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Instructions for contributors.

All contributions must be provided in hard copy and in electronic format on a
CD/DVD or as an attachment to an email, preferably in Word.doc or docx. Please use
the existing house style of NP&P. Normally, the maximum length is 6,500 to 7,000
words. Shorter articles and small news items are also welcome. Draft texts may be sent
for discussion. The deadline for material will now be the end of March. Printed
references used more than a few times should be abbreviated after the first time and
referred back to the full citation. Each article should have at least one illustration and
full articles at least three. All illustrations must be of good quality with copyright
permission stated and obtained where appropriate. If digital illustrations are provided
they should be in separate files, either JPEG or TIFF, preferably with a resolution of at
least 300 dpi.
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THE NORTHAMPTONSHIRE RECORD SOCIETY
(FOUNDED 1920)

WOOTTON HALL PARK, NORTHAMPTON NN6 8BQ
President

Lord Boswell of Aynho

NOTES AND NEWS

In 1982 the first Local History Certificate course, run by Leicester University, began in
Barrack Road, Northampton. An impressive team of lecturers was led by R. L. Greenall,
who was also, at that time, Hon. Editor of Northamptonshire Past and Present. That course
led me to an MA and later, a PhD, and I now find myself endeavouring to fill the Greenall
shoes, at a couple of removes, as editor of this journal.

A charismatic teacher, Ron was fond of a technique he called the ‘bleeding chunk’ method.
He would present a small piece of original source material: a page of accounts; a poster; a
newscutting, zooming in to the particular, like a cinematographer at the beginning of a
film. Then from the fine detail he would spin out themes and context, pulling back for a
general view of agricultural improvement, poverty, local government, or whatever the topic
was for the week’s class.

Victor Hatley was good at ‘bleeding chunks’ too. I still vividly remember his contribution
to this journal in 1989-90, offering a scrap of estate agent blandishment in a property
advertisement, illuminating E. A. Wrigley’s theories on English regionalisation with a tiny
detail concerning the supply of Northamptonshire butter to eighteenth-century London.

Our Record Office is full of illuminating source material. Some of it may be stumbled
upon in the course of searching for something else. Sharing it in these pages does not always
need a paper of several thousand words. Half a page may be enough to draw the attention,
catch the interest and stir the spirit of enquiry in readers. So if you have come across
something that cries out for wider awareness of its existence, please consider submitting it
for publication here.

Margaret Hawkins, the Society’s new Hon. Librarian, (see below) has sent out a
questionnaire to discover members’ research interests for the purpose of planning new
library acquisitions for the Society. A register of research in progress might be a valuable
feature of future issues of this journal to enable those with common interests to make
contact, share perspectives and exchange insights. I invite you to offer your views on this
idea to David Harries or your Hon. Editor.

* * * * *

Future Society Lectures. The Society’s Spring and Autumn Lectures in 2018 will take
place at St Andrew’s Hospital on Saturday 5 May (immediately after the AGM) and 20
October. Lectures begin at 2.45pm.

On 5 May Sarah Charlton will explain how the Manorial Documents Register can be used
as a tool to find records and give an account of the manorial system and what records it
generated, with particular reference to Northamptonshire. 

Details of the Autumn Lecture on 20 October will be announced nearer the time.

* * * * *
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notes and news 5

John Bailey of Finedon. Rather late in the day, we have to record the death of John
Bailey, a long-standing member of this society. He died on 11 July 2016, having been a
member of NRS since 1972. His principal research interest was the parish of Finedon, on
which he had published three books, as well as working to prevent the demolition of a
number of local historic buildings. He was also an enthusiastic member of the County
Archive Panel. He will be missed.

* * * * *

Website. The Society’s website continues to grow, with latest news of the Society, online
versions of the first three volumes of this journal and a useful subject index to all issues.
Visit www.northamptonshirerecordsociety.org.uk

My thanks go to this year’s contributors for their papers and to previous editors, Barbara
Hornby and David Hall, who have been so supportive, patient and helpful as I have learned
the ropes. Please keep the papers coming, long or short, for future issues. Consult the
instructions to contibutors on p.2 for details.

