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NOTES AND NEWS
Last year we reported the work of the Mellow’s Trust and the continued publication of
Peterborough Abbey medieval cartularies. The first of the ‘new series’ is now with the General
Editor, Ron Greenall. As well as formal cartularies, which were often convenient abstracts of
monastic possessions and collected by the new post-Dissolution owners as part of their title
deeds, there are many collections of original medieval deeds that were never copied into a
cartulary. These can be amplified by court rolls, account rolls and terriers. The new Tudor
owners of extensive monastic estates like Edward Montagu collected such records, and the
Buccleuch Collection contains medieval deeds, etc. from the abbeys of Peterborough, Ramsey,
Thorney and Bury St Edmunds. In contrast, the records of the estates of smaller houses like
Sulby, Canons Ashby and Catesby were taken by the crown officers and now reside in copious
numbers at the Public Record Office. This year we have an article by Dr. Jane Laughton
illustrating the scope of the records of Catesby Priory.

* * * * *
The late Dr. Eric (Jack) Till, OBE, of St George’s Square, Stamford, has provided us with
several articles that will be published in the next few issues of NPP. Dr. Till died in November
last and his obituary appears on page 97. As well as being a busy GP and family man, Dr. Till
worked assiduously for many years on the Cecil Manuscripts held at Burghley House. He was
particularly expert in his knowledge of matters architectural and in the art history of the House
and its contents.

* * * * *
We continue to make progress with electronic formatting and, for the first time, have an index
printed in the volume to which it relates. This has not been quite so computerized as I had
expected, in that relevant words still had to be marked up at page-proof stage and retyped.
There does not seem to be a system of electronically highlighting the final ‘PostScript’ format
and pressing a button. If anyone has information about such a system we should be glad to
know. The process of indexing adds to the last minute hurry to meet printing timetables and
any volunteers who feel they would like to join in the fray and take over indexing please
contact us.

* * * * *
Next year there will be an index to NPP Volume IX (1994 -1997) to carry on from the last
index for Volume VIII, kindly undertaken for the Record Society by Sue Groves in 1998. This
will be the last of the retrospective four- and five-year volume indexes, and the new format
annual issues numbers 51, 52 and 53 will be added to it, so completing all indexes.

* * * * *
Thanks are due to all book reviewers who often have quite a task to achieve a balanced
summary in a few words. Thanks also go to members of the Record Society Council for their
help during the year, and, as usual, to Leslie Skelton and Jean Hall for their work with printers’
estimates and for sending NPP out to members.

David Hall
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Notes on contributors

Dr. Anthony R. Constable, BSc, MSc, PhD, F. Inst. P., is a physicist and historian of science and
has recently retired from a career in medical physics, nuclear medicine and university
teaching. He is a consultant and adviser of telecommunications to the Science Museum,
London, and has written many articles on the early history of radio. He also lectures and
writes about the history of astronomy.

David Hall is editor of Northamptonshire Past and Present and an Honorary Research Fellow of
Exeter University.

Dr. Steven Hollowell has lived in Northamptonshire all his life and is now a teacher and
occasional lecturer at Nottingham University. His research doctorate followed a long-term
study of Northamptonshire enclosure and he has published a book on enclosure records.

Dr. J. V. Gough spent nearly 30 years as a member of the English Department of the University
of Leicester. He is Deputy Chairman of the statutory Railway Heritage Committee and
Chairman of its Records Sub-Committee. He is a Past President and current Vice President
of the Railway & Canal Historical Society (and was for a decade editor of the Society’s
Journal), a Past President of the Midland Railway Society, and a former Chairman of the
Railway Study Association.

Jane Laughton has an MA in English Local History from the University of Leicester and a
PhD from the University of Cambridge. Her interest in Northamptonshire in general and
Catesby in particular began with her work as a Research Fellow at the University of
Birmingham on a project studying urban hierarchy and function in the East Midlands.

The late Dr. Eric Till, OBE, worked for over 40 years on the records of Burghley House and
he also analysed many of the property deeds relating to the older houses of Stamford.

Dr. Terry Waterfield is a chartered engineer and a member of the Northamptonshire Record
Society. He is actively engaged in researching the history of Norton parish, and is a previous
contributor to NPP.
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Introduction (Glenn Foard)
The interdisciplinary project on Lower
Catesby, of which the first part is reported
here, was conceived when, in the late 1990s
two of us, Jane Laughton and Glenn Foard,
examined the deserted settlement of Lower
Catesby during two independent program-
mes of research into the medieval small
towns of the region. This coincided with the
recovery of remarkable results during aerial
survey in the summer of 1996, which
revealed surviving buried remains of medi-
eval peasant houses and buildings related to
the priory and to the later country house
and its formal gardens. This showed that
extensive archaeological evidence still
survived at Lower Catesby to complement
what we now know was an excellent docu-
mentary record. Examination on the ground
showed that the extensive earthworks first
recorded in 19801 also survived, and that the
16th century building that had remained
after the demolition of the country house in
the 19th century was also of greater signi-
ficance than had previously been thought. A
more comprehensive project was therefore
put together with the assistance of Brian
Giggins, David Hall and Peter Masters, who
added their particular expertise in standing
buildings, open field systems and geophysical
survey respectively. In addition, North-
amptonshire Heritage funded a dendro-
chronological analysis of the roof and ceiling
timbers of the standing building.
Lower Catesby was one of four separate

medieval settlements in the original parish of
Catesby (Figure 1). This was probably once a
single land unit and is believed to have been
part of the Saxon royal estate of Fawsley.
That estate may have originated in the
Saxon period as the territory attached to
Badan byrig, thought to have been an Iron

Age hillfort reoccupied after the Roman
period and now known as Arbury, which
lies on the eastern edge of Catesby parish.2
The royal estate was being fragmented in the
10th century as the crown granted out
townships as new manors to various subjects.
Hence we find that in 1066 Gytha had held
the manor of Catesby freely. Only the
ecclesiastical links to the old minster at
Fawsley survived into the medieval period to
mark the earlier association, but already by
1086 a priest was recorded in Catesby,
implying that a church already accompanied
Gytha’s manor.
There is various evidence for Iron Age

and Roman settlement in the vicinity. In
contrast the only Saxon occupation so far
identified within Catesby is on a small patch
of gravel on the edge of the deserted hamlet
of Newbold. However systematic survey
would undoubtedly reveal other contem-
porary small settlements dispersed across the
permeable geology of the parish. As else-
where in the county, nucleation onto the
sites of the medieval settlements of Upper
Catesby, Hellidon and perhaps Newbold,
each with its own township and open field
system, had probably occurred by the 9th
century. Even though Hellidon is not
specifically mentioned in documents until
1189 and Newbold until 1203, it is likely
that they were silently included in the 1086
entry for Catesby.3
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1. Royal Commission of Historical Monuments
(England), Northamptonshire Vol. 4 (1981) 41.

2. A. E. Brown, T. R. Key and C. Orr, ‘Some Anglo-
Saxon Estates and their boundaries in South-west
Northamptonshire Northamptonshire Archaeology12
(1977)155-76; G. R Foard, ‘The Adminstrative
Organisation of Northamptonshire in the Saxon Period,’
Anglo-Saxon Studies in Archaeology & History, 4, (1985)
215; A. E. Brown (1991). Early Daventry: an Essay in early
Landscape Planning, Leicester, University of Leicester
Department of Adult Education and Daventry District
Council.
3. Gover, J. E. B., Mawer, A. and Stenton, F. M.,
1933, The Place-names of Northamptonshire (Cambridge), 24
and 17.



The two principal settlements were
Upper Catesby, where the medieval parish
church lay and where we might expect to
find the site of Gytha’s manor, and Hellidon.
These are situated towards the centre of the
medieval parish on the band of permeable
Marlstone Rock Beds and Middle Lias Silts
at or just above a steep scarp edge. The
higher clays to the south-east were, at least in
part, known as the wold and hence at one
time in the Saxon period partly under
woodland. To the north-west the scarp falls
away to the extensive clay land of the
headwaters of the infant river Leam. 
It is on this poorer quality agricultural

land that the subsidiary settlement of
Newbold lay. It would appear that it was not
until the medieval period that Lower
Catesby was founded, also on this clayland,
first as a priory although it is possible that a
watermill already existed here in 1086. The
peasant settlement was apparently added
when the prioress attempted to found a
market town outside the gates of the
monastery, resulting in the settlement being
known as ‘Shopes’ for several centuries

before it acquired its modern description of
Lower Catesby. After the dissolution, the
monastery was converted to a country house
which acquired extensive formal and
landscaped gardens in the 17th to 19th
centuries.
The majority of the area of the medieval

settlements of Upper and Lower Catesby
and the country house and its gardens are
now deserted. This was a result first of all of
the failure of the market and then the
further depopulation in both Upper and
Lower Catesby in the late Middle Ages, with
the conversion of extensive areas of the
township to permanent pasture for sheep. In
the 19th century in its turn the country
house was demolished. Because a large part
of the formerly settled areas and gardens
have remained under pasture ever since and
with another part having been cultivated
only very briefly in the 1980s, Catesby now
has a high archaeological potential. The
objective of our project has been to realise a
small part of the archaeological and docu-
mentary potential of Lower Catesby and its
environs.
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Figure 1: The topography of Catesby (G. Foard)



The documentary evidence (Jane Laughton)
The documentary sources on which this
article is largely based are those relating to
the priory of Catesby now held in the
Public Record Office. They include a series
of court rolls dating from c.1312 to 1493
(although the series is far from continuous),
sixteen account rolls dating from 1414-15 to
1453-4, and a handful of rentals, the earliest
dating from 1339 and the latest from 1493.
The majority of the evidence relates to the
late 14th century and the first half of the
15th century and the article necessarily
focuses on this period. It is not possible to
present all the information provided by the
documents and we will consider here the
subjects that tie in most closely with those
studied by other members of the project.
The archaeological research has concentrated
on the site of the priory and its precinct and
it is with the priory that the historical
discussion will accordingly begin.

Catesby Priory
The priory was founded in c.1175 by
Robert de Esseby (Ashby), grandson of
Sasfrid who held the manor of Catesby
under William Peverel at the time of
Domesday Book.4 In c.1200 it was listed as a
Gilbertine house and occasionally in the
early 13th century as Benedictine, but
thereafter it was generally accepted as
Cistercian. Confusion may have arisen
because Catesby had originally been
organized like the Gilbertine establishments
as a double house, to which were attached a
master, one or more canons, and a number
of lay brothers.5 These men were usually
provided by the Augustinian house at
Canons Ashby, some seven miles from
Catesby. The master was recognized as the
official head of the priory in financial
matters and the last known appointment
dates from 1316. The retention of the office

after the 14th century has been considered
doubtful, but references to canons at the
priory in the early 15th century do occur
and the buildings provided for their
accommodation were repaired in the late
1440s.6
Catesby was a small house and never

ranked as an abbey, although the 15th-
century account rolls commonly described
buildings within the precinct as infra abbathia
and adjacent fields as ‘under the Abbey
walle’. It had been established for a prioress
and nine nuns and although the number
of nuns fell to six or seven in the first half
of the 15th century, there was a subsequent
recovery. In 1504 bequests were made to the
prioress, six nuns and two novices, and nine
nuns were turned out of the house with the
prioress at the dissolution in 1536.7 The
original endowment of Robert de Esseby
had included the church at Catesby, the
chapel of the neighbouring village of
Hellidon, and his lands, tenements and mills
within the parish. He later added the
churches of Ashby Magna (Leicestershire)
and Basford (Nottinghamshire), manors also
held by Sasfrid, and grants continued to be
made by his family and other benefactors
after his death. In 1315 the prioress was
expressly named as lady of the manor of
Catesby, and at the dissolution the priory
held lands in some 24 other places, mainly in
Northamptonshire but also in Leicestershire,
Warwickshire, Oxfordshire and Bucking-
hamshire. Its temporalities were valued at
over £58 in the taxation of Pope Nicholas
in 1291, a taxation which excluded the
churches belonging to religious houses.
With a net income exceeding £132 in
1535, Catesby ranked second among the 32
Cistercian nunneries.8
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4. G. Baker, History and Antiquities of the County of
Northampton, part I (London, 1822), 277-8; VCH
Northamptonshire, ii, 121-2.
5. D. Knowles and R. N. Hadcock, Medieval Religious
Houses. England and Wales (2nd ed. Harlow, 1971), 200-
1, 272-3; S. Thompson, Women Religious: The Founding of
English Nunneries after the Norman Conquest (Oxford,
1991), 70, 78, 110.

6. VCH Northamptonshire, ii, 123; Knowles and
Hadcock, Medieval Religious Houses, 153. The evidence
for canons at Catesby in the 15th century will be
discussed below.
7. Public Record Office (hereafter PRO), SC
6/946/16; 946/17; 946/18; 946/20; 947/1; 947/2;
947/4; 947/5; PROB 11/14, fol. 49v; VCH
Northamptonshire, ii, 124-5.
8. W. Dugdale, Monasticon Anglicanum, iv, 635-6;
Baker, History of Northamptonshire, part I, 277-8, 284;
VCH Northamptonshire, ii, 121-2; Knowles and Hadcock,
Medieval Religious Houses, 272.



The priory received royal favours incl-
uding gifts of timber from Silverstone to
build the church in 1229, of fuel from
Beskwood in the forest of Sherwood in
1232-3 and later years, and of a cup for the
Eucharist to hang over the altar in 1244.9 It
was, however, the association with Edmund
of Abingdon, the archbishop of Canterbury
canonized in 1246, which proved to have
the most beneficial effects. Edmund had
placed his two sisters in the convent at
Catesby, supposedly because it did not
demand a dowry as a condition of entry, and
before his death in 1240 he bequeathed to
his sister Margaret his grey camlet cloak and
a silver tablet engraved with figures of the
Virgin and Child and of St Thomas a
Becket. Miracles soon became associated
with these relics, and some of those who had
been cured at Catesby were taken to Lyons
to be examined before the Pope, to provide
evidence for Edmund’s canonization (Figure
2). Among them were Sara de Wileby,
healed of leprosy, and Walter de Pockling-
ton, dumb from birth, who regained his
speech.10 In 1245 Margaret became prioress
and the following year she was granted a
weekly market at Catesby. Two years later,
after the canonization, came the grant of a
three-day fair focusing on the Translation of
St Edmund (9th June).11 Leading magnates
who revered the saint possibly included
Simon de Montfort, who fell from his horse
near Catesby in 1263; and certainly William
de Maudit, earl of Warwick, whose heart was
sent to Catesby for burial in 1267.12 A path
in the village fields became known as the
‘pilgrims’ way’, and offerings made at St
Edmund’s altar were still recorded in the

account rolls in the early decades of the 15th
century.13
The priory occupied a flat valley site

some eight acres in size, bounded on the
south and west by the river Leam, which
here close to its source is no more than a
tiny stream. At the time of the foundation
this may have been a liminal situation, some
three-quarters of a mile from the village of
Catesby on the hill to the east, and the same
distance from Newbold, which lay beyond
the river in the north-western part of the
parish. Other nunneries which began life in
similar isolation attracted settlement in later
years, as villages developed at their gates to
house the people they employed. The lay
brothers who did the heavy manual work
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9. Dugdale, Monasticon, 635; VCH Northamptonshire, ii,
122; Calendar of Liberate Rolls, 1240-45, 262-3.
10. C. H. Lawrence, St Edmund of Abingdon: A Study in
Hagiography and History (Oxford, 1960), 107-9, 270, 278-
9, 316-17; A. B. Emden, An Oxford Hall in Medieval
Times (Oxford, 1968), 88, 100 with n. 1; E. Martène and
V. Durand, Thesaurus Novus Anecdotorum (Paris, 1717, 5
vols), iii, cols. 1887-8.
11. P. Goodfellow, ‘Medieval Markets in Northamp-
tonshire,’ Northamptonshire Past and Present, vii (1987),
312, 319.
12. Annales Prioratus de Dunstaplia AD 1-1297, ed. H. R.
Luard (Rolls Series, London, 1866), 227; VCH
Northamptonshire, ii, 122.

13. PRO, SC 2/195/4, m. 3d; 195/4, m. 12d; SC
6/946/16; 946/17; 946/18; 946/19.

Figure 2: St Edmund c.1290
(from the window of St Michael’s Church,

Oxford; Church Guide)



lived outside the precinct.14 It is possible that
the village close to the priory at Catesby
originated in this way and that its develop-
ment may have been fostered by the market
from the mid 13th century. The earliest
surviving records, dating from c.1312-25,
called the settlement either ‘Shopes’, ‘Seld’,
or ‘Shopes alias Shopes and Seld’, names
which suggest that it was not entirely
agricultural and that it contained retail
outlets and workshops. By the 1340s it had
become standard practice to use the name
‘Shopes’ or ‘Catesby Shopes’ for the settle-
ment near the nunnery, and ‘Over Catesby’
or ‘Catesby Superior’ for the village on the
hill. These names were still in use in 1537,
and the earliest reference yet found to
‘Nether Catesby’ is in the will made by
Margaret Foster in 1608.15
Most of the written evidence for the

layout of the priory comes from account
rolls dating from the first half of the 15th
century. At this period the precinct was
enclosed by a stone wall and contained an
inner area of claustral buildings, subsidiary
structures presumably set in an outer court,
and other buildings associated with the
demesne farm. An indication of the line of
the precinct wall is provided by details of
repairs carried out in 1449. A mason worked
in February on the boundary wall next to
the highway to Shuckburgh; in March he
worked on the boundary wall in front of
(coram) St Edmund’s barn; and he spent 40
days in June and July working on various
sections of the boundary wall towards
Hellidon, on the boundary wall next to the
highway towards Hellidon, and on the
boundary wall called St Edmund’s barn. He
also worked on the wall opposite the barn
and on the orchard wall.16
The earliest buildings within the precinct

may have been of timber. Many were

destroyed by fire in 1251, and the king gave
the nuns 30 oaks from Salcey Forest to
rebuild them. Indulgences were granted in
1301 for help with the reconstruction of the
priory church, and in 1312 for paving the
cloisters.17 The priory was dedicated to St
Mary, as were most Cistercian nunneries, but
the church and bell tower became known as
the church and bell tower of St Edmund.
There were two other bell towers, one
described as the nuns’ bell tower, and one
perhaps associated with the canons’ chapel.
Near the church and enclosed by a stone
wall was the cemetery of St Edmund.18 The
present church at Lower Catesby is thought
to stand close to the site of the priory
church, and it is said that the monastic ranges
to the south were remodel-led in the mid-
16th century when the nunnery was
converted to secular use after the dissolution.
If this suggested layout is correct, then the
cloister was south of the church with the
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14. R. Gilchrist, Gender and Material Culture: The
Archaeology of Religious Women (London, 1994), 69;
Knowles and Hadcock, Medieval Religious Houses, 251,
271.
15. PRO, SC 2/195/1; 195/2; Letters and Papers Foreign
and Domestic of Henry VIII, xii, part I, 350;
Northamptonshire Record Office (hereafter NRO),
Northampton Wills Series, Book Z, 1604-12, fol. 169v.
16. PRO, SC 6/946/24.

17. Calendar of Close Rolls 1247-1251, 428; VCH
Northamptonshire, ii, 123.
18. PRO, SC 6/946/17; 946/18; 947/1; NRO,
Northampton Wills Series 1, Book A, 1510-20, fol. 372.

Figure 3: Seal of Catesby priory,
1469, showing the prioress holding a
staff (Public Record Office, E40/5021)



claustral buildings appar-ently grouped
around it in the standard manner, with the
chapter house in the east range and the
refectory in the south range, over the vaulted
undercroft which survived in 1849.19 The
accounts of c.1451-2 provide some support
for the location of the chapter house. Two
separate payments were made to a slater, the
first for tiling three quarters of the cloister
and the second for tiling the chapter house
and two half bays on the east side of the
‘korts’.20 The 15th-century sources do not,
however, provide any clues as to the exact
location of either the church or the cloister.
Payments to masons in the first half of the

15th century indicate that some if not all the
buildings were of stone. The chapter house,
the cloister and the gallery (tresaunce) facing
the prioress’s hall were roofed with tiles, and
this may have been standard.21 The dormi-
tory at Catesby perhaps occupied the upper
floor of the east range, as was normal. It was
certainly on an upper storey, for it was
reported at the visitation held in 1530 that
one nun went down from the dormitory to
the cloister and to the hall for a nocturnal
rendezvous with a male servant.22 By the
later medieval period many nuns were
opting for greater privacy, as they were in
convents elsewhere. At his visitation in 1442
the bishop learned that the prioress and four
other nuns kept separate households, and he
ordered that this practice should stop, with
all nuns living in common henceforth and
lay persons removed from the dormitory.
Even then private spaces may have been
created, for the dormitory was apparently
partitioned into separate cubicles with
wooden panelling. These ‘sells’ were sold off
for 6s 8d each in the 1520s.23
Catesby had originated as a double house

and the continuing association of canons
with the priory is documented in the early
15th century. In 1405 the Master served as

pledge for two tenants of Shopes whose
animals had strayed. The accounts of 1414-
15 were drawn up by the canon Master
John, perhaps Master John de Staverton
named procurator of Catesby in the heading
of the account roll of 1423-4. In 1415-16
there was mention of the Master’s stable; in a
year before 1431 ‘le Mayster Chamber’ was
repaired. A carpenter worked for 13 days in
1416-17 making the canons’ privy, and
much money was spent on the chapel of St
Nicholas, perhaps the canons’ chapel for
which tie beams were purchased in 1422-3.
Clothing and food were also provided for a
dwindling number of confratres in these years:
three in 1414-16, two in 1416-17, and one
in 1422-3.24 It is possible that canons and lay
brethren became less involved with the
priory in subsequent years, thereby contri-
buting to the mismanagement revealed at
the visitation in 1442. The prioress then
claimed that accounts had not been rendered
because she had no clerk who could write
and maintained that it was impossible to find
chaplains. Some support for her claim is
found in the documents. No account rolls
survive for the years between 1423-4 and
1443-4, and the only records of expenditure
are a few brief and rather untidy lists dating
from 1433-35/6.25 Increased male super-
vision followed the visitation, for although
the bishop ordered that two nuns act as
receivers, in 1447-8 the priory chaplain was
described as supervisor of the house’s
finances and in 1448-9 the gentlemen
Robert Catesby and Richard Willoughby. In
that year the canons’ dorter, the canons’ hall
and the canons’ kitchen were repaired. In
1453-4 the man hired as cook took charge
of the buttery in the canons’ hall. Chaplains
who celebrated mass at the nunnery perhaps
occupied these quarters. Board was provided
for three priests in 1453-4, and temporary
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19. J. Heward and R. Taylor, The Country Houses of
Northamptonshire (RCHME, 1996), 140.
20. PRO, SC 6/947/5.
21. PRO, SC 6/946/18; 946/19; 946/20; 946/24;
947/3; 947/5.
22. Visitations in the Diocese of Lincoln 1517-1531, ed. A.
Hamilton Thompson (Lincoln Record Society, 35,
1944), 104.
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visitors may have included the chaplain of
Hellidon and the vicar of Badby then
serving as confessor. The documents do not
indicate the location of the canons’ quarters,
specifying only that there was a small
chamber with stone walls between the
chapel and the canons’ dorter, that the
canons’ hall had a tiled roof, and that ash
trees grew in front of it. The mason who
worked on the boundary wall next to the
road to Shuckburgh in February 1449 also
worked on the chamber next to the canons’
dorter. It could be suggested that the canons’
dorter and chapel may have been in the
vicinity of the boundary wall but this is only
conjecture.26 The documents contain no
references to a canons’ cloister, and only one
cloister was mentioned in the 1530
visitation, although by this date a second
cloister could well have fallen into disuse. At
Nuneaton (Warwickshire), the most likely
position for the monks’ cloister is thought to
be an enclosed area to the south-east of the
nuns’ cloister, which would allow the drain
of the nuns’ latrine to be used by the monks’
buildings.27 The precinct at Catesby was well
supplied with water, brought in through lead
pipes which often needed repair. The sole
reference to a well house dates from 1415-
16. The canons’ privy was repaired the
following year and in 1423-4 the local miller
was paid almost 12s for work on the nuns’
latrine.28
Monastic kitchens were often in an outer

court, to allow access for supplies, and
commonly adjoined the refectory. If the
refectory at Catesby was in the south range
of the cloister, then the kitchen may have
been at the south-west corner, well placed to
serve food to the refectory and perhaps to
the west range, where the prioress’s lodgings
and hall may have been located. Detached
lodges for prioresses were rare. West ranges
elsewhere sometimes contained a guest hall
and it is possible that the great hall at

Catesby known as St Edmund’s Hall was in
that range. The official administrators of the
household operated from this hall, and it was
here that important visitors may have been
entertained, people like Sir William Catesby
and other gentlemen who came with Dame
Elizabeth Knightley in 1452-3 to settle the
pension due to the former prioress.29
References in 1448-9 to the prioress’s hall,
the canons’ hall and St Edmund’s Hall make
it clear that there were three separate halls,
and that the last, with its high table furnished
with an expensive linen cloth, was the most
prestigious. Details of its rebuilding in 1453-
4 do not, however, specifically locate the hall
in the west range and could instead suggest
an independent structure, for the work
began with masons making new walls
around the new hall on its south side and
ended with the building of a stone wall
around its garden.30 Another hint that the
guest house was outside the claustral range
comes in 1442 when it was alleged that the
prioress ‘sends out’ (emittit) young nuns to
make beds for visitors, a ‘scandal to the
house and a perilous thing.’31
A new kitchen was built in 1452-3 and

roofed by a tilemaker from Stoke by
Coventry. He supplied 3,500 tiles, some of
them used on the bakehouse which was
tiled at half the cost of the kitchen. Walls
between the bakehouse and the mill were
daubed. This suggests that the two buildings
were in the same area, a convenient arrange-
ment which would have facilitated the
provision of grain. The same man did the
baking and brewing at Catesby in the mid
15th century and it is therefore possible that
the brewhouse was located near the
bakehouse. In the late 1440s a plumber from
Warwick made several great and small lead
vats for the brewhouse. In February 1449 a
mason made the ‘furnysche’ of the small lead
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vat and repaired the walls around the
‘kylhole’; in 1453-4 a mason repaired the
drain in the brewhouse and set lead vessels in
the furnace. The malthouse was also
repaired.32
The sounds of farm animals would have

been as familiar to the nuns as the chimes of
the priory bells. A number of agricultural
buildings and ancillary structures stood
within the precinct, including stables and
cart sheds; housing for oxen, cattle and pigs;
and barns for barley, peas, hay and chaff.
These were timber buildings with thatched
roofs. The ‘great barn’ of the priory was
known as St Edmund’s barn. It had a tiled
porch and roof and stood close to the
precinct wall. The account roll of 1448-9
recorded a boundary wall called St
Edmund’s barn, implying that it may have
been a stone structure. A small door at the
west end of the barn seems to have opened
into an orchard.33 At the start of the 15th
century there was a horse mill within the
priory precinct, but it evidently soon went
out of use. There were two water mills, the
upper and the lower water mill, of which the
latter may have been the more important. Its
mill pond was repaired in 1414-15 and a
carpenter spent 17 days making a new mill
wheel. In 1448-9 a new cog wheel, brass
spindle and basket were provided for the
lower mill and a mason repaired its walls.
Repairs to the upper mill were specifically
recorded only in 1452-3 when 16d was
spent on its roof.34 There may have been a
fishery (piscaria) associated with the mill,
where tenants of Shopes kept ducks
(illegally) in 1404. References to a fish-pond
(vivarium) suggest that it lay outside the
precinct. In 1339 a cottage at Shopes stood
next to this pond and in 1360 a villager was
in trouble because his window opened over
it. In 1384 William Smith, probably the
merchant named in the poll tax of 1379, left
6s 8d to repair the road between ‘the head of
the pond (stagnum) and the end of Biggin in

Shopes’. This was the road which led to
Over Catesby. A messuage in Shopes was
described in 1405 as ‘atte fishweirside’. Local
women regularly washed clothes in the fish-
weir, in spite of repeated prohibitions.35

The manor, settlements and open fields
In the medieval period the parish of Catesby
included the neighbouring village of
Hellidon, and the inhabitants of Hellidon
were commonly listed with those of Catesby
in tax records, making it impossible to assess
their separate populations. The priory held
land at Hellidon and the villagers were in
frequent contact. Indeed, some of the peasant
farmers of Over Catesby held parcels of land
in the east field of Hellidon.36 Hellidon was a
separate lordship, however, and an account of
its history has recently been published.37 This
paper focuses on the manor held by the
priory. Domesday Book listed an estate of
four hides at Catesby, with land for eight
ploughs, four acres of meadow and two
mills. The recorded population consisted of
17 villeins, four bordars, three slaves and a
priest, whose presence implies that there was
already a church. A man at arms held a
subsidiary manor of one hide with two
ploughs.38 This subsidiary manor may
perhaps have been Newbold, indicated by
name and by position as a daughter
settlement of Catesby. In 1315 the prioress
was certified to be the lady of this hamlet,
and it was held of her by the de la More
family. Thomas de la More, son and heir of
the lord of Newbold, came to the church of
St Edmund in 1361 to do homage for the
manor before the prioress and other
witnesses, as his ancestors had done before
him. In 1390 Thomas atte More did similar
homage.39
Field walking has revealed the presence of
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Saxon occupation at Newbold, and presum-
ably a Saxon manorial site awaits discovery
in Catesby itself. In this context the field
name Biggin is suggestive, implying as it
does the presence of former buildings. The
Biggin lies behind the houses on the north
side of the present village of Upper Catesby
and extends down the hill towards the lower
settlement. In the late 14th century the
Upper and Lower Biggin were enclosed
pasture grounds. The prioress also held in
severalty a meadow known as Castel Mede.
It is not improbable that it lay near the
Upper and Lower Biggin, as did other
separate grounds belonging to the priory.40
Catesby is a Scandinavian place-name and
cannot be earlier than c.900, but it could be a
new name for an existing settlement.
The establishment of the priory in c.1175

perhaps generated the fourth settlement in
the parish, known in the early 14th century
as ‘Seld’ or ‘Shopes’. The lack of earlier doc-
umentation makes it impossible to know
when this settlement first appeared, but it
may have been within a few years of the
foundation. The lay brothers who helped
with the manual work would have been
housed outside the convent, and they were
perhaps soon joined by craftsmen such as
smiths, carpenters and tailors. Alternatively,
the development of the settlement may have
been linked to the cult of St Edmund and to
the grant of the market in 1246. Indeed, the
two feast days of St Edmund (9th June and
16th November) were cited in 1447-8 and
1448-9 as the days when the assized rents at
Shopes were due.41 Moreover, the name
‘Seld’ suggests that lean-to booths may once
have clustered near the entrance to the
priory, similar to those which in the 15th
century lined the precinct wall of Peter-
borough Abbey, fronting the market place.42

The name proved short-lived, and had
disappeared by the 1340s. The surviving
documents record only one seld, which was
next to the prioress’s gate and which was
leased in 1382 for 16d a year, with the tenant
undertaking to maintain it both inside and
out. Five years later a new tenant took over
the premises, then described as a shop.
Shortly afterwards he and his wife came to
court to recover a debt for ale, possibly sold
from the premises.43
By the mid-13th century, therefore, the

manor contained three separate settlements –
Over Catesby, Catesby Shopes and New-
bold. Little is known about Newbold, which
was administered separately by its manorial
lord in the medieval period and probably
deserted before the end of the 15th century,
but it was an agricultural settlement with its
own field system. It was rated at seven
ploughs in 1220.44 Aerial photographs taken
before the earthworks were destroyed in
1966 show a large number of closes in the
central part of the village, some of them
containing raised platforms of various sizes
and, to the south, more ditched and
embanked closes with the remains of former
buildings. Two hollow-ways ran through the
ridge and furrow. When the site was
ploughed in 1967 the foundations of a large
stone building were recorded at the west end
of the village.45 John de la More, presumably
the then lord of Newbold, paid more tax in
1301 than did any of the other twelve
taxpayers listed for Catesby and Newbold.46
In 1414-15 the prioress was already renting
out uncultivated land at Newbold and the
practice continued in subsequent decades.
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Figure 4: The open fields of Catesby and Newbold (D. Hall)
Thick lines represent field boundaries. Furlong boundaries (thin lines at right angles to
the strips) were recorded by field survey in 1996-8 and the names are those of 1461.

