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Portrait of Sir Christopher Hatton as Lord Chancellor and Knight of the Garter, a
copy of a somewhat mysterious original. Described as ‘in the manner of Marcus
Gheeraerts the Younger’ it was presumably painted between Hatton’s accession to
the Garter in 1588 and his death in 1591. The location and ownership of the original
are unknown, and it was previously unrecorded by the National Portrait Gallery. It
may possibly be connected with a portrait of Hatton, formerly in the possession of
the Drake family at Shardeloes, Amersham, sold at Christie’s on 26 July 1957 (Lot
123) and again at Sotheby’s on 4 July 2002.

Permission to reproduce this image has been given by Robert Hatton (USA), who has also drawn
the author’s attention to some additional sources relating to Holdenby House.
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NOTES AND NEWS

The VCH Trust is looking ahead to the next volume, VIII, which will cover Towcester and
around six villages in the immediate neighbourhood. This is expected to be written on a
more collaborative and voluntary basis. Such an approach will allow the Trustees to draw
on a wide range of expertise and scholarship. It will also enable work to proceed as funds
are raised and for draft texts to be posted on the VCH website as they are written for
comment by local people. Local support is vital for the Trust in deciding to commit the
time and resources necessary as all the expense of research and writing must be found locally.
Knowing that local people are behind the project is important to the Trust who can then
feel assured that the project can be carried through to a successful conclusion. If anyone
has material or research knowledge that might be useful, please contact the Trust’s secretary,
David Harries, either through the NRS office or on 01604-830117.

* * * * *

Three of the Society’s publications have been made available on our website at
www.northamptonshirerecordsociety.org.uk. The first volume to be scanned was David
Hall’s The Open Fields of Northamptonshire; this was quickly followed by Northamptonshire
Militia Lists 1777 and Northamptonshire Miscellany. To view these documents, on the home
page of the website first select Publications, then select e-Books. There will be found a short
introduction together with a link to download the Adobe reader if not already installed on
your PC. The available volumes are listed on the left hand side of this page. Each volume
has its own page which lists its contents and the page range of each chapter and/or section
together with the file size. Although the index(es) to each volume are included, it has not
been possible to provide links from the index directly to the text.

* * * * *

Following on from our paper last year on Dr Thomas Fuller, the author M. J. Cohen has
sent us a piece about Latham’s Hospital in Oundle and its exemplary founder, Nicholas
Latham, Rector of Barnwell St Andrew from the age of 21 until his death at 72. In May of
this year the Hospital celebrated 400 years as a home for women. Fuller said of Latham:
‘This man had no considerable estate left him … nor ever held more than one moderate
benefice worth £160 per annum. And yet, by God’s blessing on his vivacious frugality he
got so great an estate … and founded a most beautiful almshouse at Oundle.’ Not only was
he astute in his investments but he also had great administrative vision and is an early
example of transparency in his dealings with the poor women. The registers meticulously
recorded the comings and goings from 1612 to the present. Occasionally, we get a vivid
snapshot: ‘10th February 1614 Joane Dust was expelled forth of the house for her
misdemeanour to my swans and soo troublesome to all the house by railling and using bad
speeches to her sisters.’ As the Hospital enters its fifth century and as our population ages,
Nicholas Latham’s prayer for the house inscribed over the great fireplace has kept its
relevance. ‘In our tender age Thou didst cause our parents and friends … carefully to look
unto us when we were not able to help ourselves and in our middle years didst give us
health and strength of body to labour in our callings … and now in our old age Thou
wouldst not leave nor forsake us but hast of thy mercy stirred up others to have compassion
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unto us and to help our infirmities for these and all other Thy Bountiful Blessings bestowed
unto us we bow the knee of our hearts and give thee thanks …’ (From The Latham Story
compiled by B. Rowbottom of Oundle in 1989)

* * * * *
I hope you all agree that having three sections in full colour is a positive step forward. As
usual, my thanks go to the authors for their excellent material and to David Hall and David
Harries for their support in producing the journal.

Barbara Hornby
Notes on Contributors

Malcolm Deacon has spent a lifetime enthusing others about Northamptonshire history.
He has been a Northampton headmaster as well as minister (1991-2002) of Castle Hill
United Reformed Church in Northampton. He has taught history in adult education, is a
speaker on a variety of historical subjects and leads heritage groups. He is pursuing an active
‘retirement’ by writing and publishing, notably a biography of Philip Doddridge in 1980.

Ron Greenall first came to work in Northamptonshire in 1965 as resident tutor in
Northampton for the University of Leicester’s Department of Adult Education. He has
since lectured and written exclusively on the history of the county. For 26 years he was
successively editor of this journal and general editor of the Society’s main series volumes.
He is presently working on a history of Chartism in Northamptonshire.

Tony Horner was led to the study of local history via the family history route. He was
born, and now lives, in Kingsthorpe, Northampton. His book, Kingsthorpe: A Royal Manor
Explored, was published in 2005. Tony is currently involved in historical research with the
Friends of Thornton Park, Kingsthorpe. He is also transcribing the 1866-1899 diaries of
Mary Susan Thornton.

Briony McDonagh is a Leverhulme Early Career Fellow at the University of Nottingham.
She has recently published on sixteenth-century enclosure riots and women’s involvement
in parliamentary enclosure and agricultural modernisation. Her current research project
explores female landowners’ role in enclosure, improvement and estate management in the
long eighteenth century.

Margaret Osborne graduated from Cardiff University and was employed as Archivist for
the Roman Catholic Diocese of Northampton (1983-2008). She obtained a Certificate in
Local History at the University of Leicester’s Northampton Centre in 1992. She writes
regularly for the Diocesan Year Book and the newspaper and occasionally for the NRO
booklet.

Alan Rogers is an adult educator in the field of local history. He is Honorary Research
Fellow in the University of Nottingham and Visiting Professor at the University of East
Anglia. He has held many positions in the field of local history. He has devoted many years
to the study of Stamford, Lincs., and this paper arises from his study of the Browne family
in the fifteenth century.

Sylvia Thompson has lived and worked in Northampton for over 38 years. As a mature
student, she studied at Northampton College before reading history at University College
Northampton. In 2007 she became the first student to receive an MA in History at the
newly formed University of Northampton. Her field of interest is Northamptonshire in
the 1830s, a decade that she feels is neglected by historians.
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Eton’s First ‘Poor Scholars’: William and Thomas Stokes
of Warmington, Northamptonshire (c.1425-1495)

ALAN ROGERS

Introduction
In October 1440, Henry VI published the charter founding his new school at Eton across
the river from Windsor. In it, he mentioned as one of two ‘poor scholars’, one William
Stokes. Five years later, William’s younger brother, Thomas Stokes, entered Eton (almost
certainly as a ‘poor scholar’), and like William went on to the new sister foundation at
Cambridge, King’s College. The Stokes of Warmington1 were not among the major gentry
families of the county as seen in the county MPs and JPs; but they were typical of those
county gentry who had royal household service to their credit rather than local offices2.
Their story throws light on a number of interesting facets of life in midland England in the
fifteenth century, in particular, the inter-connectedness of late medieval society at this level.

That the sons of a middle level Northamptonshire landed family could take advantage of a
provision for the ‘poor’ reveals something of attitudes towards the ‘poor’ at this time. As we
shall see, William was the second son of a royal household servant and was already possessor
of an income from a royal grant, so naming him as one of the poor scholars which Eton
was obliged to admit every year may seem odd3. We need to note that the charter speaks of
indigentes scolares, not pauperes. Pauperes meant persons born into poverty and remaining there
for the rest of their lives; the word indigens tended to mean temporary poverty caused by
some mischance rather than long-term poverty. A gentleman or even a lord could, for a
time, be indigens and need help to return to the degree into which he had been born4. The
free places for ‘poor’ scholars were not intended for the really poor but for those who it
was felt could profit from such an education, the gentry. Eton was to help ‘poor gentlemen’s
sons’, not paupers – a tradition which most endowed schools have continued for several
hundreds of years.

The Stokes Families in the Fifteenth Century
There were a number of families of Stokes in the fifteenth century5. There were two, possibly
three, main families located in Oxfordshire and Berkshire, and one in Twyford,
Buckinghamshire. A recent study has suggested that it is the Oxfordshire family of Bignell
which was more prominent even in Berkshire, providing MPs for Oxfordshire and
Berkshire. Apart from these, there was a family in Henley in Arden, Warwickshire, and one

5

1 The family has been discussed briefly in Victoria County History (VCH) Northamptonshire iii 116, and in
J. S. Reynolds, Master Thomas Stokke of Easton-on-the-Hill: a fifteenth century Northamptonshire parson,
in Northamptonshire Past and Present vol. ii 1956 pp. 147-153. I have benefited from being given access to the
draft biography of John Stokes of Oxfordshire MP compiled by the History of Parliament Trust; my thanks
to Dr Linda Clark and her staff. The spelling of the name varies from Stok to Stokkes with many differences;
I will normally use the form Stokes but where necessary adopt the spelling used in the original documents
cited.

2 For the Stokes’ relations with the Brownes of Stamford and the Elmes of Lilford, Northants, see Alan Rogers
2008 Some Kinship Wills of the Late Fifteenth Century from Stamford, Rutland and the Surrounding Area,
Rutland Record 28 2008 pp. 279-299 (hereafter Rogers Wills).

3 Nothing is known of the other named ‘poor scholar’ Richard Cokkes and he does not seem to have attended
Eton or King’s College.

4 See M. Mollat 1986 The Poor in the Middle Ages: an essay in social history New Haven: Yale.
5 In 1434 among the county gentry who took the oath to preserve the peace were five John Stokes, of Oxon,
Bucks, Berks, and again Berks (Abingdon), and Henley in Arden, Warws; also a Thomas Stokes in Wilts and
in Derbyshire, Calendar of Patent Rolls (CPR) 1429-36/370-413. It is impossible to sort them out with
certainty.



in Shropshire which had interests in Andover, Hampshire and London, while London saw
John Stokes, son and heir of John Stokes, Alderman of London, who held lands in
Cambridgeshire and Kent. ‘Sire’ John Stokes was receiver of petitions from overseas
territories in several parliaments 1439-1447. Most of these families seem to have had
connections with each other6.

More important for our purposes are families of Stokes closer to home in
Northamptonshire. There had been a family of Stokes at Ashby St Ledgers in
Northamptonshire since at least the reign of Edward II, but it appears to have died out with
Thomas Stokes who in 1416 left behind a splendid brass depicting himself, his wife Elena
and his 16 children7. By 1437, when John Stokes of Midgham, Berkshire, and Bignell,
Oxfordshire, gave guarantees to Catesby for ‘Stokes maner’ and ‘Stokeslands’ in Ashby, the
Stokes estates in Ashby St Ledgers had come into the possession of the Catesby family who
held the main manor in Ashby8.

The Warmington Family
Thus the Warmington Stokes were one part of a multi-locational ‘clan family’ of Stokes.
Where the Warmington Stokes came from is not clear. There had been Stokes in Warm-
ington since the twelfth century. Thomas del Stokes held property in Elton and Warmington
in 1375, and John Stokes and Alice his wife were holding a tenement in Warmington in
1390. But despite this, the Stokes of Warmington in the fifteenth century were probably
related to one of the Oxfordshire or Berkshire branches – their circles of friends and partners
were much the same.

The Stokes came into the estate in Warmington by marriage. Some time before 1428, John
Stokes married Agnes, the daughter of Richard son of William Longden/Longton and Agnes
(née Thorney) of Warmington; this John was described as holding the Thorney family estates
in Warmington. In a later lawsuit, John’s sons, William and Thomas, drew on this descent to
prove their title to some lands in Warmington. It is not clear who Longden was but Ralph
de Thorney was the bailiff of Peterborough abbey who built up and developed a large estate
in Warmington9.

John Stokes (fl. 1419-c.1458)
The earliest we can find John Stokes in Warmington is in 1419 as witness to a local deed.
This man may have been the John Stokes, king’s serjeant, yeoman of the buttery, who in
1412 received a corrody [provision for maintenance, esp. as given regularly by a religious
house; a pension] in Eynsham abbey (Oxfordshire), and who surrendered this corrody to
another household servant in 141410; but this man may have been related to the Berkshire
or Oxfordshire family.

Our John Stokes may have come into the area through connections with the household of
Richard duke of York whose castle at Fotheringhay was less than three miles from

6 northamptonshire past and present

6 History of Parliament, draft biography of John Stokes MP; detailed references are in a fuller version of this
paper available from the author; it has been abbreviated for the purposes of this journal.

7 The Ashby family seem to have had links with the Stokes in Leicestershire and with the Derbyshire family
of the same name. In Northants, John and Sarah Stokes in Barnack (1409-10) and John Stokes of Brixworth
(1402) have no known connections. In 1428, a Thomas Stokes held land in Castor by Peterborough, close
to Warmington, perhaps related to the Barnack family, Feudal Aids iv 46.

8 Catalogue of Ancient Deeds (CAD) iii 261 (A6078); iv 124 (A7131), 125 (A7132), 462-3 (A9798).
9 CAD i 482 (C975); VCH Northants iii 113-122; Feudal Aids iv 48; see pedigree in Alan Rogers 2008 Fermour
vs Stokes of Warmington: a case before Lady Margaret Beaufort’s council, c.1490-1500 Northants Past and
Present 61 pp. 30-41 (hereafter Rogers, Fermour).

10 Lincolnshire Archives Office (LAO) BHS 7/10/14,16; CCR 1409-13/331.



John Stokes  witness 1419
[?household official 1412-4?]

William Longden/Longton of Warmington
m Margaret née Thorney

Richard Longden/Longton

John Stokes I esquire fl 1428-c.1458
of Warmington

Agnes=

Margaret
m William Browne

d 1489

John II
dsp 1458

William kt
d 1485

Thomas
clerk d 1495

Agnes
m John Browne

d c.1484

Isabel
m Robert
Fazacreley

Christopher BrowneThomas
teller of exchequer

Agnes

Elizabeth
m John Elmes of Henley on Thames
and Lilford, Northants

Warmington. For in November 1428 one John Stokes esquire joined the Yorkist servant
Sir William Oldehall in a loan of £1000 to Robert lord Willoughby of Lincolnshire; when
in 1458-9 they entered a number of pleas for the recovery of the loan, it was said that John
Stokes was deceased by December 1458 – which would link him with the Warmington
John Stokes11.

In 1428, John Stokes was recorded as holding a quarter of a knight’s fee (known as Gargates
fee) in Warmington and Irthlingborough of the honour of Huntingdon; as late as the end
of the eighteenth century, there was a Stocks Close in Warmington12.

Like the earlier John Stokes (household servant to Henry IV and Henry V), John Stokes of
Warmington was a member of the royal household, of Henry VI. The family was exclusively
connected with the gate-keeping department, successive generations holding positions as
janitors, porters or ushers in the household. He may have started as porter in the
Lincolnshire honour of Bolingbroke in the duchy of Lancaster13. As John Stokes, king’s
serjeant of the gate, he held a corrody from Stanley abbey, Wiltshire, which he surrendered
in 1429 to another royal household servant. In 1435, John Stokes, serjeant porter in the
household, received a corrody from Chertsey abbey; in November 1436, as John Stokes
esquire, serjeant of the office of janitor of the household, he passed this corrody to another
household official. A few days previously, as John Stokes, serjeant usher of the household,
he received a corrody in Peterborough abbey vacated by the death of another household
servant. In April 1439, this John Stokes, king’s serjeant at the gate of the household,
surrendered this corrody, and it was granted back to him and William Stokes junior his son
jointly for the life. Members of the royal household traded among themselves corrodies

eton’s first ‘poor scholars’: william and thomas stokes of warmington (c.1425-95) 7

Pedigree of Stokes of Warmington

11 It may be significant that both the Oxfordshire and Berkshire families had links with the dukes of York:
Brimpton was held of the Yorkist estates, and the Bignell family held the office of parker of Beckley,
Oxfordshire, of Richard duke of York, PRO C131/70/20, 23; C131/236/30; see VCH Berkshire iv 52; CPR
1461-67/8; VCH Oxon v 62.

12 Feudal Aids iv 48; Bridges Northants i 9,71; ii 478-83; VCH Northants iii 115.
13 One John Stokes was appointed porter of the duchy of Lancaster Bolingbroke castle Lincs, April 1418 for
life; there is no known successor, R. Somerville 1953 History of the Duchy of Lancaster i 1265-1603 p. 583.



which formed part of their remuneration, seeking to make the collecting point more
convenient to their places of main residence; thus Stokes passed it on to one of his sons14.

John Stokes was by now a man of standing. In 1433 as John Stokes of Northants esquire,
he was surety for Ralph lord Cromwell in a grant of custody of lands in Nottinghamshire,
and in 1434 as John Stokes of Northants esquire he acted as surety for a grant in Frampton,
Lincolnshire to John Tamworth exchequer clerk and William Stanlowe, who was a close
associate of lord Cromwell and who also had strong links with the Stokes of Oxfordshire15.
Cromwell was busy building a palatial residence at Collyweston, between Warmington and
Stamford; he also had substantial property in Stamford where he served as feoffee for the
wool-merchant Browne family with whom Stokes made a marriage alliance: some time
before 1439, Margaret, daughter of John Stokes esquire of Warmington, was married to
William Browne, a rich young draper of Stamford nearby. This was a close-knit group.

The connection with the Browne family may have come through the attendance of
Margaret and Agnes her younger sister at the school held in the nunnery of St Michael by
Stamford. But the Browne family also held land in Warmington; John Browne the father
acted as collector of rents and tithes for the estate of the nuns, an office held by the Thorney
predecessors of Stokes. William Browne later purchased the manor of Papley in Warmington
with the help of the Stokes family. Warmington was a village mainly belonging to
Peterborough abbey but with several Northamptonshire families having substantial holdings
– among them the Knyvetts and the Sapcotes16. In 1438, John Stokes of Warmington esquire
was feoffee in Elton, Eaglethorpe and Warmington for John Chedworth (later bishop of
Lincoln) and the family of Wolston; Richard Sapcote of Elton merchant, a partner in the
staple firm which William Browne ran from Stamford, was another feoffee. In 1438-9, Stokes
again acted for the Chedworth family, and in 1442 for the tenants of Brigstock manor,
Northamptonshire17.

It is difficult to sort out all the connections of this family but they were part of a complex
network of gentry families, some of them close neighbours18. They acted on behalf of the
Knyvett and Colet families in Buckinghamshire, Oxfordshire, Northamptonshire and
Norfolk; the Knyvett estates in Warmington passed to the Sapcotes who held land in a
number of neighbouring villages. Some of the Wolston family lands came into the hands of
the Sapcotes who married into the family of Dynham of Essex with whom the Stokes had
close links. They had links with the Cheyne family in Oxfordshire, Buckinghamshire and
Norfolk, and their estates passed to the Elmes of Henley on Thames and Oxfordshire and
Lilford, Northamptonshire, the heirs of William Browne19. They had links with the Catesby
family of Ashby St Ledgers. Many of these families were connected with the Stokes of
Oxfordshire and Berkshire as well.

8 northamptonshire past and present

14 CCR 1422-29/440, 456; CCR 1435-41/38, 100, 103, 273-4. For corrodies, see A. Bell and C. Sutcliffe 2010
Valuing medieval annuities: were corrodies underpriced? Explorations in Economic History 47, 2 pp. 142-157.

15 PRO CP25(1)/13/83/26; CAD iv 124-5 (A7131-2); Calendar of Fine Rolls (CFR) 1430-37/136, 204, 265;
see also 99, 177.

16 Rogers, Wills.
17 CFR 1437-45/211; CCR 1441-47/161-2.
18 see E. Noble The World of the Stonors: a gentry society 2009 Boydell p.190: ‘there were overlapping clusters of
people in the Stonor world, though rarely was one cluster completely swallowed up by another. Parts of
these networks, or even individuals in them, were connected to the Stonors by other individuals acting as
bridges’. Through the Elmes, the Warmington Stokes had links with the Stonors.

19 CCR 1429-35/56; CAD vi 386 (6772). See C. Carpenter, 1995, The Stonor circle in the fifteenth century,
in R. E. Archer and S. Walker (eds) 1995 Rulers and Ruled in late medieval England: essays presented to Gerald
Harriss Hambledon pp.175-200.



The years 1439-40 were particularly active for the Stokes family of Warmington. As we
have seen, in 1439 John Stokes passed on his corrody in Peterborough to his second son
William. In 1440, John Stokes also passed on to his eldest son John some lands in
Warmington which had been forfeited by the Moigne family, and which Stokes had received
in 1434 for ten years at a rent of 20s per annum. And in 1440, William was named as one
of two poor scholars in the foundation charter of Eton. The royal favour is clearly seen in
all three royal grants20.

This raises a more general point. Some historians have seen a distinction between the higher
status (and greater unpopularity) of courtiers and the somewhat lower status of royal
household officers in the fifteenth century. One element in this was the personal favour of
the king himself shown to courtiers. It has been pointed out of household servants,
‘gentlemen in service, officials, and lawyers’, that in ‘none of these groups could even the
eldest son succeed automatically to his father’s position’21. But these grants show John
Stokes, a relatively minor official of the royal household, receiving what many would take
as courtier treatment, not only in relation to Eton but in the succession of two of his sons
into the same office in the royal household as he held.

But John Stokes never made it into the county A-team: he was never commissioner or JP
in the county. ‘King’s esquires had no more than a comfortable living; unless they inherited
lands or married brilliantly, they were not likely to establish families with any standing in a
county’22. Nevertheless, he was not without influence. Some time before 1442, John Stokes
esquire acted as feoffee for William Browne along with Ralph lord Cromwell, John Browne
(William’s father) and two other eminent Stamford merchants – a trusteeship which landed
them in long drawn-out negotiations with John Chevercourt of Kesteven and Stamford. In
November 1454, Chevercourt quitclaimed the property in Stamford to the two surviving
feoffees, Stokes and Cromwell, all the others having died. Under the Act of Resumption of
1450, John Stokes esquire and John Say esquire (another of Cromwell’s close associates in
Lincolnshire, and soon to be chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster) who had earlier received
from the king a grant of wood in Cliffe Park, Northamptonshire, were summoned to answer
for it23.

We do not know when John Stokes I died. He was alive in 1454, but he was almost certainly
dead by 145824. He left his widow, three surviving sons, John, William and Thomas, and
three daughters Margaret, Agnes and Isabel. The estate in Warmington was held by Agnes
his widow until her death in 146525, and the lands which she held in Huntingdonshire and
Northamptonshire on her death were substantial26.

eton’s first ‘poor scholars’: william and thomas stokes of warmington (c.1425-95) 9

20 CFR 1430-37/199; CPR 1436-41/467; Bridges Northants ii 479.
21 S. Thrupp 1962 The Merchant Class of Medieval London 1300-1500 University of Michigan Press p. 314; for
the distinction, see R. Horrox, Caterpillars of the commonwealth? courtiers in late medieval England, in R.
E. Archer and S. Walker (ed) 1995 Rulers and Ruled in Late Medieval England: essays presented to Gerald Harriss
London: Hambledon, pp. 1-16; N. Saul. Conflict and consensus in English local society, in J. Taylor and W.
Childs (ed) Politics and Crisis in 14thC England Gloucester 1990 pp. 50-52.

22 Thrupp op. cit. p. 282.
23 PRO C1/24/90; CCR 1454-61/35; Calendar of Inquisitions Miscellaneous (CIM) 1422-1485/136 (221). He
may have been the John Stokes feoffee for William Asshewell in Orton Longueville, Hunts some time before
March 1469, CAD i 138 (A1219).

24 John Stokes the father is not mentioned in the will of John Stokes his son in 1458 although the testator’s
mother and his two brothers are mentioned, see below n28.

25 CFR 1461-71/145; PRO C140/17/32.
26 Calendar of Inquisitions Post Mortem (CIPM) Record Commission p. 332. In 1464 and later, one John Stokes
esq was a feoffee for the Knyvett family who held in Warmington, and Sir William Stokes was a feoffee for
the Knyvett and Stonor families later; CCR 1441-7/162; CPR 1461-7/323; CPR 1476-85/53.



John Stokes II
As we have seen, John Stokes, son of John Stokes king’s esquire received in 1440 a grant of
the Moigne lands in Warmington on very favourable terms – for life at the substantially
reduced rent of 3s 4d per annum on the surrender of his father’s earlier letters patent; he
was probably in his late teens at that time. He was presumably too old to attend the new
school at Eton; instead he started at the bottom in the same department of the royal
household as his father. In 1442, as John Stoke junior, page of the gate, he received a grant
of a forfeiture in Cambridgeshire and Huntingdonshire, and a few months later as John
Stork [sic] page of the gate, another forfeiture was received with Thomas Corbyn, groom
of the hall. By 1445, he had risen to the rank of serjeant; John Stokes, king’s esquire and
serjeant porter of gate, received a third grant of a fine due to the crown. In 1452, as John
Stokes, serjeant porter of the gate, he was exempted from the parliamentary resumption of
royal grants. But by 1458, he was serving as ‘serjant’ to the Provost of the new royal
foundation in Cambridge, King’s College. He died in that year, a young man probably about
thirty, apparently unmarried, leaving his house in Cambridge to his brother William. In his
will, he asked to be buried in the, as yet unbuilt, King’s College chapel; and he appointed
Thomas his youngest brother as his executor. His other brother, William, succeeded to his
Moigne lands in Warmington. It is odd that John Stokes II seems to have died about the
same time as his father27.

Margaret, Agnes and Isabel Stokes
Margaret and Agnes were educated at the nunnery school in Stamford. Margaret married
William Browne of Stamford, the wool merchant; she assisted him with his business interests
including money-lending and engaged in money lending in her own right. She was heavily
involved in the founding of the Hospital which went under her husband’s name. She built
up her own group of friends including the Fairfax family at Deeping Gate. She died in
1489 at an advanced age, six months after her husband; her will reveals her as a warm person
with a concern for a wide range of family members. Her sister, Agnes, who married William
Browne’s younger brother John (also a wool merchant) was apparently more religious than
Margaret to judge by her will and by the elaborate Flemish Book of Hours which she and
her husband commissioned. Her husband, John, died in 1476 and Agnes became a ‘vowess’
for her remaining years, dying in 1484. Isabel, the third sister, married Robert Fazacreley of
Kirkby, Northamptonshire, and had a large family which Margaret Browne gladly
acknowledged in her will28.

The family was very close-knit. As we have seen, John Stokes the father passed his Moigne
lands on to his eldest son John, and his Peterborough corrody on to his second son William.
Thomas (the third son) and Margaret were very close indeed – Thomas became her
executor. When Agnes Browne (née Stokes) was widowed, Margaret and her husband
William Browne looked after her; William Browne’s daughter Elizabeth (who married John
Elmes of Henley on Thames) was also close with her aunt Isabel Fazacreley (née Stokes)29.
In times of trouble, William Stokes turned to Thomas his brother to help him out. And
trouble surrounded William Stokes.
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27 CPR 1436-41/467; 1441-46/103, 136, 317; Rot. Parl. v 192. Notes of his will are recorded in King’s College
Library and Archives, Cambridge, Ledger Book I fo. 24d. PRO C140/17/32; Bridges Northants i 479; Sterry
op. cit. pp. 322-3.

28 R. Marks and P. Williamson (eds), Gothic: art for England 1400-1547 (London 2003) pp. 274, 277-8; Rogers,
Wills; see Alan Rogers 2007 A fifteenth-century family Bible from Northamptonshire? Nottingham Medieval
Studies 51: 167-179; details of these relationships will be contained in a forthcoming biography of William
Browne merchant of Stamford in preparation.

29 see Rogers, Fermour.



Sir William Stokes (c.1425-1485)
William Stokes was said to be aged 18-19 in 144430. He was therefore not much more than
13 or 14 years old in 1439, when as William Stokes junior, son of the king’s esquire, he was
made joint holder for life of the Peterborough abbey corrody which his father originally
had; he held this pension until his forfeiture in 146131. He was at Eton from 1444 to 1445
and then went to King’s College Cambridge as Scholar, 1445-1447, and Fellow, 1447-832.

While still at King’s College, William went north into Yorkshire; it may have been a
connection made at Cambridge that took him there. The Darcy family in 1446 made him
farmer of two important manors on their Yorkshire estates, Temple Newsam and Temple
Hirst. The family of lord Darcy was facing a crisis common to many noble families at the
time, that of succession to his title and estates. Philip lord Darcy died in 1418 leaving two
daughters as his heirs. Philip’s younger brother John seems to have inherited some of the
estates and to have been called ‘lord Darcy’ but his title was never officially recognised, and
the title later descended to the Conyers family who married one of Philip’s heiresses. In
January 1446, William Stokes (who must then have been aged about 20 years) had been
given custody of two Darcy manors, Temple Newsam and Temple Hirst in Yorks, by right
of Joan (daughter of John lord Greystoke) late wife of ‘John lord Darcy’ for her life with
reversion to the male heirs of lord Darcy. This may have been a device by John Darcy to
ensure that these manors were not acquired by the other claimants to the title. In 1469,
William Stokes described himself as ‘alias William Stokke of Temple Newson, Yorks’. His
position in that county was recognised by his appointment in November 1458 as escheator
of Yorkshire33.

In 1457, at about the time of his father’s death, William Stokes was feoffee for his brother-
in-law William Browne in his purchase of Papley manor in Warmington34. And at some
date, William Stokes was feoffee in Great Missenden, Buckinghamshire, for the Cheyne
family, his brother Thomas being a witness35.

After Cambridge, William entered the royal household of Henry VI in the same department
as his father and his elder brother John.36 He was clearly a strong supporter of the Lancastrian
cause when trouble broke out in 1459-60. Exactly when he joined the Lancastrian army
and under whose banner he fought are not known. But in 1460, he was appointed as
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30 He was ‘nearly 19’ in September 1444, Etoniana i 178-9.
31 CCR 1435-41/273; 1461-68/104; the designation of ‘junior’ in 1439 may have been in recognition of his
age at the time rather than to distinguish him from any other William Stokes at this date.

32 Rot. Parl. v 46. A. B. Emden 1963 A Biographical Register of the University of Cambridge to 1500 p. 559; Thomas
Harwood 1797 Alumni etonenses: or, A catalogue of the provosts & fellows of Eton College, Eton College (the
annotated copy in King’s College Cambridge library consulted through the kindness of the college archivist
includes further material); Sterry op. cit. pp. xv, 322.

33 CIM 1422-1485/205 (370); CPR 1467-77/153; PRO C145/322/11; CFR 1452-61/222. The reference to
Joan as widow of John lord Darcy must refer to the time of the inquisition (1465); for in 1446 John lord
Darcy was still alive – he died in 1458, Complete Peerage iv 63-73. William Stokes continued to hold Joan’s
lands after her death. It is possible that he married Joan.

34 PRO CP 25/1/179/95/146; Devon Record Office Simcoe 1038 M/T/13/122.
35 Devon Record Office Simcoe 1038 M/T/4/24; M/T/14/1; the dating of these deeds is uncertain, but that
they refer to this branch of the family is shown by their presence among the records of the Warmington
family.

36 Sterry loc. cit. says that after Cambridge, William Stokes became a soldier and (following Harwood) that he
served in France. This seems to be based on a commission in 1451 to examine soldiers’ complaints against
Sir Thomas Hoo, king’s commissary and chancellor in Normandy, on which one William Stokes sat, CPR
1446-52/444. But this is very unlikely to be the Warmington William Stokes – he was after all still a relatively
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receiver of the seized Yorkshire possessions of Richard Duke of York in Hatfield,
Conisbrough and Wakefield in Yorkshire. The story of this grant is revealing. York’s lands
were declared forfeit, but on 10 December 1459, John Vincent the former receiver of the
duke’s estates in Nottinghamshire and Yorkshire was confirmed in his office in these estates.
However, on 13 January 1459/60, John Giles (Gelys) clerk of the avenary [officer in the
stables in charge of feeding for royal horses] in Henry VI’s household was appointed receiver
of Hatfield, Conisbrough and Wakefield for life ‘because of his good service against the
rebels’ of the Duke of York and others. Two weeks later, on 1 February 1460, William Stok
esquire, serjeant of the office of porter of the gate within the king’s household, was
appointed to this office during pleasure; the grant does not state that like Giles he had
fought against the rebels. Giles presumably complained, because two days later, Giles received
a promise that after the death of William Stoks, he would obtain that office again. Probably
neither grant was effective (Henry VI’s administration was often very ineffective), for on 4
April, John Vincent was confirmed in his office again, taking the same fees as he had when
serving the now attainted Duke of York37.

William Stokes’ knighthood was gained from some commander in Henry VI’s army
between February 1460 and March 1461 (perhaps at the battle of Sandal, in Yorkshire,
December 1460, or later at St Albans, March 1461). Immediately after the accession of
Edward IV in March 1461, William’s corrody in Peterborough abbey was given to a Yorkist
supporter, and in 1464-5, as William Stokes of Warmington knight, he was attainted for
treason. He appears to have been a persistent Lancastrian rebel for several years. Many of
those who fought against Edward in 1461 had been offered the king’s pardon after the
battle of Towton in the hopes of reconciliation; but subsequently many of these joined the
forces of Henry VI and Margaret of Anjou at Bamburgh, Northumberland, so that Edward
IV’s second parliament (1463-65) passed a stringent Act of Attainder against the double
traitors. Among those named was Sir William Stokes of Warmington. He with others was
ordered to surrender himself into the King’s Bench by June 1465 but he did not so
surrender. In April 1465, when his mother Agnes Stokes of Warmington died, it was stated
that Sir William Stokes was still living and, although attainted, was taking all the issues of
his lands; but in 1466, a further inquiry found he held land only in Yorkshire. Parliament
ordered that everything William Stokes held on 1 October 1464 was to be seized, but the
manor of Warmington held by his mother Agnes Stokes, passed on her death to her third
son, Thomas Stokes clerk38.

But William Stokes remained hostile to the new Yorkist regime. He (with Sir Henry
Bellingham, Sir Robert Whittingham and Sir Richard Tunstall) joined the garrison at
Harlech castle where they held out through a major siege until August 1468 when they
surrendered and were taken to the Tower of London. Bellingham and other rebels were
quickly pardoned but Sir William Stokes had to wait until May 1469 before he too received
a royal pardon as Sir William Stokes of Warmington, Northants, of Temple Newsam, Yorks,
and of York. Three years later in 1472, after Edward IV had recovered the throne from Henry
VI and the earl of Warwick, Stokes submitted a petition to parliament for the restoration of
his estates on the grounds that the king had pardoned him, and parliament obliged by
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young man (about 25 years of age), an esquire and without known military experience. This is almost certainly
the William Stokes of Calais who was king’s receiver and collector in Calais from 1445 until 1457, CPR
1452-61/385; tax collector (1450) and JP of Middlesex from 1436 until 1457, CPR 1436-41/586; 1441-
46/474; 1446-52/591; 1452-61/671; CFR 1445-52/169; who held the manor of Hammill in Kent in 1431,
Feudal Aids iii 71. The only firm information we have of William Stokes of Warmington after Cambridge is
that he became a royal household officer.

