's provision of jobs based on 
hand work and the traditional, independent, 
outwork system, met a real need in the town. 
In the recruitment of labour, once manufac
turing was undertaken by the society, Gribble 
followed this dictum: 

... All the workmen have to be members 
of their trade union, and preference is given 
to those who, while good at their crafts, 
have not satisfied pace requirements else
where. No machine is used, but what is 
absolutely essential. ... 59 

In July, I905, with a capital of £145, 
including Gribble's life savings of £I5, the 
Pioneer Society as a manufacturing concern 

59 Northampton Daily Echo, 13 May, 1905, p. 3· 

was started at premises in Wellingborough 
Road. In I9o6, a five year lease was obtained 
in factory premises in Clare Street to accom
modate the expanding business. Then, when 
the S.D.F. splintered into three separate 
organisations in I 9 I 7, the basis of the society 
was reconstituted as an ordinary co-partner
ship concern, with profits being distributed 
thus: to workers 25 % , customers 30% , 
shareholders 30% , provident fund 10% , and 
educational fund 5% . 60 By this time the 
society's lack of machinery was hampering 
profitability, so in 1919-20 a programme of 
factory extension and machine installation 
ensued. The completion of this project was 
hindered by the post war slump. The Society's 
resultant financial crises was further exacer
bated by increasing marketing difficulties. 
This worsening situation ultimately forced 
the Society into liquidation in early 1924. 

60 Northampton Daily Echo, 17 March, 1924, p. 5· 

OBITUARY 

MRS. ETHELWYN TYNAN, M.B.E. 

Mrs. Ethelwyn Tynan died on 17 August 1980 aged 94· She had lived at !sham for fifty years 
and had taken a leading part in numerous activities there and in the wider life of the county. 
Her particular interests were in the work of Women's Institutes and of parish councils. She 
was chairman of the Northamptonshire and Soke of Peterborough Federation of Women's 
Institutes (as it then was) for four years. In I 934 she became the first woman parish councillor 
at Isham and served almost forty years. She was a Vice-President of the Northamptonshire 
Association of Parish Councils (now Local Councils) and a member of the national executive 
council. It was for these activities that she was awarded the M.B.E. in I97I. 

Mrs. Tynan's degree was in history which she had studied at Lady Margaret Hall, 
Oxford, and she always took a great interest in local history. She joined the Record Society in 
I947 and served on its council from 1951 to 1978. She was active in founding the Local History 
Committee of the Northamptonshire Rural Community Council and was chairman of its 
Committee from 1953 to 1968. 

Mrs. Tynan was in fact a Londoner by birth, being one of the five surviving children of 
Edgar Austin of Highbury. After her time at Oxford she went to the London School of 
Economics where she had several famous contemporaries including Attlee. She then became 
first a lecturer, explaining the new National Insurance Act, and then an insurance inspector. 
During the 19 I 4- I 8 war she was sub-warden of the Bristol Settlement where she also lectured 
part-time on local government at the University. Mter the war she became one of H.M. 
Inspectors of Factories. In 1925 she married John Tynan, a master at Kettering Grammar 
School. He died suddenly in 1949. Mrs. Tynan leaves a son and a daughter both of whom 
reside in the county. A.L. 



MONKS PARK, NORTHAMPTON: 
THE STORY OF A TOWN PROPERTY 

BRUCE A. BAILEY 

The year Ig8o saw the demolition of a 
Northampton property whose name goes 
back certainly to the I6th and possibly even 
to the I 2th century. "Monks Park" is situated 
on the eastern side of the town, some two 
miles from the town centre, and its history 
demonstrates the familiar pattern of a country 
estate being absorbed by a growing town and 
eventually disappearing save for a few 
isolated traces. 

The name Monks Park immediately 
conjures up an idea of a tract of parkland 
where the monks of some medieval monastery 
tended their flocks as a respite from their 
religious duties. To conjure such a picture for 
Monks Park, Northampton, would do no 
injustice, since the first mention of the name 
so far found is in an inventory of the lands of 
the Priory of St. Andrew in Northampton 
drawn up in I537 by the Commissioners 
appointed by Henry VIII for the suppression 
of the monastery. St. Andrew's Priory was 
founded at the end of the I I th century by 
Simon de Senlis, first Earl of Northampton, 
and richly endowed by him prior to his death 
in I I I 2. Most of the other benefactions were 
made to the Priory before I 200 and it would 
seem likely that Monks Park was already in 
existence by then. 