There would have been, on the ground, about four times the number of strips drawn on
the plan. The border is marked in kilometres.
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However, the settle-ment had not been
deserted. In the late 1440s one or two of its
inhabitants supplied goods to the priory.
One man provided rakes, forks and horse
shackles, and Agnes Barker provided the
nuns with butter. John Barker came to
prominence around mid century, renting
much pasture land, selling livestock to the
convent and purchasing animal hides in
return. He rented the tannery from the
priory, paying 8d a week. John Harryes alias
Barker who in the reign of Edward IV
leased a house called ‘le Barkehouse’ within
the priory, with ‘a mill for bark and other
necessaries for the calling of a dyer,’ may have
been the same man or his son.47
Over Catesby is revealed in the priory

records as the place where the peasant
farmers lived, in a nucleated village close to
the parish church of St Mary. Surviving
earthworks suggest that the main village
street more or less followed the line of the
present houses and continued along the
existing way to Badby as far as the junction
with the road from Staverton which then lay
some 250m east of the present junction, next
to Longridge Farm.48 The map of the open
fields clearly shows the present road cutting
across the ridge and furrow (Figure 4).
In 1461 ‘langryghe’ was arable land in the

open field but a messuage (house and its
plot) faced the junction and adjoined the
way which led to the common pasture
below Arbury Hill. Church Lane was at the
western end of the village, close to the
church and its graveyard. Cottages stood in
this lane and in a lane known as Middle
Row.49 The communal bakehouse, which all
tenants had to use, possibly stood in or near
to the Middle Row.50 A rental dating from
1428-9 named two virgaters and 11 half-
virgate holders, and listed some 21 or 22
cottages, although not all of them were

occupied. The cottagers presumably supplied
the labour required by their more prosperous
neighbours. In the 1440s, doubtless because
the settlement at Shopes was in decay, some
cottages at Over Catesby were occupied by
members of the famuli, including two
ploughmen, a shepherd, an oxman, and the
man employed to cook and to keep the
buttery in the canons’ hall.51 Court records
indicate that most cottages had an adjacent
garden or curtilage, and that some had up to
six acres in the village fields.52 The banked
enclosures south of the existing way to
Badby were separated from the adjacent
ridge and furrow by a low bank and ditch.
From the late 14th century the tenants
persistently failed to maintain such
boundaries and left gaps through which they
gained access to the fields.53
Over Catesby was linked to Shopes by

the road still visible in the landscape as a
hollow-way. All the tenants living in the
lower settlement were cottagers. The earliest
rental which survives in full dates from
1428-9, when the village was in decline, but
it indicates that there were once upwards of
30 cottages in the settlement, although
perhaps not all were occupied at the same
time.54 Some had adjacent curtilages or
gardens.55 The documents provide some
evidence for the layout of the village and this
will be presented here in some detail. The
historical material will hopefully contribute
to the archaeological interpretation of the
site. It may also help to identify the area in
which the craftsmen lived and in which
commercial activity took place, i.e. pinpoint
the location of ‘Shopes.’
The documents describe cottages as
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standing ‘on the south side,’ ‘at the end of
the vill,’ ‘next to the road to Hellidon’ and
‘next to Pillory Lane.’ A cottage and plot of
land recorded in 1348 as next to the way to
Hellidon were transferred to a new occupant
in 1402 and then said to stand next to
Pillory Lane. This suggests that the Hellidon
road was called Pillory Lane for part of its
length, presumably in the built-up part of
the village.56 The other boundary of the
cottage recorded in 1348 was the garden of
Nicholas Knyt, and it also abutted the
common bakehouse. The tenant of the
cottage usually rented the bakehouse and
Knyt’s cottage stood next to it. Pillory Lane
evidently took its name from the pillory,
near to which was a well. An ordinance of
1410 forbade the washing of woollen and
linen cloth, hides and skins in the ‘pillory
water’; in 1418 the tenant of the adjacent
property was fined a shilling because he had
failed to maintain his fence and his animals
had damaged the well. The former tenant
was a butcher known to have lived next to
the bakehouse; the bakehouse must therefore
have been close to the pillory. The common
smithy appears to have been nearby.57 In
1444-5 the site of the cottage abutting the
bakehouse and the sites of six other cottages
were leased as pasture to one individual; they
presumably lay in a contiguous block. The
former tenants included two tailors, a
butcher, a smith, a shoemaker and another
man involved in the leather trade.58 The
grouping suggests that the craftsmen and
those involved in commerce congregated
together. Did the sites of their dwellings,
leased as pasture in 1444-5, become the
enclosed field of two and a half acres called
‘the Shopes’ recorded among the demesne
pastures in 1536 and named again in a terrier
dating from the 17th century?59
The Monday market granted to the

prioress in 1246 appears to have been short-
lived, but it may well have been held in
Pillory Lane. There need not have been a

formal market place, just a widening of the
road.60 Two references to a seld or shop have
been found in documents dating from the
1380s. It stood next to the priory gate.61 The
sources do not indicate where the priory
gate was located, and there may have been
more than one entrance, even in a small
house like Catesby.62 A cottage within the
gate was in 1423 taken over by one woman
from another woman.63 An almshouse of
nine bays accommodated pilgrims in the
years when the cult of St Edmund was at its
zenith. Almshouses were for the laity and
were typically sited outside the precinct but
near the walls, often at the gate. The Catesby
almshouse had already been converted into
five cottages by 1329.64 Other parts of the
village fabric included the fish-pond and
fish-weir, and there was evidently a tannery
in addition to the one recorded within the
precinct.65
Over Catesby and Shopes differed in a

number of ways. The tenants of the two
settlements did not share the same status, as a
court order of 1323 made clear, addressed as
it was to the men of Shopes and to the
villeins (unfree tenants) of Catesby. A
custumal of c.1410 listed some of the servile
obligations of the villeins: their children
could not marry nor could their sons be
educated without permission; a fine was
payable for a daughter’s immorality;
attendance at the three-weekly court was
obligatory; a payment was due to the
prioress for every ox and horse that was sold,
and a heriot was due when a tenant died.
The services owed were not burdensome,
and consisted of three days’ work at harvest
time. Presumably other labour services had
been converted into cash payments at an
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earlier date. A virgater’s rent was 10s a year,
and half that sum was paid for a half-virgate.
Rents were due quarterly. The tenants of
Shopes owed suit of mill and oven and were
obliged to attend the three-weekly court and
to work one day in autumn. They could not
sell or lease their tenements without licence
and a heriot was due if they owned an
animal. Rents ranged from 6d to 4s 6d and
were due twice a year.66 The heriots paid by
the two communities also differed. Tenants
of Over Catesby handed over livestock: an
ox, a heifer, a red cow, a black horse. Tenants
of Shopes usually gave metal pots or small
sums of money, and one or two gave a pig or
a cow.67 The villagers were presented at
court for different offences. Tenants of Over
Catesby were fined because their cattle,
horses and sheep strayed into the fields, and
because they failed to maintain the pinfold.
Tenants of Shopes were in trouble because
their pigs roamed through the settlement
unyoked, because their geese were found in
the meadow, and because their wives and
daughters carried away fallen branches as
fuel.
The only documentary evidence for the

size of a virgate at Catesby is found in the
record of a property conveyance dating from
1461. The virgate and quarter virgate
transferred to a new tenant contained about
60 acres of arable, which suggests that a
virgate at Catesby may have contained some
45 to 50 acres.68 This is among the largest
size of yardland recorded in the county, more
than 40 acres being unusual.69 Large
yardlands are associated with marginal land
and it seems that there had been intakes of
arable after a yardland rate was fixed for a
vill. This accords with the wold at Catesby
which was likely to have been Saxon
woodland located on heavy clay, converted

to pasture and eventually being taken into
cultivation, all before the 13th century.
The 1461 virgaters and half-virgaters

therefore worked a total of 375 acres, and the
cottagers with land perhaps worked another
50 acres. The acreage of demesne arable
sown in 1414-15 was 310 acres. A similar
acreage presumably lay in the fallow field. A
total of some 1,000 acres may have been
under the plough at Catesby in the early
15th century, out of a total of some 1,330
acres, although an increasing percent-age
may have been turned over to pasture.70
There were two open fields, as was common
in west Northamptonshire. They were
referred to as the north field and the south
field in 1342, and as the upper and lower
fields in the 15th century. The upper field
was the south field and lay in the higher part
of the parish. The windmill stood in the
lower field, and its mound survived until the
1960s.71 A tenant’s holdings were distributed
over the two fields in parcels which varied in
size from a rood (quarter-acre) to an acre
and a half, although parcels of up to four and
a half acres were recorded in 1461, indica-
ting that holdings had been amalgamated.72
The parcels lay in subdivisions of the fields
known as furlongs, many of them named
from natural or man-made features in the
landscape – Brokefurlong, Denefurlong,
Dychfurlong, Crosfurlong, Dedeman
Furlong and Merefurlong. Cultivation went
up to the village boundaries in certain areas.
An unploughed strip of ground called St
Mary’s balks separated Catesby from
Staverton; in 1453-4 a ditch measuring some
330 perches was dug between the fields of
Hellidon and Catesby and 180 perches of
thorn hedging were planted.73
Every tenant holding arable land also held
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of St Edmund as was said to be the case in 1447-8.
67. PRO, SC 195/5, mm. 5d, 6d, 7d; 195/6, mm.
4d, 5, 9, 10, 12d, 13d; 195/7, mm. 1d, 5d, 6; 195/8,
m. 1d.
68. PRO, SC 2/195/8, mm. 9-10.
69. D. Hall, The Open Fields of Northamptonshire,
Northamptonshire Record Society Vol. 38 (1995), 78-9.

70. PRO, SC 6/946/16. Newbold’s territory is
excluded from the acreage. David Hall estimates, from
looking at the furlong map, that about 85% of Catesby
and 90% of Newbold were arable at their maximum
ploughing.
71. The mound was in Hayfield. A deed dated 9 May
1649 referred to ‘a meadow called Netherfield now
known by the name of the hay fields’ (NRO, R (D)
71).
72. PRO, SC 2/195/5, m.1, 3d, 6, 7; 195/6, m. 7d.
73. PRO, SC 2/195/6, m. 2; SC 6/947/1.



shares of meadow land. Parcels of meadow,
including demesne meadow, lay within the
arable fields, as attested elsewhere in the East
Midlands.74 The main area of meadowland,
however, seems to have been the Gosemede
through which ran the Gosemedow stream.
The meadow lay north of the common way
between Over Catesby and Shopes and the
villagers of both places shared responsibility
for maintaining the banks of the stream and
thereby allowing the water to run freely.75
The common pasture of the village lay
below Arbury Hill and was frequently called
‘le Wolde’. Access was via the Woldeweye.76
The place-name is associated with open
high ground that had been wood and then
pasture at a very early date. The North-
amptonshire Heights, a region which
encompassed the uplands of eastern
Warwickshire, was a wold area, although the
term ‘wold’ is not often found in its place-
names. The discovery of the name used to
designate the common pastures of Catesby is
therefore of considerable interest.77 There
was more permanent pasture elsewhere in
the parish, including the Upper and Lower
Biggin, and over the years increasing
amounts of arable were converted to pasture,
either temporarily or on a permanent basis. 
The Domesday entry for Catesby made

no mention of woodland and the medieval
records make it clear that building timber
came from a distance. In the 13th century
the king gave oaks from the forests of
Whittlewood and Salcey.78 In a year before
1431, 20 oaks needed for repairs to convent
buildings were purchased from the prior of
Canons Ashby; in 1452-3 timber for the
repair of the chancel of Catesby parish

church came from Warwick; and in 1453-4
the timber used in the construction of St
Edmund’s Hall came from the Warwickshire
Arden. Smaller timbers came from the wood
at Dodford, perhaps Dodford near
Buckingham where the priory held
property.79 There was, however, a policy of
planting trees on demesne enclosures at
Catesby, particularly on the Upper and
Lower Biggin, and on the Ashes and the
Cote Ashes which were perhaps near by. In
1448-9 eight ash trees growing in the Lower
Biggin were sold to a Daventry man; ditches
were dug round the Ashes and Cote Ashes
and planted with hedges. Villagers repeatedly
broke into these enclosures and carried away
branches and fuel.80

Demesne agriculture
Five account rolls dating from 1414-15,
1415-16, 1416-17, 1443-4 and a year around
1451-2 are our main source of evidence for
demesne agriculture and the following
account therefore describes the farming
practices of the first half of the 15th century.
Things may have been very different in
earlier and later periods. Indeed, some
changes of emphasis can be detected in the
last two accounts.81 A mixed economy of
arable and pastoral husbandry was practiced,
and the barns for the grain crops and the
housing for the livestock (except sheep) lay
within the priory precinct. Upwards of a
dozen men worked on the farm throughout
the year, and extra labour was employed at
busy times – to plough when the wheat was
sown, to care for the ewes at lambing time,
and of course to help with the harvest. The
demesne arable lay in furlongs in the two
common fields intermingled with peasant
holdings.82 The total acreage sown was 310
acres in 1414-15, 268 acres in 1415-16, and
260 acres in 1416-17. Wheat was the main
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74. E. King, ‘The East Midlands’, in The Agrarian
History of England and Wales, III, 1348-1500, ed. E.
Miller (Cambridge, 1991), 211.
75. PRO, SC 2/195/8, mm. 5, 7; 195/8, m. 10.
76. PRO, SC 2/195/1, m. 2; 195/5, mm. 1, 5, 6;
195/6, m. 7; 195/7, m. 6; 195/8, mm. 1d, 9.
77. H. S. A. Fox, ‘The people of the Wolds in
Settlement History’, in The Rural Settlements of
Medieval England: Essays presented to Maurice Beresford
and John Hurst, ed. M. Aston, D. Austin and C. Dyer
(Oxford, 1989), 78-81.
78. Calendar of Close Rolls 1247-51, 188, 428; CCR
1264-8, 200.

79. PRO, SC 6/947/1; 947/3; 947/4; SC 12/3/29; E
36/178, fol. 194; there was detached woodland
belonging to Northants Dodford towards Farthingstone.
80. PRO, SC 6/946/24; SC 2/195/5, m. 8; 195/6,
mm. 6d, 7d; 195/7, m. 6; 195/8, mm. 1d, 7.
81. PRO, SC 6/946/16; 946/17; 946/18; 946/20;
947/5. Details of demesne agriculture given here are
taken from these rolls unless otherwise stated.
82. PRO, SC 2/195/6, m. 14; 195/8, mm. 5, 9-10.



crop, sown on 128, 112 and 108 acres
respectively, at the rate of two bushels per
acre. The remainder of the arable was sown
with barley, peas and oats, at the rate of four
bushels an acre. If the sowing rates remained
the same, then 192 acres were sown in 1443-
4 and 198 acres in c.1451-2. Wheat
accounted for less than 50 per cent of the
acreage in 1443-4 and just over 25 per cent
in c.1451-2; the acreage devoted to barley
and peas remained fairly constant but by mid
century the oat crop had dwindled away to
nothing.83
Ploughing was done by oxen. Thirty and

more oxen were recorded in the accounts of
1414-17 and between 24 and 27 oxen
remained in stock at year-end. Three
ploughmen and one oxman were named
among the famuli a decade or so later, and
again in 1443-4, although one ploughman
then helped tend the sheep.84 The accounts
of c.1451-2 listed only 18 to 20 oxen but the
number of ploughmen did not fall. Five
were employed to plough and do other
farming work in 1453-4. The demesne
arable appears to have been adequately
worked in the first half of the 15th century.
Ploughs, harrows and carts were regularly
repaired, and rakes, scythes and weeding
hooks were purchased, plus items such as
gloves for harvest workers and canvas for the
wallets in which the ploughmen carried
their lunch. Villagers were paid to hoe and
weed, to catch crows (at the rate of 3d a
dozen), to get rid of moles and to spread
dung. The value of manure was well
understood – and was accordingly sometimes
stolen. Sheep were folded on the fallow field
and dung was brought from elsewhere. In
1423-4 over 13s was spent on carting
manure to the fields.85
It is not possible to calculate the wheat

yields achieved at Catesby in these years –
and the crops were always supplemented by
tithe grain and by renders from the farmer of
Staverton – but evidently supplies were
sufficient to meet household needs without
recourse to the market. Each year some 13
to 18 per cent of the crop was reserved as
seed corn and between 2 and 6 per cent was
given to leading famuli as part of their wages.
The accounts occasionally recorded small
gifts – two bushels to the preaching friars at
Northampton in 1415-16 for example – but
the bulk of the wheat was consumed by the
household. In 1443-4 84 quarters (75% of
total) provided the raw materials for 28
bakings. Most of the barley crop was used for
ale. The same year saw almost 80 per cent of
the crop go to the brewhouse where 108
quarters were used for 32 brewings with 11
quarters remaining. Oats never amounted to
more than 13 per cent of the acreage sown.
The crop was used to feed the horses and to
make flour, and some went to the famuli.
Around 60 acres of peas were sown each
year. The crop was used principally to feed
the famuli and to fatten the pigs destined for
the larder. The arable produce of the
demesne farm apparently enabled the priory
to achieve self-sufficiency in the first half of
the 15th century. Few purchases of grain
were recorded: 12 quarters of peas in 1414-
15, for example, ten quarters of barley and a
few bushels of wheat and peas in c.1451-2.
The expenditure of £8 12s 0d on barley and
malt in 1453-4 was exceptional, and perhaps
resulted from increased male involvement in
the running of the house at that time.86
Horses were the other working beasts of

the demesne farm and were used for carting
and harrowing. In the years 1414-17 there
were a dozen or so carthorses on the
demesne, between three and seven mares,
and one or two colts and foals. In c.1451-2
there were 11 carthorses, of which two were
sold and one died of the murrain, but no
mares, colts or foals. A horseman was named
among the famuli only in the late 1420s;
presumably the carters looked after the
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83. The sowing rates in the East and West Midlands
were similar: Agrarian History, III, 217, 230. Some 60
acres of peas and 80 acres of barley were harvested at
Catesby in each of 4 years between 1448 and 1454,
similar acreages to those deduced from sowing rates.
84. PRO, SC 6/947/4. At Canons Ashby in 1329 there
were 9 ploughs with 26 oxen and 18 steers for them
(VCH Northamptonshire, ii, 132, citing Baker, ii, 10).
85. PRO, SC 2/195/2, m. 11; 195/4, m. 1d; SC
6/946/19; 946/21; 946/22; 946/24; 947/1; 947/3.

86. PRO, SC 6/947/1; only in 1414-15 and 1415-
16 was grain sold in any quantity.



horses.87 Two full-time carters were emp-
loyed and it seems that the priory owned
two large carts. In 1452-3 the two carters
and the bailiff went with two carts and ten
horses to Stratford-upon-Avon to collect
2,000 laths and three quarters of salt which
had been bought at the fair; and to Banbury
on the Thursday after Ash Wednesday to
bring back the supplies of dried and salted
fish needed for Lent.88 Smaller carts were
used for tasks on the farm such as carrying
dung to the fields.
The other livestock carried on the farm

were cattle, sheep and pigs. In the years
1414-17 there were usually two bulls,
between 25 and 35 cows (maximum
numbers), several young animals in each age
group from one to three years old, and a
substantial number of calves (9, 11 and 19).
Many cows were destined for the larder or
eaten in the summer time: 20 in 1414-15, 11
in 1415-16, and 12 in 1416-17. Five calves
were killed for their meat in 1414-15 and
four in 1416-17. By c.1451-2 the number of
cattle of all ages was about half that of 35
years earlier. At that time one man was
employed as neatherd and a woman was in
charge of the dairy. In 1448-9 they were
man and wife. Milking pails and cheese vats
were purchased, and linen cloth to cover the
cheese.89 The scale of production was small,
and cheese was purchased from Daventry
and from local women, including two from
Newbold.90 The demesne herd was not
primarily a dairy herd and animals were
reared to provide plough beasts and meat for
the household. Oxen too were slaughtered at
the end of their working life, presumably in
the ‘bocherrys schoppe’ that was repaired in
1452-3.91 Supplies of home-produced meat
were always inadequate, and beef and veal
were regularly purchased from local butchers
and from the markets at Daventry and
Southam (Warwickshire).92
In 1414-15 the accounts listed 83 pigs

remaining in stock at the end of the year;
two years later the total was 62 and in
c.1451-2 the number had fallen to 34. No
full-grown pigs were included in these totals
because they were always eaten over the
course of the year.93 Pigs were reared to
provide meat for the household. Between a
quarter and a third of the piglets were also
eaten, dispatched to the kitchen for
immediate consumption, and each year one
or two boars were salted and put into store
in the larder. In the years 1414-17 the herd
contained between four and seven boars, and
between six and ten sows. From the late
1420s until 1448 John Spere was the
swineman and his wife also received a small
wage, perhaps for caring for the sows and
piglets. Barley was provided to feed the
animals in 1414-15. A sizeable percentage of
the pea crop (between 33 and 45 per cent at
the start of the century, and between 21 and
28 per cent in mid century) was used to
fatten the pigs. The final stages of fattening
perhaps took place in the thatched frank-
house.94 Not enough pork was produced,
however, and it was always necessary to buy
extra supplies from local butchers. In
November 1452 three piglets for the feast of
St Edmund were purchased at Rugby
market.95
At the end of the accounting year in

1415, 1416, and 1417 the numbers of sheep
remaining in stock were 450, 520 and 552
respectively. There were 339 in c.1451-2.
Maximum numbers over the course of the
year were larger: in excess of 800 in 1415-16
and 1416-17 and in excess of 400 in c.1451-
2. In 1452-3 24 workers washed 400 sheep,
and 500 sheep were washed the following
year. The wethers were always listed first,
which suggests that the prime object of
sheep farming at Catesby was the produc-
tion of wool, as it was everywhere in
England from the 12th century to the 18th
century.96 In the years before 1423-4 35 to
45 stone of wool were sold each year; the
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87. PRO, SC 6/947/4.
88. PRO, SC 6/947/3.
89. PRO, SC 6/946/24; 947/1; 947/5.
90. PRO, SC 6/946/19; 946/24; 946/22; 947/3.
91. PRO, SC 6/947/3.
92. A paper dealing with the priory’s use of markets
is in preparation.

93. PRO, SC 6/946/16; 946/18; 947/5.
94. PRO, SC 6/947/5.
95. PRO, SC 6/947/3.
96. M. L. Ryder, Sheep and Man (London, 1983),
447.
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total fell to just 20 stone in a year before
1431, but recovered to 31 to 34 stone in the
late 1440s and early 1450s. In 1453-4, the
last year for which figures are available, the
total had risen to 38 stone. The prices
obtained followed the national trend,
ranging between 3s 4d and 4s a stone in the
early years, and falling below 3s in the late
1440s and early 1450s.97 The annual wool
clip was sold to one individual: to Henry
Peyto of Coventry in the early years, to a
London merchant in the late 1440s, and
subsequently to John Hannes of Stratford-
upon-Avon.98 The size of the demesne flock
at Catesby, and the quantity of wool sold, do
not indicate that the priory turned more
land over to sheep husbandry in the years
1420-50. Nor did the costs of washing and
shearing show any dramatic rise. In 1414-15
just over 9s was spent on these tasks, and on
the requisite pitch, tar and ale. Expenditure
in 1453-4 was 10s 8d, and not all the
bitumen may have been used at shearing
time. The flocks may have increased in size
in the second half of the 15th century of
course, but no evidence survives to prove
that this was the case.
In the first half of the 15th century two

shepherds worked for the priory, one
perhaps responsible for the ewe flock and
one looking after the rams, wethers and
hoggasters (male sheep in their second year).
Among the recurring expenses were the
wattle hurdles used to fold the sheep on the
fallow field, and the sheep-cotes in which
the animals were housed from Martinmas
until Easter. There were at least two sheep-
cotes at Catesby and details of their repair
indicate that they were wooden structures
with thatched roofs. One perhaps stood in
the field a little to the east of the precinct,
known today as Court Close but referred to
in 1700 as ‘Court Close alias Coats Close’.99

At the visitation in 1442 it was alleged that
the sheep-cotes had stood roofless for two
years, that the timber was beginning to rot
and that the wet conditions had caused the
lambs to die.100 Figures for the years 1414-17
suggest that each ewe raised one lamb per
year, and thus met the standard put forward
by Walter of Henley.101 Extra help was
employed in the lambing period. In c.1448-9
the man who had served as shepherd some
20 years earlier was paid 20d for looking
after the ewes for six weeks. Although retired
and doubtless elderly, his knowledge and
skills were appreciated at a crucial time.102
The demesne farm did not produce

enough young animals to replace the mature
beasts that had been slaughtered or had died
of disease. From time to time an ox, a cow or
a heifer was handed over to the priory as a
heriot; and animals were purchased in ones
and twos from local villagers or at Daventry
market. The main source of cattle in any
quantity was Coventry fair, which had a
reputation for livestock at this period.103
Thirteen cows were bought there in 1423-4;
and in the mid 15th century nine or ten
bullocks were purchased at Coventry each
year.104 Hoggasters were bought on occasion
– 32 from a local man in 1422-3, and 61
from the prior of Canons Ashby in 1453-4.
Eight ewes costing 8d apiece were obtained
from John Barker of Newbold in 1452-3.
The 72 ewes with their 72 lambs purchased
two decades or so earlier at Bromyard fair
cost almost 3s for each pair, and 3s 8d was
spent on bringing them from Herefordshire
to Catesby.105 Sheep from the Welsh border
counties were renowned for their superior
wool and the priory presumably hoped to
improve the quality of the wool produced
on the demesne. Possibly they were

97. The decennial prices of wool remained above 3s
5d a stone between the 1360s and 1430s (Agrarian
History, III, 458).
98. Hannes was a prominent trader who purchased
wool from William Catesby of Radbourne. This may
explain his connection with Catesby. C. Dyer,
‘Medieval Stratford: a successful small town’, in The
History of an English Borough. Stratford-upon-Avon 1196-
1996, ed. R. Bearman (Stroud, 1997), 57.

99. NRO, Uncatalogued Deeds, Box ‘A’ 122.
100. Hamilton Thompson, Visitations of Religious
Houses, 48.
101. In 1415-16 144 ewes produced 144 lambs; in
1416-17 249 ewes produced 244 lambs. Ryder, Sheep
and Man, 448.
102. PRO, SC 6/946/24; 947/4.
103. D. Farmer, ‘Marketing the Produce of the Country-
side’, in Agrarian History, III, 343.
104. PRO, SC 6/946/19; 946/21; 947/1; 947/3.
105. PRO, SC 6/946/19; 947/1; 947/3; 947/4.



influenced by the Catesby family who also
bought stock at Bromyard.106
Animal hides formed an important by-

product of stock keeping at some monast-
eries and a number of Cistercian houses had
their own tanneries.107 There was a
‘barkhouse’ within the precinct at Catesby
which was leased from the 1420s for 34s 4d
a year, and the priory sold cattle hides in
these years, receiving annual revenues
totalling between 25s and 42s. Revenues
subsequently fell to between 15s and 20s,
possibly because fewer animals had been
slaughtered. In the 1450s the tannery was
leased to John Barker of Newbold, and in
later years he or his son also held ‘a mill for
bark and other necessaries for the calling of a
dyer’. Hides of animals that had died of
disease were not sold but used for harness
and horse collars. Lamb and sheep skins
brought revenues exceeding 17s in 1414-15,
but receipts were usually considerably
lower.108 The bulk of the wool clip was sold,
although enough was retained to make the
woollen cloth needed for the servants’
liveries. The wool was carded and spun at
Catesby, the yarn was woven at Prince-
thorpe (six or seven miles south-east of
Coventry), then dyed and sheared in
Coventry itself.109
In the first half of the 15th century the

demesne farm produced enough grain to
feed the community, albeit with supplies
boosted by tithe corn. No surpluses were
produced. The quantities of beef, veal,
mutton, lamb and pork were always
inadequate, and the household relied heavily
on meat bought at local markets. Sales of
wool and animal hides brought in some
income but production at Catesby in the

first half of the 15th century was small in
scale.

Peasant agriculture
The peasant farmers lived in Over Catesby
and their houses and agricultural buildings
occupied small plots on either side of the
village street. A rental of 1339 listed two
virgate holders and eleven men each holding
half a virgate, and the same number were
recorded again in the rental of 1428-9.110 If
the virgate at Catesby was some 45 to 50
acres in size, then the majority of peasant
farmers worked no more than 25 acres.
Their arable holdings lay scattered over the
two common fields in parcels which could
be as small as a quarter of an acre. The
provision made in 1341 for the heir of a
half-virgater when he came of age – half a
plough with its equipment, two horses and
an ox – indicates something of the scale of
peasant husbandry.111 Catesby’s farmers
cultivated wheat, barley and peas, although in
what proportions is not known. They also
kept cattle, horses and sheep. Virgaters
elsewhere in the East Midlands typically
owned 1-2 horses, 4 cattle and 40 sheep,
although the shift from arable to pasture in
the later medieval period resulted in an
increase in the number of animals kept, and
it became usual for men to own 6 cattle and
40-80 sheep.112 Presentments of trespass
recorded in the late 14th-century court rolls
suggest that many of Catesby’s peasant
farmers owned 3 or 4 cattle and that some
owned 5 or 6 horses and colts.113 Sheep
numbers appear to have been on the
increase during this period. In 1382 the
flocks belonging to three tenants grazed
illegally in the Goseleys, and a fourth man
had 80 sheep there. In 1391 two of the
flocks of sheep found in the demesne wheat
each contained 100 animals. The more
prosperous tenants employed their own
shepherd.114 In the first half of the 15th
century many tenants leased additional
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106. Ryder, Sheep and Man, 463-4; Farmer, ‘Market-
ing the Produce’, 379.
107. C. Dyer, ‘The West Midlands’, in Agrarian
History, III, 236; J. Cherry, ‘Leather’, in English
Medieval Industries, ed. J. Blair and N. Ramsey
(London, 1991), 302; M. Aston, Monasteries in the
Landscape (Stroud, 2000), 101.
108. PRO, SC 6/946/16; 946/17; 946/18; 946/19;
946/21; 946/24; 946/26; 947/2; 947/3; 947/4;
947/5. For John Barker, see n. 47.
109. PRO, SC 6/946/20; 947/1.