37 CPR 1452-61/531, 544, 550, 567.
38 CCR 1461-8/104; Rot. Parl. v 512; PRO C140/17/32; CIM 1422-85/202 (356), 205 (370).



reversing the attainder. He recovered the corrody from Peterborough abbey and the custody
of the Moigne lands in Warmington39.

Soon after his restoration, and settled once again in Warmington, William began to receive
new favours from Edward IV. In 1476, he received a grant of the farm of assarts in the royal
forest of Rockingham, and in 1477 he was appointed keeper of the New Park in
Rockingham with a daily wage; he was holding these in 1482. He was a member of the
royal circle; in 1478-9, Sir William Stokes (now called ‘of Pipewell’, Northamptonshire,
aged fifty years or more) was one of the supporters for Edward Hastings in his petition for
his marriage to Mary daughter and heir of Sir Thomas Hungerford. Edward was the son
and heir of Sir William Hastings, a close personal friend of Edward IV who, when he was
executed by Richard duke of Gloucester just before Richard assumed the throne requested
to be buried at Windsor next to his sovereign Edward IV. Some time before 1482, Stokes
was feoffee (with John Catesby) for the settlement of some of Hastings lands in
Leicestershire. Our man may be the William Stokes who in 1481 was a feoffee in Sudbury,
Suffolk. In 1482 he was confirmed in the custody of the lands of John Moigne in
Warmington40.

After 1472, William became the county gentleman his father never had been. He was listed
as a Calais stapler in 1472, although he is unlikely to have traded in wool in any serious
way; it may have been some such trading activities that involved him as feoffee in Boston
in 1473. Between 1473 and 1482, he was frequently feoffee for William Browne. In 1474,
William Catesby esquire of Ashby St Ledgers sold to Sir William Stokes wood in
Rockingham forest; and in 1477, Stokes acted as feoffee for the Colet and Knyvett families
in Northamptonshire and Norfolk; his fellow feoffees included William Paston esquire41.
In 1477 he became JP in Northamptonshire, which position he held for most of the
remainder of his life. He also served on commissions of inquiry in the county 1478, tax
collection 1483-4, and array 1484. In 1482, he was feoffee again, and in 1485, William
Catesby esquire of Ashby St Ledgers gave to Sir William Stokes the wardship of the estates
of the Kynnesman family in Northamptonshire42.

Like his father’s friend, Ralph lord Cromwell, (‘devious, dishonest and, even judged against
the standards of his own age, more than commonly rapacious’), and many others, he was
not above acting in a predatory manner. In 1483, William Stokes granted a mortgage to
William Fermour, a husbandman who lived in Warmington, and then claimed that the
mortgage (for which documentary evidence survives) was a purchase. Fermour appealed
time and again, against William and after his death against Thomas Stokes and then his heir,
Elizabeth Elmes43.
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39 CPR 1467-77/153; CFR 1471-85/226 (655); Sterry op. cit. p322; petition in PRO SC8/29/1434; Rot. Parl.
vi 28; see H. T. Evans 1995 edn Wales and the Wars of the Roses (I owe this reference to Professor R. A. Griffiths);
C. L. Scofield 1923 Edward IV i 459.

40 CPR 1467-77/601; 1476-85/13, 55, 57; CIM 1422-85/252-3 (470); Calendar of Papal Letters (CPL) xiii 689;
Complete Peerage vol vi pp. 385-7; CAD iii 167 (A5349); CFR 1471-85/226 (655); Historic MSS
Commission, Hastings vol. i p. 99.

41 PRO SC1/57/1115; C1/49/1; LAO, BHS 7/6/39, 40; 7/12/1, 19; 7/8/17, 18; 7/9/118; Rot. Parl. vi 145,
287 CAD iv 46 (A6499); CPR 1476-85/53.

42 CPR 1476-85/144, 396, 400, 491, 567; CPR 1485-1494/495; CIPM Henry VII i 1485-94/5(9), 16(37)
43 S. J. Payling 1995 A disputed mortgage: Ralph lord Cromwell, Sir John Gra and the manor of Multon hall,
in R. E. Archer and S. Walker (ed) 1995 Rulers and Ruled in late medieval England Hambledon, pp. 117-136;
see Rogers Fermour; for the 1483 mortgage by Fermour, see Devon Record Office, Simcoe 1038
M/T/13/123. Stokes may have been acting within the then law relating to mortgages: ‘Under common law
rules, if the debt was not paid on [the specified] day, the mortgagee’s right to the land became absolute’,
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The accession of Henry VII in 1485 brought William Stokes immediate and considerable
rewards. He was confirmed as JP in Northamptonshire. On 20 September 1485, he and
Richard Burton esquire were (re-)granted the custody of assarts in Rockingham forest, and
on the same day his grant of the Moigne lands in Warmington was confirmed. The next
day, 21 September 1485, he received a life grant of the office of keeper of New Park,
Rockingham. All of this suggests faithful service (maybe military) on behalf of Henry VII
(did he fight at Bosworth?). But William died very shortly afterwards, on 3 October 1485.
His corrody from Peterborough abbey was granted on 7 October to David Phelip, esquire
of Stamford44. It is possible that one of the two robbed chest tombs in Warmington church
belongs to Sir William.

He apparently left no legitimate heirs. Thomas Stokes clerk his brother was his heir, and it
was stated that there were no lands, since these had been given to Thomas in trust to pass on
to Thomas Stokes the younger (see below) and his sister Agnes. This younger Thomas declared
later that his father Sir William Stokes had granted to him the Fermour lands. In the will of
Margaret Browne in 1489, where she lists many members of the extended family, there is
mention of ‘Lyttel William Stokes’ who may have been related to Sir William but who does
not seem to have survived; he was not mentioned in the will of Thomas Stokes in 149545.

Thomas Stokes Clerk I46
Thomas, the younger brother of William, was born probably in the late 1420s or early
1430s47. As Thomas Stokes of Warmington, he was admitted to Eton in 1445; in 1447 he
won a scholarship to King’s College Cambridge, and entered in 1448. He was made Fellow
there from 1451 to 1458, and gained his MA degree.

Thomas was still a layman in 1456 when in August he was instituted by his friend and
neighbour John Chedworth, newly made bishop of Lincoln, to Easton on the Hill, a parish
between Warmington and Stamford which he made his home and which he held until his
death in 1495. In quick succession while still a Fellow at King’s College, he was made
acolyte in December 1456, sub-deacon in March 1457, and deacon in April 1457. In
December 1458, when his older brother John died in college and made Thomas his
executor, Thomas had just left the college48.

In 1465, Thomas Stokes inherited his mother Agnes’s lands in Warmington and elsewhere,
and held these in trust for his outlawed elder brother, William, who was restored to them in
1472. But it is possible that by this time, the Stokes had ceased to live in any style at
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quoted by Payling op. cit. p. 117 from A. W. B. Simpson, 1986 History of the Land Law Oxford; see pages 134-
6 for steps taken to provide redress in cases where the repayment of the mortgage was refused by the
mortgagee.

44 Writs inquiring into his death were not issued until 15 December 1485; CFR 1485-1509/10 (16), 10 (17);
CPR 1485-94/7, 495; CIPM Henry VII i 1485-1494/20 (45); W. Campbell (ed) Materials for the reign of
Henry VII (Rolls series 1873, 1877) i 20, 21, 26, 82, 612. However, he is unlikely to have been the William
Stokes appointed Duchy of Lancaster bailiff of the Savoy palace in London on 8 March 1484 for life,
Somerville, Duchy of Lancaster i 459, 614.

45 CFR 1485-1509/4(5); CIPM Henry VII i 1485-1494/20 (45); PRO C140/18/40; C139/28/34; Devon
Record Office Simcoe 1038 M/T/13/124. Sterry loc. cit. says he was appointed keeper of New Park and
JP in 1496 instead of 1485. Bridges Northants ii 478-83; RCHM Northamptonshire vol. vi pp. 157-8; N. Pevsner
Northamptonshire 1973 Penguin p. 446; Rogers, Wills.

46 Biography in Emden Cambridge p. 559; and in Reynolds 1956 (with some inaccuracies).
47 He is therefore not the Thomas Stokes in 1435-6 Master and doctor laws, ambassador to the Hanse in Lynn
and Bruges; see Hansrecasse i 375, 381, 383, 463, 491; CFR 1461-71/92, 133, 290; CPR 1461-67/273.

48 For Chedworth, see above at note 18. LAO Reg Chedworth xx fo. 126d; Reg Smith xxiii fo. 163; Sterry op.
cit.; J. and J. A. Venn Alumni Cantabrigienses Cambridge 1927 i p. 167.



Warmington, for when Fermour came twice seeking Sir William for his loan, he went to
Rockingham, and later to Easton on the Hill to meet with Thomas Stokes; and when Kirkham
succeeded to the Warmington estate in 1504, he built a new mansion in the village49.

Thomas may have begun his clerical career as a canon at the Yorkist college of Fotheringhay,
for in October 1468, Thomas Stokes of Fotheringhay clerk received a pardon. But at the
same time, 1468, in addition to his benefice of Easton on the Hill, he was presented by the
nuns of St Michael by Stamford to the vicarage of All Saints in the Market, Stamford,
William Browne’s parish church which Browne was rebuilding. Stokes held this benefice
until 1479, when he acquired from the nuns the next presentation and appointed Henry
Wykes, a rich young clerk from the family which owned the manor of Burghley; Wykes,
like the brothers Stokes, became a feoffee and trusted friend of William Browne. In place
of All Saints, Stokes took the rectory of Buckworth, Huntingdonshire, in 147950. It was
probably in 1485, during the few weeks that Rotherham (by now archbishop of York) was
Henry VII’s first Chancellor, that Thomas Stokes became ‘chaplain to the Chancellor’, for
in 1485 Stokes received the Southwell prebend of South Muskham; he held this until 1488
when he was made canon of York and prebendary of Bugthorpe, a position which he held
until his death in 149551.

In 1485 when William Stokes died, Thomas was heir to his estates and to the suit which
William Fermour was pursuing against him. Fermour visited Thomas Stokes in Easton to
plead his cause but found him even more determined to secure the land for the heirs of
William Stokes, and refused the repayment. Fermour’s appeals dragged on beyond the death
of Thomas Stokes. Soon after the death of Sir William Stokes, one Thomas Stokes (senior
or junior) received the custody of the Moigne lands in Warmington which William had
held, November 148552.

Thomas developed close connections with his brother-in-law, William Browne of Stamford,
and soon became his most trusted feoffee. We do not of course have a full record of all
William Browne’s property transactions but what we possess is revealing. As early as 1457,
both William and Thomas Stokes were acting as feoffees for Browne in the acquisition of
the manor of Papley in Warmington, Northamptonshire. William Stokes was not used as
feoffee again until 1473 after his restoration but Thomas was used in Northamptonshire
and Rutland in 1461 (Warmington), 1464 (Barnack), 1465 (Wilsthorpe), 1466 (Stretton),
and in Lincolnshire in 1471 (Swayfield). In 1473, both brothers were used as feoffees when
Browne acquired the manor of Lilford in Northamptonshire with its dependency in
Oakington in Cambridgeshire. William Stokes was used in 1473 also in Barholm, Thomas
in 1475 in Swayfield, both brothers in 1480 in Stretton and Swayfield, and again in 1482
when Browne revised his settlements in North Luffenham, Stretton and Woolsthorpe. The
most telling of these transactions was in 1488 after William Stokes had died. Thomas was
the chief feoffee in William Browne’s lands when (just before Browne’s death) he divided

eton’s first ‘poor scholars’: william and thomas stokes of warmington (c.1425-95) 15

49 VCH Northants iii pp. 116-122 Bridges Northants loc. cit.
50 PRO C67/46 m25; LAO Dioc. Reg. Chedworth xx fo. 148 (originally fo. 32) (James Stevenson of LAO
assisted with this reference); VCH Hunts iii 24-26. In 1475 one Thomas Hewet alias Stok was instituted to
the prebend of St Martin, Lincoln, but despite the fact that Thomas Rotherham was bishop at Lincoln, this
is not our Thomas Stokes, for he was dead by 12 March 1495 while our TS did not die until October 1495,
Le Neve Fasti i 90; see also ii 185; vi 41.

51 Le Neve op. cit. iii 179, 432; vi 41. While at Kings, he may have been patronised by Thomas Rotherham
who was also at the college, and who later became archbishop of York and Chancellor on no less than three
occasions, in 1474-5, in 1475-83, and again in 1485 for a few weeks. Emden Cambridge 559; Sterry op. cit.;
Venn Alumni Cantab i p. 167; H. P. Wright 1890 The Story of the Domus Dei of Stamford: Hospital of William
Browne London: Parker pp. 70-71.

52 Materials Henry VII i 163 – this may be Thomas Stokes junior.



them between his Hospital and his daughter and heiress, and in 1491, Thomas was found
acting for the Hospital in a land transaction in North Luffenham. Thomas had a major hand
in founding William Browne’s Hospital. The closeness of the two men, William Browne
and Thomas Stokes, cannot be exaggerated53.

From the early 1470s, Thomas Stokes was working with William and Margaret Browne on
the founding of Browne’s Hospital in Stamford. Stokes was the chief trustee in the
endowment of the Hospital 1488/954. In April 1489, William Browne died and Thomas
Stokes was made supervisor of Margaret Browne, his sister, who became her husband’s
executor. When she died a few months later, Thomas became her executor. Work on the
Hospital took up most of his attention in his final years. Immediately after the death of
William Browne, Thomas Stokes submitted another petition to the royal council for licence
to endow the Hospital, but it was not until 1493 that a licence was granted. He drew up
statutes for the Hospital, appointed the warden, confrater and inmates, and arranged for the
rededication of the chapel in December 1494 by the aged Bishop of Lincoln (Chedworth).
We can see Thomas Stokes in 1489 acting with Thomas Kesteven, Calais stapler, and Henry
Wykes, vicar of All Saints in the Market, as feoffee in Stamford55.

Thomas was also managing Browne’s Hospital estates until they were passed over to the
warden and his confrater in 1494. One of his building accounts for work done on one of
these properties in Stamford survives56. I am inclined to go further and to suggest that the
rebuilding of his vicarage of All Saints in Stamford which is certainly late fifteenth century
and the building of the Priest’s House at Easton on the Hill of comparable dating and style57
could be his work; in Stamford, William and John Browne owned properties on either side
of the vicarage. Thomas may also have been responsible for choosing the scheme for glazing
the windows of the audit chamber in Browne’s Hospital: David, Solomon, Paul and above
all two portraits of Seneca, an abstruse connection which Thomas Stokes would have
delighted in. (Figure 1)

It has been said that his coat of arms are found in the glass of the Hospital and on the
Hospital seal. They are not. The Stokes family was entitled to a coat of arms, for John Stokes
the father was an esquire. The arms held were later described as or, bar gules with three Maltese
crosses argent, as shown below in the third quarter.58 (Figure 2)

These arms do not appear anywhere in the glass. The arms in the glass and on the Hospital
seal, with their fifteen elm leaves, belong to the family of William Elmes, grandson and heir
of William Browne and his marriage relations and would have been erected between 1495
and 1504 when Elmes died. It is possible that the family gave up using the arms because of
the treason of Sir William Stokes. Certainly, Margaret and Thomas Stokes used the stork as
their rebus instead. The stork appears in the glass at the Hospital, and on the brass of William
and Margaret Browne. It may be significant that there is one reference to ‘John Stork’ which
clearly refers to the Stokes family of Warmington59. (Figure 3)
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53 PRO CP25/1/179/95/146; Devon Record Office Simcoe 1038; LAO BHS collection, passim; Rot. Parl. vi
145, 287.

54 LAO BHS 7/12/24; CIPM Henry VII i 1485-94/230 (551).
55 British Library (BL) Cotton Ch iv 10; Wright op. cit. pp. 13-55; CPR 1485-94/450, 456-7. See Rogers
Wills; Magdalen College, Oxford (MCO) Stamford Deeds 13, 21, 26, 43.

56 PRO SP46/123 fo. 57.
57 Recent ring dating gives 1475-1500 as the date for the floors in Priest’s House, Easton on the Hill – not
early sixteenth century as assumed by many. I am convinced Thomas Stokes was in one form or another
responsible for both buildings. (Information from Nick Hill of English Heritage.)

58 W. B. Bannerman (ed) 1922 Visitation of Rutland 1681-2 Harleian Society vol. 73 p. 8.
59 CPR 1441-47/136.



Thomas Stokes died in October 1495. In his will, William Elmes was his residuary legatee,
and the rooms listed (hall, white chamber, great chamber) suggest that he was living in
William Browne’s large house in the town next to the Hospital rather than in his rectory
at Easton on the Hill60. His will mentions books in English and Latin; the family seems to
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Figure 1. Solomon with the Stokes family rebus of the stork above.
(From glass in Browne’s Hospital, Stamford)

60 See Rogers Wills; CIPM Henry VII i 1485-1494/522-3 (1179).



have owned a copy of the Brut chronicle, now
in the British Library. He left a legacy for one
John Taylor clerk for his exhibition at Oxford
University. And the opening section of the will
is in very abstruse Latin, making great
theological statements, although he soon
abandoned the Latin for English. But the Latin
of the will suggests that the person responsible
for some dire Latin verses on the brass of
William Browne and Margaret his wife
(certainly not William Browne and almost
certainly not the brass founding workshop)
dating from about 1465 and also on a brass
plaque erected in Browne’s Hospital was
Thomas Stokes; the style is very similar61.

He asked to be buried in his parish church of
Easton on the Hill. He settled the Browne
estates on the Hospital before he died. He had
already given other lands which came to him
from Sir William Stokes to the younger Thomas
Stokes and Agnes, the sister of this younger
Thomas. It is possible that this settlement was
made when William was attainted, designed to
ensure that William’s children could inherit.
Now by his will, Thomas Stokes clerk settled
on the younger Thomas Stokes yet more lands,
which Sir William Stokes had acquired.62. His
own heirs were his younger sister Isabel, wife of
Robert Fazacreley, and his niece, Elizabeth,
daughter of William Browne of Stamford and

wife of John Elmes of Lilford, Northamptonshire.63 Isabel Fazacreley sold her portion of
the Warmington lands to George Kirkham, one of Lady Margaret Beaufort’s legal advisers64.
Thomas Stokes’ executors were ‘my cousyn William Elmes, Syr Henry Wykes, Maister
Thomas Hykam and Robert Bewmont’, man of business for William Browne and then for
Browne’s Hospital.

Thomas Stokes clerk II
Finally, we need to note Thomas Stokes junior. This Thomas Stokes was later (1505)
described as son and heir of Sir William Stokes. He is therefore the Thomas, nephew of
Thomas Stokes canon of York, who (with his sister Agnes) was left lands in
Northamptonshire which Sir William Stokes had acquired and which had been settled on
Thomas Stokes senior prior to the death of Sir William. In November 1485, on the death of
Sir William Stokes, Thomas Stokes clerk received custody of the Moigne lands in Warmington
for 30 years at a rent of 3s 4d as his predecessor had held them. By 1501, Thomas junior held
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Figure 2. Footnote 58

61 The brass plaque in the Hospital was erected in 1497 after the death of Thomas Stokes – but the verses are
almost certainly his. For the Brut, see C. L. Kingsford 1913 English Historical Literature p. 125n.

62 See Rogers, Wills.
63 not Margaret Browne as VCH Northants iii 116-122; CIPM 1485-1500/522-3 (1179).
64 S. T. Bindoff 1982 House of Commons 1509-1558, vol. ii Members p. 472. The fact that Fermour’s mortgage
papers are among the records of the Elmes family suggests these lands came to Elizabeth at least for a time,
Devon Record Office Simcoe 1038 M/T/13/123, 124, 128.



the Fermour property in Warmington gifted to
him by William Stokes knight. All this points to
the fact that Thomas and Agnes were the
children (presumably illegitimate) of Sir William
Stokes65.

This Thomas Stokes was a lay clerk, a teller in
the royal exchequer under Lord Dynham,
Treasurer of England 1486-1501. As clerk or
teller or moneyer of the receipt of the
Exchequer, he drew a fee of £10 every half
year; and he received large sums of money for
the Exchequer, and made payments to the
archbishop of York and others. A file of Stokes’
papers from his time at the Exchequer (which
incidentally includes two items from Thomas
Stokes senior) survives, providing an unusual
insight into the role of such tellers66.

Like his father, he came into royal favour
immediately after the accession of Henry VII.
As early as September 1485, he received a grant
of lands in Kent, and on 23 October 1485, ‘on
account of the singular affection which the king
entertains for him’, Thomas Stokes, one of the
clerks of the Exchequer, was made attorney for
the Duchy of Lancaster in the court of the
Exchequer for life. He seems to have been in
office continuously until November 1516. He
may have assumed his father’s coat of arms, for in November 1485, a grant made to ‘our
servant Thomas Stokes, squire’, of the office of the constableship of Thorpe Waterfelde,
Northamptonshire (near Warmington), was exempted from the Act of Resumption of 1450.

But he was also described in 1510 as ‘Thomas Stokes usually called gentleman’. He was
thus one of those clerks of the chancery and exchequer who, as ‘of London gent’, acted as
attorney and/or surety in law suits, ‘intermediaries between the ordinary public and the
law’. It is possible that we can see him acting in this capacity using his exchequer links: in
1482-4, Thomas Stokes gent of London acted as surety for a member of the family of Lord
Dynham (treasurer of England) in Essex; in 1490, he was a feoffee in Middlesex with the
chief baron of the exchequer and the under-treasurer. In September 1485, as Thomas Stokes
of London gent he received custody of some lands in Kent67. In January 1498, Thomas
Stokes of London gent was engaged in a suit in Essex. He may have been the Thomas Stokes
on a commission of inquiry in Essex in 148668.
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Figure 3.The stork on the woolsack
combining the rebuses of William
Browne, wool merchant, and

Margaret Browne (née Stokes), his
wife. From the brass in the parish church
of All Saints in the Market, Stamford.

(Photo: John Hartley)

65 CIPM 1504-9/37-8 (62); PRO C140/18/40; C139/28/34; Materials Henry VII i 163.
66 Materials Henry VII i 403, 494, 497, 524, 565, 570, 583; ii 100, 101, 143; CAD iii 175 (A5406); CAD iv 391
(A9091), 423 (A9434), 473 (A9878); Somerville Duchy of Lancaster i 458; PRO SP46/123.

67 Devon Record Office Simcoe 1038 M/T/13/128. See N. Ramsay 1991 Scriveners and notaries as legal
intermediaries in later medieval England, in J. I. Kermode 1991 Enterprise and Individuals in 15thC England
Sutton: Stroud pp. 118-131, esp. pp. 118, 122. CAD i 138 (A1594); Materials Henry VII i 8.

68 Materials Henry VII i 254; Rot. Parl. vi 372; CFR 1471-85/286 (825); PRO C241/271/19 for £100; see also
CFR 1485-1509/9 (12), 264 (605); CPR 1485-94/134, 328 (1491).



In 1495, on the death of Thomas Stokes I clerk, Thomas Stokes junior entered without
licence into estates in Brigstock and Rushton, Northamptonshire, which William Stokes
had settled on Thomas Stokes senior with remainder to Thomas Stokes junior and remainder
to Agnes the sister of the younger Thomas. He made fine for these lands in March 1496
and received a pardon69.

He seems to have progressed in the royal household under Henry VII, for by 1513-14,
Thomas Stokes, late usher of the chamber called ‘le Princes Chambre’ who had formerly
held an annuity of £10 from the duchy of Cornwall, surrendered that annuity70. He
probably died about 1516, for his office in the duchy of Lancaster was filled in that year.

Conclusion
Sir William Stokes, then, Eton’s first ‘poor scholar’, was a member of a well-connected
gentry family, armigerous, based in Warmington, Northamptonshire, but with links with
other families in Oxfordshire and Berkshire and with their network of friends and relations,
the Elmes, Knyvetts, Catesbys and others.

They were not exactly indigens. Initially the family used their royal household service rather
than their territorial base to expand their fortunes. John Stokes the father used his influence
at court to secure the fortunes of his children even when they were young, passing on to
one son a corrody, to another son some lands which he had acquired. He was also very
concerned with education and used his connections to secure formal schooling at Eton
and Cambridge University for two of his sons, and at Stamford for at least two of his
daughters. His oldest son John entered the same department of the royal household as his
father as a page, and from there he progressed into a senior service position in the king’s
new foundation at Cambridge before he died early.

His second son William obtained from the king one of the two free places at Eton reserved
for poor scholars, and went on to Cambridge. He also appears to have joined the same
department of the royal household but then became a soldier and fought for Henry VI.
Being on the losing side, he was attainted for treason and eventually imprisoned in the
Tower of London. After eight years in the wilderness, he was restored; he spent the
remainder of his life as a country gentleman in Northamptonshire and died, leaving behind
at least two, perhaps three, illegitimate children.

Thomas the third son became a cleric and flourished, obtaining benefices including a
canonry at York and becoming for a time chaplain to the Chancellor of England, working
alongside his very wealthy brother-in-law, William Browne wool merchant of Stamford, in
the founding of a Hospital in that town, engaged in building and in writing bad Latin
poetry. Two of the daughters of the family were well educated and married brothers who
were wealthy and active in building; one daughter engaged in money lending in her own
right. The third sister married into a Northamptonshire county gentry family.

The Browne-Stokes-Elmes family formed a clan family which was close-knit and
supportive; hard-headed and at times ruthless in business, the primary concern seems to
have been the support of other members of the group. The pedigree attached to the
Fermour lawsuit and the references to their estates as being those of the former Thorney
family suggest that they were firmly attached to their family background; and the fact that
property owned by different branches of the family continued to bear their name for many
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69 CCR 1485-1500/260 (885): ‘Thomas Scot the younger’ mentioned there should read ‘Thomas Stok the
younger’; CPR 1494-1509/47.

70 Letters and Papers of Henry VIII vol. i 1509-1514/838 (1836.2), 1244 (2861.26).



generations in both Warmington (Stockes Piece) and Ashby St Ledgers (Stocks maner,
Stockis landis) would seem to point to an attachment to both family and place. But they
also used their wider network of friends and partners in their business transactions ranging
across Oxfordshire and Berkshire, London and into Norfolk. However, the Stokes family
seem to have left little permanent mark in the region. Warmington itself passed in the next
generation to the Kirkham family. The Priest’s House at Easton and the vicarage house of
All Saints in Stamford may be part of the inheritance they passed down, along with Browne’s
Hospital which Thomas Stokes founded for his brother-in-law William Browne and
Margaret his wife. But poor they certainly were not.

APPENDIX: Notes from the will of John Stokes junior

Note: the original in King’s College, Cambridge Ledger Book I fo. 24 d, is not a copy of his will
but a summary; it refers to him in the third person (he), and uses the past tense – e.g. legavit instead
of lego. This is not a transcript but notes from the document.

The marginal heading speaks of John Stokes as being ‘serjant’ of the Provost of the college.

12 December 1458 will of John Stok languens in extremis and not wishing to die impiously.

In primis dedit et legavit animam suam deo, BVM and all the saints; his body to be buried
in navi nove ecclesie Collegii Regal beate Marie and St Nicholas of Canterbury.

Legavit to the provost and scholars of the college £10; to Master Richard Aspenhalgh and
John Barcote 6s 8d, to be divided equally; to William Stok his brother one cross and all his
gilt rings (anulos de auro); also a certain baculum [baton, stave] called a glayve together with
a cella [it is not clear what this is; probably a collar but it is written cella] and all the apparatus
belonging to that celle commonly called ‘horsharnes’.
Item legavit to his mother unum lectum album [?a white book or a white bed] and omnia
catalla sua vina [all his wine making kit?]; to Henry Saale one robe coloured red [blodii color’];
to Thomas Conyngton one robe coloured black; to Robert Malton one robe coloured
green with silver clasps; to John Orton one robe; to all the poor women in lez Stolelanes
ivd.

He wished that William his brother should inherit his tenement and that his feoffees in that
tenement should put him in that status to have it to him and his heirs and assigns in
perpetuity.

The residue of his goods and his debts whatsoever not bequeathed above he gave and
bequeathed to Master Thomas Stoke his brother, that Thomas may dispose of them and
ordain for the salvation of his [John’s] soul as he [Thomas] sees best; and he made and
constituted Master Thomas Stok his executor to fulfil his last will and complete it faithfully
and effectively.

He called to witness Masters Richard Aspenhalgh, John Barcot’, John Trusbutt, Robert
Driffeld and Walter Kokerell and others. Dated as above.

Probate by master Thomas Stok executor before Robert Wodelarke SP professor and Provost
of the College Royal of St Mary and St Nicholas of Canterbury, by virtue of the probate
authority over the scholars, servants and ministers of the College, on the oath of Thomas
Stok 24 December 1458.
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Sir Christopher Hatton

MALCOLM DEACON

(Figure 1) Christopher Hatton was born in
the manor house at Holdenby, Northampton-
shire in 1540. He was the middle of the three
sons of William Hatton and Alice, daughter of
Lawrence Saunders of Harrington. The family
had originated in Cheshire where they were
minor landowners and small farmers. It is not
known who brought up Hatton and his siblings
(including a sister) after the death of his father
when he was only 6, and the early death of his
mother (date unknown).

Hatton was enrolled as a Gentleman Commoner
at St Mary’s Hall, Oxford in 1555 and leaving
without taking his degree entered the Inner
Temple in London. He was in residence in 1561
when the gentlemen of the Inner Temple acted
out a play, The Tragedy of Gorbudoc, before the
Queen. It seems almost certain that this was the
time when Hatton came to her attention. Seeing
his chance Hatton was keen to find a position
at Court. The first reference to him in the State
Papers in 1564 mentions him ordering an
elaborate suit of armour from the armoury.
Although he had to pay for it himself it is a
significant career move as he is described as a
Gentleman Pensioner.1 The Gentlemen Pens-
ioners had been founded by Henry VIII as a
ceremonial bodyguard to attend the sovereign

at chapel or on progress. Hatton was to serve for thirteen years and took a full and enthusiastic
part in the ‘jousts for peace’ which were central to their activities.

Although the use of gunpowder had made the wearing of armour obsolete, Elizabeth’s
enthusiasm for the tiltyard led to an efflorescence of pageantry in which armour came to
its perfection. Hatton had to spend much money in keeping up with this new lifestyle and
we know that he had at least three suits of armour made, most possibly by Jacob Halder the
Queen’s Master Armourer at the Greenwich Armoury. His first suit was russet in colour
with gold bands interspersed with lozenge-shaped designs. This expensive armour glistened
with gilt and elaborate ornamentation and was embellished by letter ‘E’s, the Queen’s
monogram.

In September 1564 Elizabeth entrusted Hatton with the duty of welcoming Sir James
Melville, the Scottish ambassador, and escorting him into her presence. The first task of any
significance came in December 1566 when Hatton was sent by the Queen as a member of
the Duke of Bedford’s suite representing her at the baptism of the future James VI of
Scotland (and 1st of England) at Stirling. Hatton’s star was rising. Elizabeth began to show
her favour by granting him numerous lands and properties. In 1574 he succeeded Sir Francis
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Figure 1. Sir Christopher Hatton
(Northamptonshire Libraries
& Information Service)

1 State Papers: Domestic XXXIV.33.



Knollys as the Captain of the Queen’s Guard,
the famous Yeomen of the Guard.

Elizabeth exacted a powerful control over her
courtiers expecting them to make annual gifts
to show their affection. In the New Year of 1572
Hatton presented the Queen with a jewel of
gold with diamonds, rubies and pearls. In return
she showed her special favour by giving him
eight times the usual gift of silver plate by
handing him 400 ounces. Jealous contempor-
aries cited him as one of the Queen’s lovers. Sir
Edward Dyer, a poet and friend of Philip
Sidney, was approached by Hatton in October
1572 for friendly advice as to what to do over
the Queen’s partiality in finding new favourites.
Hatton felt hurt at the Queen’s changing
whims and felt like storming the citadel himself and remonstrating with her. Dyer advised
caution, the wisdom of which was reinforced to Hatton as the years passed: ‘First of all, you
must consider with whom you have to deal, and what we are towards her; who, though she
do descend very much in her sex as a woman, yet we may not forget her place, and the
nature of it as our Sovereign…’. Hatton wisely accepted Dyer’s advice to wait to see
‘whether the Queen will make an apple or a crab of you’.2

There are a number of letters extant from Hatton to Elizabeth superscribed by a mysterious
cipher, namely three triangles. These crudely drawn triangles relate to the nickname she
had given him, Lyddes or Lidds [i.e. eyelids]. (Figure 2) When it is remembered that the
Queen called the Earl of Leicester Eyes, it is clear that Hatton had a related role to play in
her wily hold on power. One of Elizabeth’s favourite sayings was ‘video et taceo’ (I see
[all] and am silent), her eyes were omnipresent through Leicester, Burghley and others and
Hatton as Lidds, the eyelids that covered the eyes, was the tactful diplomatic handler of the
Queen’s personal matters relating to the Court. There is a highly artificial, almost childish
nature of the correspondence between Hatton and the Queen as witnessed by the
capitalisation of the E and R of EveR that appears in a number of his letters.

Hatton archly commented on one occasion that ‘the Queen did fish for men’s souls, and
had so sweet a bait, that no-one could escape her network’. As a leading courtier he had
the unenviable task of enduring the tantrums, the changes of mind and the jealousies of
the Queen. He was in almost daily attendance on her, and an analysis of his movements
during 1579, for example, reveals that apart from a two-week gap he was never away from
the Court for more than a week. Indeed, his level of attendance and service equalled that
of Lord Burghley and Sir Francis Walsingham.