St. Andrew's Priory survived till 1537, 
when, on March 1st, the monks surrendered 
their house to the King. Immediately was 
drawn up: "A Terrar of all the londes as well 
arabill as Pasture or Medeow which were in 
the occupacion of the Prior of Sant Andrews 
in Northampton ... "and among those listed 
is: "I tern in another ffurlonge lieth on pece of 
greysinge grounde callyd Monkys-parke next 
Wellingboroughe Waye on the northe part 
and the Est hed therof Abutithe uppon 
Abingdon feld-cont viij acars". St. And
rew's owned substantial lands in and around 
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Northampton and the 8 acres of grazing 
ground forming Monks Park is just one small 
piece of these. 

The site and lands of the monastery were 
sold by the Crown in I 550 to Sir Thomas 
Smyth of Theydon Mount, Essex. Smyth was 
a man of considerable influence in the realm, 
having risen to power under both Henry VIII 
and the Protector Somerset. His knighthood 
in 1 548 was followed by him becoming 
Ambassador to France (in I 562 and I 5 72) 
and Secretary of State (in 1572) . He had 
considerable interest in the arts and his 
Essex home, Hill Hall, was one of the fore
most architectural statements of the late 16th 
century, being an early essay in the use of the 
then new Renaissance classical style. When 
he died in 1577 his brother George inherited 
his properties and from him it passed down to 
his grandson William, who in 1630 sold the 
Northampton portions to Sir Francis Crane. 

Crane, like Smyth, held an influential 
position at Court, having acted as secretary 
to Charles I when he had been Prince of 
Wales. For his services to Charles in 1617 he 
had received his knighthood, and in 1619 
embarked upon a further financial scheme, 
the setting up of a tapestry manufactory at 
Mortlake in Surrey. Charles I also invested 
heavily in the Mortlake Tapestry Factory and 
while this allowed some of the finest artists of 
the medium to be employed it further added 
to Charles's financial problems. Crane fre
quently loaned the King sums of money and 
in 1628, after a further amount of £7,500, 
Charles granted Crane the manor of Grafton 
and this was followed a year later with the 
manor of Stoke Park, Stoke Bruerne. It was, 
of course, at Stoke Park that Crane chose to 
build himself a country house after the 
model of the Palladian villas near Vicenza, a 
scheme in which he had the assistance, as 
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PLATE 1. 'MONK PARK HOUSE. THE RESIDENCE OF Wm COLLI S ESQ.'. 
A notepaper heading of about 1850. 

architect, of Inigo Jones. Stoke Park was the 
very first house to be built on the Palladian 
plan, a central block with connecting curved 
wings leading to pavilion blocks, a plan 
form which was to inspire designers a 
hundred years later during the Georgian 
Palladian movement. Two years after gaining 
possession of Stoke Park Crane added the 
lands of St. Andrew's Priory to his estates. 

In the case of both Sir Thomas Smyth and 
Sir Francis Crane, the St. Andrew's lands 
were acquired purely as an investment, and 
Monks Park formed just a small portion of 
these. Had it not been quite so insignificant it 
is tempting to imagine it as the site of one of 
the most important Elizabethan mansions in 
England, or as the site of the first house in 
England in the Palladian manner. 

Crane died in I 636 and the estates passed 
to his nephew, Francis Arundel, and until the 
Igth century the property of Monks Park is 
linked with the Arundel estates and the other 
St. Andrew's lands. They passed in the female 

line into the Harding family in I 748, and so 
remained until the death of Richard Harding 
in 1832, and during the following years the 
family estates were gradually dispersed. The 
immediate sale was of the actual site lands of 
St. Andrew's Priory, an important tract of 
land immediately alongside the built-up 
areas of the town of Northampton, a roughly 
triangular shaped plot to the north of Grafton 
Street today. Having belonged to the Priory 
it was excepted from parish rates, being 
termed extra-parochial land. The buyer of a 
considerable portion of the site was Thomas 
Grundy, a local iron-founder and property 
developer. Quickly a network of streets was 
built over the site with their names recalling 
former owners of the property: Francis, 
Arundel and Harding. 