Wendy Raybould
* * * * *

The Society’s Library. You may not be aware that Northamptonshire Record Society
has a reference library available to members, housed in its premises in the Northamptonshire
Record Office.

The collection consists of about 1,200 books and bound journals covering the county, its
towns and villages, and the Soke of Peterborough.  Most of the volumes have been donated
and the collection reflects the interests of the donors.  The library contains the standard
county histories, such as the Victoria County History, and those by Baker, Bridges and Morton,
and is particularly strong on architecture, antiquities, ecclesiastical matters, local government,
agriculture, transport and military topics.  There is also a good collection of trade directories.
The collection is less strong on topics of more recent interest, such as social history, sport
and leisure.  The coverage of individual towns and villages is patchy.  These shortcomings
reflect the pattern and quality of publishing, as well as the interests of past donors.

The library also holds a significant number of works on neighbouring counties, particularly
Lincolnshire and Leicestershire.  There are also wider background volumes useful to the
researcher, such as Oliver Rackham’s History of the countryside, Oxford companion to local and
family history and H. C. Darby’s Historical geography of England before 1800,  as well as a number
of encyclopaedias, directories and other reference works relevant to topography, biography
and local history.  This part of the collection is currently being edited to ensure that it is as
useful as possible to the local historian.  A catalogue of holdings in Excel format is available
in the library.  Some members have asked for this to be made available on-line and we are
looking into the feasibility of doing this.  

To help ensure that holdings and future acquisitions reflect members’ needs, all members
were recently sent a questionnaire asking about their research interests.  We appreciate that
many members may not be actively involved in a research project at present but, even so, it
would help if you were to tell us what topics you might wish to research in the future.  It
is not too late to complete and return your questionnaire.

The library has no set opening hours but you will be welcome to browse the collection at
any time you are visiting.  However, do contact the Secretary on 01604 762297 before
visiting to check that the library will be open.  If sufficient members are interested, it may
be possible to arrange introductory sessions to explore the collection.
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6 northamptonshire past and present

The library is potentially a very valuable resource for the Northamptonshire researcher and
deserves to be well used.  I look forward to welcoming you to the library in the future.

Margaret Hawkins
Honorary Librarian

* * * * *

Star Chamber Project. The Elizabethan Star Chamber Project, hosted by AALT at the
University of Houston, is putting county names on cases in TNA STAC 5 (Records of the
Court of Star Chamber in the reign of Elizabeth I.)

There are now sufficient cases identified to make the web site interesting to local historians
and I would be grateful if you would inform your membership of our existence. Secretary
hand is not for everybody, but the documents are all in English. Most of the cases are
completely unknown to historians and this is because of their chaotic storage at TNA (cases
may have up to twenty different references) and to the previous inadequacy of finding aids.
All the cases are social history of one locality or another.

Helen Good
http://www.uh.edu/waalt/index.php/Elizabethan_Star_Chamber_Project

Notes on Contributors

John Buckell has lived in Northampton since 1971 and was a teacher in the town for over
30 years. He has an MA in Historical Studies from Leicester University and is the author
of Sacrifice, Service and Survival – Weston Favell in the First World War (2012). Currently, he is
researching, writing and giving talks on the local history of the First World War.
johnbuckell@btinternet.com

William Cope is a retired American steel company executive, amateur medievalist and
avid outdoorsman. He lives in Chester County, Pennsylvania, USA, and was inspired to
pursue the history of the Copes by Dr Rowena Archer whilst he was taking Medieval
Studies courses at Cambridge in 2011.

Jon Culverhouse, Curator, came to Burghley in 1984 and was fortunate to be a pupil and
friend of Eric Till until his death in 2000. Eric had an extensive knowledge of the House
and of Stamford, which he shared generously with all those who were interested and Jon
has followed him in discovering new facets of the history of this remarkable House.