At times Hatton’s personal feelings, especially jealousy of others who courted the Queen’s
favour, got the better of him. In October 1582 Sir Thomas Heneage acted as the
intermediary in a serious upset that Hatton had with the Queen. He had sent her an
intimate letter together with three tokens, namely a small bucket (referring to his arch-rival
Sir ‘Water’ Raleigh), a bodkin and a book. Heneage had given the tokens to the Queen as
she was about to set off hunting. He describes her reactions and her coded language in
assuring Hatton that the persistent Raleigh was no threat. To make her feelings for Hatton
clear Elizabeth sent him a dove (possibly a jewel), the Biblical symbol of the receding flood
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Figure 2. Eyelids cipher used by
Elizabeth I and Hatton

(Calendar of State Papers: Domestic Vols I & II)
(Northamptonshire Libraries & Information

Service)

2 Brooks, Eric St John, Sir Christopher Hatton (1946), 87.



as in Genesis, to assure Hatton that ‘Water’ Raleigh was no threat to him and declaring
indignantly that she had rather see Raleigh hanged than equal him with Hatton.

Elizabeth was suspicious of any love interest Hatton might have. Although he was highly
eligible he never married. The Queen’s complex personality craved adulation from eligible
and available men who in having their own affairs or marrying were seen by her to be
abandoning her. In such instances her anger knew no bounds. Hatton and Robert Dudley,
Earl of Leicester, shared the Queen’s fury when she had been told that the latter had secretly
married Lettice Knollys. The rumour circulating around the Court maintained that Hatton
also had secretly married and this had been the incentive that Leicester needed. Writing
from Hampton Court Palace on 18 June 1578 to Leicester, Hatton described the ‘great
melancholy’ the Queen was in since Leicester had left the Court. Hatton was suffering the
emotional fallout: ‘I bear and suffer the whole brunt of her mislike…’3 Hatton had clearly
defended Leicester to the Queen stating that it was an intolerable situation for anyone to
be denied marriage. The sharing of the Queen’s tantrums overrode any rivalry between
the two men and drew them together as friends.

Nevertheless, there was a persistent rumour that Hatton was sweet on Elizabeth Cavendish
who was the daughter of Lady Shrewsbury, the formidable Bess of Hardwick, who had
been a Lady of the Bedchamber. She had sought to marry her daughter off to some suitable
person and Hatton had come within her matchmaking intentions. In a letter in French
dated 1584 from Sheffield Castle to the Queen, Mary Queen of Scots alluded to the gossip
that Hatton had had a brief affair with Elizabeth Cavendish whilst he was visiting Sheffield
Castle. Another rumour persisted that he had had an illegitimate daughter named Elizabeth.
In April 1584 Hatton, in exasperation at all the gossip and intrigue, withdrew himself from
the Court and stayed many days at his house at Holdenby. The impasse continued until the
Queen sent soothing messages for him to return to his duties.

Elizabeth retained the power to summon and dissolve Parliament and prided herself on
keeping her parliaments few in number and as brief as possible; to her they were an expense
and a nuisance! In 44 years of her reign there were only ten parliaments with 13 sessions
but the exigencies of the times increased demand for parliaments to meet. The coming of
Mary Queen of Scots to England in 1568 produced a traumatic dilemma for anyone who
had sympathies for Catholicism. The simmering religious question came to the fore with
rebellion of the northern earls in 1569 aimed at placing Mary on the throne and restoring
Catholicism. In the following year Pope Pius V issued his bull Regnans in Excelsis describing
Elizabeth as ‘the pretended queen of England and the servant of crime’.

This situation formed the background of Hatton’s entry into Parliament in 1571 when he
became member for Higham Ferrers. It was the year which saw the promotion of William
Cecil, as Lord Burghley, to the House of Lords. The latter’s departure left a vacuum of
control which became apparent as the parliament continued; it was into this management
role in the Commons that Hatton steadily moved. Hatton sedulously worked his way to
become the chief mouthpiece of the Queen in Parliament and leader of the House. From
1577 he began to take a major part in influencing public affairs. He was appointed Vice-
Chamberlain of the royal household in 1578, the year he was made a Privy Councillor. He
was also knighted by the Queen on 1 December at Windsor together with Francis
Walsingham, who was then a Secretary of State, and Thomas Heneage, Treasurer of the
Chamber.

In 1581 the Queen’s vengeance fell upon John Stubbs, the author of a pamphlet denouncing
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the proposed marriage of her to the Duke of Anjou. Stubbs and his publisher Paget had
their right hands cut off in the market-place at Westminster. It was recorded that ‘their right
hands were cut off with a cleaver driven through the wrist with the force of a beetle’.4
Stubbs, evidently, took off his hat with his remaining hand and exclaimed ‘God save the
Queen’. The crowd who witnessed the event stood silent with horror and sympathy for a
man who had publicly written what most privately thought about the French marriage.
Officially, Hatton had had to take a very active part in Stubbs’ prosecution yet urged him
to intercede with the Queen for clemency; even he could not deter the Queen’s harsh
actions once she was determined to pursue them. It was one of the most disgraceful acts of
her reign.

Hatton was entrusted with the arrangements for the marriage. Following tortuous
negotiations the Duke arrived in England. When the Queen took off a ring from her own
finger and placed it on his all her courtiers thought she intended making him her husband.
The court gloomily surveyed the prospect of the marriage. Taking courage in both hands
it was Hatton who remonstrated with the Queen and tearfully urged her not to make the
union, as its unpopularity with the people would undermine the security of the throne.
The Ladies in Waiting wept openly and the Queen spent a sleepless night. The following
day Elizabeth had a private conversation with the Duke who afterwards, in the seclusion of
his apartment, threw the ring aside, but quickly retrieved it with a humorous jibe or two at
the inconstancy of women and the English as an island race. Perhaps the offer of a large
subsidy helped ease his hurt feelings. The Duke’s departure from England was greeted with
general relief that the country was saved from an unhappy alliance. According to the Spanish
ambassador, Bernardino de Mendoza, the Queen expressed her indebtedness to Hatton for
his great faithfulness and wisdom during the affair.

The Court was constantly on the move between the Palaces of Windsor, Hampton Court,
Richmond, Whitehall and Greenwich. The Queen declared that her ‘chiefest strength and
safeguard’ lay with the loyal affections of her people and wanted ‘the royal countenance’ to
be seen throughout the land. So the Court ‘progressed’ further afield, although never too
far from London, never north of Stafford or west of Bristol. Preceded by hundreds of
baggage carts the Queen would follow, either on horseback or in a litter, frequently stopping
to converse informally with the people who thronged the route. Elizabeth’s chief ministers
accompanied her on progress; thus Hatton in his successive roles as Gentleman Pensioner,
Captain of the Guard and Vice-Chamberlain would have been present at most, if not all,
the progresses during the middle years of her reign. He was very much to the fore in making
the arrangements for such visits.

There is evidence of the reluctance on the part of some of her hosts as to the considerable
cost of entertaining the Court. Burghley complained that he had been visited twelve times
at a cost of between £2000 and £3000 a time, and the cleaning up of the straw and
excrement and other waste after the Court had left took many weeks. On the larger
progresses there could be hundreds of wagons and several thousand pack horses trundling
slowly towards the next venue full of the necessities, including the Queen’s bedclothes, of
a huge household on the move. To some it seemed like an invading army. The royal demands
were indeed very costly as Hatton himself increasingly came to realise.

Hatton’s reputation as one who had close contact with the Queen became widely known.
His influence with her was so considerable that he was deemed the only one of her
household who dared to face her about the state of her teeth which had become blackened
by eating sweetmeats. Writing to Hatton on 21 April 1578, Burghley pointed out that as
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the Court physicians were terrified of
suggesting to the Queen that she might have a
tooth extracted perhaps Hatton might be brave
enough to suggest the remedy. Eventually the
Queen was persuaded to have her tooth
extracted after Bishop Aylmer had set an
example by having one of his own removed.

Hatton moved from sublime moments to the
ridiculous. He had to write to Burghley in 1584
on the state of the Queen’s health. She had
evidently eaten a very bad breakfast composed
of ‘a confection of barley sodden with sugar and
water, and made exceeding thick with bread’.5
The Queen had been ill all night and there is
more than a hint of humour in this letter as a
relieved Queen would have been a relief to all
her courtiers.

A visible show of Hatton’s rise to fame was
desirable and inevitable. He was keen to adopt
a coat of arms claiming his descent from the
Hattons of Cheshire. He subsequently assumed
a coat of arms consisting of six quarterings with
which he sealed his deeds. On the archways at
Holdenby House are arms of 14 quarterings
which show the Hatton of Hatton and Holdenby
connections; these are shown in various books
dedicated to him and featured on his monument
in Old St Paul’s Cathedral. (Figure 3)

The life of courtiers was, in some respects, unenviable as they were inadequately reimbursed
for their services. Hatton was a courtier with official duties, yet even as Vice Chamberlain
his £66.13s.4d. annual salary was ridiculously inadequate for the establishment he had to
maintain. Having no substantial private wealth his debts steadily increased as he rose higher
in the royal service. In 1578 he was granted the office of Receiver of Tenths and First Fruits
which ostensibly paid him a fee which was a portion of the money collected. From the
start he had difficulties with the Queen and he was clearly disappointed that he was not
going to earn as much as he had hoped. The office was to prove a massive thorn in his side
and was to lead to his ultimate quarrel with her.

Elizabeth granted Hatton the Keepership of Rockingham Forest. From his ‘issues, revenues
and profits’ Hatton had to pay a yearly sum of £13.6s.8d. to cover his keepership of the
forest. Other sums were due to the considerable staff, which included a bailiff, keepers,
under keepers, a ranger, four verderers and two clerks. On one occasion he had to write a
strong warning to Thomas Brudenell of Deene to stop the ‘disordered huntings’ by his men
carried on in the forest or else there would be severe punishment.6

Elizabeth held the Manor of Wellingborough, given her by her father Henry VIII sometime
after 1539. In 1574 she passed on part of the Town Lands to the Earl of Leicester as his
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Figure 3. Sir Christopher Hatton’s
coat of arms with his motto

Tandem Si.
Frontispiece to Ralph Treswell’s Maps of
the Hatton Estates, the Property of the

Lord Chancellor (1580)
(NRO, FH 272)



forebears had held them since the twelfth century. Two years later she gave Hatton the rest
of the Wellingborough property and it appears that he was appointed Steward of
Wellingborough as early as 1572 purchasing Leicester’s moiety in 1579. Various subsequent
deeds reaffirm his right to the manor which he held until his death. Hatton’s portfolio of
properties was bewildering and complex. He held lands in many counties including
Northamptonshire, and also three castles and 10,000 acres in Ireland, forests in Herefordshire
and even a hamlet called Heath Row in Middlesex, which is now Heathrow Airport.7

One way in which the Queen tried to assist her impecunious officials was through the
granting of a monopoly or patent on the manufacture or sale of some commodity. The
practice had been increasingly used throughout the Tudor period and Elizabeth carried it
to its zenith. Hatton had several grants of this kind, the earliest being a licence to import a
specified amount of Irish yarn into England. As Keeper of Corfe Castle and Admiral of the
Isle of Purbeck he delegated his duties to others but took profits from pirating and
smuggling on the coast, rights of game and deer hunting, usually the sovereign’s prerogative,
and rights to wreck of the sea, and prisage of wine carried on all ships using the coast of
Purbeck. For a time he monopolised the import of sweet wine on all ships using the coast.

In 1578 Hatton was granted the property known as Ely Place, Holborn. Ely Place, known
variously as Ely Palace or Ely House, had been built in 1290 as the London residence of
the bishops of Ely, England’s fourth richest see. Ely Place was coveted by numerous officials
and nobles whose jealousy of Hatton knew no bounds when it became known that he had
taken possession of it. The property consisted of a hall, cloisters, a chapel, nine cottages, a
seven-acre vineyard, five acres of arable land or meadow, a garden famous for its saffron
crocuses, roses and strawberries, and an orchard. It was one of the finest cultivated gardens
of Tudor England. Ely Place is referred to in Richard III (Act III: 4) when the King says to
the Bishop:

‘My Lord of Ely, when I was last in Holborn
I saw good strawberries in your garden there…’

Hatton was interested in more than the strawberries. Some accused him of envying the
Bishop of Ely his palace so much that he induced Elizabeth to ask for it on his behalf. After
immense pressure the bishop gave way under threat and this Naboth’s vineyard fell into
Hatton’s lap leased for 21 years. He had to pay an annual rent of one red rose for the gate-
house and orchards, and ten loads of hay and £10 per annum for the ground. He quickly
took possession and expanded the gardens and orchard, and embellished the property with
intricate plasterwork, coloured glass windows and deal panelling.8 He sublet parts of the
building to other interests using it in the coming years as the London residence for himself,
his servants and friends, for official duties, the holding of trials, the house arrest of political
prisoners and even some commercial enterprises. After Hatton’s death disputes raged over
the ownership of Ely Place for many years, yet his name is still remembered in the present
Hatton Garden and the Bishop in the local inn, The Old Mitre. The chapel is still in use as
St Etheldreda’s Roman Catholic Church.

Not content with his projects at Ely Place Hatton decided to purchase and build
substantially in his own county. The same spirit that compelled expensive presents for the
Queen demanded sumptuous buildings with plenty of impressive decoration, and space
sufficient to accommodate the person of a royal visitor and all her court. Hatton wanted to
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impress and, like Burghley, was willing to empty his purse on her account. A golden
opportunity presented itself when Sir Humphrey Stafford of Blatherwyke in Northampton-
shire passed away in 1575. Sir Humphrey had built himself a house on a lavish scale at Kirby,
but he did not live to enjoy his new mansion which was a structure of impressive dimensions
and decoration, ready-made for Hatton’s grandiose needs. John, Stafford’s second son and
heir, agreed to sell the house.

The formal acquisition of Kirby by Hatton can be traced in a series of legal actions and
complicated financial manoeuvres which gave him the sole interest in the property for the
total sum of £3000.9The date of 1 November 1578 is interesting as it has been previously
accepted that Hatton took total possession of the property in 1575; the later date partly
resolves the query of why he did not personally visit Kirby until 1580. Hatton appears to
have been well-pleased with his purchase and made a number of alterations. His hand may
be seen in the transformation of Stafford’s parlour and great chamber into a more regal
suite of rooms with their large glazed and innovative semicircular bays. Although Hatton
was buoyed up by his acquisition of Kirby it was not enough for his high ambitions; it was,
after all, another man’s creation. Apart from the significant alterations to the state suite and
some striking decorative gables Hatton did little else with the building. He had a burning
desire to put in train a much more creative and large-scale project that would demand ever
more from his purse. His construction upon such a lavish scale at Holdenby moved him
into a higher spending league.

Hatton was determined to rebuild his own ancestral manor house to be fit for the Queen,
his ‘holy saint’, to whom it was dedicated.10 Excepting Hampton Court Palace Holdenby
was to become the greatest mansion of its day, rivalling its prototype, Lord Burghley’s
Theobalds in Hertfordshire. It is interesting to note that the arched gateways at Kirby are
almost identical to those in the base court at Holdenby. There are many sketches of the
great palace of Holdenby in its ruined state but precious few contemporary glimpses of its
magnificence. Hatton, like Lady Shrewsbury, copied much from Theobalds, so Holdenby
would have featured symmetrical facades, huge areas of mullioned windows, with turrets
and banks of tall chimneys, and open Doric arcades reflecting the renaissance style of the
times. In the furbishing of her Forest Chamber in the Old Hall at Hardwick it is believed
Lady Shrewsbury copied Hatton’s intricate plasterwork friezes at Holdenby which depicted
such realistic trees that birds were said to have tried to perch and nest in them. One visitor
described the massive entrance door with four steps at the porch flanked by obelisks. Inside
were inscribed the royal, Hatton and the Earl of Leicester’s coats of arms with other tall
obelisks and beautifully carved and valuable chimney pieces depicting Apollo, the Nine
Muses, Athena and Mercury, Jupiter and the Seven Liberal Arts.11

Hatton was granted the considerable sum of £2500 in bullion silver taken from the Spanish
by Sir Francis Drake as compensation money for his losses during the siege of Antwerp in
1585. It gives an indication of his extravagant spending at the time, as he had spent that
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amount on ‘divers silks, hangings and other furniture of household … which were violently
and wrongfully taken from him by the Captains and Soldiers of the King of Spain’.12 No
doubt these expensive furnishings were intended for Holdenby and Ely Place. These Gideon
Tapestries were bought subsequently by Lady Shrewsbury and adorn Hardwick to this day,
the Hatton hinds covered over by the Hardwick stags.

Hatton’s work at Court and in Parliament meant that he had little time to devote to the
work at Holdenby. The house became a byword for magnificence and lavish hospitality
even when the owner was away. Many visitors including Sir Walter Mildmay and Lord
Burghley visited Holdenby during these years, Hatton being absent with the Queen. Such
visits involved sumptuous dining served by a bevy of servants, all at Hatton’s expense.

In 1580 Hatton commissioned the eminent cartographer Ralph Treswell to map and survey
all his Northamptonshire estates.13 The survey comprised detailed listings of the lands and
tenancies of Hatton’s domains recorded by beautiful, detailed and unprecedentedly precise
maps for the period. In 1587 Hatton had his Holdenby estate surrounded by five miles of
timber paling, sharp-pointed and tall to keep in his deer. Treswell’s two surveys of the
property in 1580 and again seven years later show the striking changes wrought by Hatton.
The map of 1587 with its delightful drawings of leaping deer and running hares under the
watchful eye of the keepers of the park attests to this major change to the estate.
Developments are noticeable in the turrets and domes of the house, the change to the layout
of gardens, groves and spinneys, lakes and dams. A sketch by Treswell shows the house’s
domes and turrets. The great display of its pale sea-green glass windows shone in the sun
and gave rise to the local saying ‘As bright as Holmby’. It was one of the greatest showpieces
of the Age. The gateways of a huge courtyard are the most significant remains of Hatton’s
great palace which was destroyed after the Civil War.

Plans were being made by Sir Francis Drake for a voyage to the Pacific by way of the Straits
of Magellan in order to plunder the rich Spanish trade on the west coast of South America.
The Queen was fully supportive of the venture and Hatton became a shareholder and patron
of the project. Involved with him was Dr John Dee who was one of the most colourful
characters within Elizabeth’s Court. An astrologer and mathematician, his expert knowledge
of geography and cosmography was put to good use. In 1577 Dee dedicated to Hatton the
first volume of his work on The Perfect Art of Navigation, and his navigational instructions
closely resemble Drake’s final plans of his famous voyage.

As Drake’s ships set sail the Spanish ambassador reported that as they were partly owned by
Hatton he thought him ‘such a good gentleman that they will do no harm with his consent’.
The captain of one of Drake’s ships the Elizabeth was John Thomas, one of Hatton’s
nominees. Another of Hatton’s men was John Brewer who was Drake’s trumpeter, an
important role as Drake enjoyed being served with the sound of trumpets and other
instruments when he dined at sea. On 20 August 1578 the fleet reached the Cape Virgins
at the beginning of the Magellan Straits. The topsails were struck in honour of the Queen,
and Drake, ‘in remembrance of his honourable friend and favourer’, Sir Christopher Hatton,
changed the name of the Pelican to that of the Golden Hind, as Hatton’s cognizance was ‘a
hind statant or’. On the return to England Hatton received a royal warrant giving him, like
all the other sponsors (including the Queen), a dividend of 4700% on his £50 investment.

The presence of Mary Queen of Scots, imprisoned in successive locations in England and
the centre of so many plots against Elizabeth, cast a very dark shadow. In 1586 the Babington
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Plot, the most dangerous conspiracy of her reign came to light. Hatton returned to London
to sit as one of the Commissioners on the trial of the conspirators for high treason. His
characteristic kindness in promising that one of the conspirator’s debts would be paid to
save his wife and children from penury vividly contrasted with the Queen’s reaction;
angered by the events she ordered that the culprits be hanged, disembowelled and mutilated
while still alive.

Space does not allow us to explore Hatton’s sincere desire to help all who came under
duress; his support of the Puritan Sir Richard Knightley for his implication in the Marprelate
Tracts controversy was balanced by his friendship of the leading recusant Sir Thomas
Tresham. The latter’s embodiment in stone of his Catholic faith in the Triangular Lodge
and Lyveden New Bield was made possible by Hatton’s gift to him of a quarry of Weldon
stone. Hatton’s patronage was considerable; Sir Edmund Spencer, for example, eulogised
Hatton in the Faery Queen. William Byrd dedicated his first printed work to Hatton in
recognition of his exemplary service to his Sovereign and Country. Hatton also served as
Steward to the University of Cambridge and was Chancellor of The University of Oxford.14

An assassination attempt was made on Hatton himself, and he came close to danger in 1579
when an attempt on Elizabeth’s life was made whilst they were being rowed down the
Thames. She showed great coolness of nerve in having her wounded oarsman lapped with
her own scarf as she ordered the barge to continue down river. In the subsequent trial, over
which Hatton presided, the culprit, a Thomas Appletree, was brought before Hatton whose
eloquence held the courtroom spellbound. Building up to the verdict, Hatton astounded
everyone by announcing the Queen’s pardon on the would-be assassin. Hatton then led
the entire courtroom on its knees in fervent prayer for the Queen.15 He was to do the same
in Parliament itself.

1586 saw the culmination of the issue concerning Mary Queen of Scots. Hatton was to be
one of the commissioners at her trial at Fotheringhay where Mary was brought on 12
September. On the twenty-seventh of that month the commissioners met at Westminster,
journeying to Northamptonshire where they stopped at Holdenby before reaching
Fotheringhay Castle on 11 October. Hatton lodged at Sir Walter Mildmay’s seat at
Apethorpe as the castle was crowded with soldiers and Mary’s retinue. Lord Burghley was
to lead the trial. Hatton’s initial role in the trial was to persuade Mary to accept the
legitimacy of the court and he told her to ‘lay aside the bootless privilege of Royal dignity’,
and Mary was persuaded by Hatton’s eloquence. He played a significant role in the
Commons as intermediary with the Queen during the intense pressures put upon her to
sign Mary’s death warrant. Hatton’s signature can be seen on the Death Warrant next to
Walsingham’s and William Davison’s.16

The execution of Mary was carried out on 8 February 1587 with high drama in the cold
light of morning, and the news rapidly reached back to London and the Queen. As expected
she flew into a terrible rage, compounded of her own uncertainties and guilt over Mary.
Secretary of State Davison received most of the blame and even Hatton came under the
Queen’s darkened brow. The Davison trial was one of the most tragic and unfair episodes
in Elizabeth’s reign. Hatton, who was godfather to Davison’s son, did his best to mitigate
Davison’s plight, yet Hatton himself had reason to be cautious as the Queen’s mood was
dangerously volatile.
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In the following weeks Hatton addressed parliament warning of the increased dangers from
Spain. The death of Mary was having wide repercussions, and warlike preparations on the
Continent were hastening by the day. On 20 February 1587, less than three weeks after the
execution of Mary, the Privy Council ordered the enrolment of 1200 men (a thousand
infantry and 200 horse) in Northamptonshire. Hatton was appointed Lord Lieutenant of the
county. Five beacons were ordered to be made ready on church towers. On 18 July 1588
from Richmond Palace Hatton wrote to his three deputies (Sir John Spencer, Sir Richard
Knightley and Sir Edward Montagu) that the 400 men they eventually were able to recruit
should be suitably equipped and clothed, with ‘conduct money’ and be ready to march. On
1st August Hatton sent his Northamptonshire Horse to Tilbury where the Earl of Leicester
was setting up a first line of defence. They were there when the Queen herself took barge
for Tilbury to dramatically rally her troops. His Northamptonshire infantry, divided into two
divisions, moved with commendable speed southwards covering the 60 miles or more in
two days. Armour and gunpowder were brought by carts so that the men could march
speedily. Both divisions joined forces and reached the camp being set up by Lord Hunsdon
on the higher ground at Moorfields near Islington by 2 August, a remarkable feat.

Once the immediate danger had passed, Hatton was keen to show her Majesty that his men
had done their duty. The Queen had visited the camp herself and came to Ely Place on 9
August when Hatton proudly displayed his contingent of 100 Northamptonshire men at
arms who paraded for her in red and yellow uniforms. Other contingents followed suit and
the whole event concluded with jousting. The Privy Council wrote to Hatton expressing
the Queen’s ‘princely thanks’ for what he and his Deputy Lieutenants had accomplished
in selecting and equipping their forces.

Whilst the country rejoiced in the defeat of the Armada, Hatton knew well that danger
still lurked. On the opening of Parliament on 4 February 1589 in the presence of the
Queen, Hatton (now Lord Chancellor) presented a long speech in which he gave free rein
to his eloquence and dramatic abilities. As for the Armada, he said, it had received its just
deserts and he expressed his pride in the power of the Navy. Yet he advised his hearers to
make ‘diligent preparation … that arms and forces and money may be in readiness, and that
our Navy which is the greatest bulwark of this Kingdom may be repaired, manned and
fitted out for all events, with the utmost expedition’.17 As with Shakespeare, who had arrived
in London in the previous year, Hatton eloquently urged that God and the seas were
England’s natural defences. Written within five years of Hatton’s death Richard II expresses
the growing sense of nationhood forged from the dangers of the recent past. It is in a room
in Ely Place itself that John of Gaunt utters the epitome of proud defiance:

‘This royal throne of kings, this sceptred isle…
This blessèd plot, this earth, this realm, this England.’

During the turmoil surrounding the aftermath of the death of the Queen of Scots the Lord
Chancellor, Lord Bromley, died and his successor, the Earl of Rutland, also died within six
days. Whilst the Court was staying at the Archbishop of Canterbury’s palace in Croydon in
April 1587 the Queen took the Great Seal from its red velvet burse and formally presented
it to Hatton making him Lord Chancellor of England. It was a bizarre and unusual
happening, so much so that some of the courtiers thought it a piece of humorous
theatricality on the part of the Queen. Many begrudged Hatton this honour especially the
legal profession. There is no evidence that he sought the appointment or that he had been
earmarked for it. With some bewilderment and misgivings he found himself catapulted into
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a new and demanding task. The Queen herself had taken the decisive hand, seeing in Hatton
the trusted and faithful man whose abilities and impeccable loyalty were sorely needed at
a time of crisis.

Hatton had never enjoyed a robust constitution. A miniature by Nicholas Hilliard shows an
older-looking paunchy man. By the latter half of 1591 his health began a significant decline.
He wrote: ‘I have been visited myself of late with some distemperature of body’. On 31
October one of Walsingham’s agents reported: ‘The Chancellor is very sick with a
stranguary, and not likely to recover’.18 The news swept through Court circles quickly
reaching the ears of the Queen. Realising that Hatton was in the throes of his final illness
she hurried to Ely Place with cordial broths in the hope of restoring him. ‘These she
warmed and offered him with her own hand, while he lay in bed, adding many soothing
expressions, and bidding him live for her sake’. Parsons, the Jesuit, speculated that Hatton
had been poisoned by the Puritans. The problem was not a simple one; dogged at one time
or another by cystitis, kidney failure, ‘corpulence’, gout and diabetes, and much depressed
by his debts, Hatton had exerted himself to exhaustion. His bladder had become raw and
excoriated and his final days were extremely gruesome. He died on 20 November 1591
aged 51 years.

A great funeral was arranged for him and he was buried with great pomp in Old St Paul’s
Cathedral in London on 16 December 1591. The funeral cortège passed through the city
with a hundred poor people, given caps and gowns for the occasion, preceding the coffin.
In the procession were 300 gentlemen and yeomen dressed in gowns, cloaks and coats, as
well as 80 members of the Queen’s Guard and the Lords of the Council. Hatton’s nephew
and heir, Sir William Hatton, erected a tomb so massive and ornate that it was considered
too large even for St Paul’s. It was inscribed with copious eulogies in Latin and was destroyed
along with the cathedral in the Great Fire of 1666. (Figure 4)

Hatton used several Latin mottoes at various periods throughout his life; seemingly obscure
they give a vivid insight into his thoughts. One motto was cerva charissima et gratissimus
hinnulus which refers to the sweetest, most pleasant hind, (hinnuleus is a roe buck or deer)
an allusion to Hatton’s cognizance, a golden hind made famous by Sir Francis Drake. Its
origin is Proverbs 5:9: ‘a loving doe, a graceful deer’ which refers to the qualities of a loving
wife. If Hatton’s repressed sexuality towards Elizabeth is considered, the full force of his
lonely longing becomes apparent in the full text of the verse which concludes: ‘Hers the
love that ever holds you captive’. This motto and golden hind feature on many of the printed
publications of the period, as Henry Bynneman, a leading printer and publisher, was
employed by Hatton. Even Hatton’s gentle hind can be seen in the plasterwork of the porch
at Kirby.

Tandem si, another motto which appears especially in Hatton’s later years, features on several
of his portraits including the double-sided painting held in Northampton Museum and Art
Gallery. The motto has an intriguing ambiguity and could mean that ‘in the end all might
be well’. The sense of uncertainty in the motto seems to epitomise the closing phase of
Hatton’s life with his worry over debt, his ill health and, above all, his estrangement from
the Queen. The poignant meanings behind these mottoes centre in some way or other on
his feelings for Elizabeth. Hatton wore his heart on his sleeve (and, indeed, on his finger
was a ring with the Queen’s image).

Like other courtiers Hatton played well the game of feeding Elizabeth’s insatiable hunger
for flattery, but only so far. The Queen’s tendency to play her feminine charms with other
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more flamboyant male personalities of the
Court only served to arouse a certain latent
jealousy within him. Some denouement in
which harsh words were used by her had deeply
wounded his sensitive feelings and had been the
final straw. It had centred on financial matters
as she had demanded the immediate repayment
of what she said he owed her, some £42,000
(over £7 million today) which he could not
possibly pay. In an undated letter from Hatton
to Elizabeth, most likely at this juncture, he
burst forth his raison d’être for serving her: ‘If
whatsoever came from you were not either very
gracious or grievous to me, what you said
would not sink so deeply in my bosom. My
profession hath been, is, and ever shall be to
your Majesty, all duty within order, all reverent
love without measure, and all truth without
blame …’19

Hatton’s death had a strange significance of its
own. Already the lights of Elizabeth’s reign were
dimming as one by one her stalwart supporters
left this life. In the ten years between 1588 and
1598 the flower of the nobility and her loyal
servants, including Hatton, all passed away. Only
Lord Burghley was left, yet he died in 1598
leaving the way open for his bitter enemy, the
tragic Robert Devereux Earl of Essex and the
beginnings of a new era that heralded rebellion.
As Elizabeth continued through the closing
years of her reign, she often looked back with nostalgic sadness to those, including Hatton,
who had served her so well.

It says much for the Queen’s sagacity and Hatton’s abilities that he managed to rise from
being a minor country squire to becoming Lord Chancellor of England. He may have
lacked the guile of Walsingham, the statesmanship of Burghley, the physical and sexual
charisma of Leicester, and the flamboyant charms of Raleigh, yet what he did possess was
a profound dedication and total commitment to the Queen and to her realm. He held a
unique place, an essentially private friendship with Elizabeth; he was the consummate player
of the game of courtly love, ‘the perpetual suitor, who forever worships an earthly goddess
with unwavering devotion… He not only stood closer to her than any other man, but his
loyalty was undivided. Unmarried, he had no family ambitions’.20 He alone, of all those
who served her, succeeded in bridging the worlds of court and politics, of the formal
recognition of Elizabeth as monarch and Elizabeth as a human individual. From the
obscurity in which prejudiced opinion has placed him, dubbing him merely as ‘the dancing
Chancellor’21, Sir Christopher Hatton emerges as a man of substance who dedicated his
entire life to serving England’s Queen.
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Figure 4. Memorial to Sir
Christopher Hatton in Old St Paul’s
Cathedral, London, destroyed by the

Great Fire of 1666.
(From Sir William Dugdale’s History of 

St Paul’s Cathedral, 1658)

19 Harleian MSS 993 F75 N 496-7.
20 MacCaffrey, Wallace T. DNB (2006)
21 For a fuller discussion of the origins of the opprobrium surrounding Hatton’s reputation see Deacon, M.,
op. cit. 198-201.



One Thing Leads To Another: Some Explorations Occasioned
by Extracts from the Diaries of

Anna Margaretta de Hochepied-Larpent
TONY HORNER

Introduction
During the Heritage Weekend, 12-13 September 2009, the History Research Group of the
Friends of Thornton Park were shown, and allowed to copy, a manuscript consisting of
some Northampton-related extracts from the diaries of a lady who visited the Fremeaux
family soon after James Fremeaux had built Kingsthorpe Hall. From a variety of references
on the internet it is abundantly clear that the diarist is actually very well known: Anna
Margaretta Porter, later Anna Larpent (1758-1832), kept a seventeen-volume diary from
the age of fifteen, covering the years 1773 to 1830.1 She commented on every kind of social
and cultural activity, especially – since her husband was Licenser of Plays – on the theatre.
An example of her personal engagement with the social sphere is the following entry:
‘Where have I been tonight? At a concert. What have I been doing? Seeking amusement.
Have I found it? No. Alas! How trifling is the mind? How vain its pursuits.’ Following a
visit to friends in 1780 she records: ‘It was a red letter week for me, for I never enjoyed the
charms of elegant conversation so highly, in a word. I think I had better not enter into
[expressing deleted] descriptions for this pen of mine will say too much.’2

Anna Margaretta was born in Turkey in 1758. Her father was Sir James Porter, an English
diplomat, who was Ambassador to the Sublime Porte of Istanbul from 1747 to 1762. Sir
James married Clarissa Catherine, the daughter of Elbert, 4th Baron de Hochepied, and his
son George became 6th Baron de Hochepied. Anna Margaretta married John Larpent to
whom she bore two children. From his previous marriage John Larpent had one surviving
son, Francis Seymour Larpent (1776-1845). Anna died at the home of her son George in
Putney on 4 March 1832. Her portrait (Figure 1) was painted by Sir Martin Archer Shee,
PRA.3

The following extracts from the diaries could be thought of as small branches of a great
tree: what I have attempted is to enable those branches to bear some blossom and occasional
fruit. The initial point of interest is the relationship between this diarist and the Fremeaux
family of Kingsthorpe, whom she describes as ‘cousins’. This connection was the result of
several marriages between ‘Turkey Merchants’ and members of the British Diplomatic
Corps in Smyrna (now Izmir) and Istanbul. It seems that there were two such relationships
between James Fremeaux of Kingsthorpe and the de Hochepied dynasty into which Anna
Larpent’s father had married. In 1716 John Cooke of Kingsthorpe, who was then British
Consul in Smyrna, married Gertrude Constantia, the sixth daughter of Daniel John, 1st
Baron de Hochepied. John Cooke’s daughter, Margaret, was the heiress to the Kingsthorpe
estates and in 1736, at the age of 16, she was married to James Fremeaux (who was almost
twice her age). In this way the Kingsthorpe estates passed to the Fremeaux family. Nine
years earlier James Fremeaux’s sister, Catherine Elizabeth, had married Daniel Alexander,
2nd Baron de Hochepied. So when James married the granddaughter of the 1st Baron de
Hochepied, he was already brother-in-law to the 2nd Baron. The children of James and
Margaret Fremeaux were actually second cousins to Anna Margaretta (de Hochepied was
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added later) Larpent, and this relationship is
illustrated by the three genealogical charts on
pages 101 and 102.