In I 833 a further plot of land was offered 
for sale, a wide strip running northwards 
from the River Nene and across the Welling
borough Road, containing Monks Park as 
well as the plot which was to become the new 
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cemetery and that which was to be the site for 
the new Lunatic Asylum, later to become 
known, appropriately, as St. Andrew's Hos
pital. Monks Park was purchased by William 
Collins, the son of a successful Northampton 
draper who further augmented his wealth by 
marrying a lady of considerable means. Col
lins became auditor to the Northamptonshire 
Union Bank in the Drapery, Northampton 
(now the National Westminster Bank), and 
both he and his wife were strict Quakers and 
gave the plot of ground in Wellington Street 
Northampton, on which was built a meeting 
house in I 830. 

Within a few years of purchasing the land 
Collins set about building a house for him
self. Monks Park was then a completely rural 
estate, the nearest houses being on an adjac
ent tract of St. Andrew's land which had 
been bought by Thomas Grundy and 
developed as "New Town" and apart from a 
few more houses in St. Edmund's End 
(Abington Square today) there was nothing 
till the edge of the old town at the junction of 
Abington Street, York Road and the Mounts. 
To the east of Monks Park lay the parish of 
Ahington with on the north side of Welling
borough Road a large spinney called "No 
Mans Land"-it had been called that since 
the I 7th century-roughly the site now 
occupied by the Manfield Shoe Factory. 
Collins's house was built on the upper level of 
the plot and had commanding views across 
the N ene valley towards Hardingstone and 
Hough ton: it must have been a very pleasant 
place to live. 

William Collins died in I 876 and in the 
following year his widow sold an adjoining 
plot to the west of Monks Park to Henry 
Billington Whitworth which was soon to be 
built upon-hence, again, Billington Street 
and Whitworth Road. In I888 Collins's 
widow died and so once more Monks Park 
was put up for sale. Although the expanding 
town was fast creeping eastwards towards 
Monks Park, the estate, with its house set 
back from the main road, was still a most 
attractive property. After a somewhat pro
tracted sale negotiation it was eventually 
purchased by Henry Randall, a prominent 
Northampton boot and shoe merchant with a 

large factory in Ladys Lane. Randall was a 
Conservative and active in the political life of 
the town rising to become its Mayor in I 894. 
In I900 he contested, unsuccessfully, for a 
seat in Parliament and it was about this time 
rumoured that he was about to be knighted. 
The rumour seemed to lack foundation and 
gave rise to an amusing local riddle: "Why is 
Monks Park like Heaven ?"- "Because there 
is no (k)night there!" In I905 the riddle was 
confounded, however, when Edward VII 
bestowed the honour. 

It was during Randall's mayorality that his 
neighbour, the owner of the Abington estate, 
Lady Wantage, gave the manor house at 
Abington and its estate to the people of 
Northampton as a public park. Among Ran
dall's other interests were horse racing- in 
1903 his horses won the principal races at 
Ascot and Goodwood- and an active support 
for the Church of England, he being one of 
the chief names behind the building of Christ 
Church. At Monks Park, in the I 89os, he 
wrought considerable changes, adding wings 
to the original house and bay windows on the 
ground floors. Internally the house was 
refitted and a large billiard room was added 
at the back of the house. Also during the '9os 
Randall sold off a strip of land fronting the 
Wellingborough Road which was to be 
covered by new streets and rows of red brick 
houses. The street names recall Randall's 
children, Percy and Florence. This develop
ment necessitated building a new lodge house 
which still stands on the corner of Florence 
Road. It was in I894, when its owner became 
Mayor of Northampton, that Monks Park 
enjoyed some of its palmiest days and when it 
formed a most unusual existence-a small 
country estate completely surrounded by the 
streets of the expanding Northampton. 
Shortly after I 920 further additions were 
made with an extra staff wing to the east of 
the main house and an extension of the 
eastern bay window to cover the first floor 
room. The gardens became the main concern 
of Lady Randall who designed extensive rose 
gardens and rockeries. The estate existed till 
after Sir Henry's death in I 930. He is com
memorated by the large window at the east 
end of Christ Church. 
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PLATE 2. THE BOUNDARIES OF MONKS PARK, WITH THE SITE OF 'NO MANS'S LAND' 
with the M anfield factory, shown on the Ordnance Survey 25 inch map of rgo1. (Reproduced by 

permission of the Director General of the Ordnance Survey) 
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PLATE 3· THE LODGE IN FLORENCE ROAD, NORTHAMPTON, 
with one of the surviving gates, photographed in rg64 by the author. 