110. PRO, SC 11/506; SC 12/3/29.
111. PRO, SC 2/195/2, m. 5.
112. King, ‘East Midlands’, 221, 237.
113. PRO, SC 2/195/4, m. 1d; 195/5, m. 1.
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pasture from the prioress each year, much of
it former arable land. In 1448, for example,
the 17 acres which were leased for pasture
lay on strips of ploughland (cultura) in the
open fields. The pasture commanded rents of
10d to 16d per half acre except on the strip
called Ryenhoke where an acre cost only
5d, possibly because it lay further from the
village or because it was more exposed. In
the following year 98 selions lying
uncultivated on the strips were leased out to
tenants and it was specified that peas were to
be sown. The priory perhaps hoped to add
nutrients to the soil and the tenants presum-
ably used the crop to feed their livestock.
Sixteen parcels of demesne meadow were also
leased.115 This increasing emphasis on pastoral
agriculture and perhaps on sheep husbandry in
particular reduced the number of labourers
needed to work the land. Many of the cottagers
of Over Catesby who had traditionally
supplied this labour found themselves short
of employment. This development had
important consequences for the village.

Settlement shrinkage and desertion
It is difficult to estimate the population of
Catesby in the medieval period because it
was often taxed with its hamlets (cum
membris), a practice which has been inter-
preted as an indication of a vill with scattered
and perhaps late settlement.116 Some help is
provided by the lay subsidy of 1301. This
record suggests that Catesby and Newbold,
with 13 taxpayers, were considerably smaller
than the neighbouring vills of Hellidon, with
36 taxpayers, and Fawsley, with 44
taxpayers.117 Small villages were particularly
prone to desertion.118 The number of
properties listed in the 1428-9 rental – some
34 in Over Catesby and about 32 in
Shopes – perhaps indicates the size of the
settlements at their maximum extent,

although the dwellings may have been
occupied at different periods. In 1428-9
many were untenanted and several had fallen
down. A few years later came official
recognition of the impoverishment and
contraction suffered by the two commun-
ities. Catesby was granted a tax reduction of
almost 44 per cent, a reduction which was
some three times the national average. The
taxable quota of nearby Staverton was
reduced by just over 10 per cent, and that of
Fawsley by some 18 per cent.119 The 1524-5
subsidy reveals the poverty of Catesby at that
period. The twelve taxpayers there
contributed less than 6s, whereas at Hellidon
14 taxpayers paid 27s and over 30s was paid
by 19 taxpayers at Staverton.120 The survey of
the demesne lands of the priory made in
1536 recorded five tenements and one
cottage at Over Catesby; ‘Shopes’ was an
enclosed field of two and a half acres leased
out as pasture.121 The chronology of decline
in the two settlements can be detected in the
documentary sources. They suggest that the
factors involved were complex and differed
to some extent in each place.
The fate of Newbold is obscure. Unculti-

vated land there and at Catesby had been
leased out since 1414-15 and perhaps earlier,
but in the 1440s there were still people
living in the settlement who sold tools and
dairy products to the priory. In 1447-8 a
messuage and three virgates at Newbold
were leased to the manorial bailiff and to
John Onley, the latter of whom had rented a
messuage and pasture ground at Shopes
three years earlier. Onley surrendered the
property at Shopes in 1452-3 but he may
have continued to rent the Newbold
tenement.122 His name was destined to
become well-known in the area. The lawyer
who purchased the priory in 1537 after its
dissolution was also named John Onley, and

114. PRO, SC 2/195/3, m. 6; 195/4, m. 4d; 195/5,
m. 2.
115. PRO, SC 6/946/21; 946/24.
116. Allison, Beresford and Hunt, Deserted Villages of
Northamptonshire, 8.
117. PRO, E 179/155/31, mm. 25, 27, 28.
118. Fox, ‘People of the Wolds’, 97-100 (with
references in n. 68).

119. PRO, E 179/155/105, m. 2; W. G. Hoskins,
The Midland Peasant: The Economic and Social History of
a Leicestershire Village (London, 1957), 83.
120. PRO, E 179/155/122, mm. 3, 4.
121. PRO, E 315/399, fols. 120, 120v.
122. PRO, SC 6/946/23; 946/25; 946/26. In 1447-8
Onley sold veal to the priory, which suggests that he
used the pastures to rear livestock.



he may have been continuing a family
involvement with Catesby begun by an
ancestor two or three generations before.123
The decline of Shopes perhaps began in

the early 14th century, a period which saw
many rural settlements in retreat after
decades of expansion. We have suggested
that the settlement may have originated in
the late 12th century to serve the needs of
the priory and that its development may
have been fostered by the association with St
Edmund and the grant of a market in 1246
and of a fair two years later. However, the
saint’s cult at Catesby soon faced strong
competition from Abingdon Abbey, where a
chapel of St Edmund was founded by
Edmund earl of Cornwall in the closing
decades of the 13th century. Offerings at the
altar there exceeded £5 and £6 in 1404-5
and 1405-6, whereas offerings at the altar in
Catesby Priory a decade later amounted to
only a few shillings.124 The week-long fair
celebrating St Edmund granted to Abingdon
Abbey in 1290 probably eclipsed the three-
day event at Catesby; the latter is never
mentioned in the documents and may have
ceased to be held.125 The nine-bay almshouse
built at Shopes to accommodate pilgrims
was in 1329 converted into five cottages.126
The Monday market granted to the prioress
in 1246 had no rival markets close by. It
effectively replaced the market granted in
1224 to the lord of Fawsley for his lifetime
and it did not clash with the Wednesday
market at Daventry.127 It was evidently
functioning in 1275-6 when it was included
among the prioress’s rights, together with the

assizes of bread and ale, pillory and tumbrel,
although it was not named among the
markets to which the burgesses of
Northampton objected in that year as being
too close to their town.128 No later
documentary evidence for a market at
Catesby has been found, although the use of
the name ‘Seld’ in the 1320s could imply
commercial activity, as too could the dispute
there between a Banbury man and Hugh le
Chapman of Stanford (Northants) in 1324-
5.129 If the popularity of the cult of St
Edmund had waned by the early 14th
century and if the market failed soon
afterwards, then the decline of Shopes may
already have been underway.
The effects of the plague in 1349 are not

known – although the prioress died that year
– and no court rolls survive for the years
1350 to 1357. When they resume cases
concerning neglected holdings begin to
appear. In October 1358 four tenants of
Shopes were ordered to repair dilapidated
buildings, and each threatened with the
heavy penalty of 40d if they failed to obey.
Some years later one man’s neglect of his
holding resulted in the seizure of his goods
and chattels, consisting of a couple of metal
pots and a ‘webbe lome’. The merchant
William Smith, in contrast, took the oppor-
tunity to accumulate tenements and in 1371
acquired two additional properties. Other
men made similar acquisitions. Such multiple
holdings created problems for the future,
because tenants needed only one house and
outbuildings and would allow redundant
structures to fall into ruin through neglect.130
The decline of the settlement gathered
momentum in the closing years of the
century. Villagers showed a growing
disrespect for the boundaries between their
gardens and the open fields, and left gaps in
their fences to gain access to the land
behind; they broke down the prioress’s
hedges and carried away fuel; they took
furze from the rabbit warren by day and by
night; they heaped dung against the precinct
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wall.131 The former almshouse, converted
into five cottages in 1329, was in single
occupation by 1384. It was leased to Emma
Costantyn in 1395 for 2s a year and the
entry fine was waived.132
The decline in population had an effect

on the common bakehouse and smithy. In
1406 the bakehouse was in a dilapidated
condition and the new tenants failed to keep
it in repair; twenty years later it was being
used to dry peas; in 1428-9 it was unoccu-
pied. Mathew Smith was ordered to repair
the smithy in 1410 but by 1428-9 it had
fallen down.133 Tenants owing suit of court
fell from 23 to 14 in the early decades of the
century, and some of these men and women
were non-resident and continually failed to
attend.134 The 1428-9 rental listed over 30
cottages at Shopes, ten of them empty or

dilapidated, and named 15 tenants, six of
whom held two or more cottages. Only
three tenants had surnames recorded among
the taxpayers of 1379, and these included
Smith and Taylor. In 1444-5 nine tenants
occupied the 14 cottages that remained and
the messuage created by the amalgamation
of two others. John Onley held this messu-
age and with it the sites of seven cottages
then leased as pasture. The bakehouse, the
smithy and four other cottages lay in ruins.
Three years later the whole vill was said to
be devastata, although some rental income
was still received. In 1453-4 all the messu-
ages, cottages and shops at Shopes were in
the hands of the prioress, some dilapidated,
some collapsed and others lacking tenants.
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Figure 5: Upper Catesby church ruins in 1721 (Bridges 1791, i. p.35)



The rent received barely exceeded three
shillings.135
There is no indication that the prioress

was responsible for the desertion of Shopes.
Indeed, the exodus of the tenants may well
have created problems for the nunnery and
for the demesne farm, which found
themselves short of labour. The loss of the
local smithy, for example, meant that John
Davy of Staverton was employed to carry
out all smithing work from the late 1440s.136
In 1428-9 the priory baker lived in Shopes
but the shepherd John Withybed lived at
Over Catesby where he held half a virgate.
Twenty years later men named among the
famuli as ploughmen, cowherds and shep-
herds lived in Over Catesby. Among them
was the half-virgater John Bradwell, who
worked as a shepherd for the priory. His
employment in this capacity suggests that he
no longer cultivated all his arable land and
consequently had the time to spare.137
A rental of 1339 named some 30 tenants

at Over Catesby: two virgaters, 11 men who
each held half a virgate, at least 13 cottagers,
and two men who possibly just held some
land.138 Some twenty years later the settle-
ment was evidently beginning to experience
difficulties, with tenants repeatedly flouting
manorial customs. In October 1358, for
example, the court learned that two
daughters of one servile tenant had gone to
live in nearby Newnham, that two tenants
had ‘withdrawn’ from their holdings, and
that a third refused to grind at the manorial
mill.139 Other courts heard similar tales and
this tenant mobility meant that only three of
the surnames recorded in 1339 persisted
among the taxpayers of 1379.140 The new
surnames, however, indicate that immigrants
had arrived to take up vacant holdings,

although the newcomers proved equally
negligent, failing to maintain their houses
and fences and allowing their animals to
graze illegally. Tenants drove their animals to
Newbold; Thomas Dousyng took his cow
and sheep to the Biggin on Palm Sunday
while his neighbours were at mass; many
outsiders, including the vicar of Badby,
regularly pastured their stock on demesne
land; villagers from Newnham and Flecknoe
carted away quantities of fallen branches as
fuel.141 In 1383 the common bakehouse of
Over Catesby was untenanted and in poor
repair; a few years later John Souster
abandoned his two cottages in Church Lane
overnight, leaving rent and heriot unpaid.
The authorities responded to these
challenges with a mixture of the stick and
the carrot, demanding compliance with
court orders on occasion, but on others
waiving the entry fine or even the whole
year’s rent, and providing the timber and
thatch needed for repairs.142
The number of virgaters and half-

virgaters at Over Catesby did not alter in the
years between 1339 and 1428-9 but over the
period the majority of holdings were
transferred to different families. There are
very few instances of sons taking over from
their fathers; indeed, only two taxpayers in
1379 had surnames that were recorded
among the 13 virgaters and half-virgaters of
1428-9. Two surnames persisted among the
cottagers of Over Catesby and three among
the cottagers of Shopes. Such a transient
population did not make for stability and the
documents point to an accelerating process
of decline in the early 15th century. Tenants
exchanged properties without licence, and
ploughed up and appropriated demesne
land.143 In the years between 1428-9 and
1444-5 holdings were amalgamated; one
tenant now held two and three quarter
virgates. The number of cottages fell from
some 21 to 10, three of them held by half-
virgaters. Twenty tenants were named, of
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whom perhaps as many as 14 had been there
in 1428-9. The decays listed in 1447-8
recorded the fate of the cottages. Five had
fallen down, three had been given to half-
virgaters to mend their buildings, and one
was empty. One had been granted to the
tenant rent-free for life, and another tenant
was granted his cottage in alms. The land
attached to three of the cottages lay
uncultivated and nine selions had been
enclosed by the prioress. In 1453-4 only
eight cottages were listed among the decays;
the fate of the additional five cottages
recorded in 1447-8 had been forgotten.144
The decline in the number of cottagers
suggests that their labour was no longer so
vital to the virgaters and half-virgaters. This
reinforces the evidence provided by the
increase in the size of peasant flocks. There
was a shift from arable to pasture and fewer
men were needed.
The situation at mid century was grim, as

it was throughout England. Communities
everywhere were affected by the ‘great
slump’ of the mid-15th century, which
followed the poor harvests of the late 1430s
and which saw a decline in trade and in the
number of markets, and in grain yields and
prices.145 The worsening economic condit-
ions were compounded at Catesby by the
mismanagement revealed at the episcopal
visitation in 1442. In addition to the
scandalous tales of immoral behaviour, the
bishop heard reports of failure to find new
tenants, of ruined buildings within and
without the priory, of failure to carry out
repairs, and of lambs dying because the
sheep-cotes stood roofless.146 After the
visitation steps were taken to remedy affairs.
The prioress was suspended from office and
men appointed by the bishop took control
of the administration of the priory. Claustral
buildings and farm buildings within the

precinct were repaired and St Edmund’s Hall
was completely rebuilt at a cost of almost
£14 in 1453-4. Continual efforts were made
to keep the water mills and windmill in
working order. The priory of course
received revenues from the mills but may
also have wished to maintain the mills for
the benefit of the tenants. In 1443-4 the
windmill was entirely rebuilt and 20s was
spent on repairs to the water mills. In 1448-
9, however, the water mills were unable to
grind because of their weakened condition.
The following years saw ongoing (and
ineffective) repairs, and periods in which the
mills were untenanted. The bailiff leased the
windmill to a Staverton man for an
unknown term of years, but then ‘withdrew’
from the manor leaving affairs in a state of
confusion. In the early 1450s the mills were
once more at farm, but leases of pasture
included uncultivated land next to the
‘mylleway’ and the ‘mylleway’ itself.147
An incomplete series of rentals dating

from 1483 until 1492 reveals the situation at
Over Catesby, Shopes and Newbold after a
gap in the evidence of some thirty years.148
The only name under the heading of
Newbold was that of the gentleman
Edmund Newnham who had leased lands
and tenements there for a term of 99 years
in 1469.149 The name Shopes was recorded
only once, in an undated rental of the reign
of Henry VII, when there was mention of
the barkhouse and two or three cottages.
Other rentals noted income from Catesby
Grove, land that was evidently used as
pasture and possibly located at Shopes.
Fifteen tenants were named at Over Catesby
from 1483 until 1488, and only one property
changed hands in these years. In 1492 there
were 14 tenants, two of them new. A few
court rolls of similar date provide additional
information. In April 1480 14 jurors were
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named of whom 13 were sworn. One tenant
was presented for failing to repair his roof; a
second was given timber to repair his hall; a
third received timber to mend his sheep-
cote. A subsequent court ordered all tenants
to make boundaries around their
meadows.150 The court records were
carelessly kept in the 1480s. Most entries
related to defaulting tenants, dilapidated
buildings, neglected watercourses and
ditches, and ploughed-up headlands,
including the common balk known as the
pilgrims’ path. The authorities ordered
(ineffectually) all defects to be repaired and
made grants of timber for the work. Tenants
continued to ‘withdraw’ from the manor but
new tenants usually came forward to take
over holdings which had been vacated. The
final courts for which records survive were
held in April and October 1493. Nine jurors
were named in April and ten in October.
Four men defaulted, including the man who
had been elected constable. The holder of
two messuages and a virgate left the village,
depriving the prioress of the heriot.151
According to presentments made to the

Enclosure Commissions of 1517 the final act
of the drama took place on 5 April 1495.
The prioress, who held 10 messuages, four
cottages and 16 virgates of arable at Catesby,
on that day caused seven messuages and
cottages to be thrown down to the ground,
enclosed the land with hedges and ditches
and converted it into animal pasture. Ten
ploughs were displaced and 60 people driven
away.152 These last figures suggest that the
number of messuages involved may actually
have been ten, and it appears that the clerk
may have repeated the number in the king’s
title by mistake and written seven instead.
Nevertheless, some messuages and tenants
remained, and the assertion made by
modern historians that the prioress destroyed
all 14 houses is untrue.153 Twelve men from
Catesby contributed to the lay subsidy in

1524, although only two had a surname
recorded in the rentals of 1492.154 Six tenants
were listed in 1534-5, renting five tenements
and one cottage. Only one had a name
recorded in 1524.155
At the dissolution the demesne lands

included enclosed pastures over 250 acres in
extent, among them a close of two and a half
acres called the Shopes, and five tofts in
Catesby Town some eight acres in size.
Another 535 acres of unenclosed pasture lay
in the High Field and the tenants had rights
of common there. The demesne meadow lay
in the Nether Field and in Catesby Field,
and the demesne arable lay scattered in five
different fields. The distribution appears to
suggest that one of the two open fields had
been turned over to pasture more or less
entirely and that the second open field (the
Nether or Lower Field) remained unenclos-
ed at the time of the dissolution.156
The story of the desertion of Shopes and

the shrinkage of Over Catesby is complex
and the blame cannot be laid entirely at the
priory door. In the first half of the 15th
century successive prioresses strove hard to
preserve the two settlements, as did other
manorial lords faced with similar problems.
The courts ordered buildings to be repaired,
boundaries to be respected, animals to be
controlled, and villein tenants who had
absconded to return. There was some
mismanagement in the 1430s and 1440s but
attempts were made to remedy affairs. Many
villagers, however, chose to leave, hoping for
brighter futures elsewhere – in Daventry,
Banbury and London for example. The
cottagers were the tenants most likely to
move away and their disappearance created
labour shortages for the priory, which was
forced to employ craftsmen from other
villages: a carpenter from Boddington, a
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cooper from Everdon, and a horse-collar
maker from Maidford for example.157 There
is no evidence for an extension of sheep
grazing on the demesne in the first half of
the 15th century, although the prioresses had
close contacts with gentry families engaged
in enclosing activities, including the Catesbys
and the Knightleys.158 The prioress
suspended from office in 1442-3 was
Margaret Waver, possibly from Marston
Waver, a manor purchased by the Catesbys in
1427. Perhaps there was a connection with
Henry Waver, who emparked lands at
Cestersover (Warwickshire) in 1466.159 Even
in the late 1480s, however, the prioress was
endeavouring to keep her tenants by
providing them with timber to carry out
repairs. It would seem that the peasant
farmers of Over Catesby may have taken the
lead in the switch from arable to pasture and
that from the late 14th century onwards they

contr ibuted to the shrinkage of Over
Catesby by increasing their flocks and
renting demesne arable for use as pasture and
thus reducing the need for labour. The
priory perhaps followed their example in the
second half of the century.
Catesby lay on the Northamptonshire

Heights, an area which encompassed the
uplands of south-east Warwickshire and one
in which depopulated villages were ‘close-
packed’. In the vicinity of Southam, for
example, seven settlements were deserted
and a wide sweep of countryside was
emptied of villages.160 The three settlements
within the manor of Catesby displayed a
number of characteristics which made them
vulnerable to desertion, chief among them
perhaps the fact that they were smaller and
less wealthy than average. There were just 13
taxpayers in 1301, for example, whereas the
average number of taxpayers in Northamp-
tonshire vills which were destined to be
deserted was 18.161 Two of the settlements
were subsidiary settlements, and all three lay
close to more populous villages.162 The
process of decline may have first become
apparent at Shopes, as the popularity of the
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Figure 6: A panoramic view of Catesby enclosed landscape
(Northampton County Magazine 1 (1928) p.107)



cult of St Edmund waned and the market
failed. Population losses due to successive
outbreaks of plague undoubtedly played a
part, for it proved difficult to replace the
cottagers, and although newcomers arrived
to take up vacant agricultural holdings, they
rarely stayed for more than a generation. The
shift from arable to pasture was another
factor leading to desertion.

Conclusion
In 1537, after the dissolution, the site of the
former priory and its possessions were
purchased by John Onley, a successful lawyer
of the Inner Temple and the king’s attorney
at the Court of Augmentations, and perhaps
a descendant of the John Onley who had
rented pasture land at Shopes and at
Newbold in the mid 15th century. The later
John Onley died a few months after he
acquired the manor, but his bequest to his
wife of his store of cattle, sheep and wool at
Catesby indicates the use already made of
the pastures there. Onley had acted as an
executor for Sir William Spencer of Althorp
and evidently shared the interests of that
well-known grazier.163 It was left to Onley’s
son Edward to convert the priory into a
private house and to initiate other changes in

the landscape. These developments, together
with those of the following centuries, will be
described in Part II.
This paper has descr ibed medieval

Catesby as revealed in the documents and
has focused on the themes which are of
particular interest to the archaeologists. Their
evidence will be published in Part II, and
will include a re-survey of the earth-works,
surveys based on aerial photographs and
geophysical evidence, and a study of the
standing building. These studies of the
physical evidence may produce results which
corroborate the picture which has emerged
from the historical sources; they may suggest
a more cautious interpretation of the written
material; they may offer entirely different
conclusions. Whatever the case may be, it is
certain that they will confirm the immense
value of an inter-disciplinary project.
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shire, remnants of Salcey and Whittlewood
Forests, are not very obvious to the passing
traveller. Although extensive grubbing up
during the 19th century has diminished
their medieval extent, the woods are of
considerable interest and have a complex
history. This paper presents some of the
information obtained from a combination of
fieldwork and documentary evidence,
showing how the landscape has changed
over the last millennium.
Parts of the area are currently receiving

detailed attention from historians and
archaeologists. The Victoria County History
Trust has funded research into a volume on
the Cleyley Hundred to be published in
2002.1 A project organized by the Medieval
Village Research Group began work in
2000 studying the settlement origins of 12
parishes comprising parts of Whittlewood
Forest lying in this county and in Buck-
inghamshire.2
Forest Enterprise has been engaged in a

study of the archaeology and history of its
woodlands since 1996, and this was brought
together, in 2000, as part of a regional
programme called the Ancient Woodland
Project, which involves the restoration of
woodlands in the care of the Fineshade
Office. Salcey Forest was studied in 1996 and
the western part of Whittlewood, centred on
Hazelborough and Earls Woods, in 1999-
2000.3 The archaeological part of the study
was to record surviving earthworks and
monuments lying within the woods so that
they can be sympathetically managed and
preserved.
In 1998-9 South Northamptonshire

Council commissioned a study of part of its
district with Northamptonshire Heritage, to
map the historic landscape as recorded on
enclosure, tithe and estate maps, for dev-
elopment control and forward planning
purposes.4 My own long-term recording of
the medieval Northamptonshire landscape
was undertaken in this region mainly during
1998-2000 although Paulerspury and Hart-
well were mapped in 1973 and 1974. As well
as recording ridge and furrow and the
soilbanks that accumulated along furlong
boundaries,5 woodland coppice ramparts, and
the extent of settlements as represented by
earthworks or pottery scatters, were mapped.
The county histories by Bridges (1791)6

and Baker (1822-36) give parish manorial
descents, with some information about
woodland and enclosure. Baker has a section
devoted to the history of Whittlewood
including a perambulation made in 1299
and its identification. Whittlewood and
Salcey Forests in the 17th century are
described by Pettit (1968) and this invaluable
work gives much background information
for the 16th century.
There are two major components to the

region, the forest and the former open-field
townships lying adjacent to it. Technically
the term ‘forest’ applied to an area belonging
to the crown, often extra-parochial, to which
forest law applied. It consisted of open
spaces, deer-parks, enclosures and assarts
(woodland converted to pasture or arable) as
well as woodland with trees. The open-fields
of some parishes were also within the forest
jurisdiction.
Early settlement
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The dominant geology of the high ground
in the region is a covering of Till (boulder
clay). The River Tove and its tributaries
expose a variety of geological strata that
form good quality soils, contrasting with the
difficult heavy soils that developed on
boulder clay. Early settlement is concentrated
in the river valley and its slopes; Neolithic
sites occur in Handley Park (SP 6735 4630
c.3000BC). There are Iron Age sites
(c.300BC) and the major Roman settlement
was the walled town of Towcester lying on
the military road. Other sites were located in
the upper reaches of small valleys that
exposed limestone. Iron Age and Roman
sites are also found on the high boulder clay,
some in areas where woodland of medieval
origin was cleared in the 19th century or
later (e.g. at Wakefield SP 7284 4195 under
Sumpton Quarter; other examples are
known at Yardley Hastings). The function of
this type of Roman site is not yet clear – the
interpretation that it provides evidence that
all or large areas of the woods were grubbed
up for pasture or arable farming is probably
too simple. The sites may equally well have
been centres of woodland exploitation made
in clearings. The matter can be resolved by
studying pollen in filled waterlogged ditches
that are known to exist at many of these
settlements7 to show whether pollen from
tree, grass or arable species is present. On the
other hand, two Roman sites in Handley
Park that have yielded a few sherds of Saxon
pottery, argue for a shift in settlement pattern
and woodland extent, but these sites lie on
good soils, not marginal boulder clay. It is
not intended here to discuss further the
archaeological evidence for pre-Domesday
settlement; the most up to date data can be
obtained from the Northamptonshire Sites
and Monuments Record (SMR), but a
modern synthesis and interpretation is
needed.
In the Domesday Survey of 1086 all the

present villages were named except
Deanshanger. The high medieval settlement

pattern is, however, more fragmented than
either the Domesday evidence or modern
maps indicate. Whitfield is an example of a
single nucleated village lying at the centre of
a single township and field system, but the
irregular plans of apparently nucleated
villages like Paulerspury and Potterspury hint
at more complex origins. Silverstone has
West End detached from the main village,
and Cattle End seems to be based on
squatters’ dwellings within a forest riding, for
when Hazleborough Walk was enclosed in
1824 the road was considered to be part of
the forest.8
Wicken Hurst is another riding-type

settlement. Its origin seems to be in about
1248 when William son of Hamond assarted
14 acres of his wood in Wike and built three
cottages there.9 As well as complicated vills
and shrunken settlements sometimes now
reduced to a single farm, there were several
hamlets that are now quite deserted and only
discoverable by identifying concentrations of
medieval pottery on the ground, or hinted at
by clusters of small empty closes on maps. A
deserted village, probably called Elm Green,
laid to the south of Wicken. A linear group
of closes next to Wicken Park, is marked on
a 1717 map looking similar to another park
attached to the south-east.10 However,
fieldwork shows that nearly all the closes
once contained ridge and furrow and that in
those called Elm Green there are 13th-
century pottery sherds and other debris lying
alongside a hollow way as well as earthworks
left undisturbed in a spinney (Figure 1).
Other settlements next to the woodland

have several detached parts. At Whittlebury, a
cluster of small closes to the north-west was
called the Nether End in 1800.11 Fieldwork
shows that Furtho has three small deserted
settlements lying next to hollow ways (called
Temple End according to charter evidence)
as well as the shrunken settlement lying
around the church. Hartwell next to Salcey
is the most fragmented settlement in the
county where there were six hamlets,
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7. E.g. at an Iron Age site at Bozeat on the north-
east edge of Salcey, D. Hall ‘Pre-Roman Iron Age
Sites at Bozeat and Strixton,’ Beds. Archaeol. J. 6
(1971) 12-22.