The next point of interest is Anna’s visit to the
Sessions House in Northampton in 1777,
where Sir William Blackstone was presiding.
This was followed, in 1792, by a visit to the
County Gaol – then undergoing improvement
and extension – and her description of the
Latin memorial in All Saints church. That
memorial has been translated into English
especially for this essay; it provides an interesting
and intriguing picture. During her visits to the
area Anna met several people who were well
known in and around Northampton, so (where
available) details relating to these people have
been added.

The diary extracts that follow are indented;
slight comments or corrections of fact within
that text are italicised and enclosed in
parentheses. Some amendments have been
made to punctuation where it was felt necessary
for clarity, but the text itself has not been amended other than to add an ‘s’ to those names
(usually ‘Fremeaux’) that are clearly plural or possessive.

The Extracts
Volume I: 1773 to 1796.
1775, 5th Dec. I was this year at two balls at Northampton races; a stupid hurry!
1777. From the 5th July to the 13th Aug, at Fremeauxs in Northants at Kingsthorpe, 2
miles beyond Northampton, a square white stone building, backed by the village. The
spire, which is pretty, appears among the trees on one side.

The Hall is situated within a park, now known as Thornton Park, at the junction of the
main road from Northampton and Mill Lane, Kingsthorpe. The Hall was built by James
Fremeaux, who had been born into a Dutch or Flemish Huguenot family of merchant
traders and who later became a naturalized British citizen. The Hall was designed for him
by John Johnson of Leicester (1732-1814) an accomplished architect and builder of London
town houses and country houses in various parts of England and Wales.

Kingsthorpe Hall (now known as Thornton Hall), along with its Stables, is a Grade II Listed
Building. Its ashlar facing is the white Kingsthorpe freestone.4 The Hall has a low-pitched
slate roof behind low parapets. Its plan is square, with the entrance facing west; it has three
floors and is five windows wide. The windows are sashes, those on the ground floor being
in arched panels. The main door has an architrave surround under a cornice, the glazed
wooden porch being more recent. The interior has carved marble chimneypieces, and there
is a spiral staircase with a wrought iron balustrade lit by a lantern dome – although the latter
suffered much damage from a fire in recent years. The Stables are also of ashlar construction
with a stone slated roof; they are two storeys high with a projecting pediment in the centre.
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Figure 1. Anna Margaretta 
de Hochepied-Larpent

4 Described by Diana Sutherland on page 70 of her book Northamptonshire Stone (2003).



The ground floor has three arches in that central projection, with three of the seven first
floor sash windows above them. Work on the Hall, which stands to the south of the site of
the old Cooke mansion – demolished by James Fremeaux – began in 1773 and was
complete by early 1775. Work is currently ongoing to convert the Hall and stables into
apartments.

Anna then refers in her diary entries to the adjoining parish of Dallington. She presumably
visited Dallington House, since the opinion she voices appears to be her own:

Dallington House belonging to Mrs Wright (the daughter of Sir J. Jekyll & Lady Ann
Montagu) and inhabited by Mr Jekyll, is low, ill-situated, and gloomy.

The Hall at Dallington was actually built, on a site adjoining the old one, by Sir Joseph
Jekyll following his purchase of the estate from the Raynsford family in 1720. Bridges5 tells
us: ‘Here is a good Manor-house, formerly inhabited by the Lord Chief Justice Raynsford…’
And George Baker6 describes it as ‘…a neat square edifice of Harlestone stone.’ Pevsner7
says that it is a two storey building with a basement, five bays and the garden side seven
bays, with a number of giant pilasters, and having a hipped roof with a parapet. He mentions
that masonry from the 17th century Raynsford house was incorporated into the stables. An
article in Northamptonshire Notes & Queries8 gives the following description: ‘The house
itself has a basement, ground and first floor, and attics, with windows behind the parapet.’
Pevsner does not mention this attic floor.

Anna’s reference to Mrs Wright, owner of Dallington House, as the daughter of ‘Sir J. Jekyll
and Lady Ann Montagu’ is a little misleading. Baker9 reveals the true situation: Sir Joseph
Jekyll (1663-1738), Master of the Rolls (1717), married Elizabeth Somers, but their marriage
produced no children. The estate at Dallington was conveyed to Sir Joseph in 1720, but
having no family he devised it to one of his great-nephews – also named Joseph Jekyll. It
was the latter who married Lady Anne Montagu, a daughter of the Earl of Halifax, on 16
February 1749/50. Joseph died on 17 November 1752 at the age of 39; his widow died on
20 June 1766. Their daughter and heiress Ann was born in 1750 and died on 4 December
1798. She married George Wrighte of Gayhurst (Bucks.) on 15 June 1767 and they had
two children: George, who died unmarried in 1793, and Anne Barbara, who was born on
19 May 1784. The Mr Jekyll whom Anna says was then inhabiting Dallington House may
well have been a cousin of Mrs Wrighte: Joseph Jekyll and Lady Anne Montagu had a
nephew, also bearing the name Joseph Jekyll. He was the son of Joseph’s brother Edward, a
captain in the Royal Navy. This third and latest Joseph is described by George Baker as
‘Late M.P. for Calne, a master of Chancery’; he married Maria Sloane and their marriage
had issue.

In the Northamptonshire Record Office (NRO) there is a collection known as Powys Lilford
Verse, which the catalogue describes as a collection of 18th and early 19th century verse
from Lilford Hall, the home of the Powys family. Poem number 46 is a verse by Joseph
Jekyll Esq., dated September 25th 1834, entitled The Lament of the Climbing Boy that refers
in each stanza to the cry of ‘Sweep’. The catalogue describes the Joseph Jekyll who was the
author of this verse as a lawyer, wit and politician who died in 1837. This description appears
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to fit the third Joseph mentioned above, and one of the stanzas in the poem may refer to
his aunt:

Blest Madame Montague! Whose Buns / In endless glory keep. / She said the ‘Antient
Music was’ / Not half so sweet as ‘Sweep’.

Following that fairly extended examination of the connections between the Dallington
estate and the Jekyll family, we can now accompany Anna as she visits the Sessions House:

July 19th. Attended the Sessions House during the Assizes at Northampton, Judge Willis
gave the charge, his voice very unpleasing, yet his delivery clear. After a general
compliment to the gentlemen of the county he entered into a definition of liberty, and
drew a picture of the rights of an Englishman, grand & special juries, etc. That same
afternoon Sir Wm Blackstone tried a cause between a clergyman & one of his
parishioners respecting tithes, moduses,10 & the Lord knows what. I heard a Sergt. Hill
& a Mr Cush plead, and understood neither.

Sir William Blackstone (1723-1780) wrote ‘Commentaries on the Laws of England’, had a
seat in the House of Commons, became Head of New Inn Hall, Oxford, in 1761, and was
made a Judge of the Court of Common Pleas in 1770.

From the internet site mentioned above, it seems that Anna Margaretta was staying in
Kingsthorpe in 1780 since she records under the date 19 February of that year that, whilst
she was there, she began reading Les Milles et une Nuits (The Thousand and One Nights).
Following a discussion with the Bishop of Llandaff about imaginative literature she mentions
that he ‘recommended reading these Arabian inventions as lively pictures of the government,
religion, manners, prejudices of the eastern nations, & further talked on them as genuine
translations from the Arabic. I own I was entertained with them in this light.’

1781, June 20th. I went in a very weak state into Northants to the kind Fremeauxs.

But there appear to be no further entries relating to this visit, and we move forward eleven
years. From a remark made on 26 September 1792, however, it seems that she may have
visited the Fremeauxs in 1783.

1792, Sept. 25th. Rose at 5, set out for Northamptonshire (from London). Stopped at St.
Albans, had cold meat, hard rain, a dark inn, good fare & a sitting of 2 hours, during
which I worked at a muslin border begun for the journey; at Woburn a good fire at the
inn.

Sept. 26th. Rose at 5 and proceeded to Kingsthorpe through Northampton. There we
found all the Fremeaux family little altered after an absence of 9 years; & the sad loss of
their son, which, though time has softened the blow to them, yet rushed painfully to my
mind, not having seen them since. Old Mr Fremeaux is blind, yet at 89 possesses every
other faculty, & seems to enjoy life and the attentions of his family. Evening came Mr
John Thursby & Miss Thursby.

The Thursby family lived in the then neighbouring parish of Abington. Christopher
Thursby was a Royalist supporter during the Civil War. His son William bought Abington
Manor in 1669 from Sir John Bernard. William Thursby was MP for Northampton in 1698
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and died in London on 4 February 1700/01. His cousin Richard succeeded to the estates
in 1730, but he died on 24 May 1736 aged 68. The family estates then passed to John
Harvey, who took the name and arms of Thursby by act of Parliament (the first of four
John Harvey Thursbys to be so named in succession). He was MP for Wootton Bassett in
1741 and for Stamford in 1754. He died on 1 June 1764 aged 54. He had married Honor
Pigott, who bore him eleven children including the second John Harvey Thursby. The latter
married Anne Hanbury of Kelmarsh. Among their children were the third John Harvey
Thursby, baptized on 27 March 1768, and a daughter named Georgiana-Tryphena who
was baptized on 11 February 1778 – shortly before the death of her mother on 22 April
1778. It seems likely that she was the Miss Thursby that Anna met, along with her father,
on 26 September 1792. He was Verderer of Rockingham Forest until his death on 12
September 1798. The Rev. Edward Miller, Vicar of All Saints Church 1794-1804 and
Chaplain to the County Gaol, made the following entry in his Journal11 for 5 October
1798:

The Concourse of Freeholders was so Great at the County Hall to Day to chuse a
Verderer for Rockingham Forest that I had no opportunity of Exhibiting my Journal to
the Justices as usual. Col. Maunsell one of our Justices was appointed Verderer in the
room of Mr Thursby deceased. 2 candidates, Major Samwell and Edwd Bouverie Esqr
Declined it, in favour of Col. Maunsell.

The third John Harvey Thursby married Emma Pigott of Doddershall, Buckinghamshire,
on 5 May 1792; he was a JP and became High Sheriff of the County in 1803. John Harvey
Thursby the fourth was born on 24 June 1793, and on 12 November 1818 he married
Emily Fortescue of Stephenstown, Co. Louth, Ireland.

1792,Sept. 27th. Spent the morning in muslin work and conversation. Mr Jackson, the
old parson, called, full of bustle, & good eating, in word & deed, wig awry & voice loud
yet hearty, & well meaning. Dressed, dined & chatted till tea, then Mr Larpent read aloud
the newspapers, to Mr Fremeaux’s great delight.

A search of the Revd H. I. Longden’s hugely detailed and invaluable Northamptonshire and
Rutland Clergy from 1500 reveals that ‘Mr. Jackson, the old parson’ mentioned by Anna in
this entry must have been The Revd William Jackson. He had become Rector of Boughton,
a neighbouring parish to Kingsthorpe, in 1748 and then Rector of the adjoining parish of
Pitsford in 1769. He died at Northampton on 27 February 1795, aged 80, and was buried
in St Giles Church on 5 March of that year, where Longden says there is a memorial
inscription.

Anna next visited Gertrude, one of the Fremeaux daughters, who had married a clergyman
and was living at Little Billing:

Sept. 28th. Drove to Little Billing to see Mrs Portington (née Gertrude Fremeaux) turned
into a country curate’s wife. Through a dull country, with stone enclosures, & dirty roads,
slish slash; we came to the small village of Billing where, close to the churchyard and
overlooking a flat, dull country, is the Parsonage, a neat house with a useful garden. I
thanked God my lot in life was not to live there. We stayed two hours, then returned
home through dirt and mire just in time for dinner.
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Some interesting facts emerged in connection with The Revd Henry Portington. The
following information was extracted from H. I. Longden:

PORTINGTON Henry: M.A. and Fellow, Lincoln College, Oxford, 1780.

Curate of Kingsthorpe £60 lic. 13 July 1783. Rector of Winterbourne Abbas with
Steepleton, Dorset, 1785, of All Saints, N’ton at his marriage in 1790.12 Rector of
Wappenham, Northants, institution 18 Feb 1795 until his death 7 Dec 1832, buried there
Dec 1832 aged 77. Curate of Little Billing 1813-1817.

Married 14 Dec 1790 by licence at Kingsthorpe, Gertrude Joanna, 4th daughter of James
Fremeaux of Kingsthorpe, esq., by Margaret his wife, daughter of John Cooke. She was
born 6 January 1750/51 at Amsterdam & died 28 March b. 4 April 1803 at Kingsthorpe,
aged 52. M.I.

John Portington, his father, died 18 Oct., buried Oct 1789 at All Saints, Northampton.,
aged 62. M.I. Judith Portington, his mother, died 7 September, b. 13 September 1796,
also at All Saints, aged 68. M.I. Administration of her goods…granted 8 Nov 1796 to
Henry Portington of Little Billing, clerk, her son.

This can be compared with additional information extracted from documents held by
Northamptonshire Record office.13

Portington, Henry:
13 July 1783 Licensed as Curate of Kingsthorpe.
29 Dec. 1785 Institution as Rector of Winterborn Abbas with Winterborn Steepleton.
13 Feb. 1795 Resignation as Rector of Winterborn Abbas with Winterborn 

Steepleton.
14 Feb. 1795 Presentation as Rector of Wappenham, Northants.
18 Feb. 1795 Institution as Rector of Wappenham.
1 March 1814 Licensed as Curate of Abington.
1 March 1814 Licensed as Curate of Little Billing.14
1 Feb.1833 Death as Rector of Wappenham.

Some further revealing information is contained in an extract from the website relating to
the village of Wappenham:15

The Old Rectory, Rectory Way. This is the first house built by the young apprentice
architect, Gilbert Scott and, later, mentioned in the list of his buildings. It was built for
his father, Rev. Thomas Scott who was appointed to the living in 1832/3 by the Duke
of Buckingham… On his appointment/translation to Wappenham, he found the then
Rectory (now Beeches Farm) unsuitable for family occupation and ‘ruinous’. He
demanded reparations from the widow of the previous incumbent, Rev. Henry
Portington – an Oxford University don who only came to the village for Christmas,
Easter and Whitsun. Mrs Portington replied to the effect that she had never set foot in
the village and had no idea what they were talking about. Thomas Scott got his third
son, Gilbert, to survey the house, took Mrs Portington to the Ecclesiastical Court and

one thing leads to another 39

12 It is not clear what is meant by this reference to All Saints; there is no mention of Portington in connection
with this parish in the Clergy of the Church of England Database on the internet.

13 NRO: ML701 (Register of Curates licences 1814-51) and NRO: X3601 (Act Book 1770).
14 Longden says from 1813-1817.
15 http://www.northantsvillages.org.uk/wappenham/Heritage/GilbertScott.htm



obtained from her recompense/dilapidations
of £1500. This sum enabled him to
commission the young apprentice architect
Gilbert to design and build a new red brick
and slate Rectory in Rectory Way (now
known as The Old Rectory).

The Revd Portington’s widow, referred to in
the above extract, must have been his second
wife since his first wife, Gertrude Joanna, had
died in 1803. From the information quoted it
seems clear that Henry Portington held several
livings at the same time. He was an absentee
Rector of Wappenham and probably only
visited Winterbourne Abbas occasionally.
According to Anna Larpent’s diary he was
living in the Parsonage at Little Billing in 1792,
and he was also residing in that village when his mother died in 1796.

Now we can return to Anna’s 1792 diary:

Sept. 29th. After breakfast, Mr Larpent & I walked to the church (in Kingsthorpe) to see
young Mr Fremeaux’s monument. It is simple & handsome, a mural pyramid of yellow
marble on which in relief is a white marble urn, wreathed. The inscription is very ill
drawn up, expressing regret of friends, his merits, his modesty, & all the ‘etceteras’ of a
tomb, but not in well turned English, & without a pious thought. (Figure 2)

Anna then describes her visits to the County Gaol and All Saints church in Northampton:

Oct. 1st. Drove to Northampton to see the new Jail, built on the Howard’s plan. The
solitary cells are oddly contrived: the criminal is sent up by a ladder, through a trap door,
& the ladder drawn up after him. The baths, fumigating rooms, etc. are as Howard directs.
It is an awful sight, & gives the mind a painful horror, which shivers the body.

John Howard had published the first edition of his book The State of the Prisons in England
and Wales in 1777. It included extremely detailed accounts of the many prisons he had
visited, together with detailed instructions about the improvements that he believed
necessary. In 1789, after travelling about 42,000 miles visiting prisons, he published The
State of the Prisons in England, and An Account of the Principal Lazarettos of Europe.

Much information can be found about the County Gaol in a book held in the North-
amptonshire Studies collection.16 The first pamphlet in the book is entitled History of the
County Buildings of Northamptonshire,17 and it deals primarily with the County Gaol, the
County Hall or Sessions House, and the Judges’ Lodgings.

According to a map of 1746 the Northampton County Gaol was situated to the south of
All Saints Church, between the County Hall (Sessions House) and the Infirmary. In 1793
it was enlarged so as to extend southwards to Angel Lane and eastwards behind the County
Hall. Later in the 19th century, beginning in 1846, the gaol was rebuilt and again extended
eastwards right up to Guildhall Road.
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Figure 2. Monument to Peter John
Fremeaux.

16 Northampton Pamphlets by Christopher A. Markham, Ref: 942.55.
17 1885, The Dryden Press.



Returning now to Anna’s diary entries for 1
October 1792:

From the Jail we crossed over to see the
church of All Saints; no curious monuments
except a gravestone over the bodies of three
persons who died by chance at the inns: a Mr
Doig, a Miss Duff, a Mrs Stewart, all travellers
buried there by servants. To Mrs Stewart’s
memory is a marble monument on which in
Latin her remarkable story. She was in all the
horrors of war, but they do not record where.
Driven from her home, taken refuge in a
cottage she was brought to bed at night. The
next morning, alarmed by soldiery she was
driven from her humble retreat and, with her
infant, travelled through the snow. She was
left a widow in penury & misery after being
married 11 years. By her exertions raised a
numerous family & enjoyed a competence.
She died of Dropsy travelling through
Northampton at 69 in the year 1782 or
1784, I forget which. Her maiden name was
Haldane. (Figure 3)

Here is a translation of the memorial inscription:

While resting at an inn, Isabella Haldane, daughter of John Haldane of Lanrick & widow
of Charles Stewart of Ardsheal, whose soul had been truly well prepared in the most
difficult vicissitudes of life, completed her honourable course. For, caught up in civil war,
robbed by soldiers and turned out of her home, she was forced, innocent as she was, to
give birth in a destitute dwelling, & then the following night, accompanied by her frail
children, to flee through the snows. Left a widow, after eleven years of love & exile, she
managed with slender resources to raise her numerous offspring and, by indefatigable
efforts, established herself successfully. Finally, contending with severe dropsy, she suffered,
with exemplary fortitude, a series of the gravest blows that can afflict an elderly mother;
for indeed she trusted that she would see again in heaven those best of children who had
gone a little before her. Be not too much fearful then, O Traveller, of dangers; may your
virtue eclipse your hard journey. She died on 8th April 1782 in the 69th year of her age.18

Anna Margaretta wonders where the war – actually a civil war according to the
inscription – took place. There are several websites that recount details about Isobel Haldane
and her husband Charles Stewart, 5th of Ardsheal.19The latter was said to be a man of great
strength and an excellent swordsman. He supported the Jacobite cause, was an advisor to
Prince Charles Edward (‘Bonnie Prince Charlie’), and led his own men at the battle of
Culloden in 1745. In September 1746 he fled to France and in December of that year his
house at Ardsheal was sacked and burnt down. At this time the deceased would have been
about 32 years old, so the civil war mentioned in the memorial inscription was almost
certainly the Jacobite rebellion of 1745-1746.
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Figure 3. Memorial in All Saints,
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Oct. 3rd. Left our venerable & kind friends at Kingsthorpe, thence to Dunstable, dined
late, tea, & slept very well at the Sugar Loaf.

In her diaries for 1790, 1793 and 1794 she apparently mentions entertaining her cousins
Mr and Mrs Fremeaux and Margaret Fremeaux in London.

Volume II: 1797 to 1815.

The following two entries appear in the handwritten extracts immediately after the entries
for 1777. But since Anna was actually staying with the Fremeaux family at the time, the
first (undated) item makes no sense in that context:

Wrote to Mrs Portington in Northants to enquire how the Fremeauxs are affected by
young Boddington’s conduct. We dare not write to them.

Since the second entry is dated 30 October 1797 it is reasonable to assume that the first
(undated) item relates to a month or so earlier in that year. If so it would then coincide
with a Law Report in The Times of Saturday, 9 September 179720 relating to ‘Sessions House,
Clerkenwell-Green, September 8, Before Mr. Sheriff Burchall and a Special Jury.,
Boddington, V. Boddington, For Crim. Con. (Law).’ The Plaintiff in the case, Samuel
Boddington, whose cousin Benjamin had committed adultery with his (Samuel’s) wife,
wrote a book (which is still in print) about the matter entitled: Treachery and Adultery.
10,000l. Damages! Trial of Benjamin Boddington, Esq. for Adultery with Mrs. Boddington, His
Cousin’s Wife; Before the Sheriff of London on Friday the 8th of September, 1797. The accused
person, Benjamin Boddington, was a son of the Thomas Boddington who had married
James Fremeaux’s daughter Maria Catharina in 1764. Thomas was a Director of the Bank
of England from 1782 until 1809. An article in The Times of Saturday, 21 April 179821 refers
to the proceedings in the House of Lords on Friday, 20 April. It begins with the following:
‘Their Lordships heard Counsel on Boddington’s Divorce Bill.’ Bearing in mind the
relationship between the Boddington and Fremeaux families, Anna’s concern expressed in
the above entry makes perfect sense.

1797, Oct 30th. Today I was much affected by the account of Mrs Peter Fremeaux, an
exemplary being, excellent in theory and practise; an old friend; a most useful woman.
The distress of her aged parents, of her orphaned daughter, affected my mind deeply. I
mourn not the death of the righteous, but the life of those who are left. She died after
two days illness.

Susannah, widow of Peter John Fremeaux, had died on 25 October 1797.

1797, Nov 3rd. Wrote to Mrs Portington on her sister-in-law’s, Mrs (Susannah)
Fremeaux’s, death.
1802, March 10th. Wrote to Mr Thornton, in answer to the account of Margaret
Fremeaux’s death.

This must refer to the death of James Fremeaux’s daughter Margaret, who died on 8 March
1802; Anna had certainly got the news very quickly.

1803, March 31st. (In London.) This evening received the account of my cousin Mrs
Portington’s death.
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Gertrude Johanna, wife of The Revd Henry Portington, had died at Kingsthorpe on 28
March 1803.

1806, August 3rd. (Living in Putney.) We spent the day with Mr & Mrs Porter in Enfield;
went on to Horton, 5 miles short of Northampton, after calling on Mrs (actually Miss) E.
Fremeaux at Hardingstone, we reached Brockhall, Mr & Mrs Thornton’s, a village of
about 5 or 6 cottages & 2 or 3 farms.

Elizabeth Fremeaux of Hardingstone, 1741-1826, was an unmarried daughter of James
Fremeaux.

The Hall at Brockhall 
The family tree of the Thorntons begins around 1500 when John Thornton married Lettice
Newnham; since she was the heiress John thus came into possession of the Newnham estate.
Their grandson, Thomas, bought Brockhall (Brock-Hole – a badger’s holt) from the Eyton
family in 1625. Brockhall is the smallest village in Northamptonshire and is situated seven
miles west of Northampton as the crow flies. It is not on the way to anywhere else; the
road appears to come to an end at a field gate, but does continue beyond to the small village
of Muscott and then to Whilton. The hall was built by the Eytons and, as drawn by Peter
Tillemans in 1721, had a forecourt flanked by stable buildings. There was a screen wall
through which the house was approached by means of an off-centre archway since the
main entrance was in the east end of the front elevation. The house had three floors, the
uppermost windows of the front elevation being in two outer gables with three gabled
dormers in the centre. Another Thomas Thornton made some alterations to the frontage
during the 18th century. Towards the end of that century the main entrance was moved to
its present central position, where the two ground floor windows were reduced from three
to two lights each in order to accommodate it.

At around 1800 Thomas Reeve Thornton, who inherited in 1790 and who married
Susannah Fremeaux in 1799, undertook a considerable remodelling of the house, internally
and externally, including the reduction of the gables and dormers to the present flat parapet.
But the attractive windows, with their arched lights and corner bays and with transoms to
the ground floor, remain in their original form. On the north side he introduced many
Gothic windows, some of them Venetian, with pointed arches. He also removed the old
stables and built new ones further to the east. In recent years these have been converted
into six modern dwellings and the hall itself divided into seven apartments.

Aug. 30th. Twice at church; morning at Brockhall, a very small comfortless church almost
in Mr Thornton’s grounds. Mr P. Thornton did duty, congregation about 20 people.
Evening at Whilton, Mr Rose’s living; here a small country church is fitted up not merely
with neatness, but elegance.

The Revd Philip Thornton, 1782-1869, had become Rector of Brockhall in 1806 – the
year of this visit.

Sept. 4th. Removed today to Hardingstone, Mrs (Miss) E. Fremeaux.
Sept. 5th. Dined today at Mr Vade’s, the clergyman of Hardingstone; met there the two
Mr Isteds.

Ashton Vade had become Vicar of Hardingstone on 6 June 1792. He married Mary Rachel
Walpole on 4 January 1798; she was the daughter of Richard Walpole, MP for Great
Yarmouth, the third son of Horatio Walpole (later Baron Walpole) who was the younger
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brother of Sir Robert the Prime Minister. Ashton Vade died on 26 May 1822 and his widow
died on 16 September 1827.

At NRO there are several pedigree rolls relating to the Isted and Sotheby families, and the
following genealogical information was extracted from one of those beautifully drawn
rolls:22 Thomas Isted, born 9 December 1677, was descended from a Danish family; he
purchased the estate at Ecton, near Northampton, in 1712. He was married to Anne Rose,
who died 26 December 1722. Thomas died in 1731 and was buried at Ecton on 14
October. His fourteen year old son Ambrose, born 6 and baptized 23 March 1717/18,
inherited the estate and considerably developed the Hall in 1755-1756. On 16 September
1746 he married Anne Buck. He died on 6 May and was buried on 15 May 1781 at Ecton,
aged 63. His widow, Anne, died on 21 November 1800 and was buried at Ecton on 2
December of that year. Although they had several daughters they had only two surviving
sons: Samuel, who was baptized at Ecton on 17 April 1750, and George, who was baptized
there on 7 September 1754. These were undoubtedly the two Mr Isteds that Anna met on
5 September 1806. George was a Bencher of the Inner Temple and he died unmarried on
3 November 1821. Samuel, being the elder, inherited the estate and he married Barbara
Percy on 20 October 1795. Samuel died on 12 August 1827 and Barbara died on 18 July
1834. Their son Ambrose next took over the estate. He was baptized on 22 February 1797
and died without issue on 13 May 1881. The Ecton estate then passed by marriage to the
Sotheby family.

The following quotation is from: ECTON: A Northamptonshire Parish:23

Samuel Johnson visited Ambrose in 1764 in company with Thomas Percy, the rector of
Easton Maudit (later Bishop of Dromore). Percy was, at that time, preparing for
publication the ‘Reliques of English Poetry’, based on a manuscript which he had rescued
from a friend’s house where it was about to be used by a housemaid to light the fire.
Thirty-one years later Percy’s daughter, Barbara, married Samuel Isted and the manuscript
took its place in the library at Ecton Hall.

Anna’s record then continues:

Sept. 7th. Left Hardingstone. Mrs (Miss) Fremeaux’s is a cheerful, small house. Mr Vade’s,
adjoining, has been ridiculously improved: he has 2 very large rooms, one an eating room,
the other a saloon, above surrounded by family pictures, Mr Vade among them. As it grew
dark at dinner a servant touched a spring, Mr Vade’s picture slid into the wall, & a large
sash window was seen behind it; we had more light & conversation on this trick.
1813. Jan. 13th. (In Putney.) Received Mrs Thornton from Brockhall.

The transcriber of these extracts then provides the following information: ‘In Volume III
they gave up going to Northants as her husband suffered with a leg condition, not stated.
They went in the summer/autumn months to Cheltenham, where he benefited from the
waters, or to Aldborough because he was secretary to Lord Hertford, a Minister in
Westminster, whose family seat was there.’
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Enclosure, Agricultural Change and the Remaking of the
Local Landscape: the Case of Lilford (Northamptonshire)

BRIONY McDONAGH
Introduction
This article explores the relationship between enclosure, agricultural change and associated
attempts to reshape the rural landscape. It does this with reference to Northamptonshire in
the second half of the eighteenth century with a special focus on Lilford-cum-Wigsthorpe,
a 1,940-acre parish in the Nene Valley 23 miles east of Northampton, which was enclosed
and depopulated in the mid-eighteenth century.1

Enclosure in both its parliamentary and earlier forms is widely understood to have radically
transformed the rural landscape. Tudor landlords were famed for converting open-field
arable to private sheep walks and deer parks, sometimes depopulating villages and hamlets
in the process. Sheep were said to ‘eat up men’ and from the late fifteenth century onwards,
concerns about enclosure and the related practice of amalgamating farms were increasingly
raised at Westminster, leading to government enquiries – known as the Inquisitions of
Depopulation – in 1517 and 1607.2 Much of this enclosure activity was focused in the
midland counties, including Northamptonshire. According to the early seventeenth-century
Inquisitions, more than 27,000 acres in the county had been enclosed and almost 1,500
people evicted in the previous 30 years.3 Of the deserted villages listed for Northamptonshire
by Keith Allison, Maurice Beresford and John Hurst, 41 per cent are thought to have been
abandoned in the period between c.1450 and 1700, many of them as a result of imparking
or conversions to pasture.4 Early estate maps chart the enclosure of the open fields and the
removal of the village houses at Holdenby and Kirby in the later sixteenth century, while
families like the Spencers of Althorp, Ishams of Lamport and Fitzwilliams of Milton are
known to have kept huge numbers of sheep on the sites of former villages. Various branches
of the Tresham family also enclosed and depopulated a number of settlements in central
Northamptonshire, an important contributing factor in the 1607 Midland Rising which
began in the county and later spread to Warwickshire and Leicestershire.5

The parliamentary enclosures too are seen to have remodelled the midlands countryside,
sweeping away the remaining open fields and replacing them with a landscape of hedged
closes in which private property was king. The rectangular fields, straight roads and isolated
farmhouses seen throughout much of Northamptonshire mostly date to the century after
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1730, when an estimated 50 to 60 per cent of the county was enclosed by parliamentary
means.6Yet while the fieldscape was thoroughly remade by enclosure, other things did not
change. Few Northamptonshire churches were rebuilt in the years immediately following
parliamentary enclosure, and both church services and the organisation of the parish vestry
were left largely unchanged.7

Moreover, unlike the Tudor depopulating enclosures, the eighteenth-century enclosures
were not usually associated with settlement desertions. Deserted settlements can of course
date from any historical period and both Stuart Wrathmell and Susan Neave have pointed
to a general contraction of settlement in the century after the Restoration in North-
umberland and the East Riding of Yorkshire, including a small number of villages which
were affected by enclosure and imparking in the period before 1760.8Whilst it is true that
Northamptonshire has a higher proportion of post-1700 settlement desertions (11 per cent)
than other Midland counties like Leicestershire (five per cent) and Oxfordshire (three per
cent), most were not directly associated with parliamentary enclosure.9 As was also the case
in other parts of England, villages were sometimes removed in order to create new parkland
settings for country houses in the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries.10 But where
this happened in Northamptonshire – as for example at Brockhall, Edgcote, Milton and
Overstone – enclosure had usually taken place by non-parliamentary means a century or
more earlier.11

In only a handful of cases were parliamentary enclosures associated with the removal of a
settlement and/or the comprehensive remodelling of the local landscape. For example, the
township of Hothorpe (par. Marston Trussell) was enclosed in 1813 and the village
demolished when the park was created c.1830. Significant reductions in population at
Faxton and Upton may also be attributable to early eighteenth-century enclosures.12 Perhaps
the most remarkable example of a settlement which was depopulated as part and parcel of
the enclosure process is Lilford. Here enclosure took place at the height of the parliamentary
enclosure movement – if not itself under a parliamentary act – at the same time as the village
was removed, the church demolished and the local landscape comprehensively remodelled.

This paper tells the story of Lilford’s enclosure, outlining the circumstances by which the
village was depopulated and revealing the previously unknown date – autumn 1772 – at
which its open fields were finally enclosed. In doing so, it highlights the scope eighteenth-
century landowners sometimes had to radically reshape the rural landscape, as well as begins
to explore some of the ways local communities might react to such changes.

Lilford: an eighteenth-century DMV
In the early 1740s, Lilford was a small village of 12 houses, a church, a vicarage and a mill,
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6 W. Tate, ‘Inclosure movements in Northamptonshire’, Northamptonshire Past & Present 1.2 (1949); E. C. K.
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all lying on the banks of the river Nene close to the mansion. Less than 40 years later, the
village and the church had disappeared, the open fields had been enclosed and the Hall
stood isolated within a wooded park. An excellent run of estate rentals covering the period
1741-1944 and other eighteenth-century documents from Lilford shed considerable light
on the enclosure of the open fields and the accompanying reorganisation of landholding
and settlement which occurred there in the second half of the eighteenth century.

The two principal figures in these changes were the lords of Lilford, the third Thomas Powys
(d. 1767) and his son, another Thomas Powys (later Lord Lilford, d. 1800). The Powys family
were relative newcomers to Northamptonshire society: Sir Thomas Powys, a Shropshire
MP who had risen to prominence as Attorney General to James II, purchased the manor
and advowson of Lilford in 1711. Sir Thomas’s son died young, and his grandson the third
Thomas Powys inherited the family estate as a minor in 1720. Powys came of age in 1740
and the fact that the surviving estate accounts date from 1741 probably reflects the
beginnings of a more concerted effort to manage the estate for profit.