By the mid-1g3os the property had again 
changed hands and the parklands and gard
ens had at last disappeared beneath streets 
and houses, the present Monks Hall Road, 
while Monks Park Road is roughly on the line 
of the original drive which William Collins 
had made to his new house in the 183os. The 
Hall itself remained as flats till 1978, although 
the main block of the house had been un
occupied for some years save for the use of the 
ground floor and its billiard room by a succes
sion of pentecostal and evangelical churches. 

The final chapter in the history of the 
house occurred in the Spring of 1 g8o when, 
because of its structural decay, the building 
was demolished to make way for a scheme of 
small living units which are designed to be 
erected on the main site and that of the 
former orchard and kitchen garden behind. It 
is to be hoped that the dwellings that are 
erected will do justice to the pedigree of the 
property, a pedigree which derives from a 

monastery founded by a crusading knight, 
and contains Queen Elizabeth I's ambassador 
to France, the proprietor of the Mortlake 
Tapestry Factory, a prominent 1gth century 
Quaker and a Mayor of Northampton. 

Author's Note: This article is based on re
searches made over several years when I was 
living in part of Monks Park Hall. Sources 
are varied but apart from the Dissolution 
Deed of St. Andrew's Priory, which is in the 
Public Record Office, all other sources are 
either in the Northamptonshire Room, Nor
thampton Central Library, or at the North
amptonshire Record Office, Delapre Abbey. 
Much is taken from sale particulars of the 
property and from various articles in the 
Northampton Independent. The 1gth century 
background inevitably owes much to the 
researches of Mr. Victor Hatley, and I am 
most grateful to him for suggesting amend
ments to this script. 



BOOK REVIEWS 

THE COUNTY COMMUNITY UNDER HENRY VIII: THE MILITARY SURVEY, 

1522, AND LAY SUBSIDY, 1524-5, FOR RUTLAND 

Edited by JULIAN CORNWALL 

(Rutland Record Series, I, 1980, price £7 ·95 plus 85p p & p) 

The sheer indefatigable effrontery of Rutland (traditionally in the face of overwhelming 
political and geographical odds, and now in the darkening context of economic recession) in 
daring to float within a single year not only a much-to-be-desired journal of the district's 
history (Rutland Record ), but also a "Rutland Record Series", is yet again triumphantly 
vindicated in the case of the volume under review. 

The audacious eminence grise behind these publishing ventures of the newly founded 
Rutland Record Society is Dr. Bryan Waites, and for the opening volume of the series he has 
netted not only one of the leading experts on early sixteenth-century taxation history to act as 
editor- Dr. Julian Cornwall- but also a documentary scoop. Prooably no survey since 
Domesday Book-with the possible and anyway partial exception of the 1279 Hundred Rolls 
- was so thorough as that taken of England's wealth and people at the behest of the Lord 
Cardinal Wolsey in 1522. And yet- to the utter frustration of local historians nationwide
there survives from this erst-while treasure-house of information but documentary fragments: 
for two cities; and for parts of three counties: that is, apart from the survey of Rutland itself
perhaps one of the most informative of all the rural areas. 

There is not room enough here to recount the full background to the 1522 survey which 
Dr. Cornwall judiciously summarizes. Suffice it to say that the whole exercise was, of course, a 
central government "con" . The fiscal machinery of the previous I 50 years was so inefficient 
that the traditional financial resources of that overweeningly ambitious monarch, Henry VIII, 
were inadequate to meet what historians now recognise as an artificial (and quite unnecessary) 
recrudescence of the Hundred Years War with France. Under the guise of a traditional muster 
of able-bodied men "mee1 for war", therefore, the opportunity was taken to swear all males and 
non-dependent females above the age of fifteen to their varying degrees of wealth in either 
land or goods. On this basis, and doubtless to the dismay of the good people ofRutland who, as 
Dr. Cornwall shows, appear to have felt it a matter of nationalistic pride to boast of their 
prosperity, Wolsey pressed through an acrimoniously debated statute (during the I523 
session of Parliament) which imposed an unprecedentedly swinging tax on the wealth so 
admitted. The resulting rates (now, in Rutland's case, fortunately re-appraised) of tax taken 
in one or other of the most revealing instalments of it-in either I 524 or I 525- are also 
included as a further bonus in this beautifully presented volume. 