8. NRO Maps 2898 & 2948.
9. PRO E32/64 final membrane.
10. NRO Map 5692.
11. NRO Map 6100.
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presumably formed as a result of medieval
assarting.12

Woodland
Woodland existed or had regenerated on the
claylands during the Saxon period as proved
by its presence in the Domesday Survey of
1086, which is when the first overall view of
the landscape can be compiled. Woodland
measurement units present some problems; a
square furlong is 10 acres, but larger units are
given as ‘leagues’, for which a length of 1.5
miles (12 furlongs) has been suggested for
Harlestone and elsewhere.13 Since some of
the small woods are measured in half
furlongs and perches, we can assume that
appreciable accuracy was intended (as has
been found with open-field assessments in
the county). In the case of Whittlewood,

calculations using the 1.5 mile league give an
area of woodland far in excess of that of all
the parishes involved. If a league be taken as
the woodland equivalent to a mile, then
realistic values are achieved.14
As might be expected, all the major villages

adjacent to the wood were listed as having
some of the resource. Most was claimed by
Greens Norton, to which Silver-stone and
Whittlebury were dependant chapelries. The
amounts of wood accredited to each village
are very variable. The largest amounts were
held by Passenham (640 acres), Towcester
(1,280 acres), Whitfield (560 acres), and
Greens Norton (7,680). All these manors and
vills were held by the King, so making his
woodland holding 10,160 acres. The only
other places with more than 500 acres of
wood are Silverstone (960) Wappenham
(660) and Wicken (660 acres). The grand
total is 13,410 acres or about 54 square km.
This is equivalent to a block of woodland
about 4 km wide and 13km long, which fits

Figure 1: The deserted vills of Elm Green and Dagnell in Wicken, SP 750 380.
Closes and woods are as shown on a map dated 1717 (NRO Map 5692)

12. Hall 1995, 290-1; ‘D. Hall, ‘Hartwell,
Northamptonshire, a parish survey’, CBA Group 9
Newsletter 5 (1975), 7-9.
13. D. S. Willis, The Estate Book of Henry de Bray,
c.1289-1340, (Camden Soc., 3rd ser. 27 (1916), 10; J.
H. Round, VCH 1, 280. 14. Values from Thorn and Thorn 1979.
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well into the space between Syresham and
the A5, allowing for Whistley and Handley
being detached from the main block.
It is likely, therefore, that the basis of the

medieval organization of the Forest was in
place in 1086, with the king as the major
possessor and important nearby manors
having sizeable peripheral portions. All the
wood was accounted for. Puxley became the
centre that controlled the crown’s interest in
the forest, being the main seat of the forester,
the chief woodland officer by the 12th
century.15 The Puxley return in 1086
probably included Deanshanger, which is
not then mentioned by name. There had
been a general movement of the seats of the
large estates to the woodland. Thus Puxley
and Wakefield were new centres replacing
the royal manor at Passenham, and Yardley
Hastings, in Salcey Forest, became a new
centre of the estate of Countess Judith,
moved from Earls Barton.
The main block of Whittlewood had

detached parts; Whistley at the west and
Handley at the north lying between
Towcester and Abthorpe. Whittlewood was
separated from the western edge of Salcey
Forest by the River Tove. There was also a
detached part of Salcey with contiguous
woods lying in Courteenhall, Roade,
Blisworth, Stoke Bruerne, Easton Neston,
Tiffield and Gayton.
Medieval woodland was divided into

discrete blocks, later called coppices, ranging
in area from about 30-80 acres. Between the
coppices were access routes and spaces called
ridings and plains (Figure 2). The coppice
system was a carefully planned method of
managing the forest for both hunting and
timber production. The ridings and wide
plains were suitable for chasing and hunting
deer, leaving coppices as reserves for
underwood and timber, their fenced
ramparts being used to exclude deer in the
early stages of natural regrowth after felling.
Thus both timber production and hunting
could be effectively accommodated in the
same forest.
Coppices were cut in rotation after about

21 years growth, then enclosed for 7 years to
keep out common cattle and deer. Each
coppice was protected with a fence placed
on the surrounding bank. Some banks had
permanent hedges in parts, and others were
topped with a ‘dead hedge’ – a fence made
of tree loppings. Swine were not normally
allowed to common. Cattle over the limit
were impounded and fined by the foresters.
Common cattle from open-field villages
could feed with deer in the open plains and
ridings, but not in other open areas called
lawns, which were fenced off for the
exclusive use of deer and the cattle of forest
officers.
The precise date for this arrangement is

not easily assigned. Woodland was certainly
‘managed’ at an early date because the first
known record of the name, Whitlewuda, in
about 1130, mentions forest officers.16
Rackham has suggested the 13th century for
the coppice system17 and this accords well
with the growth of population and likely
pressure on woodland as open-fields
expanded. Assarting in the 13th century is
well recorded, for example, in 1249,
woodland near Puxley and Shrob, along
with much other, was destroyed.18 This is
probably the origin of the closes lying west
of the Deanshanger to Puxley road.
The earliest Whittlewood coppice-name

is loggecopis (Lodge Coppice in Hazelborough)
in 1367. At Oundle in Rockingham Forest,
the coppice system was clearly described in
1360, when a ditch and hedge were placed
around Hill Wood to exclude Glapthorn
village herd from entering for seven years.19
The wood was not then called a coppice,
and it may well be that the word ‘coppice’
was not used before the 14th century,
coppices merely being called ‘woods’.
Thirteen Whittlewood coppice names are
recorded at an early date without the
appellation ‘coppice’, and it is possible that
since so many of the names are the same,
then the fully developed system, as mapped
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16. G. R. Elvey, Luffield Priory Charters, NRS Vol.
22 (1968) 16.
17. O. Rackham, A History of the Countryside, 1987.
18. PRO E32 64 final membrane.
19. Society of Antiquaries MS 60, f 258d.15. Baker 1836, ii, 74.



in 1608, was in operation, by the 13th
century and possibly earlier (Table 1). The
existence of the bailiwick of Wakefield and
of name Hazelborough in 1220 suggests that
these walks were already established, and
likely, therefore, so was the whole system.
Fieldwork in all the woods reveals the

banks of the coppices. They agree well with
various forest maps of Whittlewood and

Salcey crown woods and with a map of
Yardley Chase. There are also additional
banks showing modifications of the
coppices. Woods without early maps had
similar arrangements, e.g. Earls Wood had
coppice banks and ridings; Bucknell Wood
was divided into two parts by a bank and
ditch (details are mapped in the woodland
reports but are not visible on the regional
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Figure 2: The medieval riding between East and West Waterslade Coppices at
Wakefield (1999), SP 742 435

Woods in crown woods later called coppices
Asswell wood 1220
Birchenhoe 1220
Blakehegges 1287 
Fernyleye 1365 
Ferthing c.1300 
Foxholes al moncks 1365
Grubhill, grobihill 1337
Loggecoppis 1367 
Longhegge 1383
Nottewode 1373, nottepokesle wood c.1290
Scrob 1220, Pokeslescrob 1221 
Smallydene 1287
Weteley 1287 

Walks
Handley, Hanle 1200, park 1229

Heselbur 1220
Wacafeld 1086, landia de Wakefeld 1220,
Bailliva de Wakefeld 1337 

Seigneurial woods
Erleswode [Brackley]1285
Litley [Brackley] 1299
Mary wode [Biddlesden] 1220 
Monkeswode [Silverstone] c.1300
Prosthey [Astwell]1316
Shortegrave [Radstone]1286
Waldis deWappenham 1220 
Le fryht in bosco de Wappenham 1287 
Wildwode [Wappenham] 1391
Wisselai [Brackley] 1200

Source, Gover et al 1933

Table 1. Early Whittlewood names



plans, below).
A complete redesigning of coppice banks

occurred at the northern part of Salcey.
Underlying the medieval coppices is another
set of banks that seem to make up an earlier
stage of the lawn with other linear divisions
(Figure 3). A 12th-century date is possible.
Two large ringworks at the south of Salcey,
previously interpreted as Iron Age structures,
are more likely to be medieval pounds,
judged from their remarkable state of
preservation; they are similar to two large
wood-edge pounds known at Harring-
worth.20
Some of the lawns and plains have very

ancient large veteran oaks (Figure 4). In the
former coppice called Open Ridges lying
next to Wakefield Lawn, large trees were not
harvested, and in 1790 the Duke of Grafton

commented in their beauty and prevented
them being cut down for navy timber.21
Pettit gives details of the forest administr-

ation.22 It was in the charge of a warden or
master forester, and Puxley was granted as a
residence in about 1175.23 It continued
appurtenant to the forester until at least
1415. The Office descended to the Dukes of
Grafton. Baker details other lesser officers;
the steward had general charge, the verderers
were judicial officers who presided over
forest courts, called the swanimotes. The
forester or keeper preserved the game and
the woodward was in charge of the timber.
Baker discussed early boundary descrip-

tions and gives in full that of 1299 with the
then modern identification.24 The southern
part of this perambulation can be further
identified from names recorded on the maps
recently studied (using Baker’s version of the
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Figure 3: Plan of early coppice and lawn banks at Salcey, SP 795 520

21. NRO G4116/7.
22. Pettit 1968, 18-33.
23. Baker 1836, ii, 74.
24. Baker 1836, ii, 74-5

20. Hall 1995, 15; throughout Northamptonshire
woodlands the state of preservation of pre-medieval
sites is very poor and they can rarely be identified,
even though adjacent arable fields contain identified
Iron Age and Roman sites.
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names, which are probably corrupt). The
Forest included Passenham parish and began
at Stony Stratford bridge, followed the Ouse,
proceeding between the fields of Great
Denshanger and Little Denshanger to the
Portwey (A422) and across the portway
between Kyngesbarwe and Wykebarwe
(possibly two barrows, hence the 1717 name
of ‘Dagnell mount field’25). This is the
township boundary between Wicken and
Deanshanger and so ‘Little Denshanger’
seems to be Dagnell. The perambulation
continued between the king’s demesne
wood (the Forest north-east of the Kings
Riding) and the wood of John Dyve
(Wicken Woods) to Byrchenegrene alias
Sutfield Green. It then follows the southern
boundaries of the Forest enclosure maps26
referring to Farthing Coppice Corner,

Chapel Green, through the middle of
Luffield Priory, along Hynewode riding.
Henwood is marked on the southern edge
of the 1827 Hasleborough map next to
Luffield civil parish … along langelesyks (a
brook) between Marywode and Haselberwe to
Litelheybrigge. Mary Wood is now partly
pulled up but some coppice banks survive.
Near to the Green Man is the corner of
Litley Close mapped in 176327 … between
the king’s demesne wood (pastures east of
King’s Hill) and the fee of Winchester (Litley
closes and Earls Wood belonging to
Brackley) … by a ditch to Lurtebrokbrigge
(this is a misspelling of sartebrok that runs
under the A 43 east of the Syresham
turn) … and from ‘Lurtebrok’ including the
grange of Kyngeshull…
Parks
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Figure 4: A veteran oak at Open Ridges near Wakefield Lawn (1999), SP 7290
4247. In the background are ancient unharvested trees of Smalladine Coppice

25. NRO Map 5692.
26. NRO Map 2910 & Map 2898. 27. NRO Map 5426.



Around the woodland edges were various
deer parks – medieval enclosures excluded
from forest jurisdiction and used primarily
for hunting deer, although they often
contained coppices. Parks were surrounded
by large ramparts often with internal ditches,
intended to keep deer confined within.
Steane28 has listed some of them and there is
information published by Pettit (1968), as
well as data in the county histories.
Grafton had a fairly small medieval park.

Hartwell Park was also small, only 25 acres in
extent (lying at the north of the later
enlarged park). No medieval park in
Potterspury has been identified, but a park is
mentioned in the 1299 forest perambulation. 
Paulerspury Park had medieval origins,

the old and new parks being united with
200 acres of fields and woods in 1409.29 The
1409 enlargement can be seen as a straight
line and 1947 aerial photographs show that
it cuts across ridge and furrow.30 The small
earlier parks are identifiable from curving
hedge lines. A survey made in 1541, noted
that there were 176 deer in two closes. In
four coppices there were 80 acres of wood
(at 18 feet to the perch); the coppices were
called Blakethycke (21 acres, with
underwood 50 years old), Hawksnest (14
acres, 6 years), Asshe Coppice (12 acres, 2
years) and Barre Coppice (21 acres, 50 years
old). Asshe Coppice had 440 large (standard)
trees in it, and Hawksnest 560 trees. There
were also 354 acres of pasture and meadow,
as well as another 24 acres of wood outside
of the park.31
Wicken park, created in 1289, lies on the

southern edge of Whittlewood Forest.32 It
was surrounded by a large rampart, much of
which survives. Ramparts of three small
separate internal coppices survive and an
early lodge stands near the present House.
Wicken Wood was part of the Forest until

granted away in 1639.33 In 1608 and 1717
the woodland was more extensive than now
and stretched into parts of Buckingham-
shire.34 Handley and Whistley have park
characterisitics; Handley was often called a
park and Whistley has a large surrounding
rampart with an internal ditch (Figure 5).
Free chace in it had been granted in 1329.35

Open fields
The open-field townships were primarily
once arable, divided into intermixed strips of
which now only a few survive as ridge and
furrow. They mirror the settlements; -
Whitfield and Helmdon are nucleated
villages with extensive two- and three- field
systems of Midland type.36 At the other
extreme are the hamlets of Hartwell; a
survey of 1605 refers to several properties in
different ends and 11 fields are named, the
most recorded anywhere in the county. No
farm had land in all the fields and presum-
ably each settlement had a small part of the
township adjacent to it.37
Some parishes contained more than one

township. Paulerspury had Heathencote
township and fields at the north, and the
main block was divided into two townships,
probably called Pury End and Plumpton
End. These are not clearly identifiable until
late; Plumpton End, in which the Duke of
Grafton had land, has a field book and map
of 1728.38 A terr ier of 1737 for both
townships shows that the Duke had no land
in the three separate western fields of Pury
End.39 The glebe was confined to Plumpton
End only.
Wicken vill once consisted of two manors

and parishes separated by a brook, but
probably these always shared a single
township and field system. A terrier of
Wicken demesne made in 1658 excludes
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28. J. M. Steane, ‘The medieval Parks of Northamp-
tonshire’, Northamptonshire Past and Present, 5 (1975)
211-234.
29. Pettit 1968, 14n.
30. Copies of the 1946-7 national RAF survey are
held in NRO, Box X80.
31. PRO E315 419 fols..3-8.
32. Baker 1836, ii, 252.

33. NRO H(W)1 & 42.
34. NRO Map 4210 and Map 3145.
35. Baker 1822, i, 587.
36. Whitfield had three fields recorded in 1633
(NRO Glebe); Helmdon had two fields in 1530 with
a large demesne (Magdalen College, Oxford, Estate
Records CP8/30).
37. PRO LR2 201.
38. NRO G1631, G439.
39. NRO Femor-Hesketh Box C VIII.



Dagnall, but glebe land was distributed in
both Wicken and Dagnell fields, so
establishing Dagnell as a separate township.
Ground to the north was formerly wood
according to stocking names, and did not
belong to Wicken manor nor contain glebe
land.40 Elm Green was probably worked in
with the fields of Wicken.
Cosgrove and Furtho formed a single

township; although each had a church the
parishes were intermixed, as proved by an
analysis of furlong names. Kenson Field,
lying south-west of the A5 opposite
Potterspury, was part of the township and
probably was, in early times, a piece of
woodland, being a larger Brownswood.
There were three fields from c.1290 in 1364
and in 1418.41
Townships neighbouring woodland had

rights of common in the forest and the way
of entry for each parish was called the
‘stallage’, which was usually a wide drove or
riding. Around Whittlewood there were 18

townships that had common rights, those
immediately adjacent were called ‘in towns’;
Whittlebury, Potterspury and Yardley
Gobion, Passenham and Deanshanger,
Whitfield, and Silverstone. Townships lying
farther away with rights were called ‘out
towns’; Alderton, Grafton Regis, the
Lillingstones, Paulerspury, Slapton, Syresham,
Wappenham and Wicken.
Figure 6 shows the Whittlewood area

landscape in about 1200. It has been
reconstructed by showing all the woodland
indicated on a map of 160842 and adding to
it closes with ‘assart’ names, and also all those
with other names suggesting they were once
wood, such as ‘stocking’. Some closes
without these name forms have coppice
shapes and lie near to assarts – examples
occur at Silverstone and Puxley. Greens were
also probably once woodland. It can be seen
that the area of woodland was very large
according to this reconstruction.
Changes in the landscape since 1500
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Figure 5: The outer boundary of Whistley Wood (1998), SP 614 515

40. NRO H(W) 77; Glebe terriers in Box X604;
terrier in stockings H(W) 67.
41. Respectively NRO F X 1, F X 19, F X 42.

42. NRO Map 4210, Grafton copy, c.1727, of a
map made for a 1608 crown survey, see O. F. Brown
and G. J. Roberts, Passenham, 1973, 229.
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Many changes took place in the Middle
Ages. During the middle of the 14th century
and later, the population was reduced by the
Black Death. This meant that many very
small settlements were no longer viable and
were reduced to single farms, such as Shaw
in Stoke Bruerne and the hamlets of
Hartwell; others were completely deserted,
Temple End in Furtho, Nether End in
Whittlebury and Elm Green in Wicken.
Larger places were also reduced in

population. The valuers of the lands of
Laurence Paveli at Paulerspury found, in
1349, that the manor laid ‘for the most part
uncultivated by reason of the pestilence’.43
An outbreak of plague was recorded at
Silverstone in 1403; a court roll lists 12
names out of a total of 37 people who
should have appeared but who had died.44
Such severe reduction of population meant
that there were not enough people to
plough all the arable strips, and many lands
were left as permanent pasture. Some lands
were enclosed with hedges, especially near to
woods or next to villages.
Such conditions made it easier for

landlords to enclose open fields. From the
end of the 15th century there was a
movement to enclose whole parishes and
convert arable to pasture for profitable
sheep-rearing. Astwell and Nether Radstone
were enclosed in the mid 16th century, both
being much reduced in size and nearly
deserted.45
An area around Furtho village, mainly

demesne, the manorial home farm, was
enclosed in 1571-2. The closes involved can
be determined from Furtho Tithe Map.46 It
is called Furtho parish, but it is neither parish
nor township. The parish boundary against
Passenham ran down the A547 and so

included the northern part of Old Stratford.
After Furtho enclosure, Cosgrove main-
tained three fields, land being equally
distributed between them in 1578.48 The
western part called Kenson Field was
enclosed with Potterspury and was mapped
in 1776. Brownswood (already grubbed up),
was mapped on Cosgrove Tithe in 1841.49
Since total enclosure, varying parish
boundaries between the two places have
been devised, but they have no ancient
validity. The only other place with a large
area of enclosure before the 18th century
was Grafton. This seems to have been done
along with the formation and enlargement
of the Whittlewood deer parks made by
Henry VIII (see below).
Early enclosures were of doubtful legality,

but conditions changed in the 18th century
when enclosure was sanctioned by private
Acts of Parliament, often made with the
intention to improve mixed farming. Most
of the remaining parishes were enclosed in
this manner, but private enclosure occurred
at Upper Radstone and Wicken in 1736-40
and 1756-7.50
Many additions were made to deer parks

during the early 16th century, which was a
different form of enclosure. Astwell Park was
newly created by Thomas Shirley, being
complete by 1560 and licensed by Elizabeth
I in 1564. James Fawkener of Syresham
made the park pales, using 20 oaks from
Paulerspury Park and 60 more oaks from
elsewhere. In 1564 William Compton,
Marquess of Northampton ‘with his bucke
houndes did kyll three buckes & his
compaigne killed on[e] bucke which saied 4
buckes were killed in Astwell Park’.51 On the
death of William Compton’s father in 1528,
Yardley Hastings Woods and Chase (part of
Salcey Forest), formerly crown property,
were regarded as a private woods.52 In 1565
the park and woods extended to 603 acres
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43. Cal. Inqu. Post Mortem 9 (1916) 189.
44. NRO XYZ 1390 m1.
45. Astwell, Leicestershire Record Office, Ferrers
Collection 860; Nether Radstone was drawn as
enclosed on a map showing Astwell Park and dated
before 1595 (NRO photostat 1026, refers to the ‘earl
of Darby’, the last earl in possession of Brackley estate
died in 1594 (Baker 1822, 564-5)). Radstone ‘gate’
(i.e. through a hedge) is mentioned in c.1550
(Magdalen College Estate Records 75/25)).
46. NRO F IV 1-18; Tithe Map T2, 1850.

47. From the Cosgrove Enclosure Award description
1767, NRO Enclosure Enrolment Volume B.
48. NRO ZB 5/3.
49. NRO Map 4214; Brownswood T 24.
50. NRO Radstone Glebe terriers; H(W) 62, 65.
51. Leicestershire Record Office, Ferrers Collection
679.



with more woods in Denton, adjacent.53
In 1532, Grafton medieval park was

enlarged by Henry VIII to about 1000 acres.
It took in 76 acres from Grafton open fields
and 70 acres from Alderton.54 It also
included Plumpark in Paulerspury, and laid
next to Potterspury Park.55 The new park
formed a large rectangle and has slight
boundary banks on the north, but more
substantial ones near Plumpark, 3m wide
without a ditch (SP 7350 4574). At the
south-east, the boundary is formed by a large
rampart. The new lodge was the present
Grafton Lodge Farm. Potterspury Park was
enlarged in 1537 when it extended to 150
acres (Pettit 1968, 14n). Fieldwork
identification of furlong soil banks shows
that it was mostly taken out of the open
fields of Potterspury.
Hartwell Park was also enlarged in 1532

by Henry VIII.56 It took in the small
medieval park and three small medieval
settlements (one of them being converted to
a lodge) and ridge and furrow of the open-
fields around them, cutting across the lands.
The rampart is slight.
Stoke Park was made in 154157 as another

part of Henry VIII’s emparking scheme.
Stoke wood, alias Shaw Wood, was enclosed
in 127058; it is surrounded by a rampart and
has no ridge and furrow within it. It was
taken into a new park along with the
deserted settlement of Shaw and its ridge
and furrow fields. The park rampart is slight.
A different type of enclosing activity

occurred with Puxley open-fields (the
furlong boundaries of which were observed
by fieldwork); they were incorporated into a
‘lawn’ next to Shrob that is marked on the
1608 map. No date has yet been discovered
for this event, but it was probably yet another
of Henry VIII’s enlargement of parks which,
as seen at Hartwell, Potterspury and Stoke
Bruerne, often took in open-field land. The

remainder of Puxley was entirely enclosed
by the time of a Duchy of Lancaster survey
in 1566.59 But in 1356 Thomas Forester of
Pouksley had a yardland (15 acres of arable)
and ‘the fields of Pokesle’ were referred to in
1413,60 proving there had been open field
land, in contrast to Wakefield where the
lawn was a true forest lawn with no open
fields.
All this vigorous emparking and enclosing

activity can be seen as a piece of large-scale
estate management made to improve
hunting. The key was the enlarged Hartwell
Park, with is odd, unusual linear shape. Along
with the Grafton enclosures, it formed a
connecting link between Salcey and
Whittlewood Forests. Hence there was an
unbroken tract of forest, parks and enclosures
from King’s Hill near Syresham to Horton
woods (13 miles), available for hunting
without any interruption by open fields.
During the 17th century and after, the
crown lost or disposed of all the parks, but
the whole area remained enclosed as pasture.
Grafton Park, 1020 acres, had only 137 acres
of arable in 1721,61 but, exceptionally,
Handley Park was disparked and converted
to arable in the mid 17th century where
ridge and furrow can still be seen. At the
time of disparkment its 892 acres contained a
lawn and 10 coppices.62
The Forests, too, did not escape enclo-

sure. The rights of various landowners,
lessees, officers, and the commoning rights of
neighbouring villages were so complex that
the crown decided to enclose Whittlewood
and Salcey. That is, to allot various parts to
each person or authority having claims, to be
held separately and privately without any
common rights. This followed what had
been going on in neighbouring open-field
parishes. It was achieved for Whittlewood in
two stages, acts being passed in 1824 and
1853, when plots were settled on the
interested parties as freeholds.63 As a result,
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52. VCH iv 1937, 298.
53. NRO Compton Catalogue no.247; Map 4155
(1760).
54. Pettit 1968, 14n.
55. NRO Map 4211, YZ 8943 (1721).
56. Pettit 1968, 14n.
57. Idem.
58. Baker 1836, ii 241.

59. PRO DL 43 8/6a.
60. Cal. Inq. Post Mortem x (1921) no. 325; NRO
F.III. 47.
61. NRO YZ 8943.
62. NRO G4276.
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large areas of woodland allotted to private
owners were grubbed up and converted to
arable, mostly in the 1860s. Parts of
Hazelborough near King’s Hill were
grubbed up soon after enclosure in 1824,
since they are recorded as arable fields in
1846.64 Only the main south-western block
of Salcey Forest remained with the crown in
the 19th century. It was enclosed in 1824,
and as with Whittlewood, large amounts
were grubbed up in the middle of the
century. 
Figure 7 shows the landscape of the

Whittlewood region in 1725. Only Nether
Radstone (the eastern half of Radstone
parish), Astwell and Falcutt, Easton Neston
and most of Grafton were enclosed. There
were more clusters of enclosures in the
open-field parishes than is normal in other
parts of the county, marking the presence of
hamlets. Enclosure was completed with
Stoke Bruerne in 1840 and the eastern part
of Whittlebury Forest around Wakefield in
1853. The woodland pulled up in the 19th
century is indicated on Figure 7. These
activities created the landscape mapped by
the Ordnance Survey in the 1880s, which
remained substantially unchanged until the
1960s.
From the results presented above it can be

seen that a combination of evidence from
fieldwork and historical sources helps
interpret the landscape and the way it
changed over the centuries. Fieldwork for
places without maps reveals open-field
patterns and the woodland coppice network.
Early maps fill in details of coppice banks
destroyed in the 19th century, most of which
disappear without trace. Ground survey
demonstrated an early stage of the Salcey
coppice system and proved the existence of
long forgotten open fields at Puxley. Only
maps show the exact state of early land use
and the whereabouts of township boun-
daries at a particular time and written
surveys provide details of open-field
holdings. The collection of map data for a
large area brings out the regional pattern of

development, and illustrates such events as
Henry VIII’s extension of the park system, in
a way that a single parish study cannot do.
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became a tunnel under the Great North
Road at St Martin’s, isolating a block of
seven tenements on the north-west down to
Church Street. One of these, Number 56,
was recorded in 1827 by William Twopeny
(Figure 1). He shows a broad canted bay
carried through two floors with a blind,
shaped gable above; generous kneelers with
finials and a third at the cresting. The
original five-light fenestration with mullions
and ‘diamond-leaded’ glass is above but
an18th-19th century sash replacement
below.
There are two areas of inserted carved

stone, between the windows and in the blind
gable. Figure 2 shows a lozenge bearing the
letter MP above and the date 1670 below;
the superior angle of the lozenge is lost.
Such was the accuracy of Twopeny’s pencil

that at tenfold magnification the date can be
read on the drawing. Figure 3 is an armorial
shield enclosed by a wreath. It demonstrates
a truncated form of the arms of Deyncourt
(‘azure a fess dancetty between ten billets
or’). Here, the fess dancetty has been reduced
to one chevron and the ten billets reduced
to three; a rose, surmounted by a crown as
seen in the second and third quarters, is the
badge of England. The wreath round the
shield is of a kind used decoratively in this
way from about the middle of the 16th
century.
A builder from Collyweston, John

Roberts, bought and re-façaded 54 and 55
(Figure 1) and at his death in 1891 owned
the whole block of tenements down to
Church Street. Shortly before his death, he
rebuilt 56 St Martin’s, using a stone said to
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Figure 1: Number 56, St Martins, by William Twopeny in 1827
(by kind permission of the Department of Prints and Drawings, British Museum)



have been supplied by railway excavations as
Bath stone.1 The two carved stones were
reinserted into the new building of 1890 ex
situ, that shown in Figure 3 on the street
façade and that of Figure 2 into a re-entrant
wing to the north-west.
The lozenge with the letters MP can be

explained as follows. An abstract of title of
1823 states that the property was once the
Elephant Inn and purchased by John Peake
from Zachary Pollard. The Inclosure Act
awards give John Peake as owner in 1796.
The deeds of 55 St Martin’s state that in
1795 Maurice Pollard was the freeholder of
No. 56.
A further reference to the Pollard family

before 1796 concerns Antonio Verrio’s
employment at Burghley (1685-97) when
he painted ceilings and walls in the five
staterooms of the south range and elsewhere.
Irascible and improvident, a great eater and
drinker, when in funds he lived it up at the
George Inn, 100 yards from the Elephant.
Some of the bills survive: sturgeon,
anchovies, pheasants and woodcock, lark and

pigeon pies washed down with ‘red port’ by
the dozen.
He was a sore trial for the Earl’s trusted

steward (accountant) who had to act as his
banker, doling out payment (he worked to a
contract, £200-£500 a room) so that each
contract was subject to a time limit, when
perhaps he finished up a few shillings to the
good. When he was on the rocks, he retired
to a hedge-tavern, The New Inn, on the
drovers’ sunken road near the park.2 In 1691,
the steward was allowing part payments on
Verrio’s behalf of a £21 bill submitted by
Mary Pollard, ‘wife of Maurice Pollard’ for
‘board and chamber’ over one and a half
years for Verrio’s maid. Verrio was cursed
with a pair of sons who were improvident
wastrels and came to England pledging his
credit at the George, The New Inn and also
the Elephant where they stayed for 17 weeks
and stabled their horses, increasing the bill
arrears to £53.3 The Pollards were an
ancient Stamford family and probably used
Maurice as a forename for the eldest son and
heir, hence ‘MP’ was placed on the house
they built or refurbished in 1670.
The Deyncourt amorial shield is more

difficult to explain. Curiously, there is a
connection between Stamford and the
Deyncourt armorials but it only dates from
1831. The mounting national pressure for
parliamentary reform was reflected in
Stamford by increasing organisation of the
Whigs who made unsuccessful attempts to
capture one of the two rotten borough
Tory controlled parliamentary seats from
1801. In 1830 the Whig committee mem-
bers were casting about for a suitable
candidate for a by-election and approached
Charles Tennyson who was considering a
contest at Lincoln. Surprisingly, he accepted
the Stamford invitation but with only a
fortnight to run his campaign, Tennyson
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2. It was brought into the Park in 1796 after the St
Martin’s Baron Inclosure Award. Also see William
Murray’s 1773 map of the Lordship (Exeter MSS).
3. Verrio eventually rid himself of both by purchas-
ing passes and shipping them off abroad. Jean Baptista,
the elder, served as a captain in James II’s army in
Ireland, being taken prisoner at Drogheda in 1690,
but was released at the intervention of King 

1. Information from A. Ireson. The stone was soft
and porous and spalled and rotted after a few years.
The Burghley Estate Office complex north of Church
Street (61-64) was built in the same stone by another
Stamford Mason, J. B. Corby.

Figure 2: Ex situ plaque on canted
bay showing date 1670 and MP

(EMAP via C. J. Cadman)



failed to gain a seat. Nine months later, at the
general election of 1831 he succeeded with
the able Joseph Parkes, a Radical lawyer, who
ran his campaign from the Stamford Hotel
in St Mary’s Street, newly built as a Whig
political headquarters. Charles Tennyson
(1784-1861) was a barrister with long
parliamentary experi-ence. He was the

younger son of George Tennyson of Barons
Manor, North Lincoln-shire, who, for a
‘caprice’ disinherited his eldest son George
Tennyson, who became rector of Somerby.4
The elder George died in 1835 and Charles
inherited a large fortune. An incurable
Romantic, he legally assumed the name of
Deyncourt on a somewhat tenuous link
with ancestors who boasted a royal descent.
Without hesitation, he embarked upon a
continued frenzy of building, investing his
father’s simple Regency villa with a Gothic
hall, curtain walls, tower, moat and
drawbridge and even a vast ruined keep by
1842. It was aband-oned soon after his death
and remained an attractive ruin on the west
side of the Lincolnshire Wolds until 1965.
However, Charles Deyncourt’s irruption

into Stamford’s political scene came 160
years after the shield of Deyncourt armorials
appeared on 56, St Martin’s. Perhaps some
forgotten Herald’s Visitation will supply the
answer to this riddle.
Introduction
Thorpe Hall, Peterborough, a prominent
house one mile to the west of the Cathedral
is today owned by the Sue Ryder Foundation
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Figure 3: The now ex situ plaque
from the blind gable showing the

Deyncourt armorials
(EMAP via C. J. Cadman)

4. The fourth son of George Tennyson was Alfred,
Lord Tennyson, the poet.



50

and functions as a hospice and palliative care
unit. The house (Figure 1) overlooks the
‘village’ of Longthorpe where it was built in
the mid-17th century for Oliver St John,
Lord Chief Justice to Oliver Cromwell and
his new wife, a cousin of Cromwell. Its
Dutch/Italian style is typical of the period and
it now survives as one of the best preserved
Cromwellian houses in England.
This article concerns the short period in

the history of Thorpe Hall between its
purchase by William 4th Earl Fitzwilliam
(Figure 2) in 1791 and its sale by his son,
Charles, 5th Earl, in about 1850. During
much of this period it was used as a private
school, details of which have never
previously been published.
The present story emerged while

investigating the origins of my mother’s
great grandfather, the Reverend E. C. F.
Jenkins (1807-1881) who, for 47 years, was
vicar of Billinghay, Lincolnshire in the gift of
Earl Fitzwilliam. Before E. C. F. Jenkins went
to Trinity College, Cambridge, the records
showed that he was educated at Thorpe
Hall, Peterborough.1 Furthermore, there
emerged an almost forgotten family tradition
of a close connection between the Jenkins
and Fitzwilliam families which might be
worth further investigation. The Fitzwilliam
archives in the Northampton-shire Record
Office (NRO) revealed many letters from
Edward Jenkins, headmaster of Thorpe Hall
school and father of the Rev. E. C. F. Jenkins.
Many of the letters were addressed to the
4th Earl and show a close fr iendship
between these two men. Others were
addressed to the 5th Earl and from all of
them it has been possible to reconstruct the
active period from about 1804 to 1829
when Thorpe Hall flourished as a successful
academy for the sons of well-to-do and
aristocratic families. The letters provide a

useful source of names including those of
the pupils and assistant masters at Thorpe
and their content spans the range of human
interests from gossip to erudition.
It appeared from one of Edward’s letters2

that he may have been educated at Wadham
College, Oxford and the University records
confirmed this,3 as well as revealing his place
of birth in France in the small town of
Vermenton, Yonne, in the region of
Burgundy.
All Edward Jenkins’ letters to the 4th and

5th Earls Fitzwilliam are written in a
confidently mature style and some of them
are in fluent French, in support of the idea
that his education was shared between
France and England. The baptismal records
at Auxerre show that Edward was born in
the autumn of 1768.
The last complete year of the 4th Earl

Fitzwilliam’s European Grand Tour was
1768 and the summer and autumn was a
time of some maternal disapproval of the
young Earl’s behaviour, as her letters to him
clearly demonstrate. The paths of Edward
and the Earl seem to have been inextricably
linked from this time.

The School at Thorpe Hall
Edward Jenkins and his wife, Sarah, lived in
this splendid house with their family of five
children, most of whom appear to have been
born there. As well as being their family
home, the house was used as a school in
which Edward prepared boys for entry to
Eton and other public schools. Some pupils
remained at Thorpe until it was time to go
directly to university. As a case in point,
Edward’s eldest son and a fellow pupil,
Henry Prittie, went together to Trinity

Thorpe Hall School, Peterborough

A. R. CONSTABLE

1. Crockfords Clerical Directory.

2. Letter from Edward Jenkins to 4th Earl
Fitzwilliam 19th July 1833, Northamptonshire
Record Office (NRO).
3. Foster’s Alumni Oxonienses and the Registers of
Wadham College compiled by R. B. Gardiner.