Soon after reaching his majority, Powys commissioned the architect Henry Flitcroft to
extend and redecorate Lilford Hall.13 Powys’s grandfather Sir Thomas had made several
additions to the seventeenth-century Hall, including the stack of 13 chimneys which was
added in c. 1711, but most of the eighteenth-century additions probably date to the 1740s.14
The work included a decorated plaster ceiling, a new ‘best’ staircase, alterations to some of
the windows, and perhaps also a full third storey and flat roof.15

Work on the Hall may have continued throughout the rest of the decade, but by the late
1740s Powys had turned his attentions towards wider landscaping projects, including the
enclosure of the open fields. Parts of Lilford parish had been enclosed before 1720, when
the vicar received £55 per annum in lieu of tithes on the enclosed lands.16 At least 481
acres lay in closes by 1741, but most of the other 1,000 or so acres were probably managed
under the open field system which included extensive meadow lands.17 The date of the
enclosure is unrecorded in the existing literature, but can be gleaned from careful scrutiny
of the estate rentals.18 Attempts to enclose the open fields began in earnest in the late 1740s:
common rights belonging to inhabitants of the neighbouring hamlet of Wigsthorpe were
extinguished in the autumn of 1749 and the vicar’s common rights were mentioned for
the final time in 1752.19Yet the majority of the parish was still said to lie in open fields as
late as 1767.20

At the same time, Powys set out to remove the village and landscape the grounds around
Lilford Hall. The village seems to have laid to the south-east of the Hall close to the
surviving walled garden. The sole surviving visual or cartographic representation of the
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village before its demolition is an early eighteenth-century sketch of the Nene Valley from
Wadenhoe by the Flemish painter, Peter Tillemans. Between 1719 and 1721, Tillemans was
commissioned by the historian John Bridges to produce around 500 topographical drawings
for his proposed history of Northamptonshire.21 Bridges had until recently owned the
Wadenhoe estate, so it’s perhaps not surprising that Tillemans drew the view across the
Nene from below Wadenhoe House.22The sketch offers a bird’s eye view across the valley
with the open fields and meadows of Wadenhoe in the foreground and the tower and spire
of St John the Baptist at Thorpe Achurch on the right. On the left are Lilford Hall and St
Peter’s church, with the houses of the village clustered together to the right of the church.
Yet less than 30 years after Tillemans composed his sketch moves were afoot to demolish
Lilford village. (Figure 1 and Figure 2).

Between 1747 and 1752 Powys demolished six houses, as well as pulled down the mill and
a shop. He rehoused his tenants on other parts of his estate, mainly at Wigsthorpe, about a
mile east of Lilford. By the autumn of 1752, only one house and three cottages remained
alongside the hall, church and vicarage. The last two tenants clung on at Lilford for another
five years, but by 1757 the estate rental referred to the site of the village as ‘Ground whereon
Houses stood in Lilford, Now the Slope & Approach [to Lilford Hall]’. Some of the sites of
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Figure 1. Peter Tillemans, A Prospect Down the River Nen of Achurch and Lilford, 1721.
Pen and Wash. (British Library, Add MSS 32467, No.1. © The British Library Board)

Figure 2. The view across the River Nene from Wadenhoe today. Lilford Hall is
visible on the left and Thorpe Achurch church and the adjacent block of ridge and
furrow are seen on the right. Comparison with Figure 1 suggests that in adopting a
bird’s-eye perspective, Tillemans exaggerated both the relief of the land and the size of

the buildings.
(Photograph taken November 2007 © Briony McDonagh)

Lilford Hall

Thorpe Achurch church

21 E. Bottoms, ‘Tillemans, Peter (c.1684–1734)’, Oxford Dictionary of National Biography, Oxford University Press,
Sept 2004; online edn, Jan 2009 [http://www.oxforddnb.com/view/article/27444, accessed 7 July 2010].

22 VCH Northants III, p. 150.



former houses and cottages were apparently put down to arable cultivation, like those leased
by John Ford. These were referred to in the Lady Day 1762 rental as ‘Two Pieces of till’d
Land call’d Cottages’ and later simply as ‘Arable Land’.23

Powys did not stop there. In the late 1740s, he had already laid out a new gravel walk and
realigned the churchyard walls so that they continued the line of the garden walls.24 In 1754
he applied to divert the Oundle – Thrapston road away from his enclosed lands in Lilford.
The inhabitants of Thorpe Achurch were said to be ‘apprehensive’ about the increased
traffic over their common fields that the change would bring about, but were apparently
brought round by Powys’s offer of a yearly payment to them of £2 2s.25

Two years later Powys applied to the bishop to relocate the vicarage to Wigsthorpe. The
old vicarage house in Lilford was said to be old, decayed and ‘supported by buttrices’, though
it was almost certainly built only 50 years earlier.26 Powys offered to build the vicar a new
stone house with garrets and cellars in Wigsthorpe, in exchange for which he would
demolish the vicarage house at Lilford and incorporate the site of the house and an orchard
into his own gardens. The bishop did not approve the exchange immediately, but demanded
a further two acres in glebe and an extra £5 to be added to the ancient composition for
the tithes. Powys was also obliged to build a stable next to Lilford church for the vicar’s
horse. This he did, and he was finally granted a faculty to demolish the old vicarage house.27
At the same time he landscaped his grounds and amalgamated nine closes to form a park
which was mentioned for the first time in the Lady Day 1756 rental.28

Powys died in 1767, and was succeeded by his son who continued the improvements at
Lilford. Soon after his father’s death, the fourth Thomas Powys petitioned the bishop to
enlarge his kitchen garden and woodyard by taking 1 rood 10 perches from the churchyard.29
By then, the Powys family owned the whole parish except the vicarage and the glebe. As a
result, he seems to have forgone the expense of a parliamentary enclosure act. The bishop
and the vicar were presumably party to an informal enclosure agreement, although there is
no surviving record of it. In practical terms, Powys was at liberty to enclose the open fields
and reorganise his tenants’ farms as he wished: for example, taking 72 acres in hand and
adding the land to his park. 

Open arable land at Lilford was recorded for the last time in the Michaelmas 1772 rental,
and the open fields and common meadows had been replaced by hedged closes by
Michaelmas 1773.30 The previously unrecorded enclosure date is therefore autumn 1772
and a joint rental for Lilford and Wigsthorpe was in place by Michaelmas 1773. Although
itself achieved via an informal arrangement, the final enclosure of Lilford was undertaken
at the same time as other Powys estates were enclosed by parliamentary means. For example,
the neighbouring parishes of Thorpe Achurch and Aldwincle were enclosed in the autumn
of 1772 under parliamentary acts of that year, as was the Powys property at Moulton Park
near Northampton.31
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Not content with the removal of the village and his father’s other improvements at Lilford,
the fourth Thomas Powys planned one last project. In order to curb the steady stream of
parishioners who trekked through his park and past his gardens on Sundays and holidays,
he decided not to re-route the footpaths but to demolish the church. Within a few years of
the enclosure, Powys was granted a faculty to unite the vicarage of Lilford with the
neighbouring rectory of Thorpe Achurch, which he had acquired with the manor in 1773.
Powys proposed to add an acre to the churchyard at Achurch and give the rector of the
united parish a house in Achurch close to the newly enclosed rectorial lands, along with
111 acres in lieu of tithes, common rights and the existing composition. In exchange Powys
would acquire the site of the church in Lilford and the vicarage house in Wigsthorpe, itself
less than 20 years old. After gaining the necessary Act of Parliament, Powys demolished the
church at Lilford and took the churchyard into his own lands.32

A 1791 map of Powys’s gardens (Figure 3) shows that by that date nothing of the village
remained. The churchyard had been planted with woodland which screened the house from
view and the Powys tombs moved to the thirteenth-century church at Thorpe Achurch.33
Lilford Hall stood lonely and isolated within its gardens and wooded park, and was
approached through hedged closes laid out over the former open fields and the sites of
abandoned cottages. By the last decade of the eighteenth century, all that remained of St
Peter’s church was an extravagant folly that Powys constructed at neighbouring Achurch
using parts of the demolished building’s south aisle.34 Having bought up most of Achurch,
Powys seems to have begun to landscape his new property. The folly was placed at the
southern end of the Linches, a wooded area between Lilford Hall and Achurch, where it
presumably acted as a picturesque eye-catcher along one of the gently curving paths. Thomas
Mallam’s 1810 map of the Linches (Figure 4) drew attention to a viewpoint from which
five neighbouring churches – at Titchmarsh, Aldwincle, Thorpe Achurch, Wadenhoe and
Pilton – could be seen, though the remains of Lilford church were labelled only as the ‘ruins
of an edifice’.35

We know little about how the residents of Lilford felt about the demolition of the church,
the removal of the village and the enclosure of the open fields. Whilst their sixteenth-
century predecessors in the village had resisted the enclosure of parts of Lilford common
on the grounds that it curtailed their common rights, the eighteenth-century inhabitants
left no record of any opposition to enclosure.36 Jeanette Neeson has highlighted considerable
opposition to the later eighteenth and early nineteenth-century enclosures in
Northamptonshire, which included parliamentary and local counter-petitions, refusals to
sign bills, appeals to local landowners, anonymous threatening letters, and even the theft of
maps and field books drawn up by enclosure commissioners.37Yet nothing of this ilk survives
from Lilford, in part because enclosure was achieved without need for a parliament act and
the inhabitants therefore had no opportunity to lodge a counter-petition with Parliament.

Other factors may also have contributed to the lack of any recorded opposition to the
village’s demolition. By the mid eighteenth century enclosure was seen by many as a social
as well as an economic good, though how far the inhabitants of Lilford agreed with pro-
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enclosure agricultural commentators and
landowners on this is open to debate.38
Nevertheless, Powys does seem to have treated
his tenants rather better than his predecessors
at the Hall. Whilst the tenants involved in the
sixteenth-century Star Chamber case
complained that the lord of Lilford had left
houses to decay when he converted arable land
to pasture, the eighteenth-century residents of
Lilford were relocated to new houses at
Wigsthorpe rather than simply being evicted.39
Bridges described Wigsthorpe as a hamlet of
12 houses, but by 1811 there were said to be
18 families living in 16 houses in the parish,
almost all at Wigsthorpe.40 The provision of
new – and presumably higher-quality –
housing may have helped to neutralise
opposition to the village’s demolition.

This said, other sources offer a rather different
insight into the inhabitants’ experiences of
enclosure. As Roger Lovegrove has recently
demonstrated, the parish officials of early
modern England attempted to control
agricultural pests through a system of vermin
bounties paid to locals who brought in the
carcasses of dead animals.41 At Lilford bounties
were paid on foxes, crows and sparrows and
recorded in the churchwardens’ accounts
which survive for the period 1722 to 1780.42
Interestingly, payments for crow-keeping
ceased in 1746, just as Powys began to
demolish the houses and cottages. Regular
payments of around 5s per annum for sparrows
continued for another quarter of a century but
disappeared from the churchwardens’ accounts
in 1772, the year the open fields were finally
enclosed. Lilford is unusual in this respect: in
the majority of Northamptonshire parishes for
which records are available payments for
vermin continued through and long after
enclosure.43 That the villagers at Lilford
withdrew from communal responsibilities like
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Figure 3. Lilford Gardens and Land in
Hand, 1791. NRO, Map 3760.
(Reproduced by permission of
Northamptonshire Record Office)

Figure 4. Detail of A Plan of Lilford
Liberty by Thomas Mallam, 1810. NRO,

Map 3762.
(Reproduced by permission of
Northamptonshire Record Office)

38 Neeson, Commoners, pp. 30-32.
39 TNA, STAC2/23/29.
40 J. Bridges, The history and antiquities of Northamptonshire, compiled from the manuscript collections of the late learned
antiquary J. Bridges, Esq., by the Rev. Peter Whalley (Oxford, T. Payne, 1791), II, p. 241; 1811 census, available at
www.histpop.org

41 R. Lovegrove, Silent fields: the long decline of a nation’s wildlife (Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2007).
42 NRO, 194p/6.
43 For more on the history and significance of vermin bounties, see M. Cragoe and B. McDonagh, ‘Introducing
continuity to narratives of parliamentary enclosure: the limits of change in a Midland landscape’, presented
at the RGS-IBG annual conference, 26 August 2009.



crow-keeping perhaps signals the extent to which they felt the removal of the village
symbolised the end of their community. Thus whilst they may not have actively opposed
the enclosure of the open fields and the demolition of the village, the displaced inhabitants
of Lilford may nevertheless have felt embittered and angry about the Powys’s decision to
relocate them to Wigsthorpe and lay out new pleasure grounds over the sites of their former
homes.

Conclusion
This paper has explored the date and circumstances by which the Northamptonshire village
of Lilford was depopulated, highlighting it as an example of an eighteenth-century desertion
closely linked to enclosure. As such, it is an important reminder that not all deserted
settlements are of medieval date, though there has perhaps been a tendency in the literature
to focus on those settlements abandoned either in the aftermath of the Black Death of
1348/9 or as a result of the agricultural changes of the later fifteenth and sixteenth century.44
The late date at which Lilford was depopulated also allows us to say far more about the
events leading up to its abandonment than is possible for medieval and sixteenth-century
desertions. Thus we know the precise chronology of the improvements introduced by the
Powys family and the timescale at which these changes were achieved. We also know where
the inhabitants of Lilford were rehoused and even something about their reactions to the
enclosure of the open fields and the demolition of the village, information which is very
difficult to recover in the case of earlier desertions.

In telling Lilford’s enclosure story, this article has explored the relationship between
parliamentary-period enclosure, agricultural change and settlement desertion. It has
highlighted how the enclosure of Lilford’s open fields and the demolition of the village
and church took place together as part of a broader replanning of the landscape. The third
and fourth Thomas Powys’s improvements affected both Lilford and the neighbouring
parishes, and included laying out new woodlands, diverting rights of way and reshaping the
area’s ecclesiastical geography. Thus their actions in the four decades after 1740 amounted
to a radical remaking of the local landscape unusual in its scope and completeness. As the
introduction makes clear, Lilford’s enclosure experience was far from representative of that
seen in Northamptonshire or the Midlands more generally. Yet it is its very remarkableness
which makes this a story worth telling.
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The Impact of the Grand Junction Canal on
Four Northamptonshire Villages 1793-1850

MARGARET HAWKINS

It is hard to imagine that the introduction into the landscape of such a major feature as the
Grand Junction Canal could have occurred without significant impact on the communities
through which it passed and, indeed, substantial changes did occur. This article will examine
how far the demography and economic structure of four Northamptonshire villages were
changed by the building and operation of the Grand Junction Canal over the period 1793
to 1850, that is, from the start of construction till the decline of the canal trade brought
about by the growing use of the adjacent railway. The villages are Blisworth, Grafton Regis,
Weedon and Yardley Gobion, and the canal passed through, or skirted, all of them, yet their
development patterns were rather different. While Blisworth became a major inland port
and Weedon the site of a military Depot, Grafton Regis and Yardley Gobion remained
largely unchanged. The article will consider why the villages experienced different levels
of development and how typical their experience was of canalside communities nationally.

The Grand Junction Canal, which ran from the Oxford Canal at Braunston to the River
Thames, was built in the prolific phase known as ‘canal mania’ and gave the manufacturers
of the Potteries and the north-west what they most wanted – a safe, cheap and direct route
to the vast markets of London. Farmers, too, would benefit, not only from wider markets,
but also from the cheaper import of manure and timber for fencing. Social benefits would
also accrue. Greater equality between different parts of the country would be achieved as
manufacturing would be less strictly confined to small localities and foodstuffs more easily
and more cheaply distributed.1

Work began in June 1793, with teams working from both ends of the canal, that is, from
Braunston and Brentford. The team working south reached Blisworth in September 1796,
where a tunnel was to be excavated through Plainwood Hill which separated the village
from Stoke Bruerne, some two miles to the south. Geological difficulties quickly led to
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Figure 1. Entrance to Blisworth Tunnel
(Photograph by M. Hawkins)



serious flooding and the tunnel was abandoned in favour of a toll road, soon replaced by a
tramway over the hill, following the agreed line of the canal. The team working north had
already reached Stoke Bruerne and once the tramway was opened in October 1800, goods
could be transported along the whole length of the canal, although they had to be
transhipped to wagons at both Blisworth and Stoke Bruerne to cross the hill. Clearly, this
need for transhipment was unsatisfactory and another tunnel, on a slightly different route,
was begun in Autumn 1802. The tunnel was opened in March 1805 and its entrance is
shown in Figure 1.2

Soon after the completion of the canal, fears of invasion by Napoleon prompted the
government to seek a site for the secure storage of munitions and a safe haven in case of
need. Unrest in Ireland, protest in the depressed manufacturing districts and rural discontent
added to the government’s worries. Weedon’s central location at the junction of two major
turnpikes and at the heart of the country’s waterway network made it the obvious location
for such an establishment.3 Thus plans to build a Royal Ordnance Depot at Weedon were
laid. Work on the Depot began in 1804 and the ambitious specification included
warehouses, workshops, a small arms manufactory, barracks for 500 artillery men, a hospital,
housing for permanent engineers and craftsmen, and temporary housing for the
construction workforce. The Depot was to be served by a 1156 yard long arm from the
main canal, equipped with wharves and cranes. By the time work was completed in 1816,
the Depot occupied 150 acres.4 The remains of the Depot as they stand today can be seen
in Figure 2.

At Weedon, as Figure 3 shows, the importance of the canal was soon overshadowed, both
physically and economically, by the Grand Junction Railway, whose brick viaduct
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2 Northampton Mercury, 30 March, 1805.
3 B. Williams, Captain Pilkington’s Project: The Great Works at Weedon (Daventry, 2003), p. 7.
4 G. Baker, The History and Antiquities of the County of Northamptonshire. 2 vols. (London, 1822-30).

Figure 2. Site of Royal Ordnance Depot, Weedon.
(Photograph by M. Hawkins)



sandwiched St. Peter’s church between it and
the canal. A station was built close to the
crossroads, within easy reach of the Depot, and
the much faster railway soon replaced the canal
for troop movements.5 It was not long before
the railway replaced the canal for most traffic to
the Depot, freight being carried from the
station by road, leaving only gunpowder, arms
and ammunition to be carried by canal.6

Northamptonshire’s largest landowner, Augustus
Henry Fitzroy, 3rd Duke of Grafton, was a
leading proponent of the Grand Junction Canal.
Grafton Regis, owned almost entirely by the
Duke and founded to serve the needs of his
estate, might properly be called a close village.
Weedon, a large settlement with a wide range
of employment, was a completely open village.
Here, the largest landowner was Eton College,
although there were a few other significant
proprietors and many small ones. In 1791,
Blisworth and Yardley Gobion had a similar size
of population and in both, the major landowner
was the Duke of Grafton. However, Yardley
Gobion, though less close than Grafton Regis,
existed principally to serve the Grafton estate,
while Blisworth, not tied to the estate, was rather more open. (Figure 3)

Accurate population figures for the four villages are not available until 1801. However,
Bridges’ history of Northamptonshire and the Duke of Grafton’s rent rolls give the number
of dwellings in each village in the early 1790s and their population can be estimated by
applying Laslett’s multiplier of 4.7 to each household.7The smallest village, Grafton Regis,
had about 120 inhabitants, the largest, Weedon, 597, while Blisworth and Yardley Gobion
had 263 and 282 respectively. After the building of the canal, the population of all four
villages increased substantially. The 1801 census shows Grafton Regis to have had 167
inhabitants, Weedon 750, Blisworth 730 and Yardley Gobion 446.8

Table 1 shows the population of the four villages at decennial intervals from 1791 to 1851.
All figures are taken from the Census, except those for 1791, which have been derived from
Bridges or from the Grafton Estate records. The Northamptonshire population for 1791 is
from Wrigley9.
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5 H. Compton and A. Garr-Gomm, The Military on the English Waterways, 1798-1844 (Mold, 1991), p.59.
6 H. Compton and A. H. Faulkner, ‘Weedon Military Dock’, Journal of the Railway and Canal History Society,
30:6 (1991), pp.263-270.

7 P. Whalley, The History and Antiquities of Northamptonshire, Compiled from the Manuscript Collections of the Late
Learned John Bridges Esq. (Oxford, 1791); N.C.R.O. (G3916 Grafton Regis Rents), 1844; P. Laslett, The World
We Have Lost: Further Explored (London, 1965; 1983).

8 Great Britain. General Register Office, Census 1801: Great Britain (London, 1801-02).
9 Great Britain. General Register Office, Census 1801: Great Britain (London, 1801-02); Census 1811: Great
Britain (London, 1811-12); Census 1821: Great Britain (London, 1821-22); Census 1831: Great Britain
(London, 1831-32); Census 1841: Great Britain (London, 1841-42); Census 1851: Great Britain (London,
1805-52); E.A. Wrigley, ‘English Population in the late Eighteenth Century’, www.geog.cam.ac/research/
projects/occupations/abstracts/paper 9/pdf (22.12.09).

Figure 3. Augustus Henry FitzRoy,
3rd Duke of Grafton, Prime
Minister of Great Britain.
(Portrait by Pompeo Batoni, 1762)



The population increases seen in the four villages dwarf those experienced by both the
county and the country. The increase between 1791 and 1801, the decade in which the
Grand Junction Canal was built, is remarkable. Blisworth’s startling rise can be explained
by the huge workforce required for its construction. Blisworth’s fall in population by 1811
reflects the fact that the tunnel was now open and neither the construction nor the
transhipment workforces were required.

Weedon’s population also rose dramatically. Of the four villages, only Weedon’s population
shows consistent growth over the period. The village saw substantial increases in every
decade except 1831-1841 when only 4.6% was achieved. The 26% increase between 1791
and 1801 can be explained by the arrival of the canal, while much of the 30% increase in
the following decade is almost certainly attributable to the large workforce required to build
the Royal Ordnance Depot, most of whom came from outside the immediate area and
lived in the village. The increases thereafter are accounted for by permanent workers and
the soldiers’ families who, there being married quarters in the Depot only for senior officers,
lodged in the village. The opening of the London to Birmingham railway in 1838, which

56 northamptonshire past and present

Table 1. Population of Blisworth, Grafton Regis, Weedon and Yardley Gobion
1791-1851.

Blisworth Grafton
Regis

Weedon
Village

Yardley
Gobion Northants England 

& Wales

1791

Houses 56 26 127 60

Population 263 122 597 282 134,650 8,508,111

1801

Population 730 167 750 446 131,757 9,156,171

% +/(-) 178 37 26 58 (2.2) 7.6

1811

Population 610 181 976 508 141,353 10,454,529

% +/(-) (16.4) 8.4 30 13.9 7.3 14.2

1821

Population 696 214 1,178 565 162,483 12,172,664

% +/(-) 14.1 18.2 21 11.2 14.9 16.4

1831

Population 769 241 1,439 594 179,336 14,051,986

% +/(-) 10.5 12.6 22 5.1 10.4 15.4

1841

Population 882 266 1,505 698 199,228 16,035,198

% +/(-) 14.7 10.4 4.6 12.5 11.1 14.1

1851

Population 951 247 1,996 673 212,380 18,054,170

% +/(-) 17.8 (7.1) 33 (3.6) 6.6 12.6

% +/(-)
1791-1851

262 163 234 139 58 112



had stations at Weedon and Blisworth, may explain the more modest increase in population
between 1831 and 1841 as canal traffic declined.

The agricultural villages of Grafton Regis and Yardley Gobion also saw large population
increases between 1791 and 1801. It is not straightforward to attribute this to any single
cause as the Duke of Grafton’s agricultural improvements and the high food prices created
by the Napoleonic war may have encouraged household formation by increasing wages
and enabling single men to marry. Nevertheless, the presence of the Grand Junction Canal
contributed to the increased wealth necessary for population growth and for the
improvement of the estate villages. The 12.5% increase in Yardley Gobion’s population
between 1831 and 1841 can be explained by the building of a workhouse in the village
during the decade. This housed inmates not only from Yardley Gobion itself, but from
neighbouring parishes in Northamptonshire and Buckinghamshire.

As Table 2 shows, with the exception of Nether Heyford, all the Northamptonshire
communities standing on the Grand Junction Canal experienced increases in population
between 1791 and 1801. The population of Braunston, at the junction of the Grand Junction
and Oxford canals, doubled over the decade, but even this did not match Blisworth’s
increase. Although Cosgrove, Long Buckby and Whilton also achieved large increases, the
growth occurring in the other canal villages is more modest. Stoke Bruerne’s 36.17%
increase is, perhaps, moderate, given that it had a similar transhipment role to Blisworth’s.
However, it is rather less conveniently situated on the road network.

The following decade brought no dramatic change to the population of the other canal
settlements. Nether Heyford recovered to its pre-canal level, while Gayton’s population
increased by 255 over the decade. Otherwise, population gains in these settlements were
modest.
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Settlement Population
1791

Population
1801

% increase/
decrease

Study villages

Blisworth 263 730 177.4

Grafton Regis 122 167 36.9

Weedon 597 750 25.6

Yardley Gobion 282 446 58.2

Other villages on Grand Junction Canal

Braunston 414 909 119.8

Bugbrook 498 611 22.6

Cosgrove 282 505 79.1

Gayton 197 267 35.3

Long Buckby 1,128 1,600 41.8

Nether Heyford 315 264 -16.6

Stoke Bruerne 259 352 36.2

Welton 395 485 22.9

Whilton 188 309 64.4

Table 2. Population growth of settlements on the Grand Junction Canal.



Settlements close to, but not on, the Grand Junction Canal enjoyed varied fortunes in the
years immediately following its opening. The market towns of Towcester and Daventry saw
substantial growth, especially Daventry, the population of which had increased by 89% by
1801, while Towcester achieved a less dramatic 23% increase. Some villages, such as
Potterspury and Flore, saw increases of over 50%, while those achieved by others are modest,
typically up to 10%. Certainly, none saw the massive population increases which occurred
in Blisworth and Braunston. The growth of Potterspury, the location of the Duke of
Grafton’s seat, suggests that it derived considerable benefit from the wealth generated by
the canal. Flore is adjacent to Weedon and may have supplied personnel for the construction
of the canal, although this cannot be ascertained. Population may have been attracted to
other nearby villages by employment opportunities arising from the construction of the
canal, although a few, such as Hartwell and Roade, lost population during the decade. Again,
population changes between 1801 and 1811 were modest, with the largest increases being
achieved by those villages which had lost population in the previous decade. While it is not
possible to be certain how far these population changes were attributable to the canal, it is
highly suggestive of an influence spreading beyond its immediate vicinity.

Comparisons at a greater distance are complicated by influences local to those areas. Given
the varied experience of villages, it is difficult to say more than that the canal appears to
have influenced population change at short distances, but beyond five miles the level of
population increase or decline does not appear to be closely related either to size or to
distance from the Grand Junction Canal.

It has been argued above that inward migration was an important contributor to population
growth, especially in Blisworth and Weedon. In Table 3, recorded births have been added
to the 1791 estimate and recorded deaths subtracted from it to calculate natural population
change.10 The results are compared with the population as shown in the 1801 Census to
obtain the level of inward migration. Table 3 also makes the same comparison for 1801-
1811, using the 1801 Census population as the starting point. Yardley Gobion was part of
Potterspury parish and its registers rarely identify events in which the subject was from
Yardley Gobion.

Using this method, the 1801 populations as calculated from births and deaths are shown in
every case to be significantly below those shown in the 1801 Census. This suggests a high
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Blisworth Grafton
Regis Weedon

1791 population 263 122 597

1801 population calculated from life events 285 116 538

1801 Census population 730 167 750

Migration 445 51 212

1801 Census population 730 167 750

1811 population calculated from life events 702 143 623

1811 Census population 610 181 976

Migration -92 38 353

Table 3. Migration indicated by a comparison of populations from the Census
and derived from life events.

10 Parish registers Blisworth, Grafton Regis, Weedon. NCRO 35p/3-4, 35p/9-11, 137p/7-8, 272p/8-11,
344p/14.



level of inward migration. Only Blisworth shows any natural growth at all through life
events and even this is slight. The other two villages would have lost population without
substantial immigration. Migration is also apparent in the decade to 1811. The populations
of both Grafton Regis and Weedon are higher than in 1801 but as in the previous decade,
both would have fallen without immigration. By contrast, although Blisworth’s population
increased modestly from life events, outward migration saw it fall by 120. However, these
figures should be treated with caution. Not only are many life events likely to have taken
place in non-conformist chapels or gone unrecorded, but they take no account of people
who came in and left without either dying or becoming a parent. Furthermore, some of
the births and deaths occurred among the immigrants themselves and the life events do
not solely represent natural population change therefore. Nevertheless, the difference
between the calculated and actual figures indicates a substantial level of immigration.

The level of migration to Blisworth has been further explored using parish registers to
identify life events appertaining to people originating outside the parishes. The information
given in the parish registers for the other villages is too scant to be of help in this respect.
Table 4 breaks down births, marriages and deaths occurring in Blisworth according to the
place of birth of the subject or the subject’s parents. For 1795-96, the rector of Blisworth
helpfully marked his registers where the individual in question was connected with the
construction of the canal. Later rectors were not as thoughtful but the reason for an
individual’s presence in the village may sometimes be conjectured from his place of birth.

Although the number of marriages in Blisworth rose substantially after 1791, the proportion
in which one partner came from outside the village was lower than in the previous decade.
However, before 1792, all the exogenous partners came from local villages while in the
later decades, partners began to come from further afield, often from places on or near the
Grand Junction or another canal. These include Abbots Langley, Leicester, London and
Toddington. More local partners often came from other villages on the canal.

Fewer christenings were recorded in the village between 1792 and 1801 than in the previous
twenty years but the number rose dramatically thereafter. Before then, none of the children
is recorded as having a parent from outside the parish. Although only 81 christenings are
recorded between 1791 and 1801, almost half of them are to a parent from outside
Blisworth. During 1795-96, seven of the eight recorded births had a canal worker as a father.
Although the register does not specify canal employment beyond 1796, it is apparent that
many parents came from places on or near the waterway system. These include Atherstone,
Coventry, Hinkley, London, Rugby and Stoke on Trent. It appears that these children were
born to parents who had married before moving to Blisworth, rather than to a man who
had married a local woman, particularly in the early decades.

The impact of the canal on burials can be seen in two phases. All the burials recorded in
1794, when canal construction reached the area, are marked as being of people employed
in this task or of their children, with the deceased or his spouse originating as far away as
Kingston on Thames and Halesowen. The second phase is from the 1820s, when people
coming to the village as younger adults would have reached middle or old age. Although
there is no indication in the register, in many cases, their place of birth suggests a canal
connection, with subjects coming from Bedford, Hertford, London, Manchester,
Stourbridge and other places on the waterway network.

The 1841 and 1851 censuses also demonstrate the impact of canal construction and
operation on the demography of all four parishes. The 1841 census records only whether
the place of birth was inside the county or outside it and suggests that immigration from
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outside the county was only a minor contributor to population growth in the parishes
during the decade. If young adults had been drawn to the villages early in the canal’s
existence, then their children and grandchildren are likely to have been born there. Of 277
Blisworth people stating an occupation, only fourteen, mostly building tradesmen, were
born outside the county. None of Grafton Regis’s working men claimed to originate
outside Northamptonshire. Yardley Gobion also had few workers from outside and none of
these stated a canal occupation. The 1841 enumerators’ reports for Weedon are not extant.

The 1851 census gives rather more detail about place of birth. Table 5 shows the birthplace
as recorded in the 1851 census of all people stating an occupation in which he or she is
engaged or has retired from. In Weedon, many women stated that they were soldiers’ wives.
For the purposes of this analysis, this status has been treated as an occupation. The table
suggests either a renewed influx of people from outside the county or that some of the
children whose parents were recorded in the 1841 census as originating from outside the
county have now entered employment, or a mixture of both.

More females than males were born outside the county in every case except Blisworth,
where the men born outside the county outnumbered the women. The origins of incomers
to all four villages are widespread. Frequent counties of origin are Bedfordshire,
Buckinghamshire, Oxfordshire, Staffordshire and Warwickshire, all of which are crossed by
canals. Blisworth’s incomers have a much wider geographical spread than those to Grafton
Regis or Yardley Gobion, with people from eighteen English counties appearing to have
been attracted by the employment opportunities available in the village. Weedon’s drawing
power is even greater, with residents from 28 English counties, as well as from most other
parts of the British Isles, Gibraltar, the East Indies, West Indies and Canada. The greatest
number of both males and females is from Ireland. The widespread origins of villagers are
largely related to the Royal Ordnance Depot. Many male villagers with distant origins are
in occupations which support the garrison while the majority of women, especially those
from Ireland, are recorded as soldiers’ wives. Residents of the garrison are not included in
Table 5. Almost all of these came from outside the villages, most of them from outside the
county and many from Ireland.

Apart from Weedon, the percentage of working or retired people born inside the villages is
consistent at 61%, although the split between genders is not. While the percentage of males
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Marriages Christenings Burials

Total
Both
from
parish

Man
from
outside

Woman
from
outside

Total

Parent
from
outside
parish

Total
Born
outside
parish

1772-1781 132 - 84 5

1782-1791 29 18 11 1 118 - 86 12

1792-1801 49 39 8 2 81 39 99 7

1802-1811 71 59 10 2 152 12 129 -

1812-1821 61 47 11 3 223 10 113 5

1822-1831 65 47 13 5 250 15 113 5

1832-1841 85 66 18 1 254 20 173 15

Table 4. Breakdown of births, marriages and deaths in Blisworth parish registers
1782-1841 according to place of birth.



and females born in Blisworth is similar, a substantially higher percentage of men was born
in Grafton Regis and Yardley Gobion. The percentage of men born in local villages, that is,
within five miles, does not vary massively, ranging from 10.9% in Blisworth to 17.8% in
Yardley Gobion, although the latter is influenced by the presence of the workhouse. Apart
from Blisworth, women from outside are more likely to have been born in a local parish,
probably moving to enter service and staying after marriage. In Yardley Gobion, again, the
workhouse influences the trend. Only Blisworth seems to have attracted more men from
further afield than from local parishes.

The 1851 census suggests that few people were still moving to the villages for canal-related
employment. One boatman in Blisworth came from a local village while one canal
employee came from elsewhere within the county and another from outside it. Of the
twelve men stating their occupation as canal legger, five were born in Blisworth, four from
the wider county and three from outside it. It may be that some incomers came to work
on the canal and later took up another trade, but this cannot be discerned from the census.

The 1851 census for Weedon tells a rather different story. Here, only 51% of working men
and 26% of working women were born in the village, while 21.8% of working men and
47% of females were born outside the county, many of these being soldiers’ wives. The
birthplace of many women stating an occupation other than soldier’s wife suggests that
they, too, were married to men stationed in the Royal Ordnance Depot. Again, there is little
in the 1851 Census to suggest other continued canal-related influences on immigration,
although people in other occupations may have been attracted by the presence of the canal.