What then does the I 522 assessment of Rutland reveal? Interested readers will of course 
wish to consult Dr. Cornwall's own pioneering synoptic analysis of it in The Transactions of the 
Leicestershire Archaeological Society, XXXVII, 196I-2. For those who want to probe the social 
intricacies of their particular township, however, this volume will be a necessity. It tells us at 
one and the same time the names, the occupations and the wealth in lands or goods of appar
ently most householders- whether absentee lord or sometimes resident steward, absentee 
parson or curate, or resident freeholders or tenants. It adds a somewhat mystifying category 
of labourers or servants who might be young or old and impoverished-and hence raises the 
one note of doubt with regard to the inclusiveness of the survey. On this Dr. Cornwall has 
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published views of his own, but it is fair to warn the reader who is uninitiated into the con
troversies of current academic debate, that the proportion of "households" omitted could 
possibly have exceeded 20 per cent of those concerned. This apart, we also learn of those who 
were fit or equipped for varying military roles as, for example, archers or bill-men. What other 
general documentary source, then, can be so microscopically revealing as this? Perhaps its 
only rival in terms of detail might be one of the censuses taken some three centuries later. 

If local historians in Northamptonshire may reasonably be envious of this remarkable 
snap-shot of virtually a whole society from the past; they should also feel a peculiar responsi
bility to support these newly launched and thoroughly worth-while publications of a district 
which, after all, was once at least partly a portion of their own historic county. 

C. V. PHYTHIAN-ADAMS 

U ni versi ty of Leicester 

AN INVENTORY OF THE HISTORICAL MONUMENTS IN THE COUNTY OF 

NORTHAMPTON. VOL. Ill. ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES IN 

NORTH-WEST NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 

(Royal Commission on H istorical Monuments, London: H.M.S.O., 

1981. lv + 213 pp. 158 figures. 23 pp. plates, £4o) 

The Royal Commission has now published three of what will total five volumes devoted to the 
county. We have already seen more than enough to be sure that in so doing they are setting a 
new standard in a distinctive type of field-work, in which the surviving monuments are used 
as indicators of the chronology and the dynamic of settlement. In the area studied here the 
only town is Daventry, though Long Buckby was a medieval market centre and has the mod
ern distinction of a railway station. It is the villages and the great houses that take pride of 
place. Althorp is the first parish recorded, but the entry is relatively brief. Two other houses 
though have contributed to the preservation of what are singled out as "total historic land
scapes". The first of these is Holden by, entirely reorganised in a single decade, the 1 58os, by 
Sir Christopher Hatton; here even the outline of the flower-beds is preserved. The second is 
at Fawsley, where eighteenth-century parkland preserves the landscapes of two medieval 

villages. 
This is an area comparatively poor in prehistoric and roman remains. The great hill fort 

at Borough Hill, Daventry is the most important prehistoric site described; and the major 
Roman monument is the town of Bannaventa, which lay across Watling Street, in the modern 
parish of Norton. Not every monument is what it seems. Groups of ring ditches at Brixworth 
and elsewhere turn out to be the sites of Second World War anti-aircraft batteries; while a site 
at Kelmarsh, published as a Civil War ~conce, 'is much more likely to have been a medieval 
fish-pond''. 