College Cambridge in 1825. In a letter to
Prittie’s father Edward wrote, ‘I parted with
Henry and my son Edward (18yrs old) last
night in the Cambridge coach… I shall be
much disappointed if they have not
apartments in College…’4
Thorpe Hall is about one and half miles

to the East of Milton (Figure 3), the
principal estate of the Fitzwilliam family,
within easy walking and easier r iding
distance. Fitzwilliam began negotiating its
purchase towards the end of 1789 following
the death of the previous owner, Sir John
Bernard (sometimes Barnard), in January of
that year. There was considerable delay in
making the purchase and the house deeds
were only transferred to Fitzwilliam some
two years later in 1791.5
It is not known why the Earl purchased

Thorpe Hall when he did, apart from the
mere chance of there being a property for
sale sufficiently close to Milton to add to his
estates. During its 59 years of ownership by
the Fitzwilliam family, Thorpe Hall was used

only as a school and as the Jenkins’ family
home from about 1804 to 1829. Before
1804, and after 1829 the house appears to
have remained largely unused and, when
finally sold in 1850, there were many broken
windows and much interior damage had
been done by the main occupants of the
house, bats.6
The Earl had no special educational

leanings, and yet he provided the establish-
ment for Edward Jenkins to set up his
successful academy. It is possible to see from
Jenkins’ letters to Fitzwilliam and others that
he took his work as a teacher very seriously.
Whether preparing for Eton or university,
the boys at Thorpe followed a broad
curriculum and Edward’s wife, Sarah, also
participated in their education. In a letter to
Fitzwilliam’s son, Viscount Milton, about the
progress of William Cavendish (the 8 year
old future 7th Duke of Devonshire) Edward
wrote, ‘Little Cavendish does marvellously
well and is making progress in his
studies … he is a little inclined to be
mischievous … he takes part in games. He
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4. Jenkins to Mr.Prittie 17, October 1825. NRO.
5. Purser, Audrey, Thorpe Hall, 1994, Sue Ryder
Home, Thorpe Hall. pp.42-43. 6. Purser, Audrey, Op.Cit. p. 46.

Figure 1: Thorpe Hall (Photograph by John Sandall 1994)



understands Latin, Greek and French and
also writes verse … He is also learning
arithmetic and writing from a handwriting
tutor. He studies geography and history etc
etc with Mrs Jenkins’.7 The boys also studied
astronomy and the botanical sciences, played
cricket and other outdoor games and, on
their walks in the surrounding countryside,
were encouraged to gather and identify
plants. Jenkins was himself a serious student
of horticulture and botany and passed on his
knowledge to the boys.
What might have motivated the Earl to

undertake this educational enterprise? To try
to answer this question a careful search was
undertaken for any intimate connections
there may have been between William and
Edward, the Earl and the teacher.

The Earl and the Teacher
In the diaries of Charles, 5th Earl Fitz-
william,8 there is a special entry on the
occasion of Edward Jenkins’ death in 1839
stating, ‘… it is just now 46 years since he
came to be my tutor [i.e. 1793], recom-
mended by Dr. King, afterwards Bishop of

Rochester …’ Dr. Walker King was a well
connected prelate whose father was chaplain
to the house of commons. He had been
secretary to Charles Wentworth, 2nd
Marquess of Rockingham, the brother of
Lady Fitzwilliam, mother of the 4th Earl. He
was also chaplain to Lady Rockingham and
a close friend of Edmund Burke who had
also been Rockingham’s private secretary.
He was elected Bishop of Rochester in
1809.
We may assume that, in 1793, Jenkins was

already sufficiently well known to Walker
King to earn his approval to be tutor. It is
therefore probable that he was also known to
the wider family circle of the Fitzwilliams
and Wentworths. The diary entry of this
date is most apt as it must have been an
important moment in the life of the then
seven year old Charles, Viscount Milton,9
later 5th Earl Fitzwilliam.
Three years earlier, in 1789, at the time

when Fitzwilliam began negotiating the
purchase of Thorpe Hall, Edward Jenkins
enrolled at Wadham College, Oxford. Could
the Earl already be anticipating a residence
for an earmarked tutor for his three-year-old
son, Charles? Simple connec-tions of this
sort may be mere coincidence, but they may
also point to a stronger link between the Earl
and the teacher. There are other points of
connection.
Edward’s birth at Vermenton in France, in

October 1768, occurred during the final
complete year of Fitzwilliam’s European
Grand Tour10 and the Earl spent his final
autumn in Paris before returning to England
early in 1769. Here is another coincidence.
Or is it a link of some significance? While
Fitzwilliam was on the Grand Tour he was
accompanied by his tutor, the Reverend
Thomas Crofts, an erudite scholar and
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7. Jenkins to Fitzwilliam 25th October 1816,
NRO.
8. The diaries of the 5th Earl Fitzwilliam are at
Milton House, Peterborough.

9. The Fitzwilliam heir assumed the title Viscount
Milton until he succeeded to the Earldom. In this
article the use of the name 'Fitzwilliam' means the 4th
Earl in the Irish title (or 2nd Earl in the peerage of the
United Kingdom) and succeeding Earls will appear as
5th or 6th Earls - but they may also be described as
Viscount Milton before succeeding to the Earldom.
10. Smith, E. A., Lord Fitzwilliam's Grand Tour,
History Today XVIII June 1967 pp. 393-401.

Figure 2: 4th Earl Fitzwilliam
from a painting by William Owen

(National Portrait Gallery)



‘bibliomaniac’ who was also a Wadham
alumnus. Another small connection?
Four points of connection are now

established: the recommendation of Jenkins
by a close family friend, Dr Walker King; the
purchase of Thorpe Hall coinciding with
Jenkins’ arrival at Wadham; the coincidence
of Jenkins’ birth date with Fitzwilliam’s final
months in France and, lastly, Jenkins’
admission to Wadham College, well known
to Fitzwilliam’s tutor and travelling
companion.
While any one of these points may be of

little consequence, all four may well suggest a
hitherto unrecorded close link between the
lives of Edward Jenkins and the 4th Earl
Fitzwilliam from the time of Edward’s birth
and the Earl’s Grand Tour.

Fitzwilliam and the Grand Tour
As Viscount Milton, William Fitzwilliam
went to Eton at the age of eight in 1756. His
father died in the same year and the young
William succeeded to the Earldom. Under
the terms of his father’s will the new Earl’s
appointed guardian was Sir Matthew Lamb
of Brocket Hall. Sir Matthew was member
of parliament for Peterborough and  brother
of Robert Lamb, bishop of Peterborough.
He was a wealthy man who had earned

himself a baronetcy in 1755 and whose
grandson would become the second
Viscount Melbourne, Prime Minister of
England in the 1830s.
While Matthew Lamb’s guardianship

would steer Fitzwilliam towards his intended
political career and ensure the smooth run-
ning of his estates, the immediate matter of
his education and family affairs were well
looked after by his mother aided by her
brother, Charles Watson Wentworth, the 2nd
Marquess of Rockingham, leader of the
Whigs and Prime Minister of England in
1765-6 and again in 1782 at the time of his
death.
Fitzwilliam made a few close friends

while at Eton among whom were his exact
contemporary Viscount Morpeth (Frederick
Howard, who became the 5th Earl of
Carlisle while a boy at Eton in 1758) and the
slightly younger Charles James Fox. When
these three young men left Eton in 1764
Fox went to Oxford, Carlisle to Cambridge
and Fitzwilliam went immediately on the
Grand Tour with Thomas Crofts, a clergyman
tutor recommended to Lady Fitzwilliam by
Dr. Barnard, Headmaster of Eton. It is not
surprising that Fitzwilliam did not go to
university as he showed no special interest in
scholarship and had no inclination to emulate
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Figure 3: Milton, engraving by W. Angus 1789(Northamptonshire Record Office)



the extrovert characters of Fox and his other
Eton contemporaries. Lady Fitzwilliam, with
the help of Matthew Lamb and
Rockingham, side-stepped the well known
moral risks of university life by sending her
son on the Grand Tour where his further
education would be better left in the capable
hands of his new tutor, Thomas Crofts.
Crofts’ task was to manage the further

education of the young Fitzwilliam in all
matters relating to the art, architecture,
culture and languages of France and Italy. He
would also be his guide and confidant in
more personal matters. To judge from the
style of Crofts’ letters,11 and other sources12
he was certainly up to the task; he was well
known as a brilliant conversationalist, had a
sufficient comprehension of European
languages, was steeped in the classics and
classical history, and had a vintner’s know-
ledge of the wines of Burgundy.
After much journeying through France,

interrupted by a short return visit to
England in 1766, Fitzwilliam arrived in Italy
in 1767 where he met up with several of his
old school friends. At this time the rather
sedate life Fitzwilliam had been leading in
the company of Thomas Crofts seemed to
blossom out a little. In falling in with the
extrovert company of Fox, Carlisle and other
old school chums it would have been very
difficult for the nineteen year old Earl to
have avoided encounters with a few of the
pleasures of life. While in Italy, Fox and
Carlisle had several affairs but, unlike his
companions, Fitzwilliam remained forever
silent about any romantic liaisons he may
have had as a young man. However, it
appears that he was not entirely without
such experiences during the last year of his
Grand Tour when he was in Rome in the
early months of 1768.13
The Grand Tour was generally considered

to be an important part of a young man’s

education, particularly for the eldest sons of
the aristocracy. It gave well-heeled aristocrats
the opportunity to learn to speak French,
the language of diplomats and much of
Europe’s nobility. Young noblemen did not
linger too long in France for ‘The goal of
the Grand Tour was Italy … the land of
marvels, the antique shop of the world.’14 In
Italy they could see the wonders of classical
architecture and sculpture, could have their
portraits painted and could purchase endless
supplies of works of art to furnish their
splendid English country houses.
Europe developed all the necessary

appurtenances to cater to the needs of the
English milords who swarmed through their
lands. Travel guides were available which
contained a wealth of information about the
towns, inns and art dealers; hirers of river-
boats, coaches and horses; descriptions of the
scenery and historical buildings; the special
dangers associated with some of the roads
they must travel, with suggestions of alterna-
tive routes for the fainthearted.
Local cicerones would guide them to the

various houses of entertainment to complete
the broader educational value of the tour.
The sowing of wild oats, as Dr. Johnson
observed, might better be undertaken while
away from the constraints of family life, ‘if a
young man is wild, and must run after
women and bad company, it is better this
should be done abroad, as, on his return, he
can break off such connections and begin at
home a new man.’15
The pox (syphilis) and clap (gonorrhoea)

were often talked of light-heartedly by those
who boasted of their sexual conquests while
moving about Europe. Frequent episodes of
these complaints often left young men
severely ill with chronic urethritis, and
gonorrhoea was the commonest cause of
male infertility. Early treatment of mild
conditions could be successful but not always
without side effects from the medical prepar-
ations which contained arsenic and mercury.
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11. Letters from Crofts to 4th Earl Fitzwilliam's
mother 1764-65 and to Earl Fitzwilliam 1st and 18th
May 1775, NRO.
12. Obituary of Thomas Crofts, Gentleman’s
Magazine, November 1781. Other references to Crofts
can be found in the Gentleman’s Magazine, such as
comments on his fine collection of books.

13. Smith, E. A., Op. Cit. p.400.
14. Plumb, J. H., The Grand Tour, The Listener, 31st
December 1951.
15. Boswell, J., The Life of Samuel Johnson, Vol II
Ch.XII under 12 May 1778.



Charles Fox is certainly known to have
suffered badly from all the excesses of a
dissolute life. He gambled to the point of
bankruptcy and wrote to his friends about
his doses of the pox, clap, gleets and shankers,
and the inconveniences they caused. For
young men touring Europe, it was almost
impossible to avoid contracting a touch of
the pox unless living an impossibly chaste
life.
Fitzwilliam was not like Fox; he was

gentle, caring, diffident and no extrovert. It
would not have been in his character to talk
and certainly not to brag openly of any of
his private affairs. But there is evidence to
suggest that he also experienced a small dose
of the pox in April 1768 when he was
detained in Rome for a while by, ‘a slight
illness – possibly a result of his dissipations
with Fox, Carlisle and the other young
Englishmen in whose company he was
spending much time’.16 Such an experience
would have been sufficient cause of any
private and personal concern Fitzwilliam
may have had regarding his future ability to
produce an heir.
Having had a taste of the company of his

old school chums, Fitzwilliam’s appetite was
whetted a little. While paying a short visit to
The Hague and Bruxelles in 1768, it was his
wish to abandon his tutor and join his
friends in Paris. His mother was angry and
wrote, ‘What an appearance to the world; to
leave a worthy man behind that you may be
at liberty to dash into pleasures unfit for him
to connive at,’ and then, ‘this good company
into which you are to get introduced is a
society connected by gaming and gallantry.’17
The term ‘gallantry’ is here undoubtedly
being used to imply immorality and intrigue
with the opposite sex. She knew the company
her son sought only too well. In the same
letter, she continues, ‘And if you are to do so
for God’s sake stay a few months longer till
you are of age and I have nothing more to
do with you.’
She was furious, and continues, ‘Or suppose

you go to Paris now and that you there find

the inconveniency you apprehend you may
then come over and consult your friends. A
precipitate step now will throw us all on
heaps I assure you.’ The meaning of these last
two sentences may not be immediately clear,
but she is obviously aware that her son has a
problem to deal with if he goes to Paris, an
‘inconveniency’, which must be handled
with care if it is not to ‘throw us all on
heaps.’ This letter from his mother thus deals
with two problems, the possible dismissal of
Crofts and a little matter to be settled in or
near Paris.
After much deliberation, Fitzwilliam

travelled to Paris accompanied by Crofts and
stayed there for the winter of 1768/9 where,
possibly, Crofts served him well with his
mature wisdom and sound advice in dealing
with the Paris problem. Crofts’ duties would
surely have included confidential advice in
many of Fitzwilliam’s private affairs,
including those of the heart.
The Earl and his mother had previously

discussed the matter of rewarding Crofts
with some ecclesiastical preferment at the
end of his five years of good stewardship but
now that his uncle, Rockingham, was no
longer Prime Minister, a King’s prebend-
aryship might be impossible.18
Fitzwilliam returned from the grand tour

in the early part of 1769. At about this time
Crofts was appointed Chancellor of the
diocese of Peterborough, the equivalent of
an ecclesiastic judge requiring little attend-
ance within the diocese. His appointment
would probably have been aided by the
intercession of Lady Fitzwilliam and Dr.
Walker King. Both were well acquainted
with Robert Lamb, the then bishop of
Peterborough and brother of Fitzwilliam’s
guardian, Sir Matthew Lamb.
After the tour, Thomas Crofts remained a

frequent visitor to France where he contin-
ued working occasionally as a tutor though
it is not recorded to whom. He died while
visiting Milton on 8th November1781.19
In July of 1770, a little over a year after his

return from the Grand Tour, Fitzwilliam
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16. Smith E. A., Op. Cit. p.400.
17. Lady Fitzwilliam to her son, 2nd September
1768, NRO.

18. Fitzwilliam to his mother, from Naples, 10th
May 1768, NRO.



married Lady Charlotte Ponsonby, daughter
of the 2nd Earl of Bessborough. They
remained childless for the first 16 years of
marriage until the birth of their only child,
Charles, in 1786. Up to this time Fitz-
william heirs had been named William. It is
generally thought that the new name,
Charles, was used in honour of his uncle,
Charles Watson Wentworth the Marquess of
Rockingham, whose large estates at
Wentworth in Yorkshire Fitzwilliam had
inherited on the death of the Marquess in
1782. In the next generation, the family
reverted to the name William for the first
born son.

Edward Jenkins and Vermenton
Vermenton is a small town in the depart-
ment of Yonne in the region of Burgundy. It
lies about 15 miles south of Auxerre on the
Paris-Lyons route taken by most milords on
the Grand Tour as they proceeded south. In
1768 Vermenton was a quiet and secluded
village (Figure 4) and received scant mention
in the ‘Baedekers’ of the time. It boasted a
good inn, a convenient place for an over-

night stop.
Edward Jenkins was born on 25th

October 1768 and was baptised the
following day in the parish church of Notre-
Dame in Vermenton. From the baptismal
records at Auxerre we learn that his mother,
Marguerite Devereux, had been staying in
Vermenton with the innkeeper, a M. Edmé
Champeaux, for the previous five months.
She was not a resident of the parish and was
accompanied by an Englishman, Captain
Edward Jenkins of the 112th regiment of
foot.
The wording of the baptismal entry

suggests that the priest was prepared to
accept the innkeeper’s word that Marguerite
and the Captain were married. In those days,
the parents of virtually all children baptised
at the church were known to the clergy and
had been married in the same parish. The
baptismal entry then used the words, ‘marié
ensemble et de cette paroisse’ (married and of
this parish). In the case of Marguerite's child,
the record (in translation) states that, ‘The
father and mother have resided in the parish
for about five months with M. Champeaux,
innkeeper of this town, and are married
[marié ensemble] – as we were assured by
the godfather and godmother.’20 The simple
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Figure 4: Vermenton, France

19. Thomas Crofts’ obituary, Gentleman’s Magazine
1781.



omission of the words, de cette paroisse, seems
to emphasise the 'foreigner' status of the
parties concerned and perhaps the whole
sentence implies, ‘well, we don’t know they
are married, but, if you say so.’ The priest's
ready acceptance of an indirect assurance of
marriage appears a little lax.
As might be expected, a careful search of

the records at Auxerre shows no evidence of
a marriage between Marguerite Devereux
and Captain Jenkins; they were indeed
‘foreigners’. Of course they may well have
been married elsewhere, the unusual words
of the baptismal record providing only a
small element of doubt.
The baptismal register is signed by the

four witnesses present at the church, the
priest, the midwife, Anne Macquot and the
godparents, Edmé Champeaux and Jeanne
Roux. Strangely, neither parent was present
at the baptism.
The child was baptised Edmé Edouard,

combining the Christian names of the
innkeeper and the captain. It appears that the
innkeeper had been more than just a little
involved with the plans for the child’s birth
and baptism. Despite the Catholic baptism, at
no time in his later life was Edward Jenkins
anything but a stout Anglican.
It is perhaps a little unusual for a prospect-

ive mother to reside at a local inn for five
months in preparation, as it were, for a birth.
This raises many questions including that of
the paternity of the expected child. Captain
Jenkins may well not have been the biological
father, whether or not he was married to
Marguerite at the time of the baptism.
In the baptismal records, the father of the

child is referred to as, ‘Edward Jenkins
Esquire Captain late of the 112th regiment
of foot of England.’ Army records show that
Captain Jenkins had been posted from the
58th regiment to the 112th in 1761 from
where he retired on half pay in 1763. His old
regiment had been fighting in Canada until
1762 and he was probably there with them.

Apart from that, little is known of this
shadowy figure who failed to attend the
baptism of his ‘son.’
Five days after Edward’s birth, Fitzwilliam

wrote to his mother from Paris saying he
was unwell and proposed going to the
country for two or three weeks.21 From
these events, in combination with what we
know of Edward Jenkins’ later movements,
from France to Wadham and thence to
Milton and Thorpe, it is not unreasonable to
suspect that his biological father could have
been William, 4th Earl Fitzwilliam.
Edward’s birth could explain the tensions

that arose between Fitzwilliam and his
mother in 1768 when she found her son’s
behaviour so alarming.22 Here might be the
‘inconveniency’ that may ‘throw us all on
heaps.’ Assuming this to be the case, it is
probable that Thomas Crofts helped
Fitzwilliam deal with the illegitimate child in
the way he did. Crofts may also have
organised Edward’s education in France as
well as making the necessary arrangements
for him to enter Wadham eight years after
his death. He may also have been responsible
for ‘finding’ Captain Jenkins and thus
avoiding having to select a man already
known to either the Fitzwilliam or the
Wentworth households. 
Although it is highly probable that

Edward Jenkins was indeed the first born
illegitimate son of the 4th Earl Fitzwilliam,
he nevertheless has the appearance of being
legitimately born to the parents referred to
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21. 4th Earl Fitzwilliam to his mother, 30th October
1768, NRO.
22. Letter referred to in note 15 and several other
letters on the same subject. There was a frantic
exchange of correspondence in August and September
1768 between Lady Fitzwilliam, Sir Mathew Lamb,
Lord Rockingham and Lady Rockingham but little of it
has survived. On casual reading, the subject under
discussion may sometimes be interpreted as dealing simply
with the matter of her son’s threat to abandon Crofts.
But the excitement suggests more and the wording is
at times intense and sometimes intentionally obscure:
‘are you trying to wreck everything?’; ‘… to com-
municate a certain affair’; ‘… the letter you received
from abroad’; ‘let me beg of you not to fret yourself’,
‘… even supposing the disagreeable scheme took
place’, etc. Some of the surviving letters are at the
NRO and some at Milton.

20. All the information concerning Edward Jenkins’
origins in Vermenton was obtained from the
unusually detailed entry in the baptismal registry kept
at the Direction Départementale des Archives, 37,
Rue St Germaine, Auxerre.



in his baptismal records at Vermenton,
Captain Edward Jenkins and Marguerite
Devereux. The unusually long baptismal
entry aims to emphasise this. On becoming
aware of his paternity of a male child
Fitzwilliam may well have given some
consideration to the possibility of future
legitimation, a process not infrequently
undertaken when necessary and one well
known to his uncle, Rockingham. A brief
mention of a similar case was referred to by
Rockingham in a letter to Lady Fitzwilliam
in1768 to indicate how such matters were
dealt with in the House of Lords.
After all, as a young unmarried man not

yet 21years of age, Fitzwilliam had no
guarantee of having another male child as
heir to his title. Indeed, his worries may have
been somewhat heightened in view of the
mild excesses of the early months of his last
complete year of the Grand Tour. With this
in mind, Fitzwilliam could well have
arranged with Crofts to have Jenkins suitably
educated in case of future legitimation
proceedings. As we know, Fitzwilliam’s son
Charles was only born after 16 years of
marriage, thus providing many opportunities
for reflecting seriously on any plan he may
have worked out in 1768.
As indicated above, Thomas Crofts is

known to have remained in France after the
Grand Tour and he is known to have
received some payments from the Fitzwilliams
for several years after 1768.23 He kept in
touch with Fitzwilliam and wrote letters to
him in 1775 from Lyons and Paris on
matters of wine vintages and Latin inscrip-
tions.24 Little is known of his movements in
Europe and England until his death in 1781.
As for Jenkins, nothing at all is known of his
life between his baptism and his arrival at
Wadham in 1789.

Jenkins at Wadham, Eton and Thorpe
Jenkins’ early education in France, whatever

form it took, obviously prepared him for
Oxford, where the 1789 University matric-
ulation register states, ‘Edvardi Jenkins
… filius Edvardi J. de Virmenton in
Burgundia in Regno Franciae.’25
Jenkins left Oxford in about 1792 and, as

we have seen, became tutor to Charles in
1793. There would have been plenty of
room at Milton for well equipped classrooms
to be put at Jenkins’ disposal for undertaking
his tutorial duties. But the newly acquired
property at Thorpe Hall could well have
been used for the same purpose. It is not
unreasonable to assume that the Earl had this
use in mind when he bought Thorpe Hall
in 1791 when Charles was just five years old.
It was close to Milton and could serve
admirably as a secluded ‘school house’ for
preparing Charles for Eton. Charles went to
Eton in 1796 and Jenkins accompanied him
in the role of private tutor.
While at Eton Jenkins steered Charles,

Viscount Milton, through his studies but also
dealt with whatever personal matters arose.
One of his first duties was to arrange for
Charles to visit Edmund Burke at his house
in Beaconsfield. Burke had not been well for
some time but, on 1st December 1796,
Jenkins received a letter from him saying,
‘… I venture to request that you and Lord
Milton will favour us with your company as
soon as conveniently you can.’26 The
meeting took place on 3rd December and
Burke wrote to Fitzwilliam on 6th
December to say of Milton, ‘… Eton, besides
other advantages, has got him considerably
better of his shyness, which was his only
fault.’ In the same letter he writes, ‘I like
Jenkins better every time I see him.’27 These
comments suggest that Burke was already
acquainted with Charles and Edward. As
private secretary to Rockingham, Burke was
also a personal friend of the Fitzwilliam
family, so his knowing Milton is hardly
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23. Fitzwilliam documents NRO, Account book N
box 964.
24. Crofts to 4th earl Fitzwilliam 1st and 18th May
1775, NRO.

25. Foster's Alumni Oxonienses. The data contained in
the University matriculation register normally
provides brief mention of parentage and place of birth.
26. Burke to Jenkins 1st December 1796, NRO.
27. Burke to 4th Earl Fitzwilliam 6th December
1796. Correspondence of Edmund Burke May 1796-
July 1797.



surprising. It is more surprising that he
should know Edward but he may have
known him for many years. It is possible that
Burke met him as a child in France from as
early as 1773 when he left his own son at
Auxerre to acquire French. Although Burke
said he was feeling much better at the time
of the visit of Edward and Charles, his
improvement did not last and he died some
seven months later.
Charles left Eton in 1803 and, while some

biographical sources lead one to believe he
was then educated at Trinity College,
Cambridge, his own words suggest
otherwise. When called upon later in life to
advise William Cavendish in the matter of
his university career, he wrote, ‘With respect
to your mode of living at Cambridge I can
give you but little advice in detail because I
never was there myself.28 Eight years later, in
1833, he formally enrolled at Trinity prior to
receiving an honorary LLD degree.
In 1803 Jenkins married Sarah Watts,

whom he seems to have met while at Eton,
and they had their first child, Charlotte, in
1804 at Peterborough. At some stage soon
afterwards Earl Fitzwilliam allowed Jenkins
and his family to live rent free in the large
house at Thorpe Hall where Edward then
started his school. It is not certain exactly
how long it took to create a successful
school at Thorpe, but it was certainly well
established by 1815 for, at that time, Charles,
Viscount Milton, arranged for the seven year
old William Cavendish, the future 7th Duke
of Devonshire, to become a pupil there.29
Charles had become guardian to William

Cavendish on the death of his father in a
carriage accident in 1812 and wanted him to
be close by at Thorpe where he knew he
would get a good education. Charles
Fitzwilliam, like his father, had a very high
regard for the academic standards and the
pleasant atmosphere Edward and his wife
had established at Thorpe. William
Cavendish’s younger brothers, George and
Richard also attended. In 1821, when

William’s brother George was with his
mother, Louisa Cavendish, for the holidays,
Charles wrote to her saying, ‘I should advise
his return to Thorpe, for I know that a given
period spent there will advance him more
than the same period spent at Eton.’30
Edward Jenkins finally retired from

Thorpe Hall at the age of 61 in 1829 and at
that time he accompanied the 81 year old
Fitzwilliam on a visit to his estates in Ireland.
Jenkins’ wrote to Viscount Milton31 praising
the hard work and dedication of Fitz-
william’s representative there, a Mr.
Chaloner, who was, ‘… occupied with the
first and the most agreeable of his duties, that
of improving the condition of the unfort-
unates who are in the environment… doing
good to a race degraded by misery, oppres-
sion and ignorance …’ These words of
Jenkins reflect well the character and
attitudes of Earl Fitzwilliam.