The impact of the canal on the employment structure of the four villages can be assessed
from a number of sources. Shaw-Taylor has used data from militia lists, parish registers and
census returns to create a classification called the Primary, Secondary, Tertiary, or PST
scheme.11 This is used to demonstrate the fortunes of types of occupation in fluctuating
economic conditions. Primary occupations are those concerned with the land, such as
agriculture, fishing, mining and quarrying. Secondary occupations include manufacturing
and construction, while tertiary occupations are broadly support and service industries, such
as transport, retailing, hospitality, government and the professions. In the following discussion
occupations have been classified according to PST. Not all of them fit neatly into these
categories, but the results are sufficiently reliable to demonstrate changes and differences.

The Militia Lists from 1777 to 1796 show that in the eighteenth century, primary industries
dominated, but more so in some villages than in others, accounting for almost two-thirds
of men in Blisworth and Grafton Regis, but barely more than one-third in Weedon.12
However, militia lists are far from a complete representation of male residents and the
recording of occupations is inconsistent and, in some cases, unclear. For example, while
some men are recorded as agricultural labourers, others are listed simply as labourers,
without any indication of the type of labour involved and it is probable that some of those
listed as labourers were actually working on the land. The Militia Lists, of course, take no
account of female occupation.

Except in Weedon, the lists show the major occupations as farming and construction, indeed
the 1777 lists for Blisworth and Grafton Regis show these two industries to be the sole
occupations, apart from one servant. That Weedon, a larger and more mixed settlement,
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11 L. Shaw-Taylor and E. A. Wrigley, ‘The Occupational Structure of England c1750-1871: A Preliminary
Report’ , www.geog.cam.ac.uk/research/projects/occupations/introduction/summary.pdf (29.10.09).

12 V. A. Hatley, Northamptonshire Militia Lists 1777 (Kettering, 1973); N.C.R.O., G5; N.C.R.O., X269/4-9a;
1796; N.C.R.O., X270-12N.
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northam

pton
sh
ire past and

 present

Male Female All

Parish Local
parish County Outsidecounty Total Parish Local

parish County Outsidecounty Total Parish Local
parish County Outsidecounty Total

Blisworth 173 31 50 31 285 86 11 29 17 143 259 42 79 48 428

% 61 10.9 17.2 10.9 100 60 7.7 20 11.9 100 61 9.8 18.5 11.2 100

Grafton
Regis 53 9 2 4 68 30 18 12 8 68 83 27 14 12 136

% 80 13.2 2.9 5.9 100 44 26 17.6 11.8 100 61 19.9 10.3 8.8 100

Weedon 218 76 42 90 426 77 55 23 136 291 295 131 65 226 717

% 51 17.8 9.9 21.8 26 18.9 7.9 47 100 41 18.3 9.1 32 100

Yardley
Gobion
village

116 38 9 10 173 24 22 4 8 58 140 60 13 18 231

% 67 22 5.2 5.8 100 41 40 6.9 13.8 100 61 26 5.6 7.8 100

Yardley
Gobion
Workhouse

1 7 1 1 10 1 9 1 8 19 2 16 2 9 29

% 10 70 10 10 100 53 47 5.3 42 100 6.9 55 6.9 31 100

Table 5. Birthplace of people stating an occupation in the 1851 Census.



should show a wider range of occupations is not surprising, although these do not stray far
from the essential. Retailing is represented by bakers and butchers; clothing and footwear
by a shoemaker and a tailor, the former being a long established Northamptonshire industry.
Transport is represented by three farriers/blacksmiths – a debatable classification as the trade
could equally be taken to support agriculture. Yardley Gobion’s economy shows rather less
dependence on primary industries than might be expected in an estate village and a greater
range of secondary and tertiary occupations. There is a horse dealer and a hog dealer.
Probably both are representatives of the Duke of Grafton. Given the small numbers involved,
it is difficult to identify any particular cause for this more mixed economy.

Parish registers are also only a partial source of occupational data for the early period as
incumbents varied in the level of detail they included. Grafton Regis’ registers, for instance,
record almost no occupations, while Yardley Gobion’s life events are indistinguishable from
Potterspury’s until 1813. Weedon’s christenings registers are available from 1813 to 1851
and record the father’s occupation. Only Blisworth’s registers show occupations in the early
period, but rarely after 1796. As an individual can appear many times, for example as the
father of a large family, the registers are more helpful in identifying the range of occupations
than the number of people engaged in them. Blisworth’s registers broadly confirm the
occupations revealed by the Militia Lists, with entries for building tradesmen, shoemakers
and labourers, although the type of labour is not specified. Similarly, labourers predominate
in Yardley Gobion’s burial registers, even up to the 1840s, but as in the Militia lists, a wider
range of other occupations appears. A handful of boatmen can be seen from 1817. Weedon’s
christenings register also shows a range of occupations but these are vastly outnumbered by
births to labourers and soldiers, the latter reflecting the influence of the Depot. No canal-
related trades appear.

Until 1841, the census showed occupations only in broad categories. ‘Agriculture’ is clearly
a primary occupation, while ‘Trade, manufacture and handicraft’ broadly equates to secondary
occupations. It is not clear how far these early censuses record female employment but it is
possible that some lacemakers, the dominant female occupation, are included in
Manufacturing. Everything else is recorded as ‘Other’ and in this category, infants, scholars,
non-working spouses and retired people probably outnumber those who are working. It is
difficult to estimate the number of people in canal-related occupations included in the
category but it almost certainly embraces a substantial number of immigrants who moved
to the villages to work on the canal or in trades supporting, or supported by, it.

The census shows that generally, Agriculture held up well between 1801 and 1831. In 1801
it dominated in Grafton Regis and Yardley Gobion, but less so in the other villages. While
its share of the economy declined in all four villages between 1811 and 1841, the actual
number of people employed in it rose in some cases. In 1801, Trade, Manufacturing and
Handicraft was highest in Weedon, where the category employed almost five times as many
people as did Agriculture. However, the importance of Trade, Manufacturing and Handicraft
increased substantially in all the villages after 1801. ‘Other’ employment, although healthy
in Blisworth and Weedon, was of small importance to Grafton Regis and Yardley Gobion
after 1801.

The 1841 census is more illuminating, although no enumerators’ reports are available for
Weedon. Table 6 includes only those males who have stated an occupation in which they
are working or from which they have retired. It shows that although primary occupations
predominate in Grafton Regis, they constitute less than 30% of working or retired males
in Blisworth and Yardley Gobion. This could be higher if some of the labourers were, in
fact, working on the land, but even then, would barely reach half. The significant secondary
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occupations were shoemaking and construction, notwithstanding the possible crossover
with agricultural labour. In Yardley Gobion, textiles are the largest single employer.

The total lack of tertiary employment in Grafton Regis should not be taken at face value,
particularly as there was at least one public house in the village. It is possible that the landlord
also pursued another occupation, under which he is recorded, or that the licensee was a
woman. Blisworth and Yardley Gobion show a developed tertiary sector in 1841, although
the shortcomings of earlier records make it difficult to demonstrate the level of growth.
The figures nonetheless suggest greater wealth and increased diversity. In Table 6, male
tertiary occupations appearing in the villages have been itemised. For the first time it is
possible clearly to identify people in canal related occupations. Blisworth has thirteen –
twelve boatmen and one canal overseer. It is possible that some of the labourers were
working on canal maintenance, but this cannot be ascertained. Yardley Gobion’s seven
transport workers include three boatmen and two wharfingers. Although the numbers
involved are small, transport in general, and canal transport in particular, make the biggest
contribution to the tertiary sector, and are higher than in the county as a whole. This
suggests that the canal was still producing enough wealth to sustain a vibrant economy.
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Occupation Blisworth Grafton
Regis

Yardley
Gobion

No. % No. % No. %

Primary     82 35.96     47 95.92     90 63.38

Secondary     88 38.60       2   4.08     31 21.83

Tertiary     58 25.44     21 14.79

Dealers in the raw products of land and water       1     0.7

Sellers of food, drink, tobacco       8     3.5       1     0.7

Transport

Boatman     12     5.3       3     2.1

Canal Overseer       1     0.4

Engineer       1     0.4

Railway       2     0.9

Road surveyor       1     0.4

Smith/Farrier       1     0.7

Wharfinger       2     1.4

Wheelwright       3     1.3       2     1.4

Hotels, restaurants, public houses       2     0.9       2     1.4

Domestic service     16     7.0       5     3.5

Financial, commercial, administrative services       4     1.8

Professions       3     1.3       1     0.7

Public, government, church service       4     1.8

Armed forces       1     0.7

Other       1     0.4       2     1.4

Total   228     100     49     100   142     100

Table 6. Male occupations from 1841 Census returns by PST category.



Table 7 shows the breakdown of male occupations shown in the 1851 census by PST
category. Again, tertiary occupations are itemised. While secondary employment, particularly
in retailing and commercial services, remains at a healthy level, Table 7 shows the economy
supporting a greater range of tertiary employment than in 1841. Blisworth has twelve
leggers, three boatmen, a canal agent, a canal labourer and four men in unspecified canal
employment. However, with 21 people, canal employment is less than half of all transport
occupations. The growing influence of the railway is becoming apparent, employing
fourteen Blisworth men. Weedon also has a large number of people employed in transport,
but of these, none is directly concerned with the canal, according to his or her job title,
although the four carriers may transport goods to and from the wharf. Twenty one of the
38 people working in the transport sector are employed on the railway.
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Occupation Blisworth Grafton
Regis Weedon

Yardley
Gobion
(including
Workhouse)

No. % No. % No. % No. %

Primary 140 49.47 56 81.16 124 29.25 121 71.6

Secondary 62 21.91 4 5.8 131 30.9 22 13.02

Tertiary 81 28.62 9 13.04 169 39.86 26 15.38

Dealers in the raw products of land
and water 6 0.8

Sellers of food, drink, tobacco 12 2.8 3 4.35 44 6.3 10 4.8

Transport

Boatman 3 1.6

Canal agent 1 0.2

Canal employee 4 0.9

Canal labourer 1 0.2

Canal legger 12 2.8

Carter/Carrier 2 0.5 1 1.45 5 0.7 1 0.4

Engineer 1 0.2

Railway 14 3.3 21 2.9 1 0.4

Smith/Farrier 3 0.7 8 1.1 4 1.8

Wheelwright 1 0.2 1 1.45 4 0.6 1 0.4

Hotels, restaurants, public houses 2 0.7 16 2.2 6 10.1

Domestic service 12 12.4 2 2.9 11 12.6 1 2.6

Professions 2 0.9 4 2.1 1 0.4

Public, government, church service 2 0.5 1 1.45 4 0.6

Armed forces 1 0.2 22 15.9

Other 8 2.5 1 1.45 24 4.1 1 0.4

Total 283 100 69 100 424 100 169 100

Table 7. Male occupations from 1851 Census returns by PST category.



The 1851 census is the first available which lists both male and female employment in all
four villages. Although female employment is not included in Tables 6 and 7, the 1841
census shows women engaged in farm service and lacemaking, but not, surprisingly, in
domestic service. Except for two farmers, the enumerator appears to have made no note of
female employment for Grafton Regis. In 1851, the majority of women were still occupied
in lacemaking although domestic service employed a substantial number, fuelled, presumably,
by the increasing wealth of traders who could now afford to employ servants. In Blisworth,
three women listed their employment as boatman’s wife.

The vibrant economy enjoyed by the villages during the period is not untypical of canal
settlements. However, settlements elsewhere experienced much greater industrial growth.
Williams attributes the huge growth of Eccles, Runcorn and Leigh, all on the Bridgewater
Canal, principally to the expansion of Manchester’s textile industry, itself spurred by the
presence of the canal, rather than to new industries resulting from local initiative.13 But
while these settlements grew into sizeable towns, these Northamptonshire villages did not.
None of them had an industrial base before the canal was built, nor did any of them acquire
one as a result of it. Certainly, shoemaking became a significant cottage industry, but it never
achieved the importance it held in Long Buckby, a few miles further up the canal.
Northampton had sufficient opportunity to expand without establishing new factories in
local villages and could also attract its own labour. It also had access to the east via the River
Nene and to the Grand Junction Canal by its canal arm. The canal’s economic impact on
these villages was more subtle. No single occupation dominated as a result of its
construction, rather, the economy of the villages, particularly of Blisworth and Weedon,
became more broadly based. While construction works provided the initial impetus, once
these were completed, growth became almost self-sustaining. The increased population had
its own needs, which in turn created employment opportunities in a variety of retail and
service occupations. In some respects, perhaps, the experience of the Northamptonshire
villages is closer to that which Iredale found in Barnton in Cheshire, where, in spite of a
large increase in population, agriculture remained important to local wealth.14 This is
particularly so in Grafton Regis, and, to a lesser extent, Yardley Gobion which remained
resolutely agricultural villages to the end.

The Grand Junction Canal, then, brought huge change to all four villages. All were much
more populous, if not vastly greater in area, and all were wealthier. During the 1790s the
country’s population growth was modest; in Northamptonshire, it fell, but in the four
villages, growth was huge, despite the fact that none of them was an industrial community.
The doubling of the national population between 1791 and 1851 is small compared with
the experience of these four villages. There is no apparent reason for this growth other than
the employment opportunities created by the building of the Grand Junction Canal.

Blisworth and Weedon changed the most and both their populations and their economies
became more diverse. Blisworth grew principally because of its location. Its experience
accords with Porteous’ findings that villages at break of bulk positions were very likely to
grow, although by the standards of Porteous’ examples, Blisworth remained small. The
obstacle posed by Plainwood Hill created the huge transhipment role which was key to the
village’s growth. Although human endeavour created the canal, it was the landscape that
ensured Blisworth’s pre-eminence. Porteous also found that the junction of a canal with a

66 northamptonshire past and present

13 A. J. Williams, ‘The Impact of the Construction of the Bridgewater Canal on Land Use in Adjacent Areas’
(unpub. M.A. dissertation, Manchester University, 1959), p. 116-117.

14 D. A. Iredale, Canal Settlement: A Study of the Origin and Growth of the Canal Settlement at Barnton in Cheshire
Between 1775 and 1845 (unpub. Ph.D. thesis, University of Leicester, 1966).



major road could prompt growth.15 However, it does not seem to have done so at Weedon,
which had been an open village at the start of the period. It seems that Weedon’s openness
may have worked against it, as its proprietors were too small to establish large scale
enterprises.

Neither Grafton Regis nor Yardley Gobion fits into any of Porteous’ categories for growth.
Certainly, they were obliged to become more open, but both remained essentially estate
villages until bankruptcy forced the sale of the estate in the twentieth century. Even in
Blisworth and Weedon, where the changes brought by the canal must have seemed
enormous to their residents, these changes were modest compared with the experiences of
settlements elsewhere. In spite of their huge growth, neither Blisworth nor Weedon became
a Runcorn or an Eccles, rather they too remained villages.
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15 J. D. Porteous, Canal Ports: The Urban Achievement of the Canal Age (London, 1978), p. 39-42.



On the Verge of Civil War:
The Swing Riots 1830-1832

SYLVIA THOMPSON

The first half of the nineteenth century was a turbulent time in the domestic history of
England and Wales. A series of civil disturbances created a sense that the country was on
the verge of civil war: the Luddite movement 1811-1816; the Welsh Rising 1831; Reform
Bill riots 1831-1832; Cholera/Anatomy riots 1832; Chartism 1837-1848; the Rebecca riots
1839-1844.1 This paper looks at the riots that can be considered as the most worrying of
all but have become little more than a footnote in the annals of history, the ‘Swing’ riots in
1830-1832. The Swing riots took their name from the threatening letters signed by the
mythical figure ‘Captain Swing’. This was an analogy derived from the Irish protests led by
Captain Rock. The name ‘Swing’ has also been likened to the swinging action of the
threshing machines that were so much despised and as such were targeted during the riots.

The Swing riots were the last major rural uprising to take place in an England that was
slowly moving from an agricultural economy to an industrial one. Their potency lay in the
fact that the movement was not regional centric. Within weeks, Swing had moved from its
epicentre in Kent to the midland and northern counties. Like two giant arms it reached
west towards Wales and east into the Fens. Towns and villages bore witness to the
movement’s strength as it quickly instilled a sense of alarm in their citizens. Newspaper
reports and peripatetic agitators fanned the flames of foreboding. For some the movement
left devastation in its wake; for those in power it generated fear that English society would
be destabilised.

As with most historical events the background to what has been classed as a ‘contagion’ had
many strands that converged at a single point, in this case winter 1830. While the eighteenth
century had seen the enclosure movement take hold, and by doing so came to undermine
the economy of makeshifts, the nineteenth century created even greater pressure on farming
communities; the demise of the live-in farm labourer; an upward trend in the development
of agricultural machinery and technology, and deflation that lead to the retrenchment of
landowners following a series of poor harvests after the Napoleonic wars. The result was
that there was greater seasonal unemployment, which saw subsistence in the form of doles
become unsustainable.2 Rural labourers viewed this state of affairs as condemning their
families to a life of poverty if some form of collective action was not taken.

How Northamptonshire dealt with this threat was extremely marked; its leaders used the
controlling measures of benevolence and force to maintain social stability but not until
Swing had stamped its mark on the county in late November and early December 1830.
On 2 October 1830 the Northampton Mercury carried a brief article on ‘some most tumultuous
proceedings [in Kent]… in consequence of the feeling of the agricultural classes against the threshing
machines of the farmers.’3 A typical response followed, a number of special constables were
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1 Rebecca riots – protests against the high tolls having to be paid on turnpike roads; Cholera/Anatomy
riots – belief that cholera victims were being removed to hospital and killed by doctors in order to use them
for anatomical dissection.

2 Various attempts had been made in the early part of the nineteenth century to improve the administration
and reduce the costs of poor relief, the Sturges Bourne Acts: the 1818 Act for the Regulation of Parish Vestries and
the 1819 Act to Amend the Laws for the Relief of the Poor. But the central committee appointed in 1817
to consider the question of poor law reform gave no positive, national, recommendation at that time, it was
not until the Swing disturbances that this matter was looked at again.

3 Northampton Mercury, 2 October 1830.



sworn in and a reward was posted for information leading to a conviction. There was
nothing to suggest that this was little more than a local affair that would be swiftly brought
under control. But the end of October arson attacks, threatening Swing letters, riots,
‘inflammatory’ handbills and posters, assaults on officials and the destruction of various
types of farm machinery were reported from other counties in the Provincial section of the
Mercury. This rapid mobilisation of supporters to Swing created genuine fear and outrage
among inhabitants of many towns and villages, not least in the crop-growing districts of
Northamptonshire where unemployment was always an issue. By the end of November
anxiety had turned to reality as the first major incident of Swing in the county was reported.
This single event created a self-perpetuating wave of insurrection and not just in the
immediate vicinity.

On Saturday 27 November 1830 the threshing machine of Samuel Brown of Warmington
became the target of Swing agitators, not all of whom were locals.4 Although a small group
were involved in the initial fracas, only three men were arrested for the crime: Richard
Williamson, William Gass from the neighbouring village of Lutton and Thomas Marriott
of Washingley, Huntingtonshire. But in Oundle, on the following day, two more men were
taken into custody on the oath of wheelwright George Staniforth. A third man, Joseph
Chapman, who had led the demonstration against these subsequent arrests, found himself
arrested.5 This was not the end of the matter for when standing magistrate Archdeacon
Bonney attempted to have the second group of men committed to the county gaol in
Northampton he was stopped by a fired-up mob.6 Although a very reluctant peace was
eventually established, once the riot act had been read, the ringleader of this commotion,
Robert Brunsden, was apprehended while several other locals were bound over to appear
at the next assizes. It was a further day before all the prisoners, under guard of the Stamford
mounted constabulary force, were moved to Stamford to meet up with Williamson, Marriott
and Gess for their eventful journey to Northampton.

Mary Briggs, who was in Wellingborough when the men passed through the town, gave
her observation of what happened next.

‘During the excitement [of events in Warmington and Oundle] the working classes in and
near Wellingborough became very unquiet. …On [Monday] the twenty-ninth day of November
rioters who had been apprehended in the neighbourhood of Oundle arrived in Wellingborough
escorted by a party of horsemen on their way to Northampton Gaol… The populace assembled
nearby to meet them on their arrival… the consequence was…one of the chaise was upset and
its occupancies [Marriott and Gess] rescued… The escort as well to Wellingborough as from
Wellingborough to Northampton were pelted and shamefully abused by the mob…. These
circumstances led to a dreadful excitement at Wellingborough all the remainder of the day and in
the Evening an Effigy of the Duke of Wellington [the P.M. who led a deeply divided and
unpopular Government] was paraded about the streets and burnt.’7

Mary Briggs’s description of events highlighted just how inefficient the initial guard was
against the mob. Local newspaper reports documented that reinforcements were called,
ensuring that peace ensued.8This secondary escort consisted of Stafford O’Brien Esq. with
his armed horsemen, and John Smith Esq., who commanded a company of volunteer
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4 Stamford Mercury, 3 December 1830.
5 Ibid.
6 Under the Act of 1827 Remedies Against the Hundred (7&8 Geo.4c 31) damage to the value of £32.10s
was claimed.

7 NRO, ZA 7295.
8 Stamford Mercury, 3 December 1830.



infantry, while a number of locals were sworn in as special constables. However, this show
of power did little to quell rural demonstrations in the area for on the same day, five miles
away at Finedon, an arson attack was recorded.

If viewed in isolation this event could be considered as little more than a common, covert,
rural grievance but what quickly followed was an act of insurgence and destruction.
Finedon’s 68-year-old town crier, Philip Desborough, who would later be acquitted of
exciting labourers to riot and disorder, found himself coerced into announcing, on the
evening of 30 November, that ‘no labourer should go to work next morning for less than 2s 3d a
day’.9 The reduction, in real terms, of rural wages was the bedrock of Swing and therefore
Desborough’s words would have struck a chord with the local labourers, as there was a
marked difference in wages to subsistence.The average weekly wage of a Northamptonshire
agricultural worker in 1833 was 10s 3d compared to poor relief in 1831 of 16s 10d, so it
was little surprise that, within hours of the proclamation, riot and wilful destruction
followed.10

On 1 December an excited crowd of about 200 gathered in Mulso Square to witness the
obliteration of the movement’s nemeses, the threshing machine.11 The magnitude of the
event was such that a party of soldiers was called in to guard all exits of the town while
others undertook a house-to-house search for the perpetrators who destroyed William
Page’s machine.

Page, maybe through a sense of self-preservation, later admitted that he did not care about
his machine, as he would not use it again. However, this did not stop him attempting to
claim £80 in compensation for his loss under the 1827 ‘Remedies Against the Hundred’Act
(7&8 Geo. 4c31). But unlike those who had suffered property damage at the hands of the
Oundle rioters and had been awarded a total of £32.10s, his claim was refused. Furthermore
he stated that he would take no proceedings against those persons who broke it. This was
out of his hands as local magistrate Reverend S. W. Paul committed nine men to
Northampton for their part in the Finedon disturbance. While the County gaol was slowly
filling with Swing followers, others were implementing steps to safeguard their property.

In Elmington a force of ‘300 of the inhabitants…armed with guns, pistols, swords, pokers,
bludgeons,’ protected the village from attack.12The accounts of David and William Randall,
who farmed land in Aldwinkle and Warmington, had an entry for 2 December, ‘we began
to watch the rickyards for fear they should be burned down’, and there were also payments for
‘watching nights’ from 6 to 11 December.13

In a letter to Sir James Langham, dated 3 December 1830, Edward B. Lye, on behalf of the
Thrapston Association, wrote:

‘I beg leave to inform you that an association imbracing many parishes has within the last few
days been formed at Thrapston to protect the property of the neighbourhood. The Duke of Dorset,
Mr Graham, Lord Lilford, Mr Arthbuthnot have come forward and assisted the Special
Constables in dispensing the mob. …I am happy to say that my people are at present very
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9 Bailey, J. L. H., Finedon otherwise Thingdon, (Dalkeith Press, Kettering 1975), p. 157.
10 Lewis, B., The charitable provision for the rural poor: A case study of policies and attitudes in Northamptonshire in the
first half of the nineteenth century. PhD Thesis, 2003 University College Northampton p. 17.

11 Hobsbawm, E. J. & Rude, G., Captain Swing (Phoenix Press, London 2001) pp. 148 & 227.
12 Stamford Mercury, 3 December 1830.
13 NRO, Farm Accounts of David and William Randall, Wigthorpe, Miscellaneous Photostat 1591/1-3.



peaceful and I doubt not would continue so if left alone – if we are threatened however with a
visit from the mob.’14

These measures were well founded as like its neighbouring counties, between 26 November
and 30 December 1830, Northamptonshire found itself in the grip of Swing (see Table 1,
Northampton down to Chapel Brampton). Arson, incitement to riot and machine-breaking
were reported from the crop-growing areas in the northeast of the county to the sheep-
farming district in the south. In all I have found twenty-five incidents that took place during
this period: a single act of sedition, five riots, ten arson attacks, the second Swing letter was
received (the first was on 22 November) and eight farm machines were destroyed (in
chronological order) at Warmington, Finedon, Kings Sutton, Elmington, Moulton, Upper
Boddington, Overstone and Little Bowden. But while the vast majority of protestors went
back to their daily lives after the excitement, those seen as prime instigators found
themselves swiftly, and by modern standards brutally, dealt with.

On the same day that the people of Finedon were destroying the property of William Page,
at the other end of the county on the border with Oxfordshire, in the village of Kings
Sutton, the haymaking machine, property of Edward Parsons, was smashed.15 As with the
other attacks on farm machinery, the culprits were quickly apprehended, brought to justice
on the oath of a member of the community and sentenced. There were a variety of
punishments available to the judiciary, hard labour in the House of Correction being the
most common. Therefore, it would have been of no surprise to Joseph Wyatt, aged 35,
Richard Johnson, 35, and William Barber, 34, that when they were found guilty they all
received this as punishment for their part in the crime. But the judiciary were also the local
elite, the leading landowners and the clergy, and it was these men who had to ensure that
Swing was stopped in its tracks by whatever methods available to them.

As a highly respected local and national figure all through the 1830s but especially during
this heightened period of unrest, Earl Spencer pleaded with local farmers to hire more men
at a decent wage; he believed that they would not mind the machines if their labour was
rewarded. He also insisted that if a labourer was not paid sufficiently he was to be supported
‘wholly by the parish’; it was therefore in the best interest of the landed gentry and farmers
to pay an adequate wage, or face possible social disorder. However, it can be debated that
control through benevolence was not a panacea for all that was wrong with the economic
problems that affected the rural classes in the county, but as Swing took hold, an increase
in wages, doles and charitable provision and some short-term form of employment was
implemented to stem the tide of unrest.

In a letter from William Dean to Sir James Langham, dated 6 December, we read:

‘Sir James… Mr Rose [magistrate] is coming tomorrow to swear in Special Constables…in
the morning I set the example of raising my men’s wages to 2s per day the Parishioners never
increased their allowance and we had most of the poor at the vestry. …the threatened rioters seem
to be from Brixworth, Spratton and Creaton [although riots did not occur in these areas
at this time] – I feel alarmed but … may rest assured I will not desert my post.’16
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14 NRO, L (c.) 238 – Thrapston Association letter from Edward B. Lye to Sir James Langham (3 December
1830).

15 Northampton Quarter Session, 6 January 1831.
16 NRO L (c) 1182 letter from William Dean to Sir James Langham (6 December 1830).
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Town/Parish Date of offence Type of Offence

Northampton 22/11/30 Threatening letters (Swing) 
Warmington 26/11/30 Destruction of threshing machine
Oundle 28/11/30 Incitement to riot
Oundle 29/11/30 Rescue of prisoners
Wellingborough 29/11/30 Riot 
Finedon 29/11/30 Arson
Wollaston 29/11/30 Arson
Easton 29/11/30 Arson
Finedon 29/11/30 Incitement to riot
Finedon 30/11/30 Destruction of threshing machine
Kings Sutton 30/11/30 Destruction of hay making machine
West Haddon December 1830 Arson
Elmington (sic) December 1830 Destruction of threshing machine
Wothorpe 1/12/30 Arson
Finedon 1/12/30 Riot
Thrapston 2/12/30 Arson
Higham Ferrers 2/12/30 Arson
Stoke Doyle 3/12/30 Threatening letters (Swing)
Upper Boddington 3/12/30 Destruction of threshing machine
Moulton 8/12/30 Destruction of threshing machine
Watford 10/12/30 Riot
Etton (sic) 10/12/30 Arson
Shutlanger 11/12/30 Arson
Little Bowden 16/12/30 Arson and Destruction of threshing machine
Overstone 16/12/30 Destruction of threshing machine
Chapel Brampton 30/12/30 Sedition
Woodford 1/2/31 Robbery
Maidford 1/2/31 Riot
Kettering 5/2/31 Poorhouse riots
Northampton 18/3/31 Arson
Walton 2-3/8/31 Riots – assaults and release of prisoners
Northampton 9/10/31 Arson
Rothwell 18/10/31 Arson
Rothwell 23/10/31 Arson
Rothwell 29/10/31 Arson
Brigstock November 1831 Assault on an Official
Guilsborough December Arson
Doddington 17/12/31 Arson
Silverstone January 1832 Arson
Oundle March 1832 Assault on an Official

Table 1. Swing in the various towns and parishes of Northamptonshire,
together with date and type of offence.



On the same day, Sir James Langham received a letter from his tenant farmers of
Cottesbrooke:

‘Fires have taken place, Threatening letters been received and illegal bodies of men have assembled
at no great distance from us. …To strengthen the civil force by enrolling ourselves as constables
will be useless without the same time increasing the payment to the poor. Humbly beg that you
will afford us some assistance, to enable us at this alarming crisis to give full employment to the
labourers, and in case this cannot be done to increase their parish allowance.’17

Although there had been an element of charitable provision in Northamptonshire prior to
the winter of 1830, Swing created an upsurge in thrift clubs, endowments in the form of
gifts of money and the establishment of allotments. But Swing had highlighted nationally
the issue of pauperism, for this was a time when under- and un-employment was seen to
be causing even greater expense for those who contributed to the parish poor rate. The
control of the distribution of poor relief was in the hands of the local governing elite, in
this case the vestry. Those parishes that had able-bodied unemployed when possible provided
them with some form of employment. The overseers found work for them as roundsmen,
being placed with a farmer for a given number of days before being moved to another or
put to work as labourers digging ditches, repairing roads.

‘That the parish [of Rothwell] proposes to employ the spare men to dig for the farmers at the
best price per acre that may be bid by public auction… to stand good and binding upon each
party for…14 days… the parish shall… send to the contracting farmer all such persons that
apply to them for work… the farmer is bound to set to work all such men so sent to him and
find them as much work as may be necessary to enable them to gain the sum of 6s (30p) per
week at a price per pole to be fixed by the overseer. … A fresh letting to take place every fourteen
days until the parish shall in public vestry resolve to discontinue the system.’18

Other initiatives were used. ‘Poor land’ money belonging to the Watford charity was used
to purchase land that was then rented out and the proceeds distributed twice a year to
‘among poor persons of the parish … as specified in a list previously made out at a meeting of the
[Daventry] corporation.’19 Individual bequests, often seen in parish records were given out
‘bequeathed £10 [annually] for use of five poor widows of Guilsborough’.20 In Aynho there was a
bread charity that saw bread being shared out every Sunday after church, thereby ensuring
an element of morality in the poorer members of the community through religious
adherence.21 Self-help initiatives were common. In Brington there was a Coal Club for
which the contribution was set at 3d (1p) per week, subsidised by Earl Spencer and the
village Rector.22The parish also had a Friendly Society, which basically provided insurance
against wage loss in times of sickness and injury, and would cover funeral expenses. A
clothing club also ran on the same principle as the coal club under contribution and
patronisation of the Earl. But not all were happy with this state of affairs.
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17 NRO L (c) 1181 Petition of Tenants, Cottesbrooke to Sir James Langham (6 December 1830).
18 Rothwell vestry minutes, vol. 1, last page.
19 Report on the Corporation of Daventry (Northamptonshire) p. 1845.
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21 Cooper, N., Aynho: A Northamptonshire Village (Banbury Historical Society, 1984) p. 213.
22 Mattingly, S., Aspects of Brington: A Northamptonshire Country Parish (Northampton, 1997) pp. 164-165.



Sir James Langham wrote to his agent, William Dean of Cottesbrooke, on 11 December
1830:

‘I have received a letter from 13 persons complaining of their suffering condition and hardship
they endure by residing out of the Parish to which they belong by which they become seriously
inconvenienced and unnecessarily wearied. They desire to be restored to their former privileges
and to reside again with the Parish… I cannot understand what they mean by desiring to be
restored to their privileges… I hope you will be able to make them see clearly how impossible it
will be that I can comply with their request.’23

William Dean replied on 14 December:

‘Another grievance or two they seem to feel which is they are shut out from subscribing to the
Clothing Society in this Parish and they don’t receive any share of coals given away by Mr Irby
and their name is not upon the Brewery List. To their grievance I answer them – Sir James
subscribes handsomely to the Creaton Clothing Society – the coals I believe are given away by
Mr Irby according to the Covenants of the Will and your Friends all have an opportunity of
receiving benefit from the Brewer.’24

While some felt aggrieved by their exclusion from subsistence at a national level,
Northamptonshire’s poor relief was seen as being too generous.25 Edwin Chadwick’s report
to the Poor Law Commission of 1834 stated that: ‘We find frequent cases stated of a great excess
of labourers above the means of employment in the respective parishes’ … ‘confirmed by the fact of
multitudes of able-bodied young men wasting their time on road and in gravel-pits at the expense of
the rate-payers, who deem it cheaper to pay them for their idleness than for their labour.’26 He went
on to observe that the charitable provisions not only did not help the situation and that
‘everybody, even common prostitutes, had their share.’27

It was very much up to the county’s leaders to decide what, in their opinion, needed to be
done to stem the flow of unrest in Northamptonshire, be it charity, short-term work or, in
the case of Brackley, borrowing money for doles in order to prevent ‘a riot in the town’.28
Similarly, what the local elite told the various commissions when they called was often far
from the truth.