In this volume most of the roads lead to the medieval village. There has been much 
destruction, but "some of the most interesting deserted villages of Midland England still 
survive intact in the area under review". One token of this is that of the seventy villages 
surveyed in the new edition of Beresford and St. J oseph's splendid Medieval England. An Aerial 
Survey (Cambridge U.P., 1979, £10) no less than six are in this area of north-west Northants. As 
has been noted, some of these are villages in name only. A nice example is Chilcote in Thorn by 
parish, which started its life as "the cottages of the young people", became a grange of Pipe
well Abbey, and is now a group of cottages again. Few sites are as straight-forward as this. A 
student who wished to earn his spurs in medieval archaeology might well be set to grapple 
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with the history of Braunstonbury and the other settlements in Braunston parish, as set out in 
Beresford and St. Joseph and more fully here. Nothing is missing in such examples that a 
student could desire: a large plan of the earth works, an aerial photograph, and one of a splen
did series oflittle sketch-maps which show parish and estate boundaries (some times the boun
daries of the fields also) . If there is still something tentative about several of these fine recon
structions, it is because the history of settlement is inextricably bound up with the history of 
lordship; a more dynamic fieldwork calls for a more dynamic history than can be looked for 
in Bridges or our truncated V.C.H. A start has been made in identifying multiple estates in 
Anglo-Saxon England, which suggests that the discussion of settlement in the Guilsborough 
area is on the right lines, but may need to be carried further. Historians should also set 
themselves to find the builders of motte and bailey castles at Lilbourne, Sibbertoft, and else
where. 

Sydney Smith's famed description of paradise had him eating foie-gras to the sound of 
trumpets. This reviewer would ask for little better, at least for the first few hundred years, than 
sitting with a small scotch and a set of these R.C.H.M. volumes, the maps spread across the 
floor. The R.C.H.M.'s staff, coming to the end of a decade tramping the fields of Northamp
tonshire, though they have earned their reward, might reasonably have quite other ambitions. 

EDMUND KING 

University of Sheffield 

PHILIP DODDRIDGE OF NORTHAMPTON 1702-51 
by MALCOLM DEACON 

(Northamptonshire Libraries, I g8o. Price £4·95) 

and 

PHILIP DODDRIDGE, NONCONFORMITY AND NORTHAMPTON 

edited by R. L. GREENALL 

(Dept. Adult Education, Leicester University, 1981. Price £1.50 incl. post) 

The 150th anniversary of the commencement of Philip Doddridge's ministry at Castle Hill, 
Northampton, has provided the opportunity for a new biography of this influential eighteenth
century Dissenting divine. Mr. Deacon sets out to reassess Doddridge's contribution to the 
religious and social life of the period and his influence upon his own and subsequent generations. 
The result has been a handsomely produced and lavishly illustrated volume with over 50 
plates and line drawings, including eight in colour. The first chapter, on the background of 
English Dissent, relies heavily on secondary sources and might have been incorporated more 
successfully with the later account of the history of Dissent in Northampton. In subsequent 
chapters, Doddridge's formative years, the dilemma he faced over accepting the Castle Hill 
pulpit, his marriage and early years of family life at Northampton are carefully set out. The 
narrative is then replaced by a consideration of Doddridge's ministry, the conduct of his 
academy and the influence he exerted through his writings and teaching, particularly upon 
family religion. We find Doddridge conscientious in his ministry, self-critical of the time his 
other interests engaged and anxious to avoid religious intolerance even at the cost of personal 
misunderstanding. Mr. Deacon has been able to take advantage of Dr. Nuttall's recently 
published Calendar of Correspondence to discover new details relating to Doddridge's life and 
to portray the warmth and vitality of his subject. The most valuable part of the biography 
concerns the new evidence on the extent ofDoddridge's contacts and involvement in local and 
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national affairs. His contacts included both churchmen and peers and his correspondence 
reveals the extent of his activities, ranging from active participation in the founding of the 
Northampton Infirmary to national preaching tours and concern for overseas religious work. 
Mr. Deacon has provided a lively and detailed account of Doddridge's life, but it is perhaps 
to be regretted that more emphasis was not placed on the nature of Doddridge's appeal which 
helped to establish his reputation. 