Epilogue
The whole matter of parentage aside, there
certainly existed a close bond between the
Earl and Edward which reflects highly on
the conduct of both men. It is tempting to
assume the bond was a result of a true
father-son relationship. The Earl did not
recognise this son in public but in private he
gave him everything a son could have
expected, not a first son but certainly a
second. If true, the whole episode throws a
new and fascinating light into the life of the
Earl, a very private man.
Edward’s character, as gleaned from his

numerous letters to the Earl, was that of a
dutiful friend and not at all unlike that of a
dutiful son. His letters are written in a
mature conversational style, filled with words
of compassion, moral observations, and
learning. When he offers advice to the older
man, he does so with ease and under-
standing and he openly expresses sympathy
in time of need. The correspondence shows
clearly how these two men went through
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30. Viscount Milton to Louisa Cavendish, 5th
August 1821, Chatsworth D.142.
31. Jenkins to Viscount Milton, 29th July 1829,
Sheffield Records Office, Coolattin Reference G64-
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28. Viscount Milton to William Cavendish,
September 1825, Chatsworth D.242.1. 
29. Viscount Milton to Louisa Cavendish, 3rd
November 1815, Chatsworth D.40.
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life together in close harmony.
In an old Jenkins family album dating

from the 1860s there are many photographs
of the children, grandchildren and great
grandchildren of Edward Jenkins taken at a
time when the eldest son, the Rev. E. C. F.
Jenkins (Figure 5), was a middle aged Lincoln-
shire parson. The album also contains several
Fitzwilliam photographs including one of
the 6th Earl (Figure 6), the 4th Earl’s grand-
son and eight years younger than the Rev. E.
C. F. Jenkins. Might these two men have had
a common grandfather?
While no single document has come to

light which says categorically that the 4th
Earl Fitzwilliam was the father of Edward
Jenkins, all the available material adds up to
just that. If the matter had been deliberately
kept under wraps, it would still have been
difficult to avoid just the trail of evidence this
search has found.
Illegitimacy at the time was a serious

moral misdemeanour but, among the arist-
ocracy of the 18th century, the art of dealing
with it was well practised. Fitzwilliam would
probably have handled it in just the manner
suggested in the foregoing account, in
keeping with his private and caring nature, a
reputation he had throughout his life. An
education and career were provided for

Edward and he was gently manoeuvred into
a position where, if the embarrassment of
filial recognition had been necessary,
Fitzwilliam could only have been proud of
the man Jenkins became.
The stigma of illegitimacy increased in

severity in the 19th century, and in the early
20th century it was no better and so it is
not surprising that, in my family, the story
all but died out. But not quite. My own
grandfather, Henry Disney Jenkins, when
questioned on this topic by one of his
daughters some 70 years ago, simply said,
‘leave well alone, you might only uncover
something you’d rather not know.’ My
grandfather’s sister Nancy, more garrulous
and informative than her brother, used to tell
her nephews and nieces of an old family
tradition that the birth of an eldest son of an
eldest son must always be reported to the
head of the Fitzwilliam family and that he
should be named Edward Charles, the
Christian names of Edward Jenkins and
Charles Fitzwilliam. Whether or not these
men were half brothers, these were indeed
the names given to Edward’s son, grandson
and to Nancy’s brother, Edward’s great
grandson. While knowing of the tradition,
great aunt Nancy seems to have had no idea
of the reasons while I strongly suspect my
grandfather did.
The 4th Earl Fitzwilliam’s motives in

educating Jenkins in the first place may well
have been not entirely altruistic, his own
family line being of paramount importance.
But he brought him close to his family,
provided a secure home for him, his wife
and children and treated Edward as his
friend and confidant. For his part, Edward, as
can be seen from his letters to the Earl,
remained warm and dutiful to the man he
could treat openly only as a benefactor.
Edward’s surviving letters touch on many
subjects but for such an open person it is
noticeable that he is completely silent in the
matter of his own childhood and parents.
After he finally retired from teaching in

1829, Jenkins, left Thorpe Hall to live at The
Vineyard in the precincts of Peter-borough
Cathedral. He continued with a little private
tutoring and in 1836, at the age of 68,

Figure 5: Reverend E. C. F. Jenkins,
Vicar of Billinghay, Lincolnshire

Photograph c.1865
(Jenkins family album)
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Charles, the 4th son of the 5th Earl stayed
with him at the Vineyard where, ‘He
generally gives two hours a day to French.
He proposes to have another lesson of Latin
before breakfast.’32
In his retirement Edward remained

actively engaged with the Fitzwilliam family
after the 4th Earl’s death. He went to Paris in
1837 with William Thomas Spencer
Fitzwilliam, the 5th Earl’s 2nd son, who had
become Viscount Milton on the death of his
elder brother in 1835 and would become
6th Earl Fitzwilliam (Figure 6) in 1857.
They were accompanied by the 5th Earl’s
daughter Mary (aged 27) and her husband,
Mr. Thompson, and a Captain Pelham.
There Edward met one of his old pupils
from Thorpe, who was now the Duke of
Feltre, and he also dined with the English
ambassador, Lord Granville and Lady
Granville.33
The 4th Earl died in 1833 at the age of

84 and Edward lived on for another six years
until his death in 1839 at the age of 70. He is
presumed to have been buried at St
Bottolph’s Church, Longthorpe, but there
remains some doubt; the records there
confirm only the burial of his wife in 1851,
his eldest son in 1881 and his daughter-in-
law in 1888.
At the time of Edward Jenkins’ death in

1839, Charles, the 5th Earl Fitzwilliam,
wrote in his diary:

He was the only person above my family
who recollected Mr Burke – he had great
acuteness of observation, but at the same
time a certain simplicity of character,
which always led him to think well of
everybody, and I hardly ever heard him
speak ill of anyone – he was excessively
strict on all moral questions, a disposition
which seemed to proceed from an innate
love of truth and purity – I remember
once hearing my father say that he

thought him the most virtuous man he
had ever known.34
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Introduction
For many rural parishes, the layout of their
public highways has remained unchanged
for many years, even centuries. Some of the
highways may have been created during the
process of Parliamentary Inclosure in the
latter part of the 18th century; those already
in existence would have had their status as
public highways reaffirmed at this time.
Some roads owe their origin to earlier acts of
inclosure, and, of course, some may have
started out as drovers’ roads between neigh-
bouring villages. Anyone looking at a map of
the Daventry area could be forgiven for
thinking that Norton Park, to the east of
Daventry, was perhaps once a medieval deer
park. Some 325 acres1 of parkland to the
south-east of the village of Norton are
surrounded by public highways without
even any footways penetrating its interior.
However, it was never always thus; during
the 19th century Beriah Botfield, then Lord
of the Manor of Norton, was responsible for
diverting a number of public highways to
enlarge the park, which existed in some
form at the time of the Parliamentary
Inclosure, to its present size. These changes
would eventually lead to the diminution of
the village, not only in terms of real estate
but also in terms of its commercial self-
sufficiency.
At the time of the Parliamentary Inclosure

in the middle of the 18th century, when the
open fields to the south of the village were
being inclosed, Eliab Breton held an ancient
inclosed estate. According to the Inclosure
Award this estate, known as Norton Park,
was bounded in part by the then open fields
about to be inclosed.2 In the absence of any

surviving Inclosure Plan,3 the location and
extent of this park can only be inferred from
other documents. Although the Inclosure
Award refers to Norton Park as an ‘ancient
inclosed estate,’ this definition must be open
to debate. An agreement between Nicholas
Breton (Eliab’s father) and Thomas
Thornton of Brockhall dated July 1706
indicates that both parties were exchanging
lands to enable Nicholas Breton to inclose
some of this newly acquired land into his
park.4 There is also a letter from Nicholas
Breton to Thornton dated 18th August
1707 stating that he had dug the foundation
of his park wall. These documents need
further detailed analysis to extract all the
relevant information and to place it into the
proper context; however, such detail is not
required for this paper. In his book on
English deer parks, Evelyn Philip Shirley
describes Norton Park as ‘a modern park of
about 246 acres and a herd of 100 fallow
deer, enclosed about the year 1845.’5 This
would seem to contradict the description in
the Inclosure Award of Norton Park being
an ancient inclosed estate. Or does it?
Thomas Smith Woolley of Collingham

Manor in Nottinghamshire, an Assistant
Tithe Commissioner appointed under the
provision of the Tithes Commutation Act of
1836, was responsible for settling the
apportionment of rent charges payable by
the landowners in lieu of tithes for the parish
of Norton. He published his findings in
October 1848 attached to a map of the old,
i.e. pre-parliamentary, inclosures drawn by
the surveyor G. Smith of Stamford in 1847.6
Figure 1 shows part of this map detailing the
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1. According to 1900 Ordnance Survey (OS)
1:10560 map, but 342 acres if taken from the 1885
1:10560 map.
2. Northamptonshire Record Office (NRO):
Inclosure Enrolment Vol. B, 14, Inclosure Award for
Norton, 1755.
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3. T. J. Waterfield, ‘Norton Finally Inclosed’,
Northamptonshire Past & Present, 51 (1998) 45-56.
4. NRO: V952 Uncatalogued box of Thornton
Papers.
5. Evelyn Philip Shirley, Some Account of English
Deer Parks, John Murray, London, (1867).
6. NRO: T297 Tithe Map for Norton (1847).



Mansion House with its pleasure grounds
and The Park, identified as parcel numbers 1
and 7 respectively; note the chain line along
the lower edge of the detail indicating the
boundary between the old and new
enclosures. Beriah Botfield owned both of
these areas, as indeed he did all of the land,
except the churchyard, between the highway
leading eastwards out of the north-east
corner of the village and the bottom of the
map. The extent of these lands, however,
only amounts to 108 acres. This is less than
half the area quoted by Shirley, though he
did publish his work some 20 years later,
during which time many changes could
have been implemented.
This paper examines some of the events

that enabled Botfield to create Norton Park,
as we think of it today, and in doing so
reconstruct the earlier layout of the village
whilst considering these apparently
conflicting statements describing the park.

Norton to Whilton Highway
Early Plans for a New Road
Until the middle of the 19th century there

was not a direct road link between the
villages of Norton and Whilton, though
there was a direct footpath linking them.
One of major changes that Beriah Botfield
considered was the re-alignment of the road
known as the Whilton road. Two Justices of
the Peace, Sir Charles Knightley and the
Reverend Kenneth Mackenzie Ried Tarpley,
presided over a Special Sessions held at the
Wheat Sheaf Inn in Daventry on 17th
December 1828 to consider Beriah Botfield’s
proposal to ‘divert and turn’ this road.7 The
reason given was ‘so as to make the same
nearer and more commodious to the public’.
Having received his consent to the new
highway being made through his lands, the
two Justices ordered the highway to be
diverted as described. The plan submitted is
shown in Figure 2; although lacking a scale it
was estimated to be drawn at a scale of about
12.25 inches to the mile (1:5172). A notice
of the proposed changes appeared in the
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7. NRO: D664, Deed for Turning of a Road,
(1828).

Figure 1: The Park (From NRO: T297)



Northampton Mercury the following Saturday.8
A week later at another Special Sessions

held at the Wheat Sheaf Inn, the same two
Justices again viewed a request to divert this
road.9 Although the plan submitted at this
second hearing was essentially the same as
that considered earlier, the distances between
certain key points were tabulated differently;
however simple numerical calculations
demonstrate the two tables to be consistent.
For travellers going to Whilton their journey
would be shorter by 398 yards whereas those
going to Weedon would travel 57 yards
further. The Justices ordered the road be
diverted. Furthermore, the order would be
lodged with the Clerk of the Peace at the

next General Quarter Sessions held in
Northampton on 15th January and that it
would be confirmed and enrolled unless any
objections were received. A detailed
comparison of the two maps reveals a
maximum error of only a few yards, i.e. less
than half the width of a road, between them.
The Order was published in the

Northampton Mercury on three consecutive
Saturdays from the 27th December to the
10th January inclusive.10 A certain Samuel
Cox of Daventry testified in Court on the
15th January 1829 that he saw copies of the
Notice and Order for diverting the highway
displayed at either end of the road on 27th
December last.11 He also witnessed copies of
the same notice affixed to the door of
Norton parish church on three consecutive
Sundays from the 28th December. Finally, an
entry in the Quarter Sessions minute book
for the Easter Sessions 1829 notes that the
Order was confirmed at that Sessions and
enrolled amongst the records.12

A Shorter Footpath
Thus all seemed set for the proposed changes
to be implemented. However, nothing more
is found until 1836 when Beriah Botfield
considers diverting the footpath between
Norton and Whilton. A plan of the proposed
new route, together with the then existing
route, of the footpath between Brook’s Stile
on the outskirts of the village and Westley’s
Stile on the Watling Street opposite to
Whilton Lane was drawn by Samuel Cox, a
surveyor of Daventry, on 13th April 1836. It
was certified by him before two Justices on
19th May and lodged with the Clerk of the
Peace Charles Markham on 20th May.13
Although no scale was attached to the plan,
its scale can be estimated to be about 39
inches to 1 mile (1:1625), Figure 3.
The day after this plan had been drawn,

Beriah Botfield asks the Highway Surveyors
for the parish to instruct the Churchwardens
to call the villagers to a meeting on Thurs-
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8. NRO: QSR2/236-h, Quarter Sessions Roll
Grand File for Easter Sessions 1829, The Northampton
Mercury, Vol 108, No 43, Saturday 20th December
1828. The alpha suffix indicates a separate item within
the Roll.
9. NRO: QSR2/236-c.

10. NRO: QSR2/236-e, f, g.
11. NRO: QSR2/236-a (1829).
12. NRO: QS Minute Book July 1826 to July 1830.
13. NRO: QSR2/294-g Quarter Sessions Roll
Grand File for July Sessions 1836.
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day 21st April to consider his request for
diverting the footpath described above.14,15 As
chairman of that meeting, John Wright
signed the resolution agreeing to Botfield’s
request to shorten the footpath from 1,243
yards to 1,238 yards and instructing the
surveyors to do all that was necessary to
carry out the proposed work.16 That same
day the surveyors prepared a notice stating
that on 30th June next application will be
made to the Quarter Sessions for an Order
to divert the footpath as requested by
Botfield.17 This notice also stated that the
Certificate of two JPs having viewed the
route, together with plans, would be lodged
with the Clerk of the Peace on 30th May
next. Both William Denny and William
Humphrey signed the Notice as Surveyors
of the Highway for the Parish of Norton.18
A note in pencil on this document indicates
it was examined two days later by a Mr.
Phillips and Stephen Faulkner. This notice
appeared in the Northampton Herald on
Saturday 23rd April and on the following
two Saturdays.19
According to a document dated 19th

May,20 Stephen Faulkner, the Parish Clerk,
testified before JPs John Rose and William
Watkins that he had placed the Notice on
the door of the church on Sunday 24th
April and on the following three Sundays.
William Humphrey testified that he had
directed notices to be placed at Brook’s Stile
and Wesley’s Stile and that the notices had
appeared in the Northampton Herald. This
document was then lodged with the Clerk
of the Peace the following day.
William Watkins and John Rose certified

on 19th May that they had viewed, at the
request of the Surveyors of the Highway, the
proposed route for the new footway.21 They
also certified that Botfield had consented to
the new footpath and that notices had been
duly published. The same document also
records Botfield’s consent for the new path
and Samuel Cox’s testimony that the plan is
a true description of the footway. This
document was lodged with the Clerk of the
Peace on 28th May.22 A receipt23 of the same
date confirmed that Edmund Singer Burton
had deposited a plan of the new footway
between Brook’s Stile and Westley’s Stile
with the Clerk of the Peace. This receipt also
confirmed that the Depositions and JPs’
Certificate mentioned earlier had been
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Figure 3: Proposed New Route of the Norton to Whilton Footpath
(From NRO: QSR2/294-g)

14. NRO: D 2389/j, Notice from Beriah Botfield to
the Surveyors of the Highway of Norton.
15. Where references have a suffix of the type /n, it
indicates the document is the nth one in a bundle.
16. NRO: D 2389/i, Resolution of a Vestry
Meeting at Norton.
17. NRO: D 2389/h, Notice of Surveyors of the
Highway at Norton of Turning a Foot Road.
18. NRO: D 2389/g, Notice.
19. NRO: QSR2/294-b, c, f.

20. NRO: D 2389/d, Deposition of Witnesses.
21. NRO: D 2389/f, Certificate of Two Justices for
Turning a Footway at Norton.
22. NRO: QSR2/294-a, Certificate of Two Justices
for Turning a Footway at Norton.
23. NRO: D 2389/d, Clerk of the Peace’s Receipt
for Certificate Plan &c.
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deposited with the Clerk. An entry in the
Record Book for the June Sessions of the
Quarter Sessions notes the Order for
diverting the footpath was confirmed.24

Contract Signed
Beriah Botfield and John Siddons, a road-
maker from Tansor, signed an agreement on
28th April 1837 for completing the new
road and footpath by 1st September that
year.25 The total cost was estimated to be
£1024 12 0d; Charles Paul Berkley of
Oundle agreed to stand surety for John
Siddons. Botfield was to pay Siddons
monthly in arrears for work completed on
the basis of 90% of the costs incurred during
the preceding month. On completion of the
work to the satisfaction of Botfield’s
Engineer (not named), the outstanding
monies were to be paid. If the work was not
of a satisfactory standard, then Charles Paul
Berkley was to reimburse Botfield. Provision
was also included that if Siddons should
neglect his work or not carry it out with

sufficient vigour to complete by the 1st
September, Botfield could take over the
work under the management of his
Engineer and deduct his costs from any
outstanding balance payable to Siddons.
Finally it was agreed that should any dispute
arise, then the matter would be referred to
two referees, one named by each party. If
agreement could still not be reached, the
matter would be referred a third person of
their mutually agreed nomination. The
agreement included full technical details for
the construction of the road and path,
summarised in Appendix 1. Unfortunately
the detailed plan to which the construction
details refer and which formed part of the
original agreement has become separated
from the agreement and not yet located.
Finally on 1st December Sir Charles

Knightley and the Reverend K. M. R.
Tarpley certified that they had viewed both
road and path on the 23rd November last
and found them suitable for the use and
passage of all His Majesty’s subjects.26, 27
Discussion
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24. NRO: QS Record Book January 1834 to April
1837, 30th June 1836, Order Confirmed.
25. NRO: D 2389/b, Agreement for completing
certain works in making a Carriage Road and
Footway in the Parish of Norton.

26. NRO: D 2389/a, Magistrates Certificate of a
New Highway at Norton being in good condition.
27. NRO: D 2389/c, Magistrates Certificate of a
New Footway at Norton being in good condition.
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Figure 4: The Plan of 1828 superimposed on the 1847 Tithe Map



Having described the processes involved in
creating a new highway, it is time to examine
further the plan shown in Figure 2 and how
it relates to other contemporary maps and,
more importantly, whether the line of the
original road may be identified. The most
obvious contemporary map, with which to
compare this plan, is the 1847 Tithe Map,
surveyed some ten years after the new road
was constructed.
To compare these two maps it necessary

to identify features common to both maps.
The Spread Eagle Inn is clearly marked at
the village, or western, end of both old and
new routes. At their eastern end the Watling
Street, its junction with Whilton Lane and
the unnamed lane forming the three-
cornered field provide suitable reference
points. The result is shown in Figure 4,
noting also the agreement along the field
boundaries between Sparditch, the
Plantation and Lower Filles Holm of Figure
2 and those between parcels 7, 258 and 259
on the Tithe map. Clearly the middle section
of the proposed new road does not agree
with the alignment of the Norton-to-
Whilton road, though agreement is good at
either end of the proposed route. In contrast,
the centre section of the proposed route for
the footpath, omitted from Figure 4 for
clarity, follows the alignment of the road.
The alignment of the old, i.e. pre-1837,

road passes alongside the stable block and in
front of the mansion house to cut across the
northern end of pond 15 and through the
middle of pond 8 before changing direction
along the edge of the old enclosures. Bearing
in mind the accuracy of the plan for the
proposed new road, the old road might well
have skirted the northern edge of pond 15
but is unlikely to have skirted pond 8, the
hypothesis being that pond 8 was enlarged as
part of the development of the park.
Examination of the Ordnance Survey (OS)
first edition 1:63360 map of 1834 tends to
confirm this view, Figure 5. Interestingly the
proposed new route passes through a well-
defined break in the plantation, which must
have been the route taken by the old
footpath.
Aerial photographs28 taken by the RAF in

August 1949 clearly show the line of a
feature continuing towards the pond
beyond, and in line with, the drive from the
road to the house. Also clearly visible on
these, and other, photographs is a line of
small bushes or remains of a hedge located
within the modern park walls and following
the curve of the old road.
Except for changes that have occurred

within the village, there is a very high degree
of correlation between the 1847 Tithe Map
and the OS 1:10560 maps of 1885 and
1900. The latter having the advantage of
covering the whole of the parish whereas
the Tithe Map only covers the pre-
parliamentary enclosures. By comparing the
plan of Figure 2 with the 1885 OS map, a
better indication of the position of the old
road may be obtained, Figure 6. Although
the line of trees, which coincides with the
route of the old road between the Kennels
and the Watling Street, no longer appears
complete, aerial photo-graphy reveals29 a
well-defined feature where the old road
once existed.

The Highway to Weedon
At the time of Parliamentary Inclosures, a
public highway was defined leading out of
the south of the village to the Watling Street
and thence to the village of Brockhall and
the hamlet of Muscott. At the same time a
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28. National Monuments Record (NMR): Vertical
photography, sortie 541/341, frames 3125, 3183 and
4125, 15th August 1949.
29. NMR: 890/155, 14th August 1975, National
Grid Reference SP612638.
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Figure 5: The route of the old road
compared with the 1834 OS map



public footpath was created on its southern
side as far as the Watling Street. These rights
of way, or their successors, were featured in
Botfield’s plans for the creation of his park;
they were diverted first in 1828 and then
again in 1862. The latter diversion heralded
major changes to the fabric of the village
itself.

Plans of 1828
At a Special Sessions held at Daventry on
28th May 1828, JPs Knightley and Tarpley
ordered that the existing road between the
south-east end of the village and the Watling
Street be diverted and reduced in length
from 2,043 yards to 1,900 yards.30 A map,
showing the old and proposed new routes
surveyed by Samuel Cox and drawn at a
scale of 6 chains to 1 inch, was incorporated
in the margin of the deed; a copy of this map
is shown in Figure 7. Starting near Samuel

Marriott’s house, the route of the new road
would follow that of a private road
belonging to Beriah Botfield to the south-
west corner of Gravel Pit field and then
through several closes belonging to Botfield
to the Watling Street at the south-east
corner of Little Meadow. Public Notices
appeared in the Northampton Mercury on
Saturday 31st May and the following two
Saturdays. On the 17th July, Knightley and
Tarpley confirmed the order for diverting
the road and the plans enrolled with the
Court’s records.31
Although documents relating to the

construction of this road have yet to be
found, it is reasonable to assume the work
was carried out that year. Both Knightley
and Tarpley again presided over a Special
Sessions held at the Wheatsheaf Inn in
Daventry on 17th December 1828 to
consider diverting the footpath between
Norton and the hamlet of Muscott.32 The
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31. NRO: QS Minute Book July 1826 to July 1830,
Order Confirmed.
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Figure 6: The plan of the proposed new Whilton road
compared with the 1885 OS map

30. NRO: QSR2/230-h, Quarter Sessions Roll
Grand File for Thomas a Beckett Session 1828, Order
of Two JPs for Diverting a Highway.



path was described as starting from the
south-east end of Muscott Lane and then
proceeding eastwards over closes owned by
Beriah Botfield. After crossing the Watling
Street Road it continued to a stile in the
hedge between Cow Pasture and Lady’s
Meadow, the latter owned by a Thomas
Clarke, and thence on to accommodation
bridge number 17 across the Grand Junction
canal, a total length of 1,957 yards. Examin-
ation of the map on the deed, Figure 8,
suggests this footpath started close to the
same place as the diverted road discussed
above. Its new route started by following the
drift road leading from Norton towards
Weedon Beck for a distance of 390 yards
before heading eastwards across the same
closes; a saving of some 7 yards. Thus, this
diversion appears to be dependant on the
completion of the road to Weedon as

outlined above. Notices appeared in the
Northampton Mercury on Saturday 20th
December and on the successive three
Saturdays. Knightley and Tarpley confirmed
the diversion order on 30th April 1829 and
the order and plan enrolled with the Court
records.

Discussion of 1828 Plans
Both the plans shown in Figures 7 and 8
were drawn to the same scale of 6 chains to
1 inch, yet clearly there are discrepancies
between them even though they were
created within seven months of each other.
The detail around the village ‘square’ is
different on the two plans, though Marriott’s
house is shown on both. As will be shown
later, both the existing road and footpath
meet the Watling Street at about the same
point yet the distances between their end
points and the centre of the village differ by
about 20%. Because of the changes that took
place in the village during the 19th century,
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32. NRO: QSR2/236-d, Order of two JPs for
Diverting a Foot Road.
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it is difficult to locate precisely the starting
points for these two routes on the 1885 OS
map.
The plan shown in Figure 7 may be

readily compared with the 1885 OS 1:10560
map using the field boundaries and Watling
Street as reference features, see Figure 9.
Where field boundaries are no longer shown
on the OS map, there are still well defined
lines of trees, as for example between fields
identified as No 2 and No 3. Noborough
Lodge farm, once situated in the corner of a
field, now appears alongside the proposed
new road. Note too, the old routes of both
road and path meet the Watling Street at the

same point.
Consider first the line of the proposed

new road: This leads westwards from the
Watling Street to an existing private road
heading north-west into the village. A
distinct line of trees can be seen on the 1885
OS map alongside this private road in Figure
9 indicating that the alignment of two maps
is reasonably close. Although this row of
trees is no longer standing, the line of the
road is clearly visible to the naked eye. This is
in agreement with the 1834 OS 1:63360
map. The question of where the road enters
the village itself will be discussed later. The
line of the old road clearly follows the field
boundaries between the Watling Street
Road and the north-west corner of the field
identified as No 2. Although Figure 7 shows
this road continuing along the field
boundaries to the village, these boundaries
are no longer obvious on the OS 1:10560
map - unless, of course, the curves in the
road have been exaggerated.
As with the road, documentary evidence

supporting the actual diversion of the
footpath has yet to be found. Though unlike
the road, there are not any obvious visible
signs of its new route. Was it a case of
planning to divert the footpath but never
actually providing a new path after closing
the old one?

The Beginning of the End
In 1861 Botfield made plans to close four
footpaths; two of which were considered
redundant because of the proximity of an
alternative public highway. The other two
would be made unusable by virtue of a
proposed road diversion. Altogether four sets
of documents were concurrently in progress
through the legal system during the first half
of 1862. All of Botfield’s plans were drawn
by Messrs Hayward and dated 13th
December 1861. Figure 10 encompasses
these proposed changes, each of which will
be discussed in detail.
The most significant change involved the

road to the Watling Street, and thence to
Weedon, created in 1828, part of which was
now to be stopped up and diverted to join
the Dodford Road. As owner of the lands
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over which the proposed new road was
planned, Beriah Botfield gave his consent to
the diversion of the then existing public
highway on 3rd February 1862.33 At the
same time Highway Surveyors William
Litchfield and William Humphrey prepared
the public notice stating that application
would be made to the Quarter Sessions on
9th April for the diversion of this road.34
This notice appeared in the Northampton
Herald on Saturday 8th February35 and on
the following three Saturdays.36 On 5th
March Francis Hawkesworth Hayward, a
Land Surveyor from Northampton, testified37
under oath before JPs R. H. Lamb and R. T.
Clarke that his survey and plan38 of the old
and proposed new highway was correct. The
same day George Bailey, a clerk to Messrs.

Burton & Son solicitors of Daventry,
confirmed39 that the Highway Surveyors had
displayed the appropriate notice by the side
of the highway to be diverted and had
inserted the same notice in the Northampton
Herald newspaper. Lamb and Clarke then
issued a certificate stating that they had
viewed the existing and proposed new route
of the highway on 3rd February and
subsequently heard the depositions
mentioned above. They further certified that
the proposed new route was ‘nearer and
more commodious to the public than the
present route by 18 yards’.40 It was also noted
that the maximum gradient of the new road
was 1 in 10 compared with 1 in 9 for the
existing road. The plan, Botfield’s consent,
the depositions and the JPs’ Certificate were
lodged with the Clerk of the Peace on 6th
March 1862.41
In the absence of any appeal before the

Court on 10th April, the Court ordered that
when the proposed new highway had been
completed and put into good repair, with a
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33. NRO: QSR 2/502-1e Quarter Sessions Roll for
Special File July 1862, Consent by Beriah Botfield,
3rd February 1862.
34. NRO: QSR2/502-1g and -1j, two exhibits, one
marked ‘K’ and the other ‘A’.
35. NRO: QSR2/502-1a, The Northampton Herald
and General Advertiser for the Midlands Counties, Vol
XXXI, No 15, Saturday 8th February 1862.
36. NRO: QSR2/502-1b, 1c and 1d; Nos. 16, 17
and 18.
37. NRO: QSR2/502-1h, Deposition by Francis
Hawkesworth Hayward, 5th March 1862 referring to
exhibit ‘E’.
38. NRO: QSR2/502-1i, Plan marked ‘E’, drawn
13th December 1861.

39. NRO: QSR2/502-1f, Deposition by George
Bailey referring to exhibit ‘K’.
40. NRO: QSR2/502-1k JPs’ Certificate, 5th
March 1862, referring to exhibit ‘A’.
41. All the items were annotated, signed HPM
(Henry Philip Markham) and dated Thursday 6th
March 1862.



certificate from two JPs to that effect, the
highway shall be diverted as described by the
plan.42 Lamb and Clarke signed their
certificate on completion of a site visit to
Norton on 1st July 1863.43 This was enrolled
with the proceedings the Court of Quarter
Sessions.44
Botfield also planned to close two

footpaths across the Leys within the village,
see Figure 10, at the same time as diverting
the road descr ibed above. Although
considered here as a single entity, each was
the subject of a separate application to the
Courts.45,46 The Highway Surveyors prepared

the public notices which appeared in the
Northampton Herald alongside that for the
road, as described above. Bailey and Hayward
made their depositions before the same
magistrates, who in turn issued their
certificates.
In the absence of any appeal at the

hearing on 10th April 1862, the Court
ordered the public footway ‘be forthwith
stopped up as useless and unnecessary.’
Obviously the villagers were denied the use
of these rights of way before the roadworks
were undertaken.
Discussion
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Figure 10: Plan of proposed changes to the Weedon Road
From NRO: QSR2/502)

42. NRO: QS Minute Book October 1857 to July
1862.
43. NRO: QSR2/510-a, Quarter Sessions Roll
Grand File for July 1863.
44. NRO: QS Minute Book October 1862 to April
1866, July Sessions, 1st July 1863.

45. NRO: QSR2/502-4, the path across The Leys
adjacent to Gravel Pit Close, with exhibits B, G and
M.
46. NRO: QSR2/502-2, the path across The Leys
adjacent to the village, with exhibits C, F and N.



This was the last major change to the roads
in Norton, which have remained unchanged
to the present day. Each of the three plans
discussed above, one for each of the
footpaths and one for the road, were drawn
on linen at a scale of 3 chains to 1 inch (25
inches to 1 mile). Even after being folded
and stored for 140 years, they are in excellent
agreement with each other. Although not
showing details of all the buildings, these
plans provide details of the village layout not
found anywhere else.
Using field boundaries and other roads as

references, it is relatively easy to compare the
plans of 1861 with the 1885 OS 1:10560
map, see Figure 11. The assumption made
earlier for the ‘new’ route of 1828 was
clearly valid, which means it is now possible
to locate the western end of the old, i.e. pre-
1828, road with a higher degree of certainty.
Both foot-paths, which closed at the same
time, are also shown in Figure 11. Since
Botfield owned the land on both sides of the
1828 road, it would have been a simple
matter for him to extend this westwards to

the Dodford road. In 185847,48 he had
purchased some 437 acres from John
Edmund Severne for £32,500, which
included a number of the premises within
the village itself adjacent to The Leys close.
This was Michael Wodhull’s estate at the
time of Parliamentary Inclosure in 1755.
Thus the way was clear for Botfield to
extend his parkland.

Daventry to Whilton Footway
Until the middle of the 19th Century, a
public footway between Daventry and
Whilton passed through the parish of
Norton north of the village. The part of this
path lying between the eastern edge of the
village and Watling Street had been diverted
and incorporated in the new road construc-
ted by Botfield in 1837. In December 1861
his attention turned to the main part of this
footway, leading from the western edge of
the parish to his road of 1837, and another
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47. NRO: BNH2/g, Conveyance of an Estate at
Norton, 13th April 1858.
48. NRO: BNH2/e, Release, 13th April 1858.

Figure 11: Plans of 1861 compared with OS 1885 1:10560 map



path leading from it in to the centre of the
village, Figure 12. Both of these paths were
the subject of another application49 to the
Courts, which on 10th April 1862 ordered
them to be forthwith stopped up as useless
and unnecessary.50

Discussion
A summary of the changes made by Botfield
to the public highways around Norton is
shown in Figure 13; changes to the footpaths
have been omitted for clarity. The small
numbers, for example 88 (86.846), are the
parcel numbers and their area in acres taken
from the second edition (1900) of the
1:2500 OS map.
According to Shirley, Norton Park was

enclosed about 1845, by which time both
the Whilton Road and Weedon Road had
been diverted, the former to its present
position and the latter to a position as shown
in Figure 13. Thus the Park would have
consisted of parcels 284, part of 285
(estimated to be 24 acres), 275, 283, 317,
321, 324, the majority of 88 (excluding a
small part estimated to be about 7 acres
located to the south of the Weedon Road)
and the lakes (approximately 5 acres in total).
These total some 257 acres compared with
Shirley’s figure of 246 acres. However, at the
time of the Tithe Map (1847), close number
88, described as The Park, was let out to a
tenant farmer by the name of William
Askew. Of course, by the time of Shirley’s
publication in 1867, Botfield could have
reclaimed The Park for his own use. In his
publication of 1892, Joseph Whitaker claims
the acreages given by Shirley were often very

inaccurate.51 As a result of carrying out his
own survey of all enclosures containing deer,
for which over 1200 circular letters were
issued, he was able to correct Shirley’s figures.
The area of the Deer Park at Norton was
now given as 95 acres, some error! Did this
relate to the close known in 1847 as The
Park? Without other supporting evidence
one can only conjecture at what might have
been.
By the time of Whitaker’s survey Botfield

had moved the Weedon Road yet again.
Was the Deer Park confined to closes 283,
284, 285 and 317 totalling some 99 acres?
These are bounded on three sides by iron
fencing with a stone wall along their
boundary with the Weedon Road. They
have natural water in the form of a stream
on the western boundary of close 285
feeding the lakes, and another stream on the
eastern boundary of closes 283 and 284.
Both type of fencing and water supply were
attributes included by Whitaker in his
survey.
It would seem reasonable to assume that

Breton’s ancient inclosure at the time of
Parliamentary Inclosure was limited to that
area between the Hall and the lakes. The
southern boundary would have been the
road to Muscott and Brockhall, sometimes
known as the Weedon Road, and the
northern boundary the road to Whilton. In
addition it could have included a close,
known as Middle Hall Door, of seven acres
to the east of the lakes.
One question that has not been answered

is why Botfield wanted to enlarge his park.
Henry Repton and his son were consulted
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49. NRO: QSR2/502-3 with exhibits D, H and L.
50. NRO: QS Minute Book October 1857 to July
1862.