When John Nethercoat (local magistrate) for Moulton was asked by the Poor Law Rural
Queries Commission, ‘Can you give the Commissioners any information respecting the causes and
consequences of the Agricultural Riots and Burnings of 1830 and 1831?’ he answered ‘No’, but
in a letter to the Earl of Westmoreland dated 14 December 1830 he wrote:

‘On Wednesday evening the 8th instant, a number of men and boys amounting to 50 or 60
assembled in the Parish of Moulton and proceeded to the Premises of a Machine-maker (John
Luck) and broke some articles of small value and his shop windows, but afterwards dispersed…
The Occupiers of Land in this immediate neighbourhood having intimated to their Labourers,
that in consequence of the price of flour being high, they would raise their wages 1s (5p) per

74 northamptonshire past and present

23 NRO, Langham, L(C) 1187, Letter from Sir James Langham to W. Dean (11 December 1830).
24 NRO, Langham, L (C) 1188, Letter from W. Dean to Sir James Langham (14 December 1830).
25 PRO, Parliamentary Papers (1834) vol. 29, Appendix A, Report of the Royal Commission into the
Administration and Practical Operation of the Poor Laws; Report of the Assistant Commissions in three
parts. pp. 397-411.

26 Ibid.
27 Ibid.
28 Ibid.



week, I think the excitement and tendency to riot amongst the labouring classes are generally
subsiding, and in my opinion is that this neighbourhood will soon be restored to a peaceful and
tranquil state.’29

On the oaths of May Launson [sic] and May and James Luck, George York the elder, Richard
Jones, Samuel Braines and Joseph Garrett were indicted for tumultuously assembling with
intent to break a machine property of John Luck.30 The damage to Luck’s property was
listed as two wheels of, and belonging to a threshing machine value of 28s; one other wheel
value of 40s; one roller value of 15s; one wheel belonging to a chaff machine value 10s and
four castings for drills belonging to a chaff machine value 10s. While York, Jones, Braines
and Garrett were found not guilty of felony for their part in the riot, Jones gave surety and
was discharged, York, who had ten children, was given six months hard labour, Braines, who
had seven children and Garrett were both given three months hard labour.

Kettering’s reply to the ‘Rural Queries’ question was that ‘riots and burnings are thought to
have been connected frequently with the irritations, miseries, and parish squabbles arising from the
support of the poor under the present laws’, no mention of any of the other issues surrounding
Swing. Upper Boddington did not answer the question at all, which was somewhat strange
as it was Earl Spencer who had presided over the Quarter Session that ordered the
transportation, for seven years, of a machine breaker from the village.

Only two men in Northamptonshire were sentenced to transportation for their part in
Swing, Thomas Marriott (of the Warmington debacle) and ‘Captain’William Brothers.
Brothers was arrested with eight other men, for unlawfully breaking, burning and destroying
of William Paine’s agricultural machine in Upper Boddington on 3 December. Six of
Brothers’s co-defendants received three months hard labour in the House of Correction,
the other two received 12 months hard labour while Brothers was to be ‘transported beyond
the seas for the space of 7 years’. Awaiting transportation to the colonies, Brothers, who was
now working in the hulks at Gosport, signed a petition together with Boddington village
worthies in the hope of having his sentence repealed.

‘To the Chairman of the Quarter Sessions at Northampton & the Magistrates there attending

‘The humble petition of William Brothers of Bodington [sic] in the County of Northampton
now under sentence of transportation & working in the Hulks at Gosport for destroying the
Threshing Machine of Mr William Payne of Bodington [sic] on the fourth of December 1830
your petitioner humbly states that he is forty five years of age (born 1787) that he entered into
his Majesty’s Service at the age of 18 years & continued in the 52nd Regiment of Infantry (i.e.
Oxfordshire and Buckinghamshire Light Infantry that became the Green Jackets. They
are much mentioned in Elizabeth Longford’s biography of Duke of Wellington,
referred to as the redoubtable 52nd ‘Light Bobs’) till he was discharged in the year 1819
with a pension of nine pence per day having been wounded by a musket shot through his hand
at the Battle of Corunna that your Petitioner has been in thirty two engagements on the
Continent under his Grace the Duke of Wellington that he has a Wife & six Children under
the age of fourteen years having married Maria Louisa Taonew (?, known as Mary Louise in
registers) in France after the Battle of Waterloo (1815) that the youngest child is two years old.
That your Petitioner has uniformly maintained the Character of a brave & steady soldier in the
army & once he returned home that of an industrious & honest labourer in his parish & has
supported his family without receiving any regular allowance from the parish. That he is most
deeply penitent for having assisted in destroying Mr Payne’s threshing machine at Bodington
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29 NRO, 298/24, Box X6771, letter from John Nethercoat to the Earl of Westmoreland, (14 December 1830).
30 NRO, 6/1/1831c.



[sic] that he was called up when asleep in his bed by his fellow culprits to assist in destroying
Mr Paynes machine & unhappily did not reflect upon the consequences which would follow. That
when he joined the party he was hailed by the name of ‘Captain’, which was usual amongst his
fellow labourers on all occasions, as he had been in the Army & that appellation was used against
him seriously upon his trial. Your Petitioner humbly states that he had a few days before heard
that persons in the neighbourhood of Boddington had destroyed their own threshing machines &
he was most unfortunately induced to join with other persons in committing the offence of which
he is justly convicted. Your Petitioner most humbly prays that his case may be taken into
consideration and his imprisonment & hard labourer during the last year while he acknowledges
the Justice of his sentence he earnestly hopes that the mercy of the King may be extended to him
in some mitigation of it.’ Signed William Brothers, Gosport March 30 183231

It is not until you look at the baptismal register for Upper Boddington that you find the
petition was successful as three more children were born to Louisa and William after 1832.

19.5.1833 Thomas, son of William Brothers
07.2.1835 Mary Louise, daughter of William Brothers
05.6.1839 Robert, son of William Brothers

While Brothers’ story had a happy ending, James Linnell’s did not. Reported in The Times,
21 March 1831, ‘Yesterday, a few minutes after 12 o’clock, J. Linnell aged 24, was executed at the
new drop behind the county gaol.’32 Linnell was indicted for setting fire to a barn in the
occupation of Thomas Horn at Shutlanger on the night of 11 October 1830. Horn stated
that the barn was in his occupation and belonged to the Earl of Pomfret.33 On the night of
the fire it contained about 20 quarters of barley, nine or ten quarters of wheat and seven or
eight loads of straw. On his cross-examination he said that about 100 persons assisted to
extinguish the flames and the prisoner was very active in handing the buckets from the
pond; heard him say that the man who set it on fire deserved to be hanged or burnt. There
were several stacks of corn in the yard that the people threw water upon; if the fire had
extended to any one of them, the rest, together with the house, must have been entirely
burnt down. Two engines, from Towcester and Easton Neston were on the spot.

Henry Horn, son of Thomas, said there was a moat in the yard in which he kept fish, and
as the water appeared low he had that day dammed the bank. It was about twelve yards
long, five or six wide and contained nearly three feet of water. When the engines arrived
the water was found to have been let out and there was little else but mud in it. The bank
appeared to have been cut away by a spade. They were obliged to get the water from a pond
in the yard. He stated in cross examination – ‘any one who, wished to steal the fish would have
let off the water.’

Numerous witnesses were called to give their version of events on that night, many placing
Linnell at the scene and playing an active and prominent part in helping to put out the fire.
John Abbott corroborated the testimony of the last witness, Henry Horn. Samuel Sturges
confirmed that he had been working in the barn and at five o’clock left it quite safe; it was
never locked up. Sophie Curtis said the prisoner and others came to her husband’s house
in the afternoon of the fire and somebody said there would be no pay that night. The
prisoner said ‘if he was not paid he would make a flea stand in its defence’. Rose Deany saw the
prisoner and Durrant and that one of the two said with an oath ‘they will not be easy till they
have had a blaze among them.’ Joseph Hind, whose father kept the Horse-shoe, proved the
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prisoner had left the pub about ten minutes
before eight, where he had some beer. John Hill
saw two persons standing in the close adjoining
Mr Horn’s barn, at about eight o’clock, Linnell
being one of them. John Grubb, son of the
headborough34 heard the prisoner state earlier
in the day talking about the fires occurring in
the various parts of the country and that ‘he
wished all the corn might be burnt down for he reaped
no benefit from it.’ Durrant was called as a witness.
He confirmed that he was talking with Linnell
that morning about not receiving any money
that night and that the prisoner said, ‘if he did not
receive his there would be a blaze’. Durrant
confirmed that it was Linnell who let out the
water by cutting through the bank and then said
‘Ned, d…n [sic] you, if you won’t go and set the
barn on fire I will.’ After all the evidence was
given and the prisoner cross-examined, the Jury
then retired to consider their verdict. Within half
an hour of consultation, Linnell’s fate was sealed.
(Figure 1)

It is possible to debate that this event was not Swing motivated. Firstly, arson was a long
established method of demonstrating rural displeasure, usually as a result of a personal
grievance. Secondly, it was a covert action, usually under the cover of darkness thereby
making it near impossible to gain a conviction. It would therefore appear that Linnell had
a grudge against either Thomas Horn, who was using the barn, or the Right Honourable
Thomas William, Earl of Pomfret, whose property it was. It was stated at his trial that he
intended to injure and defraud the Earl, and it was this that sealed his fate.

As in another case of arson that took place five days later, John Peabody would be found
not guilty of having set fire to a barn belonging to Samuel Taylor, a farmer at Little
Bowden.35 The barn, it appeared was burned down at night, together with a quantity of
corn, and a threshing machine. But the principal evidence adduced against Peabody
consisted of some observations made by people with whom he was drinking on that evening
and who had been apprehended on suspicion of being the incendiary. It was reported that
the witnesses were not the most unexceptionable characters. The Jury therefore acquitted
Peabody of the offence. But this was not the last threshing machine to be destroyed. It was
reported in the Northampton Mercury on 18December 1830 that ‘a few nights since a threshing
machine, the property of John Bray of Spratton, was entirely consumed near Overstone Park. It was
sawed into pieces, and the loss will be severely felt by the owner.’36 There is no evidence in the
court records that anyone was brought to trial for the offence.

By the end of December 1830 the county’s appetite for Swing was on the wane, as
Northamptonshire became flooded with special constables and charitable measures
implemented. Arson became, once again, the main weapon in the disgruntled labourers’
arsenal (see Table 1). But for those arrested for crimes under the movement’s banner their
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Figure 1. The home of the
rickburner.

34 Headborough was originally the name given to the Chief Officer of a borough but in the period in question
it would be a name given to a petty constable.

35 The Times, 21 July 1831.
36 Northampton Mercury, 18 December 1830.
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trial awaited (see Table 2). The organisational ability of those involved in the riots during
this period did unnerve the authorities to such an extent that special commissions were set
up in those counties that had the greatest number of Swing incidences, i.e. Berkshire,
Buckinghamshire, Dorset, Hampshire and Wiltshire. Northamptonshire’s magistrates were
allowed to deal with their own cases and mete out their own justice, which was to be much
harsher than that of the special commissions. Of the 54 Swing cases heard in North-
amptonshire, 88% incurred a sentence, compared to Lincolnshire 12 cases – 33% sentence
incurred; Cambridgeshire 40 cases – 43 %; Buckinghamshire 160 – 49%; Oxfordshire
75 – 55%; Wiltshire 339 – 59%; Huntingdonshire 57 – 61%; Hampshire 208 – 66%;
Bedfordshire 18 – 78%; Warwickshire 1 – 100%.37

Yet, from 1832 onwards, when the various Royal Commissions asked questions on rural
unrest in the preceding years, many of the replies played down the whole episode of Swing.38
In essence the social control of the county was of local concern and it was up to the local
governing elite with the use of the tools available to them to quell the rioters without
resorting to outside interference or need for government reform. This they did and would
continue to do for many years.

37 Hobsbawm & Rude, pp. 304-309.
38 Question 16: Since the year 1829 have there been any riots or tumults within the Division; if any, describe
them and their supposed objects?; Question 17: Since the year 1829 have there been any fires within your
Division? If so, specify their nature, and whether they were suspected to have been wilfully caused; and what
were the effects so far as relates to the loss of life or property?



The Roman Catholic Congregation
in Mid-nineteenth-century Northampton

MARGARET OSBORNE

When Father William Foley, the Irish son of the Earl of Graven’s butler, was sent by the
Roman Catholic Vicar Apostolic of the Midland District, Dr Milner, to resume Roman
Catholic services in the staunchly Protestant Northampton in 1823 he found that the
congregation consisted of ‘some Irish cloth men, shoe men, Italian wine merchants and a
jeweller called Dognani.1 There were only five English Roman Catholics. His only
worshippers among the gentry were the Dowager Lady Throckmorton from Weston
Underwood who had a house in Abington Street and a French woman, Madame Victoire
de Bois, who lived near the Derngate. He hoped that once a Roman Catholic chapel
opened it would attract other gentry families into the town.

From the beginning of the nineteenth century Northampton grew rapidly as its shoe
business flourished because of army orders procured by Spencer Perceval, the Prime
Minister, and its connection to the national canal network. The population trebled between
1801 and 1841 to 21,230. The growth continued and by 1862 there were 32,813 people in
the town.2The Roman Catholic numbers also increased from a handful in 1823 to 185 in
1830 (excluding soldiers in the barracks). This increase was the result of converts made by
Fr Foley in ‘a town of lively debate’ where there was ‘great enquiry about religion’ and his
discovery of lapsed Catholics, often immigrants.3The congregation numbered approximately
600 in 1852 (one twentieth of the town’s population) shortly after the opening of the
town’s first railway connection.4 However, only 300 Roman Catholics attended Church
on the Sunday of the 1851 Religious Census, an insignificant proportion of Northampton’s
total attendances of 17,953. The town, renowned for its charity schools and hospitals, had
a high proportion of Christian observers. The largest religious grouping was of the Anglican
persuasion, followed closely by Baptist and Independent worshippers. There was also a
sizeable Methodist community.5 All Christian groupings expanded in the middle of the
nineteenth century as they reacted to the challenge of making spiritual provision for people
living in the town’s new residential districts.

A study of 151 households appearing in the first baptismal register [1844-1856] and a
subscription list of the Catholic Philanthropic Society [1858] reveals characteristics of a
church community, in a mid-Victorian town undergoing industrial and social change.6
Seventy per cent of the Roman Catholic households identified were employed in labouring
occupations. Of these, thirty-two per cent of the men worked in the shoe trade, a slightly
lower proportion than the town’s male total of thirty-nine per cent.7 Other labouring
Roman Catholics were employed as servants, or in the agricultural, provisioning and
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1 Wm. Foley letters to F. C. Husenbeth, 19 November 1823-October 1824. Northampton Diocesan Archive
(NDA) Pre A1;2/2.

2 Law, W. W., Plan of the Town of Northampton 1847 and printed census abstracts 1841-1901, Northampton
Central Library. 

3 Wm. Foley letters to F. C. Husenbeth, 27 April 1830 and 6 May 1830. NDA Pre A1.2/2.
4 1852 Report to Rome in Collins papers NDA Coll A3, 1852 and Law, W. W. op. cit.
5 Ward, Graham S. (ed), The 1851 Religious Census of Northamptonshire, Northamptonshire Record Society
2007, pp. 100, 218-220.

6 Northampton Baptismal Register 1844-1856 and school subscription list NDA FIV.20, and census returns
1851 and 1861.

7 Brown, Cynthia,Northampton 1833-1985, Chichester Philimore, 1990, p.16, gives a figure of 39% for male
shoemakers in Northampton.



building trades. Women appeared in the census returns as laundresses, clothes dealers or
dressmakers. Only two weavers were found, both of Irish extraction, the remnant of a
disappearing group in southern England. One later worked as a shoe binder and the other,
Mr Ready, was employed in specialist silk weaving.8 Eleven per cent of the surveyed
households had military connections but no officers were identified. A bugler, corporal,
privates and sergeants were traced, including the staff sergeant of the new militia storage
depot on the Military Road. He was one of the Chelsea Pensioners, supplementing their
allowances by various means in the town.

Only seventeen per cent of the households can be roughly judged as belonging to the
professional/mercantile class. They included bakers; grocers; tea, coal, leather and shoe
merchants. There were also skilled craftsmen and engineers including one railway driver.
Only one solicitor and one schoolmaster were traced. The smallness of the group is revealed
in the 1861 Melville Trade Directory, which contained 20 Roman Catholics out of 2,000
entries.9 Father Foley’s hopes of attracting gentry Roman Catholic families had not been
realized. There was only one aristocratic lady in the register, Mrs Hawkin James, and the
Irish servant of another, Miss Eyston, both from the Welford recusant community. Bishop
Amherst, the second Bishop of Northampton, ruefully wrote, ‘no-one cares to settle in a
town of cobblers. What would you think of such a notice as this: “Ten good strong stabbing
girls and a Prince of Wales finisher wanted”. Such announcements are enough to frighten
anyone who does not think there is anything like leather.’10

The settlement pattern of the Roman Catholics in Northampton closely reflects the
occupational groupings. Fifty-six per cent of those surveyed resided in the north and east
of the town near the Roman Catholic pro-Cathedral on the main Kingsthorpe Road, many
on the new housing situated on extra-parochial land. Three quarters of these families were
labourers, shoemakers, hawkers and small traders/craftsmen. The largest concentration of
Roman Catholic shoemakers was in the area around Grafton Street (bounded by George
Street to the north, Scarletwell Street to the south and Broad Lane to the east) and the area
around Great Russell Street. Some of the families here were born in Northampton and
intermarried, especially the Willett and Harlow households.11 Many lived on extra-parochial
land that had once belonged to the abbey of St Andrew, which was now being built upon.
The houses were of poor quality, ‘unfragrant two-floored cottages, the road ways splashed
with slops and littered with garbage’.12 Many of the properties were not chargeable for
poor rates. When requiring aid, families moved to nearby parochial houses until the Poor
Law guardians successfully petitioned Parliament to have the law changed.13 (Figure 1)

The area gained a reputation for free thinking, intemperance and roughness, and all the
Christian groupings worked in the region with limited success. In 1878 Pascal Lamb, the
Anglican priest of the new St Andrews parish reported that his parish was Bradlaugh’s
stronghold and that ‘people have been so long in the habit of neglecting a place of worship
that it is most difficult to get them to attend, especially as they have to endure ridicule and
persecution from their neighbours’.14
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8 Census Returns used are listed at the end of the paper.
9 That is, identified by their job descriptions and presence in Northampton Trade Directories 1851 and
Melville 1861, NRO.

10 Roskell, Mary Francis, Memoirs of Francis Kerril Amherst, London Art and Book Company, mcmiii, p. 273.
11 Holy Sepulchre Marriage Register, 11 November 1839.
12 Hatley, V. A. (ed) Snobopolis: Northampton in 1869, ‘The Northampton Shoemaker,’ Northampton Historical
Series, No. 1, 2nd edition, 1968, pp. 6-7.

13 Petition 21 February 1854, From the Guardians of Northampton Union Workhouse to Parliament, Poor
Law minute book Pl6/2, p. 153.

14 Diocese of Peterborough Visitation Report 1878, St Andrew Northampton, NRO ML 598.



There were also clusters of Roman Catholics between Leicester Street and Bull Lane, near
the Catholic chapel and the race course, including the convert Williams family and their
Roman Catholic neighbours, and along the new Russell Street. As well as shoemakers, this
district included craftsmen and servants.

Eight families of moderate wealth lived on the fashionable thoroughfares of Leicester Street,
Barrack Road, Grafton and Regent Streets and the new Billing Road. They included the
gentry ladies, an attorney, a teacher, a goldsmith, a currier and the priests, and also some
specialist tradesmen. Eight military families were found in or near to the Barracks and
Militia Stores.

Only sixteen per cent of those researched resided in the late-seventeenth-century town
centre, rebuilt after a fire, around the impressive All Saints Church, Sessions Hall and Market
Square and stretching along Abington Street to St Edmunds Square, including the Lower
Mounts. Only one shoemaker, Joseph Tanner, lived in this region, in the Ridings behind
Abington Street in the back streets where Roman Catholic poor servants, soldiers, and
labourers also resided. The majority of the Roman Catholics in this district were professional
and commercial men. The bookmakers, tea dealers, drapers, grocers, and leather merchants
lived near the Market Square. There was also a cluster of Roman Catholics situated in Silver
and Viny Streets, including a master chimney sweep, paper maker, tailor, dressmaker, Chelsea
Pensioner and a rag and bone woman.
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Figure 1. Encroachment on extra-parochial land.
(From Law’s Map of Northampton 1847, Northampton Studies,

Northamptonshire Libraries and Information Service)



Only seven per cent of the households surveyed were situated in the south and the west of
Northampton, around Bridge Street and the ironstone castle ruins, developing as the town’s
industrial centre near the railway station and the River Nene. They included a leather dyer
and a leather worker, an engine fitter and an engine driver, two trunk makers and a
carpenter. In Bridge Street, where the Courts were often flooded, a widowed Irish laundress
lived. The only merchant dealt in coal. There was one shoemaker and only one agricultural
labourer from the still rural village of St James’ End. (Figure 2)

One in five of the total households surveyed was discovered to be headed by itinerant
workers. One tenth of these were professional men moving with their work, including a
coachmaker, Thomas Egan, who went to London. One third of these were soldiers’ families
traced to other military centres such as Rochester, Gillingham and Woolwich. Over half of
this group were travelling tradesmen, including shoe journeymen, blacksmiths, general and
agricultural labourers, hawkers and a silk salesman. The majority travelled to London, the
Midlands and Lancashire where English Roman Catholicism was strongest, though a boot
closer went to the Isle of Sheppey in Kent (after his death his widow settled back in
Northampton), and Irish hawkers were trading in Lincoln and Peterborough on the border
of the Fens. Some people moved to be nearer relations; for instance, Brigit Freeman went
to London to live with her Sister Honora Troy. A few families retired back to Northampton,
for instance the shoe journeyman, James Tyghe.

It was found that people in most of the Northampton Roman Catholic areas had moved
into the town. One third came from within the county, a higher figure than expected given
that Roman Catholic practice had nearly ceased here in 1800. However, thirty per cent of
the Northamptonshire Roman Catholic families identified contained a parent from outside
the county borders, while sixty per cent originated either near to recusant centres or places
where the faith had been re-introduced in the 1820s. Families came from the Kingscliffe
recusant centre in Rockingham Forest in the north-east of Northamptonshire, the region
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Figure 2. Bridge Street with poor housing hidden.
(Northampton Studies, Northamptonshire Libraries and Information Service)



around Warkworth’s sixteenth-century stronghold on the Oxfordshire border, and the
Welford community near Husbands Bosworth in Leicestershire. They also came from the
regions dominated by the Roman Catholic families of Lord Vaux and the Treshams near
Wellingborough and Rushden. It is possible that with a folk memory of Roman
Catholicism, its traditions were continued in homes, and public worship resumed once a
priest again served the area. The largest number of native Roman Catholics were found in
Northampton itself. Possibly some were descendants of Father Foley’s converts; in the
absence of his lost registers they are personally unidentifiable. A few Northampton Roman
Catholics were born in the 1820s mission around Weedon-Daventry.

It is certain that of the Roman Catholics identified as being born in Northamptonshire,
three-quarters were employed as shoemakers and, except for three, all the others were in
low-paid work. The wealthy men were in Northampton’s specialist trades, a head
shoemaker, a currier and a skilled glazier. Without the immigrant Roman Catholics, the
mission would have been almost completely a working class congregation.

In total, three-quarters of all households surveyed had a parent born outside North-
amptonshire, a higher proportion than the town as a whole.15 Two people were identified
as being born overseas: a china mender from Canada and a soldier of Irish extraction born
in the East Indies. Forty-seven per cent of the migrants came from Ireland, the largest group.
Although Northampton experienced a lower level of Irish immigration than London, the
Midlands and the West, it was large enough to form a significant part of its Roman Catholic
congregation.16 The Irish families were usually to be found in the poor housing to the
north and north-east of Northampton or were travelling hawkers, labourers and soldiers. A
quarter of the Irish households researched did not take up permanent residence in the town.

The thirty-one migrant families from Scotland, the north of England, London, the West
Country and the Midlands, of which only three were shoemakers, contained wealthy men
whose philanthropy contributed to the future development of Roman Catholic institutions
in Northampton. One quarter of these originated in London, half of whom were skilled
leather men, and others were labourers. A quarter of the migrants from the industrial
Midlands were men of varied skills, including engineering, specialist metal working such as
goldsmithing, and curriers. The quarter from the West Country included the schoolmaster
and solicitor and men with specialist skills including papermaking, silk traders and soldiers.
The grouping from northern England consisted of poor labourers except for the Clerk of
Public Works. The two Scottish immigrants set themselves up as a draper and a tailor.

The London leather merchants of Rymer and Shephard, who established a business in
Abington Street, played a special part in the town’s Roman Catholic community. Mr
Shephard became the secretary and man of affairs to Bishop Amherst, and Mrs Rymer left
the diocese a legacy. This intermarried group was not numerous or wealthy enough to make
the Northampton congregation self-sufficient. Bishop Wareing appealed to the European
Roman Catholic community for help, and the Propagation of Faith based in Lyons helped
finance the building of A. W. Pugin’s church on the Barrack Road in 1844.17 Further studies
of 23 Roman Catholic families in Northampton illustrate the social fluidity of mid-
Victorian society and its eventual development into a more rigid class structure based on
wealth, education and acquaintanceship by 1900.
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15 Two-thirds of the surveyed group as compared with one-third in the 1841 census totals in Northampton
Central Library.

16 Collis, MSS, The Religious Census, NDA Collins collection A13.8.
17 Husenbeth, F. C., History of the Missions in the Diocese of Northampton, NDA FII.5, Northampton.



There is evidence of labourers’ children adjusting to new economic realities by turning to
shoemaking in order to make a living. Charles Warner, the son of a whitesmith, married a
labourer’s daughter in 1844 and worked as a shoe closer. Though their father was a clothes
dealer, Thomas Bland’s children entered the shoe trade.

Labourers’ children also advanced by learning specialist trades. Samuel Gammage of West
Haddon was apprenticed to a Northampton glazier and decorator, James Watkin of Sheep
Street. Once qualified, he went back to Byfield near the Roman Catholic church at Aston
Le Walls before settling in Hopes Place opposite Northampton’s Catholic chapel.

From humble beginnings, it was possible, through thrift and application, to acquire enough
wealth through shoemaking to secure a family’s future. An Irish immigrant, John Fitzgerald,
who settled in Grafton Street, managed to give his sons a decent education: one became a
contractor’s foreman, another a Roman Catholic priest. His widow ran a small shop from
their home.

Without family support, Henry Lane made his own career. The son of a poor labourer,
Henry was raised by his widowed mother and aunt in the poor streets near the castle ruins.
As a child he worked as a clicker and was soon employed in a shoe factory. He managed to
teach himself literacy and numerical skills and gained a position as a County Clerk
(changing his name in the process). His children achieved relative security in clerical and
skilled employment.

William Dallingwater, born in Lincolnshire in 1801, married Elizabeth Field in North-
ampton in 1832. They began married life as flour-makers in the Horsemarket before William
managed to establish himself as a grocer in Victoria Street. His daughter married the town’s
Roman Catholic silk weaver living in the same street. He was able to enjoy a gentlemanly
retirement in his daughter’s house. His two sons had good careers, one in Leeds as a
businessman, the other as a tax and excise man.

The Dallingwaters’ neighbour in 1851, James MacKinley, came into the town from
Scotland. He married and lived with his Roman Catholic in-laws until he established a
tailoring business in King Street, just north of the Drapery and Market Square. His only
son became a priest whilst his son-in-law, Edward Lambert, a currier from Nottinghamshire,
took responsibility for his spinster sisters-in-law who lived in his house near to the church.

In an age of low life-expectancy and no state benefits, extended family ties were important
in rearing and educating children successfully. Robert Finnegan’s Irish father died when
he was 11 and his mother married again. He was employed by his uncle, Mr Lynch, who
worked for the Corporation replacing the cobbled streets with paving slabs. A talented
young man, he began a building firm, and laid electric tramways and railway lines before
making his reputation building the sea wall and promenade at Blackpool. He employed
over one thousand men and was employed on numerous diocesan projects. His sons
continued his work and also established a timber business in Leicester.

Some men changed their occupations or re-trained in order to improve their positions.
Edmund Lovell, the coal merchant based in Augustin Street, inherited the family farm of
33 acres at Welford by 1861. Later, when he was 69, he married a lady from Hethe in
Oxfordshire, another recusant Roman Catholic centre. An Irish blacksmith journeyman,
Richard Neagle, settled to regular work near the town’s iron foundries by the river. His
sons became proficient metal moulders and moved to Birmingham.
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Henry Lines, a chimney sweep from Little Brington (where Ignatius Spencer had practised
as an Anglican clergyman before his conversion to Rome), became a master sweep,
employing two boys in 1871. In the same year, his son John had a chimney sweep business
in Dychurch Street but also worked as a fireman. Herbert Richards, the son of an iron
founder, became completely re-skilled and set up as a furniture broker.

David McGhee, the son of an engine driver, worked in the mechanized shoe factories. He
moved to Rushden when its shoe industry developed and helped found a new Roman
Catholic chapel. After 1870, the children of both unskilled men such as John Wadsworth, a
travelling shoemaker, and skilled workers such as Charles Cookeran, an engine driver, were
employed as machinists in the mechanized shoe factories.

A number of families moved out of Northampton to improve their prospects. John Hatcher,
a shoemaker, moved his family to Andover where he earned his living as a Professor of
Music, raising his children as performers. Joseph Tugwood, a gardener residing around the
nursery gardens to the north of the town, moved as they were built upon to rural Lancashire
where he found employment as a market gardening foreman. He eventually retired to his
own beer house. The sons of James Marsh, a goldsmith, worked as japaneers after his death
whilst their widowed mother worked as a laundress. They eventually emigrated to
Massachusetts, USA, where they established themselves as skilled craftsmen.

Not all the attempted changes of occupation were successful. William Roddis reverted to
labouring for his keep after spending a short while as a Police Constable. The Chelsea
pensioner, Barty Madden’s, family travelled through Bedfordshire when he was employed
as a steam engine attendant. After his death, his family returned to Northampton and took
a variety of jobs, working as laundresses, a currier, a hotel maid, a soldier and a boot fitter.

Unfortunate households without family support and resources had a precarious existence.
The death of Mary Nolan, the wife of a Canadian travelling china maker, led to their
daughter being adopted by a Roman Catholic neighbour who had a lodging house in Broad
Street until she was of age to act as his housekeeper. Some bereaved people were left
completely friendless. The daughter of a soldier and a French dressmaker, Agnes Carroll,
appears in an orphanage of soldiers in 1871 after losing both parents. Brigit Doran, an Irish
widow of a Northampton musician, eked out an existence as a shoe closer in a poor part of
the town for a few years after losing her husband and child. She was only 37 when she died.

The families of itinerant workers seem to have had the hardest existence. Irish widow, Anne
Cross, the wife of an agricultural labourer, was traced to the Leicestershire Workhouse with
her two children. The children of William Wilmer, traced to Melton Mowbray in 1861 after
the break up of the nuclear family, appear working in northern England, the son in a
Lancashire mill and the girls together in the Yorkshire wool mills. The twin sons of a
labouring family both appear in the army in 1871.

By 1881 in Northampton the class divisions were being reinforced by place of residence.
The wealthiest families moved to the ‘new private residences on the fringes of the town’.18
The wealthiest moved to East Park Parade, Billing Road and the new houses along Barrack
and Marriot Streets, near the Bishop’s residence at ‘West View’, Semilong, which still
enjoyed a view across an unspoilt Nene valley. Successful ‘white collar’ workers moved to
better houses being built in Semilong, St James, Duston and between the Wellingborough
and Kettering Roads out towards Abington. In the town centre, working people moved
from the poorer streets in the shoemaking district to the main roads.
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18 Hatley, V. A. (ed) Snobopolis: Northampton in 1869, p.3.



The philanthropy of the wealthier citizens helped alleviate the condition of their poorer
neighbours. The Roman Catholic community established poor schools for both sexes and
an orphanage for girls. The boys were sent to the Diocesan Home at Shefford. By 1880 the
small Northampton congregation produced two priests. A number of single women entered
the teaching and nursing professions, notably Henry Lanes’ sister, a governess, Hannah
McKinley, who joined the Notre Dame teaching order, and her sister who became a servant
in St Saviour’s Home, London. The Copeland sisters, whose father was a draper in
Northampton, taught at the Aston le Walls Roman Catholic school. Widows occasionally
became nurses, including Mrs Hatcher and Mrs Wadsworth.

Northampton’s Roman Catholic congregation remained mainly working class, and the
clergy had no illusions about the evils of poverty. Father Ashmole, himself the son of a
Weedon soldier, was in charge of the Northampton parish from 1898 to 1938. He admired
the way that families had been reared when there were no state benefits or pensions, but
worked until 1938 to improve the poor community’s housing, standard of living and
opportunities for healthy recreation.19

Census Returns used:
Northampton1841 Sep 9;6, 1851,1861 and 1871
Middx Islington 1861 22;33
Kent Sheppey 1861 16;27
Peterborough St Mary 1861 10;22
Lincoln 1851 20a;23
Shoreditch Holy Well 1861 15
Birmingham St Peter 1871 12;2
Great Houghton 7;31
Welford 39;17
Warks Holy Trinity 1871 23;32
London Hampstead 1871 St John
Duston 1861 2 21
Melton Mowbray 1861 20;4
Channel Islands 1871, St Helier Barracks
Aston Le Walls 1891 1;4
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19 Canon Ashmole, obituary in Northampton Independent, 8 April 1938, p. 7.



Labourers and Allotments
in Nineteenth-century Northamptonshire (Part 1)

R. L. GREENALL

Introduction
Nowadays, everyone knows what an allotment is – a small plot of land which people rent
and cultivate in their spare time. However, it only came to acquire this particular meaning
at the close of the eighteenth century. In earlier times an allotment usually meant ownership
of a piece of land, as for example in the process of enclosure when people (with legal
entitlement) were awarded an allotment, or allotments, of land in the great re-planning of
the landscape. At the start of the nineteenth century no rented allotments existed in
Northamptonshire and few anywhere else in England. By the end of the century, wherever
people desired allotments they were usually available. By then they had become part of the
scenery and still are. Yet the struggle of the labourers to gain access to allotments was long
and hard-fought. In the arguments advanced for and against making land available,
fundamental truths about the position of the labourers, social relationships and class attitudes
were revealed.