Some of these themes were developed further in the series of lectures first delivered as part 
of the Doddridge celebrations and now made available in print to a wider audience as Philip 
Doddridge, Noncoriformity and Northampton. Dr. Nuttall expresses some of the enjoyment of 
studying Doddridge through his letters as well as the difficulties involved in editing the 
Calendar of Correspondence. Some of the letters are used by Mr. Hatley to provide a timely 
reminder that Dissenting ministers, as well as the Established clergy, were involved in local 
political and social issues. The electoral assistance Doddridge gave the Earl of Halifax is most 
interesting, but his practical support for the Hanoverians in 1 745 was parallelled in other 
towns; according to tradition, volunteers were drilled in the yard of the Presbyterian Meeting 
at Leicester. Nor was Doddridge's social background as unusual amongst Dissenters as Mr. 
Hatley supposes. Joseph Hunter traces many similar families in his Familiae Minorum Gentium 
and indeed Doddridge's own tutor married the daughter of a knight. Dr. Mayor, in a paper 
which expects some familiarity with the history of Congregationalism, sees Doddridge as 
providing a link between old and new Dissent and in helping to bring about the general 
acceptance of the Evangelical Revival by Congregationalists. Prof. Everitt uses Doddridge's 
writings to consider the nature of his appeal and to make an important contribution to our 
understanding of the Evangelical Revival. He points out that Doddridge's work involved a 
change in emphasis rather than any radical break with orthodoxy and, from the subscription 
lists of the Family Expositor, he illustrates how Doddridge's influence extended across the 
religious and social spectrum affecting both Anglicans and Dissenters. Doddridge's hymns are 
assessed by the late Dr. Payne, who concludes that, although they cannot be compared with 
Watts' poetry, their "simplicity, sincerity and tenderness" made them "near perfect vehicles 
for the expression of religious emotion". Finally, the editor provides a helpful introduction 
placing the contributions in perspective, but, in a lecture series considering Doddridge and 
Northampton, it is perhaps unfortunate that his Academy did not receive more attention. 

Both volumes are to be welcomed for their excellent value and the contribution they 
make to our knowledge of Doddridge, I orthampton and eighteenth-century Dissent, a rather 
neglected aspect of religious history. 

SHORTER NOTICES 

D. L. WYKES 
University of Leicester 

John Clare enthusiasts will be pleased to hear that Eric Robinson and Geoffrey Summer
field's edition of The Shepherd's Calendar, first published in 1964, has been re-issued by Oxford 
University Press, price £5-95 · Illustrated with David Gentleman's woodcuts, "the truest poem 
of English Country life ever written", as the poet wrote it, is also available in paperback. 

The production of village guides and directories seems to be on the increase, and a 
particularly good one has come from Braunston. It consists of a local directory, some ad
vertising, a section on "Things to See", and a village map, all preceded by an unusually good 
I I page historical introduction. Written by Leslie Herne, this is the product of the researches 
of the Braunston Local History Group. Well-produced, with good photographs, it is a splendid 
effort by a village which has much to attract the local historian, canal enthusiasts, and other 
visitors. 
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Even more handsome is the first number of Rutland Record. Clearly printed on good 
quality paper with superb illustations, it is available from the Editor, Dr Bryan Waites, at 
Rutland County Museum, Catmos Street, Oakham, Rutland LE15 6HW, price £1.95 (plus 
35P· p & p) . Its 48 pages contain articles on the origins and early history of Rutland, its 
medieval hunting grounds, its field-names, a piece on the history ofQuaintree Hall, one on the 
incidence of illiteracy in 19th century Rutland, and a number of useful shorter pieces. My only 
criticism of this new, and very welcome publication is its awkward A4 format, difficult to 
house on ordinary bookshelves. 

R.L.G. 

A CORRECTION 

Mr. Arthur E. Jordanfrom Gretton writes 
"May I draw your attention to an error in 'John Clare's Last Journey' by Trevor Hold in the 
last issue of NP& Pin which one reads ' ... they were colleagues of the great George Stephen
son. Stephenson himself was in South America at the time, so could not have been in the 
party ... ' I do not believe George Stephenson ever left the shores of our island but his son, 
Robert, sailed for Venezuela on June 18th, 1824." 

Mr. Jordan is quite correct, and Mr. Hold regrets the slip of his pen. It should perhaps be 
noted that the source Mr. Hold quoted-Mr. Hatley's article "The Poet and the Railway 
surveyors, An Incident in the Life of John Clare" (NP&P Vol. V, No. 2, 1974)-makes it 
quite clear (p. 1 05) that it was Robert Stephenson and not his father, George, that was absent 
abroad. 

R.L.G. 
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