51. Joseph Whitaker, A Descriptive List of the Deer-
Parks and Paddocks of England, Ballantyne, Hanson &
Co, London, (1892).
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Figure 12: Daventry-to-Whilton Footway through Norton
(From NRO: QSR2/502-3)



on new designs for house and park, though
it is unclear whether these were executed.52
According to local stories, Botfield was in
the habit of entertaining and did not want
the locals to witness the comings and goings
of his guests. To minimise such sightings, he
wanted to move those houses overlooking
the footway, which was situated to the south
of the church, to his house.
Closing the road to Weedon affected

many properties, as can be seen in Figure 14.
All of the buildings shown on the Tithe map
as parcels 18 to 21, 31, and 37 to 39 had
disappeared by 1885.53 Analysis of the
Census Enumerators’ books shows a
dramatic reduction in population during the
1850s, Table 1. This reduction was not
simply a contraction of the rural population
in the outlying areas but a real decline in the

population of the village itself.
Samuel Marriott, parcel 18 in Figure 14,

does not appear in either the 1851 or 1861
census. Two blacksmiths listed in the 1841
return had been reduced to one by 1851. A
butcher shop is shown on the Tithe map as
parcel 31a; the 1851 census listed a single
butcher in the village. No butcher was listed
in any of the four subsequent returns. Trade
directories of that time tell a similar story.
Had the population started to decline before
Botfield started planning his changes to the
road layout, or were his plans instrumental in
persuading the villagers to move? A question
none of the documents found so far has
been able to answer.
Marriott’s house is identified on the 1847

Tithe map as parcel 18. This map and the
1885 OS map are in excellent agreement as
can be seen in Figure 15, in which that part
of the village lost to the park has been
inserted in the OS map. The roads and fields
have been reconstructed as they might have
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52. John Heward and Robert Taylor, The Country
Houses of Northamptonshire, RCHME, (1996).
53. First edition (1885) 1:2500 OS map.
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Figure 13: Summary of the Changes to Public Highways 1829-1863



appeared in 1828 before Botfield commen-
ced his programme of road building. Two
areas of uncertainty are the exact alignment
of the Whilton road with respect to the lakes
and the alignment of the road to Muscott
between Marriott’s House and Hall Door
close. From the map shown in Figure 10,
there could have been two closes with the
name The Leys; although not named, the
western close of that name does appear, as
shown in Figure 15, on a map of J. M.

Severne’s estate of 1824.55
In attempting to answer the questions

raised in the introduction of this paper, it is
inevitable that further questions are raised,
which, for the time being at least, remain
unanswered.

Conclusions
Over a period of 34 years Beriah Botfield
made three major changes to the public
highways to the village of Norton by
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54. Population for 1831 taken from NRO: Popula-
tion Tables. Separate figures not available for Thrupp
& Muscott.

55. NRO: Map 4896, Map of an estate belonging to
J. M. Severne.

Year Census Number on Residents in Thrupp Muscott Norton
Total Canalboats Parish

183154 541 — 541 ? ? 541
1841 582 7 575 46 40 489
1851 579 – 579 53 45 481
1861 480 21 459 63 41 338
1871 443 26 417 113 304

Table 1. Population of Norton Parish by Year

Area lost

to the

Park

Details

Figure 14: Area of village affected by the Closure of the Weedon Road
(From NRO: T297)



Daventry enabling him to extend the
ancient inclosed park of the Bretons to its
current size. As a consequence, the heart of
the village would suffer a decline in terms of
real estate and commercial activities. This
paper has presented these changes and
attempted to resolve the uncertainties about
the size of Norton Park during the 18th and
19th centuries. In addition, plans of the
village road network and of the adjoining
field pattern will enable more detailed
studies of the village itself to be completed.
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Appendix 1. Construction Details of the Whilton Road

In addition to the terms and conditions outlined earlier, the contract between Botfield and John Siddons for
constructing the new road to Whilton contained two schedules, the first of which gave construction details for the
road, and the second the estimate. These refer to a plan, which has since become separated from the contract and
not yet located. The two schedules are summarised below.

First Schedule
Road Making
This schedule referenced both the natural surface of the ground and the surface of the new road with the relevant
depths and heights of the cuttings and embankments, the slopes of which were to be 26º. The breadth of the
finished road was to be 34ft, 30ft for the carriageway and 4ft for the footpath, with the surface of the path being 6
inches above that of the carriageway. Cuttings and embankments were to be neatly dressed and covered in green
sod taken from the space to be occupied by the finished road.
Construction details included the sizes of stones to be used and the manner in which they were to be laid. Two

quarries, neither within the parish, were specified as potential sources for the materials with the contractor paying
the cost of the stone and its carriage and for making good any surface damage.
One of the stone quarries was on the site of premises late belonging to Edward Downing and the other was in a

close belonging to Mr. Marriot.
Drains were to be constructed along both sides of the road; they were to be taken under any side roads

constructed into fields. A ditch was to be cut on both sides of the entire length of the road on the field side of a
quickset hedge.
Three culverts were specified, one 3ft in diameter and two 18 inches in diameter, and were to be constructed

as detailed on the plan. These must have been required where the new road crossed existing streams.

General Observations
All of the work was to be carried out to the satisfaction of an Engineer appointed by Botfield. He was to approve
all materials before they were used in the construction of the road. At the end of every 28 days, the Engineer was
to issue the contractor John Siddons with a certificate stating the work completed; a duplicate was to be sent to
Botfield for payment. On satisfactory completion of the road Siddons was to receive all of the monies retained
(10% of the amount to be paid) each month by Botfield. On no account was the contractor to make alterations or
deviations from the plans and specifications without written authority from the Engineer previous to making such
changes. The amount was to be agreed with the Engineer and certificate signed by both to be sent to Beriah
Botfield stating cost of alteration to be added, or subtracted, from original contract price.

The Second Schedule
London April 21st 1837

Estimate for making proposed road at Norton including excavations embankments roadmaking drains of all kind
Quick Borders, Culverts and side Roads. The schedule detailed below:

For the sum of £1014-2-0d.

Earthworks at 5d per cube yard
Roadmaking £6-15-0 per chain
Side and Mitre drains 7/- per chain
Outside or open drains 3/- per chain
10 side or occupation roads £1-0-0 each
1 3' culvert £14-5-0
2 1' 6" culvert £6-5-0 each
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Appendix 2. Summary Timetable of Events

Road to Whilton
1828 17th December Special Sessions, JPs ordered diversion of road.

20th December Public Notice published.
24th December Special Sessions, JPs again order diversion of road.
27th December First of three public notices published.

1829 15th January Statement by Samuel Cox.
30th April Order confirmed.

1836 13th April Plan of old and new routes of footpath published.
14th April Notice of Meeting.
21st April Vestry Meeting.

Public Notice prepared.
23rd April First of four public notices published.
19th May Deposition of witnesses.

Certificate of JPs.
28th May Plan lodged with Clerk of the Peace.

1837 28th April Agreement with John Siddons signed.
1st December JPs’ certificate of completion of both road and path.

Road to Weedon
1828 28th May JPs ordered diversion of the road towards the Watling Street and thence to 

Weedon. Public notices were prepared.
31st May First of three public notices published.
17th July Statement by J. R. Holden Rose.

Order for diversion confirmed and enrolled.
17th December JPs order diversion of footpath to Muscott Mill and Brockhall.
20th December First of four public notices published.

1829 30th April Order confirmed.
1861 13th December Routes surveyed and plans drawn.
1862 3rd February Consent by Beriah Botfield.

Public notice prepared.
8th February First of four public notices published.
5th March Depositions by Francis Hawkesworth Hayward, George Bailey and JPs’ Certificate.
6th March Plan, etc. lodged with Clerk of the Peace.
10th April Order confirmed.

1863 1st July New highway declared fit for public use.

Daventry to Whilton Footpath
1836/7
The section from Norton to Whilton was diverted in 1836/7 when the road was diverted, see above.
1861/63
The section from Daventry to Norton closed at the same time as the Weedon road was diverted, see above.
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Twenty years ago Philip R. Martin wrote an
article for Northamptonshire Past and Present
(Volume 6, No 3, 1980, pp.161-4) entitled
‘Rothwell; The Railway Station that never
was’, in which he offered a most interesting
discussion of why the Midland Railway’s
Leicester & Hitchin line took the somewhat
roundabout route between Market
Harborough and Ketter ing, through
Desborough instead of the more direct route
through Rothwell.
Martin points out that William Cubitt,

the engineer of the Leicester & Bedford
Railway scheme of 1845, did propose a
route via Rothwell, but he then moves
forward to Charles Liddell’s plans for the
Midland Railway which led to the line that
was finally opened in 1857. Of the final
choice of the route via Desborough, he
comments: ‘Charles Liddell knew his job. All
honour to him. But the decision forced on
him represented an expensive piece of
expediency. For over 120 years trains have
been travelling over a mile further than they
need have done, and one wonders what has
been the cost in terms of fuel, wear and tear
of rolling stock, and waste of passengers’
time.’
The Leicester & Bedford Railway, which

would have run through Rothwell as Martin
reports, and the South Midland Railway
route that planned to pass through
Desborough, were competing schemes in
the Railway Mania of 1845-6. Neither
scheme was authorised in 1846, but both
were resurrected and both then came under
Midland control. That company took
forward what was essentially the South
Midland scheme and obtained powers in
1847 for lines from Leicester to North-
ampton, Market Harborough to Hitchin,
and Kettering to Huntingdon. However,
these powers were allowed to lapse. In the
spring of 1852 pressure was brought on the
railway company by local landowners for the

resurrection of the scheme at least as far as
the line from Leicester to Hitchin was
concerned (the London & North Western
Railway was taking up, at the same time,
plans for a line between Market Harborough
and Northampton). The Midland board
decided that it had to act, and it set up a
committee, the Leicester & Hitchin
Extension Committee, to supervise the
planning and construction of the proposed
line.
The route between Leicester and Hitchin

was re-surveyed by Charles Liddell and John
Crossley, and the Extension Committee
received Liddell’s report on 18th August
1852. The question of whether to run via
Rothwell or via Desborough is dealt with in
some detail, and I think it emerges clearly
that the decision in favour of the latter –
much as we may regret it with the benefit of
hindsight – was a considered one rather than
just ‘an expensive piece of expediency’.
Liddell writes:

In compliance with your instructions, I have
examined again the Lines of the Leicester and
Hitchin Railway together with the plans and
sections of the several Lines proposed in 1845
and 1846.
With the exception of two parts of the

Line, the one extending from Harbro’ to
Pytchley near Kettering and the other from
Bedford to Hitchin there can be but slight
modifications made in that formerly selected
for the South Midland.
From Harbro to Pytchley two lines are

open for choice one that of the old South
Midland Co through Desborough. The other
that of the Leicester and Bedford Co through
Rothwell.
On comparing the sections of these two

Lines, it appears that the expense of
construction of the Line proposed by the
Leicester and Bedford Company would
exceed by £56,000 that proposed by the
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South Midland Company in the items of
Tunnelling and Earthworks; but on the other
hand there would be a saving in distance of
about 11⁄8 miles, and in the cost of Land about
£13,000. The Line of the Leicester and
Bedford Company would also intersect a part
of the ironstone field, where the iron ore lies
close to the surface, and the Excavations
would be through the ironstone bed. As an
element of future traffic assuming that the
ironstone is as valuable as represented, this is
unquestionably of much importance.
The Line chosen for the South Midland

may however be modified so as to reduce the
difference of distance to one mile only with a
considerable improvement in gradients; and as
by the alteration I now propose, the Line
would pass on the west side of Kettering,
access from the ironstone beds on the Hills
about Rothwell may be obtained at a small
outlay, by means of side Lines of short length,
and easy gradients.
The ironstone beds on the old South

Midland Line do not lie on the surface; but I
find by the borings in 1845 that they were cut
in the bottom of the Excavations about 25
feet under the surface.
Independent of the profit to be made from

the ironstone obtained in the Excavations I
estimate that the value in money of the Old
South Midland Line over that of the Leicester
and Bedford is about £28,000 thus.

Excess of cost on the works of 
the Lester & Bedford Line £56,000
Less greater cost of Land on
the So:Mid £13,000
And value of working one Mile 
Extra Allowance for improved 
gradients Being taken into a/c 
say £500 per an: £10,000
Cost of additional side Lines
to the Ironstone beds £ 5,000 £28,000

£28,000

And I therefore come to the conclusion that
in this view only of the subject, it would be
best to make the circuitous Line.
But as I have above stated, the ironstone

beds will be cut close to the surface of the
ground on the Rothwell Line, whereas they
are at the bottom of the Excavations on the

other; and if the ironstone is of the value it is
now represented to be, it may be cast to one
side at a small cost, and after the Line is
completed, it may be taken onto the Market
at a considerable profit. At 1s/6d per Ton in
the wagon it would probably be sufficient to
cover all the extra cost of this Line – This
proposal is however very speculative and
depends entirely upon the price that may be
obtained for the Stone for smelting, and the
Extent of the beds intersected: On the
circuitous Line, the stone obtainable, as it lies
in the bottom of the cuttings will be
comparatively small in quantity, probably not
more than sufficient for ballasting purposes.

Although the engineer’s recommendation is
clear, the committee did not opt for the
apparently cheaper solution at once. Rather,
it decided to find some person competent to
report on the extent and value of the
ironstone on both the proposed lines. And
the decision at the next meeting, on 11th
September, to instruct Liddell to complete
his plans, but to leave aside for the moment
further work on the Harborough to
Pytchley section, indicated clearly that the
matter was still regarded as open. It seems
that it was at some stage between that
meeting and the next one, on 6th October,
that the decision to accept the engineer’s
recommendation for the Desborough route
modified to pass on the west side of
Kettering was taken, as at that meeting the
committee sent its final proposal forward to
the board. We know that the Midland
company was operating under quite severe
financial constraints at the time of the
planning and construction of the Leicester &
Hitchin line, but in so far as we can read
behind the minutes, it does seem that in this
case there was a very careful consideration of
the two options rather than a knee-jerk
immediate decision for the cheaper one.

The sources of information are from the board and
committee minutes of the Midland Railway now in the
Public Record Office, Kew (in particular, the minutes of
the Leicester & Hitchin Extension Committee), from
copies of the Deposited Plans of the various schemes held
in the Leicestershire County Record Office, and from
contemporary issues of the Railway Times.
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In August 1998, while working on a
collection of World War II civil defence
documents held at Northamptonshire
Record Office, a small envelope and letter
were found stored in the same box.
Addressed to Mr. R. White of Cogills Hotel,
Wynberg, South Africa, it was postmarked
8th November 1910, Lyttleton, New
Zealand (see Figure 1). On the letter and the

flap of the envelope was the logo of the
British Antarctic Expedition which left these
shores in that year aboard the Royal Yacht
Squadron vessel, the Terra Nova. Intrigued by
the find, I decided to try to discover the
story of the letter and, in parti-cular, to try to
trace its passage from New Zealand via
South Africa to Northampton-shire County
Record Office.
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Before considering the route that Bowers’
letter took on its way to Northampton, we
should remind ourselves of its author and
how he came to write it in November,
1910. Henry Bowers was born in Greenock,
Scotland on 29th July, 1883. He was the only
son of Captain Alexander Bowers and his
wife, Emily. As a sea captain, his father
pioneered many trade routes in the east
during an exciting career which ended in
1860 when, following heart trouble, he died
suddenly.1 Henry was aged just three years
old at the time and with his two sisters and
mother, moved to Sidcup in Kent. A deeply
committed Christian, the young Bowers
filled his time with collecting butterflies and
moths.2 After a private education at Sidcup
and Streatham High School for Boys, he

joined the cadet training ship, HMS Worcester
in 1897 with a view to gaining eventual
entry into the Merchant Marine. Built in the
1830s, this old sailing ship moored on the
Thames was Bowers’ home until 1899. After
a harsh training regime, he earned a 2nd and
3rd in meteorology and geography and the
Conduct Award. A hard-working, optimistic
and energetic young man, on passing out, he
became a Gun Cadet Captain with a first
class in Extra School and Seamanship.
After leaving the Worcester, Bowers was

faced with a number of options but decided
to join the crew of the merchantman, Loch
Torridon, a steel-hulled sailing ship bound for
Australia. The voyage was successful and was
followed by a second, but not before Captain
David Wilson-Barker, captain-
superintendent of his old training ship,
introduced him to several other old boys
who were to accompany Robert Falcon
Scott on his expedition in the Discovery. This
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1. Lagerbom, C. H., The Fifth Man, (Whitby 1999),
p.1.
2. Bowers, letter, Scott Polar Research Institute,
1907.

Transcription of letter

BRITISH ANTARCTIC EXPEDITION
TERRA NOVA R.Y.S.

Lyttleton
8 xi 1910

Dear Mr White,

Just a line to say that we all hope you are keeping well & that everything is as it should
be at Wynberg.
Practically the same party of us are staying at Sumner which is about 5 miles walk from

here. We all look back on our stay at Cogills with the greatest pleasure & are quite sure
we would go nowhere else were we to visit the Cape again.
At present our stay in civilization is drawing to a close & with all the kindness we are

receiving I suppose we ought not to want to get away. As a matter of fact – every one of
us is longing to leave & get to our work. I am landing with the main party myself so will
not come back on the ship next May. All the party who stayed with you will be left down
in the Antarctic now. Kind regards to Mrs White. I hope you are both very well – The
dogs we took out are like pups beside the Siberian ones –

All best wishes
Yours sincerely
H R Bowers



fired Bowers’ enthusiasm for polar explor-
ation but in the meantime, he persevered
with the Loch Torridon, rising to third mate.
By 1902, he was named midshipman in the
Royal Navy Reserve3 and was hoping for a
career in the Royal Indian Marine Service.
After a fourth voyage under sail, in 1904, he
transferred to steam, joining the Cape Breton
as third mate on a trip to America and the
Philippines. It was while he was away that
word arrived that he had been admitted to
the Royal Indian Marine Service as a sub-
lieutenant. He hurried home immediately to
the new family home back in Scotland. It
was during this short stay in 1905, before
leaving for Bombay, that Wilson-Baker
introduced him to Sir Clements Markham.
Markham had encouraged Captain Scott’s
expedition to the Antarctic in 1901 and was
destined to become one of the driving forces
behind the Terra Nova expedition. He was
impressed by Bowers and made a mental
note of him.
Arriving in the sub-continent, Bowers’

new ship was the RIMS Dufferin but he was
then dispatched to Burma to serve on the
Sladen, a flat-bottomed river steamer on the
enormous but dangerous Irrawaddy River.
In June 1907, he was given the temporary
command of a river gunboat, the RIMS
Bharmo but soon after, he read of Ernest
Shackleton’s plans for an expedition to the
South Pole and once more, his enthusiasm
for polar expedition was aroused. By 1908,
Bowers was back on the open sea as navig-
ation officer aboard the Minto patrolling in
the Indian Ocean and looking forward to a
return to Scotland for eight months leave.
Following his return home, there then
ensued a period of parties, picnics and
outdoor sports and activities. Bowers had
long since earned the nick-name, ‘Birdie’.
Dr. Edward Wilson, to become Bowers’
friend and colleague on the 1910 expedition
to the pole, later descr ibed him as a,
‘… short red-headed thick-set little man
with a very large nose …’ but went on to
commend Bowers for being ‘… a perfect
marvel of efficiency …’ with the most

unselfish character I have ever seen in a man
anywhere.’4
Upon his return to duty, Bowers was

posted to HMS Fox, to serve a six month
tour of duty in the Gulf of Oman. The Fox
was a cruiser second class and Bowers
considered himself lucky to receive such a
posting. Mainly charged with the task of
apprehending gun-runners, Bowers was
eventually placed in command of a cutter to
patrol his section of the coast. He thrived on
this work and had his command extended
into the autumn of 1909 by which time,
news of Scott’s plans for another Antarctic
expedition were well-known. Shackleton
had got to within 97 miles of the pole but
had been forced to turn back.
Early in 1910, Bowers was transferred

from the Fox and over the next few months,
served aboard a number of vessels. In the
meantime, he had applied for a place in
Scott’s party – perhaps with little hope of
success. It was at this point though, that
Captain Wilson-Barker spoke on his behalf
and reminded Sir Clements Markham of
his meeting some years previous with the
young Bowers. Markham was pleased to
recommend him to Scott who, not wishing
to offend his backer, immediately offered
Bowers a place without even interviewing
him. Bowers received the information by
telegram while in Bombay and set off
immediately for London. Thus it was, that
on 15th August, 1910, Henry ‘Birdie’
Bowers was aboard the Terra Nova when it
tied up in Simon’s Bay, South Africa, on its
way to the Antarctic.5
The rest of the story is well-documented

elsewhere.6 After fund-raising in South
Africa and Australia, the Terra Nova sailed
southwards to New Zealand and Lyttleton,
and from there, at 3.00pm on Saturday 26th
November 1910, made its way towards the
Antarctic via Dunedin, where more coal was
taken on board (The Terra Nova was both
steam and sail-powered).7 Land was spotted
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in the closing hours of 31st December 1910
and landfall made on 4th January. With the
Antarctic summer drawing to a close, the
winter was spent in a number of excursions
and expeditions until spring came the
following October when Scott led the main
expedition to the pole.
The small forward party of five men,

consisting of Scott, Bowers, Dr. Edward
Wilson, Captain L. E. G. Oates and Petty
Officer Evans, arrived at the pole on 18th
January 1912. Beset with bad weather, the
going had been very tough, and on their
arrival they found that Roald Amundsen
and his Norwegian expedition had arrived
nearly four weeks previously. Understand-
ably dispirited, they set off on the return
journey. After a bad fall, and suffering from
frostbite, Evans died in the early hours of
18th February. With continuing bad
weather, frostbite and diminishing supplies,
each of the others became gradually weaker.
On about Saturday, 17th March, Oates, by
now very weak, made his famous remark, ‘I
am just going outside and may be some
time’, before disappearing into a blizzard,
never to be seen alive again. The remaining
three, by now only 11 miles from a supply
depot but snowed in by a continual storm,
lasted until the end of March when, finally
overcome by the elements, they died in their
sleeping bags.
So much for the original story. The

question remains, what of the letter Bowers
wrote while in Lyttleton, just 18 days before
setting off on the ill-fated expedition, and
how did it come to be accessioned by
Northamptonshire Record Office? The
letter was sent to Mr. R. White of the
Cogills Hotel, Wynberg, South Africa. Upon
arrival in that country, Lt. Edward Evans
(Scott’s second in command) recalled that
Oates’ one idea was a horse, ‘… and he spent
as much time on horseback as he possibly
could.’8 So it was then that Oates, together
with Bowers and Edward Atkinson, a naval
surgeon and parasitologist, made for the

nearest pack of hounds, which were at
Wynberg. Oates knew the locality well
because during the South African War he
had been wounded, fighting against over-
whelming odds, and had been hospitalised
there.9 Hence Bowers’ remark in his letter
regarding the size of the South African dogs
which were, he later found, much smaller
than the Siberian sled dogs that other
members of the group had collected on their
way south. Not until he was able to
rendezvous with them in New Zealand did
the difference become apparent. 
It is clear from Bowers’ letter that they

stayed at the Cogills Hotel which is listed in
the commercial directory for that year.10 It
appears from the letter that Mr. and Mrs.
White were the proprietors of the hotel,
although extant records fail to identify them.
The known whereabouts of Bowers’

simple little message remain clouded in
mystery for the next 40 years, but by May
1950 it had come into the possession of
Stanley Fulford of Rothwell, Northampton-
shire. Stanley Fulford, like so many others
involved in the story, was a member of the
Rothwell Congregational Church and was
also involved in the boot and shoe industry
there. He had come to Rothwell before the
Great War, during which he was a conscien-
tious objector and took no part in the
fighting. A former teacher, he married into
the Groococks, one of the leading boot and
shoe families in the town. However Bowers’
letter came to Rothwell, at some point it
passed into the hands of Stanley Fulford
who, being a member of the North-
amptonshire Record Society, appreciated its
historical importance and so, in May of
1950, posted it to the society’s then head-
quarters at Lamport Hall.
The question remains, who brought the

letter from Wynberg, South Africa, and
passed it to Stanley Fulford? Recent
enquiries amongst the Rowell octogenarians
have resulted in several names – two of
which come to the fore as the most likely
bearers to these shores of the letter – Alfred
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Chamberlain and Harry White.
Alfred Chamberlain was born in

Rothwell and, like Stanley Fulford, became a
teacher. He began by training at the school
he had attended himself – the Rothwell
British School, a secular school where he
served for five years as a pupil-teacher. From
there he moved on to a London-based
training college and then spent nine years in
the capital as an assistant teacher at the Ben
Jonson School. He graduated with a BA in
1886, and the following year was appointed
headmaster at the Thomas Barton Holmes
School in Hull where he remained for ten
years. It was while there that he married, and
both he and his wife were active in the
community.11
In 1897, however, he gave up teaching

and returned to Rothwell where he worked
in the boot and shoe business as a traveller
for his brother, Carey Chamberlain. This
work took him all over England, which
allowed him to lecture on a range of topics.
He also travelled further afield to countries
such as France, Belgium, Holland, Norway,
Germany and Switzerland. As well as a
vegetar ian, he was a supporter of the
temperance movement, a non-smoker and,
significantly, a sympathiser of the Boers
during the South African War.12 So it was
that in 1910, after a severe nervous break-
down and an order from his doctor to take a
rest, he ventured to South Africa for a six
month break. This was the year that Scott’s
expedition had set off south.
Following his return to Rothwell, he

retired in 1911 and devoted himself to travel,
fruit growing, the study of music, biology,
history and antiquarianism. The owner of an
impressive library, he also submitted a
number of articles to the local press and
published pamphlets on Rothwell history.
He eventually died in March 1939, aged 82.
Present at his funeral were Emily and Harry
White, the latter being the other principal in
the case.13
Emily White was the daughter of the

founder of another Rothwell boot and shoe
company – J. T. Butlin. The family still re-call
how, while taking a sea voyage, she met
Harry White who was working on board
the ship, it will be remembered, of course,
that Bowers addressed his letter to, ‘Mr. R.
White’.
The couple were soon married and lived

in South Africa for many years during the
first decades of the 20th century. Then, by
1936, following the death of her brother
Major Harry Butlin, the old family home,
West View, in Kettering Road, Rothwell, had
become empty.14 The following year, Emma
Butlin, now White, returned and set up
home there with her husband, Harry,15
because, a she put it, ‘her brother would have
wanted it.’16 Like Stanley Fulford and Alfred
Chamberlain, they both attended the
Congregational church for many years (until
following a disagreement, Mrs. White
changed to the Anglican faith).17
The Whites are still remembered during

their Rothwell years. She was regarded as
slightly eccentric and dressed in pale pastel
colours. He was a smart ‘colonial’ type and
walked with a cane.18 They employed a
French or Belgian maid called Marie who
upset the local greengrocers by insisting on
squeezing their wares before purchasing, in
the Gallic tradition.19 Emma White died in
1949 at the age of 78, and when her
husband, who lived on till 1957, died at
the age of 85,20 only Stanley Fulford of
the original group was left. That they
were a group is confirmed again by local
memories.21 Significantly, perhaps, the
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Whites died without children. Had they
possessed the Lt. Bowers letter, they would
have had no natural heirs and so might easily
have been persuaded by their friend, Stanley
Fulford to donate it to the Northampton-
shire Record Society.
At the beginning of this article, the

question was posed, whether it was possible
to trace the passage of Bowers’ letter from
New Zealand via South Africa to North-
amptonshire County Record Office?
The first part of its journey – as far as

Wynberg – is easily confirmed by the
postmarks on the envelope. Similarly with its
final leg, from Stanley Fulford to the Record
Society. However, an investigation of this sort
often serves to ask more questions than it
answers. Where, for example, did the Whites
live while in South Africa and what did they
do? If Harry White had worked as a steward
on board ship, perhaps he was involved in
the hotel business? Was he related to Bowers’
‘Mr. R. White’ or was he in fact one and the
same – Bowers having made a simple
mistake when addressing the envelope? And
what of Alfred Chamberlain, where did he
stay when he visited South Africa in 1910 at
just the moment in history when the Scott

expedition visited that country? Could it
have been with friends, perhaps even at the
Cogills Hotel in Wynberg? Speculative
questions such as these abound. All we can
be sure of is that Alfred Chamberlain, Harry
White and Stanley Fulford, all had a number
of factors in common. They all came to live
at Rothwell, they were all connected to the
boot and shoe industry there and they were
all Congregationalists. Add to this that both
White and Chamberlain spent some time in
South Africa during the period under study
and their possible role in preserving the
Bowers’ letter and bringing it to North-
amptonshire cannot be ruled out.

There is one final point. Alfred Chamber-
lain, apart from his impressive collection of
books, was also said to have collected a vast
number of newspaper and magazine cut-
tings. When Bowers’ letter was received at
Lamport Hall in 1950, it was accompanied
by a copy of a poem entitled ‘Dirge of the
Antarctic’ written some time after the tragic
events of 1912. The poem is in the form of
an unnamed and undated newspaper
cutting. It is hardly conclusive evidence but
it is just the sort of cutting that a man like
Alfred Chamberlain might have preserved
for his collection.
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DAVENTRY PAST
by R. L. Greenall
Phillimore 1999

ISBN 1-86077-108-4 
132pp, Price £14.99

This book is yet another valuable piece of work on the history of Northamptonshire that
originated in an evening class run by the Department of Adult Education (now ‘Continuing
Education’) at Leicester University, before the recent short sighted cuts that have curtailed the
high quality work of the Department. Publication has however in this case been a long time
coming, for the research began in the 1970s as Daventry was transformed from a sleepy market
town by one of those ill thought out ‘new town’ developments planned in the late 1960s. One
wonders if earlier generations who lived through equally dramatic times of change had similar
views about the loss of a more familiar and somehow more pleasant world. For Greenall shows
that Daventry, like most of the Northamptonshire landscape, had its origins and owed the main
phases of its development, from the Saxon period onwards, to bouts of formal planning.
Although much of the historic character of the town, as depicted in this book, was a result of
progressive development within the new frameworks. 
Drawing heavily on Brown’s Early Daventry, the book briefly considers the planning of the

original village and looks at its transformation into a prosperous medieval small town which, by
the 13th century, lay on one of the nation’s major roads. This phase of the story ends with the
economic recession of the later 14th century which extinguished the commercial ‘pretensions’
of most of the younger ‘would be’ market towns. But Daventry seems to have ridden out the
storm better than some other of our small towns and was well placed to grasp the
opportunities of the economic expansion which took hold under the Tudors. In the post-
medieval period the London to Chester road, which at that time ran along Sheaf Street,
became the greatest road in England and, particularly with the development of coaching, by
the 18th century, would bring the heyday of Daventry’s ‘prosperity’. From this period Greenall
has much more graphic evidence to describe the character of Daventry as it grew into a
prosperous self governing borough. The town’s relative decline in the 19th century
demonstrates that Daventry’s fortunes were largely determined by developments on England’s
most important communication route. The road had been diverted, probably in the 12th
century, from its Roman alignment to run through what was then probably just a village, and
on to a major new town at Coventry, bringing commerce to Daventry. Servicing this
communication route meant that when the economy boomed then Daventry benefited more
than just a local market town. But when in the 19th century both the canal and then the
railway returned to the old route at Watford Gap, which had been used by the Roman Watling
Street, the Industrial Revolution largely passed the town by. 
This is a fascinating story of a modest market town which, because of the presence of this

major road, is more than of just local interest. Concentrating particularly from the later 16th
century to the present, Greenall provides a far more accessible complement to the important
study by Tony Brown on ‘Early Daventry’. It is a well produced book that flows well,
combining scholarly research which is reasonably well referenced, with an accessible style.
Illustrated with numerous photographs, engravings, maps and other documents, it is a pleasant
book to dip into as much as to read from cover to cover. It is a welcome new overview of the
history of one of the dozen or so small town in Northamptonshire, most of which lack such
well researched and well written histories. 
However, this is a short book and although there is a well thought out and comprehensive

coverage of the major themes, most issues are treated only briefly. Daventry has a very well
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documented history from the medieval period onwards and, given the enormous potential of
the documentary record, particularly for the post-medieval borough, this book will be
something of a disappointment to the specialist. There is much still to be discovered, through
archaeology, about the origins of the village in the Saxon period and the early history of the
medieval town. Whereas this must await the work of future archaeologists, there is also a great
deal still to be recovered from the extensive documentary archives and with these Greenall has
still only really scraped the surface.