Effects of enclosure
The idea of renting land to working men in small parcels first began to be advocated in
newspapers and journals in 1816. Allotments seemed to be an obvious way of alleviating
the plight of rural workers. Employed as day labourers, badly paid, housed for the most part
in gardenless cottages, lacking access to land and dependent on parish poor relief, their
situation worsened in the long depression which followed the end of the Napoleonic wars.
Contemporary advocates of cottage gardens and allotments were clear that the main cause
of the labourers’ landlessness was parliamentary enclosure, then entering its final phase. In
1816 the Northampton Mercury declared that ‘the improved system of farming has lessened
the comforts of the poor. It has either deprived the cottager of those slips of land which
contributed greatly to his support, or it has placed upon them an excessive or grinding
rent.… By the system of adding field to field, more has been lost to the state than has been
gained to the soil.… The loss is that of a link in the social chain, of a numerous, most useful,
and most respectable class, who, from the rank of small farmers have been degraded to that
of day labourers’.1The long process of parliamentary enclosure almost completely ignored
the rural poor. In 1868 it was estimated that, of the seven million acres enclosed since 1760,
only 2,119 had been set aside for them. Belatedly, legislation in 1830-1 and 1845 made for
some poor allotment provision in future enclosures; in the event, this was almost totally
ignored. It has to be said that there were other causes of the plight of the labourers, the
most important of which was the inexorable increase in the population. The phrase
‘superabundance of labourers’ entered the language.

Population increase
It is perhaps no coincidence that supporters of the idea of spade allotments began to argue
for them in 1816, ‘the year without a summer’. The cause was a huge volcanic eruption a
year earlier at Tambora in Indonesia, which sent large clouds of ash into the atmosphere. In
1816, in much of the world, the sun’s rays were screened out. The cause was not understood
by contemporaries, but the effects on growing crops and ruined harvests certainly were. In
reality, the good years in agriculture were over even before the end of the French Wars.
Agricultural prices fell, and a long period of deflation ensued, which lasted until the early
1850s. With a rising population, the cost of supporting the poor rose markedly. In rural
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Young, advocating allotments and cottage gardens in the issues of 5 October 1816 and 2 January 1819.



areas the burden of paying for poor relief lay heavily on tenant farmers, who found their
rents increasingly difficult to meet. Landowners, faced with having to reduce rents or lose
tenants, saw their incomes declining. To protect ‘the Rural Interest’, in 1815 a Corn Law
was passed to restrict the import of cheap foreign grain until the price of home-grown
cereals reached a certain level. If this mollified farmers and landowners by keeping up the
price of wheat, the Corn Law was hated by the common people because it kept the price
of bread (their staple food) high. In addition, under the burden of huge war debts,
Government policy exacerbated the situation; at the end of the Wars income tax was
abolished, and was replaced by indirect taxes on a range of basic necessities, such as tea and
sugar.

Whatever difficulties others within the rural economy had to face, people at the bottom
fared worst of all. Labourers and their families suffered falling wages, unemployment,
underemployment, an impoverished diet and increased reliance on parish poor relief. Rather
than being seen as victims of the economic depression, labourers were blamed for causing
it. They stood accused of being poor law scroungers, lazy, feckless, ignorant and improvident.
In 1834, they were to feel the harshness of a new Poor Law, based on unions of parishes
and their workhouses. As a preliminary, the old policy by which magistrates had the
temporary power to fix wages and the price of bread in order to prevent the threat to public
order, was ended.

Pros and cons
To advocates of allotments the provision of small plots of land for rent seemed an obvious
solution, at once sensible and humane. Allotments would give labourers the chance to feed
their families better and sell or barter surpluses, which would reduce their dependence on
the poor rates. For such philanthropists, a significant additional benefit would be (they
believed) that allotments would improve ‘the moral character’ of the labourers. None of
this, they implied, threatened the existing order. However, for the most part, the existing
order begged to differ.

Although labourers went along with the arguments of their supporters, their aim was to
lessen their total dependence on being hired hands. Their desire was to live by ‘cottage
economy’, supplementing farm work with working on their own account. In the great
journalist William Cobbett they had a friend who, in his writings and speeches eulogised
such a way of life, extolling the virtues of growing their own wheat and baking their own
bread. Some labourers hoped that allotments might be a first step to becoming smallholders,
or even, perhaps one day, farmers. What labourers wanted, in Northamptonshire as
elsewhere, was simple: to be able to stay on the land, to be able to feed and clothe their
families, to have some independence.

Opposition to allotments
The opposition to allotments was vehement and determined. By the end of the French
Wars farmers had labourers where they wanted them – hired hands solely dependent on
them for work. Economists and farmers agreed that allotments would be a retrograde step,
a reversal of history. Allotments would also impede the migration of labour. Farmers argued
that workers having plots to work might choose not to work when they were needed on
the farm, might be tempted to steal seed, and would be tempted to poach or commit other
misdemeanours when moving to and from their allotments. They were decidedly against
labourers growing wheat, which they said would lower prices in local markets and
encourage workers to think of themselves as farmers. They ignored the argument that
allotments would reduce the poor rates, and insisted that anything which gave labourers
increased independence was not in their interest.
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Appeal to philanthropists 
The best chance that labourers and their sympathisers had of access to allotments was to
appeal to the philanthropic instincts of individual landowners and clergy. Faced with farmer
opposition and falling rents, most landowners and clergy with land did not wish to upset
their tenants. But some were prepared to set aside land for allotments. In 1886, the Earl of
Onslow, a great Surrey landowner, published a history of allotments. It all went back, he
said, to 1793, when land was made available in small parcels in Tewkesbury. In 1795 a
‘Society for Bettering the Condition and Improving the Comforts of the Poor’ was formed,
although it is not clear whether it had much success. Better known, he said, was Lord
Winchilsea’s scheme of 1810 in Rutland. However, Lord Onslow recollected that allotments
‘did not become general until after the severe agricultural distress in 1832.’ The first
allotments identified in Northamptonshire by Dr. Burchardt in his recent History of the
Allotments Movement were at Orlingbury in 1809, Spratton, 1822, Byfield, 1825, Farthinghoe,
1826 and Barby,1829.2 To these may be added Titchmarsh, where in 1820, ‘gardens’ were
rented to 62 poor people in amounts from 10 to 26 poles ‘according to the size of their
families; Deenethorpe and Glapthorne, where in 1828, the Earl of Cardigan was providing
allotments; and Geddington in 1832, where the Duke of Buccleuch granted portions of
land to ‘90 families in roods and half roods for spade culture’.3

Rioting
It is little surprise to find that the situation began to change in 1832, the year in which
England arguably came closer to revolution than at any time in the nineteenth century.
Parliamentary reformers had become outraged at the obstruction of the House of Lords to
the passing of two Reform Bills, after two years of rising pressure on the legislature and the
King. There were serious riots in Bristol and other towns. Political turmoil coincided with
a serious rural crisis, with great unemployment, rising poor rates and a low-level guerrilla
war, in Northamptonshire as elsewhere, with rick burning, poaching, sheep stealing and
cattle maiming. (Figure 1) Late 1830 and early 1831 saw the ‘Swing Riots’. Northampton-
shire, as it happened, was no Hampshire; there were only a handful of incidents of
destruction or attempted destruction of threshing machines.4 Nonetheless, these events had
the effect of encouraging moves to increase allotments.

Labourers’ Friend Society
In 1832, at a meeting in London, a ‘Labourers’ Friend Society’ was formed to spread the
idea of setting up local branches to encourage ‘small farming.’ At the inaugural meeting,
the Bishop of Bath and Wells described a scheme of his own ‘thirty years before’ in
Cambridgeshire, with the benefits that had resulted. Allotment holders were given ‘the
means of subsistence’, ‘learned the habits of industry’, were persuaded to avoid ‘the evils of
drink’ and the poor rates were reduced.5 That year, news was reported of allotments at
Hollowell, and of the Buccleuch scheme at Geddington. Printed Rules and Regulations for
the Letting and Management of a Plot of Land to the Cottagers in the Parishes of Weedon and
Norton from this time also survive.6 However, the effects of the Labourers’ Friend Society
in Northamptonshire seem minimal. An attempt at Kettering in 1833 to launch one for
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the Northern Division of the County, with prominent local landowners and clergymen on
its committee, came to nothing.7

A Labourers’ Friend Society founded at Banbury was bitterly assailed by zealots for a
reformed Poor Law, notably the Rev. Francis Litchfield of Farthinghoe. If, in the end, he
satisfied himself that Banbury allotment occupiers would not be serious competitors to
farmers, he was still left with the belief that ‘to connect pauperism with property is to rid
pauperism in the eye of the poor man of every objection, and to destroy the little disgrace
that is now attached to it.’8 He need not have worried. His ardently wished-for Poor Law
Amendment Act in 1834 enshrined that particular ‘disgrace’ in its every provision.
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Figure 1. A notice in the Northampton Mercury 24 December 1831, offering a
£700 reward for information about an incendiary fire at Brixworth.



The one notable Labourers’ Friend Society success was the Northampton Artizans and
Labourers’ Friend Society, founded by a group of churchmen and conservative professional
people. For a penny a week Northampton workers could join the Provident Fund, which
would pay out a lump sum at sixty, or upon death. An allotment was let to members who
wanted one, and there was an Investment fund, which served as a savings bank.9 ‘The
Artizans’ became a notable Northampton institution, and shows that urban workers desired
allotments as much as villagers. By 1901 the Artizans had 3,672 members, and had expanded
to become a Land and Building Society.10 Under another name, it survives to this day. Why
did this kind of Society flourish in Northampton rather than in the countryside? There
were no doubt several reasons. One surely was that the men who founded the Northampton
Society did not fear or despise working men in the way their rural counterparts seem to
have done. However, no other place in the county followed Northampton’s lead.

The situation changes
The Royal Commission which preceded the passing of the Poor Law Amendment Act
collected some information about allotments. In a sample of seventeen parishes in
Northamptonshire it was found that nine had no allotments, and others only a few acres.
In other words, provision was minimal. Thirty-five years later the picture had changed. In
his report to the Royal Commission on the Employment of Children, Young Persons and
Women in Agriculture in 1867, the Assistant Commissioner, F. H. Norman, commented:
‘The practice of letting allotments to the occupiers of cottages is very generally adopted
throughout the county. The parishes in which no land at all is let in that way are few in
number, and in many parishes the quantity so let is large’ (citing Clipston, Ravenstone and
Thornby). However, Norman noted that it was otherwise rare to find allotments let out in
plots of an acre, or more. Most were smaller; typically 30 or 40 poles in extent. And, ‘as a
general rule it is made a condition that the allotment shall be cultivated by spade husbandry
only’.11Norman’s claim that allotments were widely available is borne out by information
in a Return of the numbers of allotments made to Parliament in 1873, which revealed that
Northamptonshire had one of the largest numbers in the country.

Clearly, between 1832 and 1867, the struggle over whether or not to extend labourers’
access to land tilted towards those in favour. One explanation is that it was preceded by 20
years of depression and deteriorating rural relationships. The appalling depressions of 1838-
42 and 1846-48 saw the appearance and spread of Chartism. Although more of an urban
than a rural movement, Chartism did have a presence in rural Northamptonshire. In
particular, the move to raise money for a Chartist Land Company from 1845 to purchase
estates to be laid out in smallholdings brought a strong response nationally from villagers as
well as townspeople. Thousands subscribed to try to acquire a two, three or four-acre plot
and a cottage on one of the four estates purchased by the Company.12 In the end, Feargus
O’Connor’s attempt to create ‘an English yeomanry for the 19th century’ foundered badly.
Nonetheless, support for the Land Plan demonstrated a powerful desire by numbers of
workers to stay on or return to the land. This was not lost on those in favour of allotments,
numbers of which grew from the 1840s.
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94 northamptonshire past and present

Figure 2. Rules and Regulations of Daventry Allotments Society, 1852. Charles
W. Watkins was a Daventry banker. (By courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office)



Allotments provided by individual landlords and local allotment societies also increased
because the long agricultural depression, which had lasted since the end of the French Wars,
finally lifted in 1853. Harvests and prices improved. Rural crime diminished and fear and
suspicion of the labourers slowly faded. Demand from the growing towns made for an
increasingly prosperous rural sector. Compared to what had preceded it (and what was to
come later), these years came to seem like a rural Golden Age. Moreover, on the part of
certain clergy, philanthropists and landowners, there emerged moves to lessen social hostility.
‘The Promotion of Good Feelings’ took several forms – model cottages, annual village
cottage garden society shows, the introduction of harvest festivals and the provision of
allotments.

However, as a letter which appeared in the Northampton Mercury in 1859 made clear,
allotments were still not widely available. ‘Sennex’, the writer, argued that ‘the agricultural
labourers would be more provident, would be far better servants, would have their moral
character greatly improved if they possessed one thing, which they ought to have, which
they have not, and which they cannot obtain.… It is to be an occupier of land, it is to
possess poultry, a pig or a cow; the possession of these would make the labourer another
being than he is [now]’.13 In fact, the keeping of poultry, a pig or a cow were never to
become more than a rarity on allotments in Northamptonshire.

Allotment Societies
By 1867 the rules and conditions under which allotments were managed had become
formalised. In most cases, Assistant Commissioner Norman had noted, allotment land was
let at a rent much higher than paid by farmers. ‘But’, he noted ‘so great is the value attached
by the labourers themselves that they are always ready to pay these extravagant rents rather
than not have the allotments at all’. Another feature was that allotment land was often
provided at considerable distances from where villagers actually lived, involving long walks
to their plots after work, and the land was rarely of good quality. Allotment Societies of this
period were top-down associations, organised for, but never with, or by, working men. The
promoters rented land (or used their own), which they sub-let. The rules of one such society,
Daventry, (Figure 2) indicate they were specific about what could and could not be grown:
potatoes were the prescribed crop, wheat was not allowed, and cultivation was to be solely
by spade husbandry, ploughs were not allowed. In other words, they discouraged thoughts
of becoming farmers. Typically, these societies imposed ‘a moral means test’ – no work on
a Sunday, allotment holders were required to attend church, expected to give up going to
ale-houses and were to strive to bring up their families ‘in an orderly manner’. Clearly the
intention was to ‘reconstruct’ agricultural labourers; allotments were for ‘respectable’
working men, not ‘roughs’.

Individual allotment associations had their variations. Daventry stipulated agricultural
workers only – for some reason, the town’s shoemakers were ineligible; too rough, maybe.
Nearby Weedon, on the other hand, was prepared to countenance grain growing, provided
that no more than half the plot was devoted to it. Husbands Bosworth, in Leicestershire,
had a similar rule: no more than half the land was to grow ‘white grain’, the other was to
be cropped with potatoes, pulse or green crops ‘but no turnips or other crop of that kind
to be grown for seed’. It was stipulated that ‘The trustees shall always be at liberty to inspect
the land; and shall decide any questions which may arise out of the above regulations’.

Not all village allotments ran on this mixture of philanthropy and patronage. In 1874 the
Northampton Mercury published an article on the Ravenstone allotments, which had attracted
the attention of Lord Spencer. In this village there was no less than 60 acres of allotments.
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The core was land originally left to the poor in the eighteenth century by a Mrs. Palmer.
Customarily, this had been let to farmers and the income distributed annually to the poor.
However, in recent years this pattern had been changed. Old restrictions as to who should
be tenants were revised in favour of letting the land in small parcels to working men. In
addition, the holders of the poor’s land had also been allowed six poles of garden ground
by Lord Willoughby, and the vicar let 20 acres of his land out in one or two acre plots.
Another eight-acre field was also in allotments.14

Lord Spencer was told that the promoters generally believed that ‘an acre was too much
for a man to work with the spade in hours he is not employed on the farm’ (although the
vicar seems to have thought differently). Wheat, barley and potatoes were the main crops,
‘the plot yield being calculated to pay the rent and supply the table of the family during
the year’. ‘On average about ten or eleven bushels of corn is produced from each rood of
land so planted, or more that 40 bushels for the acre, a yield much larger than farmers expect
from their land’.15 Seven years before, F. H. Norman had noted that Ravenstone was
remarkable in having an unusually large amount of allotment land. Now, land originally
left to the poor was actually being cultivated by the poor. However, in too many villages,
people found that the charity trustees were unwilling to replace old letting arrangements
with allotments. In years to come bitter disputes occurred over this issue.
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Figure 3. A meeting of agricultural labourers at Geddington Cross to hear
Joseph Arch, 29 November 1872. (Illustrated London News)

14 NH 18 April 1874.
15 Ibid.



Rise of Co-operatives
By 1874 labourers were beginning to react against ‘social control’ and its irritations. The
desire to be more in charge of their own lives seems to have first manifested itself in 1858,
with the rise of modern Co-operation. A report in the Northampton Herald in 1869,
reviewing ten years of growth, found that the county now had thirty-nine Co-operative
Societies. According to the Herald’s sources, what triggered this was the failure of the great
footwear strike against machinery in 1857-9 However, the new Co-operatives were not
restricted to footwear towns or industrial villages. And, in the scale of its Co-operative
activity compared to neighbouring Leicestershire, Warwickshire, Buckinghamshire and
Bedfordshire, Northamptonshire led the way in this part of England. For the most part,
these Co-ops were retail stores, but had found it difficult to achieve another of their
objectives, the provision of allotments, such attempts being ‘rendered difficult by the
opposition of landowners’. However, the Herald predicted correctly that ‘the agricultural
labourers will attempt something in this direction’.16

Unions arise
From the time of the crushing of the Tolpuddle labourers in the 1830s, conventional wisdom
had it that rural workers were too poor, downtrodden, isolated, ignorant, too deferential
and too set in their ways to be unionised. In 1872 the unthinkable happened. Under the
leadership of Joseph Arch, a union arose in Warwickshire and spread rapidly across the
Midlands. (Figure 3) But even before the National Agricultural Labourers’ Union came
into being, Hodge had stirred elsewhere. Strikes in Buckinghamshire in 1867 spread into
Northamptonshire at Evenley, near Brackley.17 What provoked these strikes was the fact
that at a time when food prices were rising, agricultural wages remained static. As Pamela
Horn has shown, the N.A.L.U. (and other local labourers’ unions) tried to set up allotment
schemes for their members. The fact that neither the unions nor their land schemes survived
after 1880 did not lessen the desire for a different mode of provision.18 However, it was to
Parliament, rather than to union-based, Co-operative, or philanthropic schemes that the
labourers now turned. The aim was to change the law to allow for public provision of
allotment land in town and countryside. The question became politicised.

Part 2 of Agricultural Labourers and Allotments will appear in the next number of this journal.
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OBITUARY NOTICES

Dr Stephen Mattingly 1922-2011

Stephen Mattingly was born on 1 March 1922. He became a medical student at UCH in
London in 1941 and after graduating joined the Royal Army Medical Corps. He served in
the Far East and on returning to England in 1949 he specialized in physical medicine at
UCH. He held many posts and was responsible for educating the medical professions about
rehabilitation.

At his retirement, Stephen and his wife, Brenda, moved to Little Brington to be near their
family. He was never going to remain inactive in retirement and soon became heavily
involved in the Brington History Society. His extensive researches into the local history as
well as that of the Spencers and Washingtons culminated in the publication in 1997 of his
book, Aspects of Brington. Shortly after its publication Princess Diana died and Stephen was
interviewed by the world’s media as the local expert on the Spencers. He spent a great deal
of time at St Mary’s, Great Brington, as a steward.

Stephen was a sociable, extroverted person who was good company, friendly, hospitable,
generous and a kind and loving father and grandfather. He had a long and very full life
during which he achieved much. His legacy will remain Aspects of Brington.

From the ‘Bringtons and Nobottle News’, April/May 2011, based on remarks by Stephen’s
son, Peter, with additions by Gary Shaeffer for the Brington History Society.

Guy Phipps-Walker 1919-2010

Guy Phipps-Walker was born on 21 November 1919. He attended Marlborough School,
followed by Clare College, Cambridge, where he read geography. From there he joined the
RNVR at the beginning of World War II and was immediately awarded a commission.

Guy’s war experiences formed a very important part of his life. He joined HMS Erica, a
Flower class corvette, as second lieutenant and navigator. HMS Erica was based between
Tobruk and Benghazi running a number of escort convoys. While on duty on 9 February,
1943, the vessel hit a mine; Guy was on the upper bridge and his spinal cord was severely
damaged in the explosion. After a great deal of therapy he was able to learn to walk again.
He was transferred to hospital in Durban and there met his future wife, Audrey Duncan.
They became engaged before Guy was shipped home to Dorset. His next appointment was
to HMS McCall in Cumberland. Audrey arrived from South Africa and they were married
in 1945. They lived in Cumberland until Guy was discharged in 1946.

At the suggestion of his father, Guy was then articled to a law firm in the City and qualified
as a solicitor. Once his studies were completed, Guy, Audrey and their son, Nigel, moved to
Adamfield in Boughton in 1953. Guy became involved in a wide sphere of activities, firstly
assuming the chairmanship of J. W. Walker & Sons, organ builders, founded by Guy’s great
grandfather, Joseph William Walker, in 1826. On Walker’s death his son, James John Walker,
took over the reins following his marriage to Emily Florence Phipps, daughter of Pickering
Phipps MP, the Northampton brewer. At the time Guy and Audrey moved to Adamfield,
Guy took on the role of assistant managing director of Phipps Northampton Brewery
Company, largely on the legal side.
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Guy was a regional Director of Lloyds Bank for many years and also a keen Mason. As
churchwarden of Boughton, Guy took great joy and pride in the building. He was the
patron of the living of Collingtree. Guy’s business expertise was freely given in running
local organizations, including the Record Society which he served for many years on the
Council and Finance and Investment Committees. He was Chairman of the Friends of
Ecton House, the former diocesan retreat and conference centre which was the spiritual
home of the diocese for many years. Guy’s business expertise was freely given in running
the organization and in fundraising for the whole enterprise.

Adamfield became a home from home for many. Guy enjoyed sailing his Flying 15 on
Pitsford Reservoir, spending weekends on their canal boat and indulging his love of the
countryside. He was a kind and generous friend, a wise counsellor and a devoted family
man, always available for sound advice and support.

Compiled by Barbara Hornby from a funeral address given by Mr Rob James

Leslie Cooper Skelton 1922-2010

Leslie Skelton was born in 1922 at Glossop, Derbyshire, son of Stanley and Maud Skelton.
Stanley was a commercial millinery traveller for a Manchester firm, which occasioned a
move to Bury, Lancs. Here Leslie went to school, transferring later to Lord’s School in
Bolton, a private school specializing in commercial subjects including office management
and accountancy. At the age of 15 he left to become a police cadet in Bacup. He joined St
Helen’s Borough Police in 1940 as a constable at the behest of his father, wisely mindful of
potential employment difficulties after the War.

In 1941 Leslie volunteered for the Royal Air Force and after a year began various training
courses, one of which sent him to Canada on the Queen Mary I. He had an interesting visit
to the USA on ten days’ leave. Before he had qualified as a pilot, the army demanded more
men and Leslie was transferred, moving back to Liverpool. Near the end of the War St
Helen’s Police asked for him to be released and returned to service.

This was the beginning of a long and distinguished career in the police service. At St Helen’s
he held a number of posts, including the Chief Clerk’s Office, Coroner’s Officer, and
employment by the Home Office. On leaving Lancashire, Leslie and the family first moved
to Folkestone, Kent, where he was Deputy Commandant of a police training college. The
next move was to set up a police training college.

Appointment as commandant of an establishment at Chantmarle, Dorset, brought him to
that county. He was in charge of training policemen from all over the south of England, as
well as overseeing a building programme. He met many people in Dorset, including Eric
Ogilvie, from the Teachers’ Training College in Weymouth. Leslie went through many
departments finishing with the rank of Divisional Chief Superintendent in the Dorset
police.

At age 48, retirement from the police was approaching. A post was advertised for a Chief
Administrative Officer to set up a New College of Education at Northampton in 1971.
Leslie was interviewed by Education officers and by Eric Ogilvie, the newly appointed
Principal of the College; he was offered and accepted the position. Jean Hall was appointed
the same day as Residential Registrar. Leslie had never been to the Midlands before and at
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first lived in a caravan at Sywell until he found a new house at Sywell into which he and
his wife Doris moved.

In 1972 the Northampton College of Education emerged from fields in Boughton Green
Road at Moulton Park, with four people, about a hundred van-loads of equipment, 80
students and a budget of about £20,000. Leslie’s contribution was considerable, with new
buildings to equip and staff to be appointed. Other colleges were amalgamated, some in
Northampton and others farther afield, such as the Leatherseller’s Centre at East London,
and the Blackwood Management Centre.

Out of this, Nene College, associated with the University of Leicester, developed a thriving
institution with over 600 staff roughly equally divided between teaching and non-teaching,
about sixteen thousand students on the books and a budget approaching £10 million in
1987, later becoming Northampton University.

Leslie was given an Honorary MA Degree by Leicester University in 1987 for his services
to education. This took place at Northampton Town Hall were Miriam Rothschild from
Ashton also received a degree. His work in the county since 1971 was further recognized
by an invitation to a Buckingham Palace Garden party in 1996.

Leslie’s move to the Northamptonshire Record Society came about when Jeffrey
Greenwell, then Chief Executive of Northamptonshire County Council, told him that a
new secretary was required. Leslie took office in 1987 and soon after Jean Hall became
assistant, so re-establishing the ‘old team’. Leslie ran an efficient office, always attending to
the needs of the Council and members, and organizing meetings, large and small. His
popularity was evident by the large sum of money given by NRS members at his retirement
in 2007. Many of us miss the anecdotes of life in the police forces of Lancashire and Dorset.
We will also remember with great pleasure the style Leslie brought to NRS meetings and
his rapport with and delight in working with the President, Sir Hereward Wake.

At the end of the Second World War Leslie married a local girl, Doris Atherton. They had
two sons, John and Neal. John was tragically drowned during a school trip to the Lake
District in 1960 at the age of 13. Doris died in 1987, shortly before Leslie joined the Record
Society. After 20 years living on his own at Sywell, Leslie moved to be near his son Neal in
Northumberland where he settled in well, claiming he could not understand a word that
the locals said to him.

He was a true Lancastrian and proud of his heritage and family.

Compiled by David Hall
with information provided by Neal Skelton and Northampton University
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Three charts relating to the paper One Thing Leads to Another: Some Explorations
Occasioned by Extracts from the Diaries of Anna Margaretta de Hochepied-Larpent on
page 34.
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Cottesbrooke, 73, 74
County Gaol, 35, 40

Dallington House, 36
Darcy family, 11
Daventry, 58
Daventry Allotments Society, rules and
regulations, 94

Davison, Secretary of State, 30
de Hochepied, Elbert, 4th Baron, 34
Dean, William, 71, 74
Dee, Sir John, 29
depressions of 1838-42 and 1846-48,
93

deserted villages, 45
Dudley, Robert, 24

Easton Maudit, 44
Easton on the Hill, Priest’s House,14
Edgcote, 46
Elizabeth I, 22-33
Elmes, William, 16, 17
Ely Place, Holborn, 27
Employment of Children, Young
Persons and Women in Agriculture,
Royal
Commission on, 93

enclosures
depopulationg, 46
parliamentary, 46-52, 89

Eton, 5, 11, 14
extra-parochial land, 82
Eyton family, 43

Fairfax family, 10
Faxton, 46
Fazacreley, Robert, 10, 18
Fermour property, Warmington, 19
Finedon, 70
Finnegan, Robert, 86
Fitzroy, Augustus Henry, 3rd Duke of
Grafton, 55

Flitcroft, Henry, 47
Flore, 58
Foley, Father, 81
Fotheringhay, 6, 15, 30
Fremeaux family, 34-44
Fremeaux, Peter, monument, 40
Fremeaux, Susannah, 42, 43

Gargates fee, 7
Gentleman Pensioner, 22
Gideon tapestries, 29
Golden Hind, 29
Grafton Regis, 53-67
Grafton, 3rd Duke of, 55
Grand Junction Canal, 53-67

Haldane, Isabella, Stewart, 41
Halder, Jacob, master armourer, 22
Hardingstone, 43, 44
Harlech castle, siege, 12
Hartwell, 58
Hatton, Christopher, 22-33
Lord Chancellor of England, 31
Lord Lieutenant of Northants, 31

Hatton Garden, 27
Heath Row, Middlesex, 27
Heneage, Sir Thomas, 23, 24
Holdenby House, Northants, 22-33
Treswell, Ralph, cartographer, 29

Hothorpe, 46
household servants, 7
Howard, John, 40
hulks at Gosport, 75

indigentes scolares, 5
Inner Temple, London, 22
The Tragedy of Gorbudoc, 22

Inquisitions of Depopulation, 45
Isted family, 44
Isted, Ambrose, 44

Jekyll, Sir Joseph, 36
John of Gaunt, 31
Johnson, John, of Leicester, 35
Johnson, Samuel, 44

Kingscliffe recusant centre, 84
King’s College, Cambridge, 5, 10, 11, 14
Kings Sutton, 71
Kingsthorpe, 34-44
Kirby Hall, 28
Knightley, Sir Richard, 30
Knyvetts, 8
Kynnesman family, 13

Labourers’ Friend Society, 91, 92, 93
Lancastrian cause, 11
Land and Building Society, 93
Langham, Sir James, 70, 71, 73, 74
Larpent, Anna, 34-44
Laslett’s multiplier, 55
Latham, Nicholas, 3
Latham’s Hospital, 3
Lettice Knollys, 24
Lilford Hall, 36, 47-52
Lilford, Lord, 47
Lilford-cum-Wigsthorpe, 45-52
Linches, 50
Linnell, James, hanged, 76
Little Billing, 38
Little Bowden, 77
Long Buckby, 57
Lovell, Edward, 86
Luddite movement, 68
Lye, Edward B., 70

machine breaking, Upper Boddington,
75
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Marprelate Tracts, 30
Mary, Queen of Scots, 24, 29, 30
Melville, Sir James, 22
Midland Rising of 1607, 45
migration, inward, 58
Militia Lists, 61, 64
Milton, 46
Moigne lands, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 18
Moulton Park, 49

Napoleon, invasion by, 54
National Agricultural Labourers’
Union, 97

Nether Heyford, 57
Norman, F. H., Assistant
Commissioner, 93, 95, 96

Northampton Artizans and Labourers’
Friend Society, 93

Northamptonshire Horse, 31

Onslow, Earl of, history of allotments,
91

origins of villagers, 60
orphanage for girls, 88
Oundle, 3, 69
Overstone, 46
Oxford Canal, 53

pedigree, Stokes of Warmington, 7
Perceval, Spencer, 81
petition, 75
philanthropists, 90, 91
Pilton church, 50
Pipewell, Northants, 13
Pomfret, Earl of, 76, 77
Poor Law Amendment Act, 1834, 92,
93

Poor Law Commission, 74
Poor Law guardians, 82
Poor Law Rural Queries Commission,
74

Poor Law, 90, 92
poor relief, 90
‘poor scholars’, 5
poor schools, 88
population
changes, 58
increases, 56

Porter, Anna Margaretta, 34
Porter, Sir James, 34
Porteus, J. D., 66
Portington, Mrs. (née Fremeaux), 38,
42

Portington, Revd Henry, 39
Potterspury, 58
Powys family, 36
Powys Lilford Verse, 36
Powys, Thomas, 47
Primary, Secondary, Tertiary scheme,
61

Promotion of Good Feelings, The, 95
Provident Fund, 93
Pugin, A. W., 85
Purbeck, Isle of, 27

Queen’s Guard, 23

Railway, Grand Junction, 54
Raleigh, Sir Walter, 23
Raynsford family, 36
Raynsford, Lord Chief Justice, 36
Rebecca riots, 68
Reform Bill riots, 68
Regnans in Excelsis, 24
Religious Census, 1851, 81
River Thames, 53
Roade, 58
Rockingham forest, 13, 14, 26, 38, 84
Roman Catholic pro-Cathedral, 82
Roman Catholics, Northampton, 81-
88

Rothwell, 73
Royal Ordnance Depot, 54, 60, 61
Rushden, Roman Catholic chapel in,
87

St Paul’s Cathedral, Old, 26, 32
Sapcotes, 8
Scott, Rev. Thomas, 39
Sessions House, Northampton, 35, 37
Shrewsbury, Lady, 24, 28, 29
Sotheby family, 44
Spencer, Earl, 71, 73, 75
Spencer, Lord, 95
Spencer, Sir Edmund, 30
Stewart, Charles, 5th of Ardsheal, 41
Stewart, Isabella Haldane, memorial in
Latin, 41

Stoke Bruerne, 53, 54
Stokes of Warmington pedigree, 7
Stokes, Agnes, 8-21
Stokes, Isabel, 8-21
Stokes, John, 6-21
junior, will, 21

Stokes, Margaret, 8-21
Stokes, Thomas, junior, 18

Stokes, William, 5-21
attainted,12

Stubbs, John, 24, 25
Swing riots, 68-80
Swing riots, 91

Tambora, Indonesia, volcano, 89
Temple Hirst, 11
Temple Newsam, 11
Theobald’s, 28
Thornton Hall, 35
Thornton Park, 35
Thornton, Revd Philip, 43
Thornton, Thomas Reeve, 43
Thorpe Achurch, 48, 49
church, 50

Thrapston Association. 70
Thursby family, 37
Tillemans, Peter, 48
Titchmarsh church, 50
Tolpuddle labourers, 97
Towcester, 58
transportation to the colonies, 75
Tresham, Sir Thomas, 30
Treswell, Robert, at Holdenby, 29
Twyford, Bucks, 5

unions, 97
Upton, 46

VCH, 3
vermin bounties, 51
volcanic eruption, 89

Wadenhoe House, 48
Wadenhoe, 48
church, 50

Walsingham, Sir Francis, 23, 24
Wappenham, 39, 40
Warmington, Northamptonshire, 5-21
Weedon, 53-67
Wellingborough, 69
Wellingborough, Steward of, 27
Welsh Rising 1831, 68
Whilton, 57
Wigsthorpe, 47, 48, 51
Winchilsea, Lord, scheme, 91
Winterbourne Abbas, 39, 40

Yardley Gobion, 53-67
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Cover illustration:

Portrait of Sir Christopher Hatton as Lord Chancellor and Knight of the Garter, a
copy of a somewhat mysterious original. Described as ‘in the manner of Marcus
Gheeraerts the Younger’ it was presumably painted between Hatton’s accession to
the Garter in 1588 and his death in 1591. The location and ownership of the original
are unknown, and it was previously unrecorded by the National Portrait Gallery. It
may possibly be connected with a portrait of Hatton, formerly in the possession of
the Drake family at Shardeloes, Amersham, sold at Christie’s on 26 July 1957 (Lot
123) and again at Sotheby’s on 4 July 2002.

Permission to reproduce this image has been given by Robert Hatton (USA), who has also drawn
the author’s attention to some additional sources relating to Holdenby House.
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