Glenn Foard

POLITICS AND SOCIETY: THE JOURNALS OF LADY KNIGHTLEY
OF FAWSLEY, 1885 TO 1913

Peter Gordon (ed.)
Northamptonshire Record Society, Northampton 1999

ISBN 0-901275-61-1
ix + 535 pp, 18 plates
Price (p&p) £25.00 

‘What an interesting life I do lead’, Lady Louisa Knightley of Fawsley confided to her Journal
on 29 June 1888. Readers of this handsomely-produced volume will readily agree.
The fascination of the Journals derives from the glimpses they give into so many different

worlds. Louisa was born in 1842 into Court circles. Her father, General Sir Edward Bowater,
was equerry to Prince Albert and then Groom-in-Waiting to the Queen: her early life
revolved around her mother’s home at Sotterley Park, Suffolk, and Thatched Lodge House,
Richmond Park, with visits to Windsor, Balmoral and Osborne. In March 1869, at a house
party at Firle Place, Sussex, she met Sir Rainald Knightley, of Fawsley Hall, Conservative MP
for South Northamptonshire since 1852. Although he was 23 years her senior, it seems to have
been love at (almost) first sight, and they were married in October the same year. The
marriage, although childless (a Knightley problem for several generations) was loving and
companionate: Louisa and ‘Tiny’ (‘Mite’ was another of her nicknames for Rainald) were
devoted to each other, and her sense of loss on his death on 19th December 1895 is the more
poignant for its simplicity: ‘… towards the evening, sitting in his chair holding my hands he
became unconscious. We got him into bed… and he said to me, “Goodnight, goodnight,
Goodbye”, the last words he spoke… We watched him till at 5.30 this Thursday morning he
passed peacefully away. He looks so calm and peaceful’. A few days later Rainald’s funeral (‘that
beautiful burial service which my darling always said he liked so much’) was held in the parish
church, decorated for Christmas, and he was buried ‘under the old yew tree, the place we
chose together long ago… It was all so quiet, so simple, so reverent… I think it was all just as he
would have wished it: he had such a horror of a pompous funeral…’ (25th December 1895).
Recording her first meeting with Rainald, Louisa wrote ‘He strikes me as a very good

average sort of man; clever without being a genius; good, without having a very high standard
– in short, not unlike myself.’
Louisa underestimated herself. Her Journals show her to be a shrewd and perceptive political

observer. She discovered (rather to her surprise, perhaps) that she was also a consummate
practical politician in the 1885 and 1886 General Elections. These were the first to be fought
after agricultural labourers had been granted the vote in 1884. Rainald, returned unopposed
since 1868 and an awkward public speaker, suddenly had a fight on his hands in what was now
a single-member constituency with redrawn (unfavourably to the Tories) boundaries. Louisa
worked the villages and small towns of the constituency, especially the knife-edge Daventry
(‘that cantankerous little place’) and Brackley, from door-to-door, and was undoubtedly
instrumental in his very narrow victory by 62 votes in 1885 and the more substantial 316 of
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1886. High Summer in Northamptonshire was her abiding memory of the latter campaign:
‘This election will always be associated in my mind with dog roses and yellowhammers. The
hedges are full of both’ (2nd July 1886).
The irony is that Louisa’s family background was Whig/Liberal, and there were

(unsubstantiated) rumours that in the 1870s she was a frequent (and anonymous) contributor
to the Radical Northamptonshire Guardian. The Journals perhaps give clues: canvassing Woodford
Hinton on 21st September 1885, Louisa noted ‘It is very unsatisfactory work sometimes
talking to the labourers. One feels they have a right to be discontented and one has nothing to
promise them’ and two months later, as the election campaign ground on, she found herself in
Towcester: ‘Some very radical shoe makers in some horrid little Courts down at the bottom of
the town. I should be a Radical myself if I lived in such holes…’ (2nd November 1886). 
Louisa’s radicalism found its outlet in her fervent support for women’s issues, in which she

was involved – with Rainald’s loyal support – at local and national level. As a fluent public
speaker and efficient organiser she was a leading figure in the Primrose League, the Girls’
Friendly Society, the Working Ladies’ Guild, the Society for Promoting the Employment of
Women, the Society for Promoting the Return of Women as Poor Law Guardians, the
National Union of Women’s Suffrage Societies and (especially) in emigration, becoming
President of the South African Colonisation Society. The Journals are – oddly – at their least
interesting in this respect, internal political machinations tending to mask the broader issues.
However, it’s Louisa’s day-to-day involvement in Northamptonshire that will perhaps

interest most readers, contrasting with her contacts with the ‘great and good’. At one level she
mixes with the Turkish and Austrian ambassadors, Gladstone (for whom she can never find a
kind word), Joseph Chamberlain (who she reluctantly grows to admire), the Prince of Wales,
the ‘Elephant Man’ and Rider Haggard. At other times, she’s involved in the cut and thrust of
parish politics, as Chair of Badby Parish Council (and regretting the occasional absence of
leading Radicals as making the meetings rather boring!) and also at county level, as a co-opted
member of the Northamptonshire County Council Education Committee in July 1903,
reflecting her longstanding interest in the education of women of all social classes.
The Great Central Railway cuts its way through the county: Louisa is involved,

unsurprisingly, in arranging educational and social facilities for the navvies, at the same time
noting that the line ‘makes terrible hazard with the country there [Charwelton], the fine great
grass fields we used to gallop over’ (16th February 1896). Money troubles are never far away in
the years of the Agricultural Depression: economy drives at Fawsley start in 1890 with the
discharge of six servants and a resolution (seemingly unfulfilled) to give up hunting; from 1899
the Hall is let annually for the summer. But Louisa’s life remains ‘interesting’, a constant
undercurrent being relations between the Knightleys and the Spencers of Althorp. From the
very start of the Journals, these are uneasy, largely due to the 5th Earl Spencer’s support for
Home Rule, to which Rainald and Louisa were adamantly opposed. Louisa obviously
regretted this breach: invited to Althorp in March 1889 she writes ‘I wish the Spencers were
not such detestable politicians – they are so pleasant’. By 1895 things had eased a little, perhaps
because Rainald’s elevation to the Lords four years earlier had removed him from calculations
of Commons majorities: the Earl came over to Fawsley on the Knightleys’ wedding
anniversary (‘It was really most kind of him… and in such weather’) and had a long discussion
on both foreign and domestic politics with them. ‘Altogether, it was very enjoyable visit: I do
wish politics did not always divide us so’ (22nd October 1895). And she was delighted when
the Editors of the Victoria County History of Northamptonshire, visiting Fawsley on 17th January
1901, confirmed the accuracy of her long-standing researches on Knightley family history
(‘only the original Rainald lopped off ’), and provided a bonus: ‘The Spencers lose 15
generations… There will be searchings of heart when that book comes out’ (19th January
1901).
After Rainald’s death, Louisa threw herself even more fully into public affairs, locally and



BOOK REVIEWS 91

nationally. She missed him deeply: revisiting places where they had been together was an
ordeal. The affairs of the various movements she was involved in account for a substantial part
of the last half of the Journals, but what shines through is her indomitable joie de vivre: she sees
her first films (the Lumiere Brothers’ pioneer show at the Regent Street Polytechnic) in April
1896, takes up tricycling around the Northamptonshire lanes with enthusiasm and has her first
car ride (from Firle to Brighton) in October 1901.
This edition of Louisa’s Journals is a credit to the Northamptonshire Record Society and its

editor. Peter Gordon’s Introduction not only sets the Knightleys in context but also deftly
summarises the complex political history of Britain in the four decades before the First World
War. Footnoting is comprehensive: I detected only a handful of people whom Professor
Gordon was unable to identify and (a real treat in these days of straitened production values)
footnotes follow individual entries.
Any reviewer of diaries has to ask a question: would I have liked to have met their author?

I think I would: only a few weeks after celebrating her ‘interesting life’, Louisa wrote (5th
August 1888) ‘I do desire most earnestly to do Thy Will, teach me what it is, above all keep
me humble and close to Thee. I often think my outward life seems better than it ought
because I do not give enough time to the inward life. And I am very self-indulgent and I do not
manage my money well…’. Sixteen years later she noted her 60th birthday (25th April 1902): ‘It
is indeed a turning point in one’s life. Middle Age is over and old age begins… I feel absurdly
young… [but] I must learn to grow old gracefully’. The last photograph in the volume is
captioned ‘Lady Knightley in distinguished old age, c.1910’. It isn’t: it’s Lady Knightley in self-
deprecating, humorous and ever-so-slightly cynical later life.

Anthony Kirby
Anglia Polytechnic University, Cambridge

GUILTY M’LUD
The criminal history of Northamptonshire

by Richard Cowley
Pegg and Whistle Books, Kettering

ISBN 0 953405 0 3
Price £16.95

When I was first asked to review this book, I found the title somewhat bewildering. I thought
it was either a Police ‘yarn’ or alternatively a detailed description of the Criminal Law in its
many aspects. On the contrary it is a well presented deep research of crimes from the most
gruesome to the everyday, in what we know as a most respectable English County.
Mr. Cowley has cleverly linked the social changes in our society with the ever changing

criminal activities and the necessary responses in the Court and Police systems. He also has the
skill of using normal, everyday language when explaining the intricacies of legal procedures
and Police practices. He avoids jargon and therefore makes it a very pleasant read.
His book sets put very interesting comparisons throughout. For instance in 1835 Thomas

Howley picked a pocket and stole £1 17s 10d and was HANGED. Whilst in 1845 Mr. R.
Knight (US Serviceman) shot and killed a British Merchant Seaman with an American
Service revolver. He was charged with murder – reduced to manslaughter – was dishonourably
discharged and then IMPRISONED FOR FOUR YEARS.
When considering capital punishment he records that the last two ‘witches’ in the whole of

Britain were hanged in Northamptonshire, whilst the beheading of a crowned queen, Mary
Queen of Scots, also took place in the county.
Mr. Cowley describes how the Court system evolved and the Police grew from the single
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parish constable to the County Force.
I feel anyone interested in Northamptonshire should have a copy of this book on their

shelves. It is illuminating and an excellent well written book on an unusual subject. It also
reflects well on the archives of the Northamptonshire Record Office.

Lesley Skelton
formerly Chief Superintendent of Police, Lancashire and later Dorset

TWENTIETH CENTURY KETTERING
A BOOK FOR THE MILLENNIUM

by Tony Smith 
published by W. D. Wharton, Wellingborough 1999

ISBN 1-899597-08-5
A4 landscape, 192pp, hardback

Price £25.00

This volume encapsulates the years from the coronation of Edward VII and his Queen, nearly
through to the fiftieth jubilee of his great-grand daughter, Queen Elizabeth II. As end papers I
would have preferred a map of 1900 showing the extent of the town and, similarly, a map at
the end of the century with some indication of where the photographs illustrated were taken.
Whilst not just indulging in nostalgia, one is appreciative that this is a century view of a

town in sickness and in health; in peace and at war; in booming trade, recession and more
recently, nearly full employment. And yet the best photographs are of the streets in the early
years, when they are full of people. Intending photographers should be discouraged from
Sunday morning ‘shots’. They may be better for recording architecture but are of less interest
for an appraisal of a social inquiry. The most rewarding sight is of the fashions, the clothes, the
transport, showing the vigour and life of the community with the traffic in two-way flow! It
was illuminating too, to read the story of Kettering’s own car, THE ROBINSON.
Liberalism reached heady heights in the 1906 election but the caption appended to the

Liberal Club is a little ahead of its time. Francis Channing, MP for the East Division of
Northamptonshire, only became Sir Francis after that election and was to retire from the seat
in 1910. He was not made a peer until 1912. His title was Baron Channing of Welling-
borough and was known as Lord Francis Allston Channing, see Memories of Midland Politics
(London 1918). Kettering has been well served by the architects of its public buildings and one
is thankful that early traders sought their skills. The imposing façade of the Central Motor
Company’s 1920s showroom is a case in point.
As to the evacuation of children from London during the war, the author states that those

who couldn’t be put up in the town were bussed to 28 villages in the borough. Surely, prior to
the ill conceived Redcliffe-Maud reorganisation, these villages were not in the borough; they
formed the old much lamented Kettering Rural District and not yet annexed by the borough! 
During the period portrayed, shoe manufacturers went from 30 down to only 2 remaining

in 1997. The early strength of the Co-operative movement in the town with its locally
governed shops, seems to have slipped since the merger with Leicestershire. Conversely, Queen
Eleanor, the town’s underwear enterprise, is thriving and is only one of two manufacturing co-
operatives left in Britain.
We can follow the purchase of the cattle market from the Rockingham Estate and its years

in the London Road with its attendant Corn Market Hall, to its final demise in Northfield
Avenue. It would have been a bonus to see an illustration of cattle being driven to the railway
station. Something people today have either forgotten or have never known. As to the general
market place, one questions what is currently afoot with flower beds and less room for traders’
stalls – a move which is playing into the hands of our French invaders with the High Street
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stalls. One might ask, has the Council a hidden agenda for the Market Place!
Religion has held its own; trade and industry has suffered greatly, but the scale of

supermarket operations has, as the author points out, magnified out of all recognition. Tesco,
when it first arrived in the High Street, was a slight venture of 1,000 square feet, and was the
smaller by far than Wellingborough, 20,000 and Weston Favell, 60,000.
In the outer environs of the town were to be found the homes of the ‘boot-ocracy’ of

Kettering. All the roads leading into the town had an air of gentility which survived until the
last ten or so years. This latter end of the century shows the demise of architectural skill
employed in those outer reaches. Remembering the elegant structures of the past, the modern
brewers and supermarkets have failed to deliver. From the pseudo Tudor buildings of the
Wellingborough end of the town to the ‘Wild West’ approach from Northampton. Scrapyards
also do not improve the general landscape! With an over-supply of fast food outlets
everywhere, the Borough Council seem not to care that the countryside is awash with fast
food detritus.
Happy memories of familiar places and faces. To read simply, Frances Clarke, in the index,

does not register to the awe accorded in my memory of Alderman Mrs. Clarke of The
Headlands. Always, The Headlands; not as baldly addressed today, ‘Headlands.’ The same could
be said for The Wicksteed Park or if you prefer, Wicksteed’s Park.
One of the saddest pictures is of Beech House. Handsome and yet serene; of honey-

coloured stone with classical pilasters and frieze. The question to be pondered upon is if Beech
House had been included by Pevsner in his survey when he did his perambulations of the
town c.1961, would the Council have dared to allow its demolition. With its adjacent Beech
Cottage, thankfully still the home of Kettering’s most industrious author and recorder, Tony
Ireson, it was a delightful part of the district which included Chesham House and the Old
Baptist Missionary House. The original garden of Beech Cottage was itself of considerable
stature as befitted the editor of Garden News! The Crown Imperials stood as sentinels to the
highway; the charm of the garden was evocatively captured on canvas by the late Nina Carroll
before the desecration of the area. Kettering has been well served by its Carnegie Trust Library
and Alfred East Art Gallery. The loss of the entrance front to the library and the original
interior with its panelling is still regretted. As for the Sawyer Almshouses, a minor correction
needed is the date of Sawyer’s will, being 1687.
It was fruitful to record details of some of our younger talent, especially Richard Coles, who

is regularly to be heard on the BBC Radio 3 programme, Night Waves. An omission was the
story of the Grammar School, Geoff Perry, and its part in the tracking of the Space Age
programme; I would have enjoyed seeing more about Munn and Felton, and the Felton
brothers; the York family, who were so involved in putting the domestic screen into the homes
of Kettering.
With its dedication to Tony Ireson, whom the author followed from the same place of

learning, Kettering Grammar School, to that of employment, the Evening Telegraph, this volume
is handsomely produced. Bound in hard back and stitched, the captions are informative and the
aspirations of the author have been well complemented by his publisher. A foreword is written
by Leo Corvesor whose late father, Frank, was the photographer of many of the quality colour
slides from which illustrations were made.

Rosemary Eady

SHORTER NOTICES

In her A Baker’s Tale: the Story behind Oliver Adams Bakery from its Beginnings in 1856, published
by Northampton Bakeries Ltd. (2000), price £12.50, Jane Evans continues her studies of
Northampton’s old established businesses, which began with From Behind the Counter (1996),
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the history of Watts the Furnishers. In these books she works a rich seam, of interest alike to
Northamptonians and students of more general history. Indeed, in the story of Thomas Adams,
born in humble circumstances in the village of Flore, who, after learning his trade there,
migrated to Northampton, and eventually built up a successful bakery business, a trade still
carried on by his descendants, she touches on important aspects of life in Victorian
Northampton beyond his life in business. A Nonconformist and an ardent Radical, Adams was
involved in many of the central political and social developments in Northampton in his
lifetime. Elected on to the Town Council, he eventually became Mayor and supported
Bradlaugh in his long campaign to become Member of Parliament. He was closely involved in
one of the great mutual and thrift institutions of Victorian Northampton, the Town and
County Freehold Land and Benefit Building Society, now part of the Nationwide, which
played such a major part in the history of the borough’s urban development.
Jane Evans’s book has many virtues. She is an assiduous researcher and by and large gets her

historical interpretations right. It is no mean feat to guide the reader through the politics and
economics of such an overtly political place as Victorian Northampton without becoming
mired in complexity. She is very informative on the ways baking has been transformed in the
century and a half since Thomas Adams entered the business. Where the book is perhaps less
successful is in its organisation, particularly the interweaving of the biography of Adams and
background information. Just as we become interested in his story in Chapter One there is a
diversion into breadmaking in history, and then follows a chapter about whether or not he
came from that branch of the Adams family which produced the third President of the United
States. This old story turns out to be a myth, and by the time we get back to Thomas, the
thread has been lost. It would have been better to have consigned the American red herring to
an Appendix, and to have had a separate chapter devoted to the processes of breadmaking after
establishing the life of Thomas Adams more fully. Another thing Mrs. Evans never quite does
satisfactorily is weaving her source material comfortably into her narrative. All historians face
this problem. If original material is to be quoted verbatim (and the urge to do so is strong) then
it is necessary to say where it comes from. The best way is to use footnotes or endnotes.
Authors who decide against notes have either to quote without attribution or do as Mrs. Evans
does and include the source at the end of the quotation, which stops the narrative flow. She is
also fond of boxing in a chunk of source material almost as an illustration, which also distracts
the reader from the text. If footnotes are to be eschewed then perhaps the best way is to
summarize the information in the writer’s own words, making it clear where the material
comes from, perhaps using a formula such as ‘as Gascoigne points out’ listing the source at the
end of the chapter or of the book. However, these are not major criticisms. Mrs. Evans’ virtues
far outweigh them: in her work she is making an original addition to our knowledge of 19th
century Northampton.
Another author making a contribution to this period is Eric Jenkins, whose second volume

of extracts culled from the Mercury and the Herald has appeared. Entitled Victorian
Northamptonshire Volume 2. Scandals & Surprises of 1840-41 (1999) it is very handsomely
produced by W. D. Wharton of Wellingborough, price £8.99,with illustrations by Sally Tabor,
and is exactly what its title says – a selection of incidents from the newspapers arranged
chronologically, starting in January 1840 and ending with an entry of 28th December 1841.
Some are amusing and some informative, though quite what the criteria for selection are is not
clear. The extracts seem to be what struck Mr. Jenkins as amusing or illustrative of the odd
quirks of our forefathers, and some of the stories are as funny and as appalling as might be
expected. Being entirely chronological it is a book to dip into rather than read, and it does not,
alas, tell a story. Fortunately, it does have a useful index, and it does remind those who do not
know it already what an incomparable source of local history local newspapers are.
Lastly, and most sumptuous as a piece of book production, we have Twelve Generations.

Gleanings from the Coales Family Archives compiled by John Coales and published by the Francis
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Coales Charitable Foundation (2000). This is as weighty piece of ancestor-worship as one is
likely to meet. One stands amazed at the research that has gone into it. The problem is that
chasing up the individual descents of numerous ancestors results in mountains of facts, but very
rarely do these lend themselves to the creation of a piece of history that might interest a neutral
reader. If there is a story, it is that agricultural and social changes in the past two centuries
enabled some yeoman farmers to take up the more lucrative trade of milling, and that some
millers became very prosperous indeed. But that is not the primary purpose of the book. First
and last it is a book for all the Coales, Coles or Colls who hail from the County of
Northampton.

R. L. Greenall

JOHN CLARE, A CHAMPION FOR THE POOR
Political Verse and Prose

edited by P. M. S. Dawson, Eric Robinson and David Powell
MidNAG/Carcanet Press 2000

ISBN 1 85754 423 4
lxviii + 346pp 

Price (p/p) £12.95

John Clare has now reached the stage in his posthumous career when he is ‘claimed’ as soul
mate by every Tom, Dick and Harry: the Local Historian, the Etymologist, the Ornithologist,
the Botanist and the Green Movement in general. In this latest book – an off-cut from the
Oxford English Text edition of Clare’s poems – he has really come of age; nay reached his
apogee: he’s a ‘political poet’. The anthology is set out in three sections: Poems, Prose and
Letters. Not unexpectedly, the poems form by far the largest part, at 243 pages: the Prose and
Letters are a mere 34 and 14 pages respectively. A question mark arises over the sub-title: are all
these extracts ‘political’? The Concise Oxford Dictionary defines ‘political’ as: ‘of or concerning
the State and its government, or public affairs generally.’ This being the case, ‘Helpstone’ (the
first poem in Clare’s first collection, Poems Descriptive of Rural Life and Scenery (1820)),
‘Lobin Clouts’, ‘The Parish’, the two ‘Honesty poems, ‘The Summons’, ‘The Hue & Cry’ and
‘Familiar Epistle to a Friend’ are legitimately included. But what about ‘The Mores’, The
Cottager’ and ‘On Seeing a Skull on Cowper Green’? The first is, in Clare’s own words, the
‘poet’s visions of life’s early day’, a recollection of a Lost Childhood Eden; the second is a
meditation on Time and Decay (as ‘political’ as Hamlet’s oration over Yorick’s skull), whilst
‘The Cottager’ is a pen-portrait of a fellow villager, whose life centres around his work, his
‘baccy’, his church, his books and his songs – politics hardly touch him. Except for very brief
periods in his life, notably the early 1820s and the early 1830s, Clare took very little interest in
politics. As he himself said (‘Familiar Epistle to a Friend’):

Im neither wig nor tory clean
to swear knaves act uprightly
But just a water mark between
That skims opinions lightly

When he deliberately writes – or, rather, is urged to write – ‘political’ verse, in such poems as
‘Greece’ and ‘Nelson and the Nile’, it is a bombastic, tub-thumping bluster. He had no direct
experience of such things. He was always at his best on subjects that he knew and understood
thoroughly. ‘Lobin Clouts Satirical Soliloquy on the Times’ gives a genuine reaction to politics
through the mind and mouth of a villager, whilst ‘The Parish’, a major poem of over 100
rhymed couplets, is a masterpiece of social-cum-political satire.
He was certainly out of his depth when he attempted to express his political ideas in prose.
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‘Apology for the Poor’, written in the form of a Letter to the Editor of a Newspaper (never
published as far as we know) with a follow-up of random jottings and codicils on the same
subject, are the rantings of a bar-bore, full of sound and fury, signifying very little. They remind
us of the perceptive sentence in one of his letters to his publisher, John Taylor, written at the
time of the Queen Caroline affair:

Im of no party but I never saw such a farcical humbug carried on in my life before & I
never wish to see it agen for its lanched me head over ears in politics for this last
twelvemonth & made me very violent when John Barlycorn inspird me.

Quite. The letters where he is addressing a friend on such matters in individual terms are far
more convincing and sincere.
Most of the poems in the anthology have already been published in the eight-volume OET

Clare. Six new ones have been specially transcribed, including ‘The Lament of Swordy Well’, a
version which adds a further 180 lines to the 76 printed by Tibble (1935). The prose passages
represent the latest readings, and the editors have added passages not to be found in any of their
earlier publications as well as correcting the passages previously published. The selections from
letters are taken from Mark Storey’s Letters of John Clare (1985). Eric Robinson has supplied a
long, scholarly Introduction and the book is illustrated with pertinent caricatures and vignettes
from the period, mostly by George Cruikshank. All in all, it is a fascinating selection, presenting
us with a novel aspect of Clare’s creative genius, but in the end one feels that he was far more at
home observing the gypsies or listening to the nightingale than ‘meddling in politics’.

Trevor Hold

CHASING THE MOON
By Trevor Hold

available from Dovecote House, Wadenhoe, PE8 5SU
A5, 76 pp, limited edition 120 copies 

Price £7.50 (plus £1 p&p)

According to Trevor Hold a poet sets out ‘to keep thoughts, words and impressions green.’
This he does in his new anthology by a unique blend of observation and turn of phrase,
skilfully using the tools of poetry. Alliterations don’t, like blackthorn blossoms ‘fade, fall and are
forgotten.’ Metaphorically the cuckoo-pint has a ‘rude brown finger’ and Northamptonshire
‘rapes nouns and castrates verbs,’ while similes dance throughout ‘like lambs at play,’ or birds
that ‘dart and flit like fish in an aquarium of air.’
Although free verse dominates, some of which leaves one wondering what it is about them

that makes them poetry, there is a scattering of those that depend on rhyme and rhythm. Here
again is an artist at work. The pedant might query the rhyming ‘petty’ with ‘rarity,’ but can
only admire managing to put ‘if ’ with ‘skewiff ’ even if the subject is ‘Joan, the Wadenhoe
Donkey.’
Poetry is said to be ‘the best words in the best place’ and in this wide ranging very readable

selection the poet treats us to a ‘wretchedly-beautiful note,’ a ‘jangling requiem’ and music’s
‘disdain for verbal dexterity,’ to give but three examples of phrases that can get you in your
getting place.
Of course there are poems that are obscure and readily forgotten but these are exceptions in

this slim volume. The price is steep, but its contents will give much mental nourishment long
after that last expensive meal is but a vague memory.

Lilian Butler
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OBITUARY NOTICE

Jack Till

Eric ‘Jack’ Till, who died at the age of 96 last November, was family doctor to the Cecils at
Burghley house, Stamford St Martin’s, and an expert on the history of that great Renaissance
palace. Burghley was built in the 16th century by Sir William Cecil, later Lord Burghley, the
principal adviser to Elizabeth I. William Cecil’s son became Earl of Exeter in 1605 and in 1801
the 10th Earl was elevated to a marquessate.
Till’s association with Burghley began in the 1930s when he joined a doctor’s practice in

nearby Stamford. He became the Cecil family doctor and a friend of the 5th Marquess of
Exeter. He spent many years researching the building of Burghley and its development in the
late 17th century by John, 5th Earl of Exeter. The 5th Earl collected the art treasures at
Burghley and also had the interior remodelled by such leading artists and craftsmen as Antonio
Verrio, Grinling Gibbons and Louis Laguerre.
Till’s knowledge of Burghley proved invaluable during the preparation of catalogues of the

collections, and his research appeared in numerous publications. His studies of the house and is
contents were also of great help to those involved in the reawakening of Burghley that took
place under the guidance of Lady Victoria Leatham, daughter of the 6th Marquess, during the
1980s and 1990s.
Eric Till was born in Chigwell, Essex on 4th August 1904. While he was still a child, Till’s

family moved to Kent, where he attended Whitgift School, Croydon. Suffering from poor
eyesight since an early age, Eric became a solitary figure among his peers but began to develop
an interest in furniture.
Till trained as a doctor at Guy’s Hospital and after qualifying he bought into a practice in St

Mary’s Street, Stamford. Here, Till worked with all members of the public but often stayed at
the grander houses in the neighbourhood when attending long confinements. During his stays
he would take in the intricate details of the furniture and decoration, which remained sharp in
his memory for the rest of his life.
In 1945 Jack became a senior partner in the Stamford practice and at the inception of the

National Health Service in 1948 he elected to remain a GP. He retired in 1967.
Living at the heart of Stamford, Till acquired a passion for the history of the town, and in

the 1970s he was able to give much assistance in the preparation of the Stamford volume
published by the Royal Commission on Historical Monuments. In 1990 he published A
Family Affair: Stamford and the Cecils, 1650-1900.
Jack Till was awarded an OBE in 1996. He married Dorothea Rickett in 1933, the sister of

a colleague at Guy’s. She died in 1978. They had a son and a daughter.

Compiled from information kindly supplied by Jonathon Culverhouse
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THE NORTHAMPTONSHIRE RECORD SOCIETY

The Northamptonshire Record Society was founded in 1920 and its main
aims were:

i The publication of manuscripts
ii To arrange lectures
iii To accumulate manuscripts

At the outset, the collection of records, many of which would have been lost,
was very important but it became an immense task for a Society funded by
subscriptions and grants only. Consequently, in 1952, this part of the work was
transferred to the Northamptonshire Record Office which, since 1974, has
been part of the County Council.

With 1,000 members, the Society is probably one of the most prestigious of its
kind in the country. There are members from many parts of the world,
including academic institutions in Europe, America, Canada and Australia. We
enjoy the membership of distinguished histor ians and members of
Northamptonshire families as well as others with a general interest of history.

The benefits of membership are free entry to lectures held twice yearly
(usually May and October); a free copy of the Society’s annual journal,
Northamptonshire Past and Present; and a free copy of a hard-backed volume of
an historical text, approximately every two years. There is also access to the
Society’s library at Wootton Hall Park. Members may use the library to study
and borrow up to six books at one time. The subscriptions help the Society to
publish editions of documents which, due to language or location, may be
otherwise inaccessible to all but the specialist.

The current subscription rate for ordinary members is £15.00 per annum. For
further information please contact the Secretary at the Northampton Office,
Wootton Hall Park, Northampton, NN4 8BQ.
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Instructions for contributors

All contributions must be provided in hard copy and electronic format on a
disk (preferably in Word). Please use the existing style of NPP. Normally, the
maximum length is 6,600 words. Shorter articles and small items are also
welcome. Draft texts may be sent for discussion. Printed references used more
than a few times should be abbreviated after the first time and referred back to
the full citation. Alternatively the Harvard system may be used in the footnotes
(e.g. Bailey 1996, 28) and the full reference given in a bibliography at the end
of the article.

Each article should have at least one illustration, and full articles at least three.
All illustrations must be good quality, with copyright permission stated and
obtained where appropriate.
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