Bill Franklin lives in Cambridgeshire and has had a career in nursing and healthcare
management. He took early retirement in 2012 and now spends most of his time researching
history. His particular interests are medieval and Tudor history and landscape
history/archaeology. Bill has written three books, the latest of which, By Mere and Fen: A
History of Soham, was published in 2014.

Martin Izzard has proudly lived all of his life in Northamptonshire. He has dedicated his
life to Natural History, Golf and local issues. He was Captain of Northampton Golf Club
in 2008 after being President of the Northamptonshire Golf Union in 1996. His career
with Unilever for 35 years was as a Chartered Chemist and Scientist prior to taking early
retirement in 2008.  He was awarded the British Empire Medal in 2014 for services to
Northamptonshire Golf and is secretary of the local branch of Butterfly Conservation.
martin.izzard@yahoo.co.uk
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notes and news 7

Peter McKay is a history graduate with a particular interest in the eighteenth century
Grand Tour and the arts and literature of that period. He helped to edit Estate Letters from
the time of John, 2nd Duke of Montagu, 1709-39 (NRS vol. Xlvi, 2013). pmknn7@tiscali.co.uk

Emma Purcell is a doctoral researcher at the University of Leicester. Her collaborative
award PhD, funded by the Arts and Humanities Research Council and the Buccleuch Living
Heritage Trust, has allowed her to research in connection with Boughton House since 2014.
Emma’s research explores the way in which the Montagu family occupied and managed
their large network of properties across the eighteenth century. emmafpurcell@hotmail.co.uk

Dr Eric ‘Jack’ Till. O.B.E. 1904-2000. Eric Till trained in medicine at Guy’s, London
and entered practice in Stamford in 1928. As family doctor to the Cecil family at Burghley
House he gained the friendship and respect of the 5th Marquess of Exeter (1876-1956)
and later his son, David, 6th Marquess (1905-1981), who both allowed him complete access
to the house and its records. His knowledge of Burghley was second to none and, in the
later years of his life, his generosity with that knowledge was of immense help to those
involved with the ‘reawakening’ of Burghley that took place during the 1980s and 90s. 
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John Cope of Deanshanger
(c.1355 – 1414)

… an eminent person…
william cope

It was 1355, the 29th year in the reign of Edward III. England was well engaged in what
came to be known as the Hundred Years War. Less than ten years before, Edward’s eldest
son, the Black Prince, had begun his military career in spectacular fashion at age 16 at the
battle of Crecy, the first great land battle in Edward III’s quest to take the crown of France.
Several years had passed since the plague had come to the Midlands. Plague death toll
estimates are by their very nature vague and generalized. Accurate figures are difficult to
come by. A reasonable assumption would be that somewhere between 35 and 50% of any
given population perished in the year of greatest mortality. Out of this tragedy more land
had become available with fewer workers competing for land or labour. Wages were
increasing and greater opportunity arose for those tied to the land. At about this time, John
Cope was born. John witnessed domestic and international strife, the Peasants’ Revolt,
conflict between the King and the Lords Appellant, the tyranny of kingship, usurpation,
and some tranquility between episodes. He was ultimately on the winning side, maintaining
loyalty to the House of Lancaster from the 1380s through to the end of his life. His loyalty
and service were well rewarded by three successive monarchs. 

We first learn of John Cope in February of 1379, when he and his first wife Elizabeth are
listed as principals in a land transaction.1 In September of that year, John was issued a Writ
of Protection with a clause volumus2 for one year, for going to Ireland in the King’s service
in the company of John de Bromwych.3 Sir Edmund Mortimer, Earl of March had just
been appointed Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. ‘The appointment may have been stimulated
by the Duke of Lancaster’s wish to see March out of England, and therefore not a rival.’4
Mortimer concluded an indenture in August 1379, agreeing to terms of payment for de
Bromwych as his deputy. John de Bromwych had been an MP in Herefordshire and became
Lord Justice of Ireland in 1379.

On 26 August 1379, Robert de Evere, John Vyse, and Walter Somery are directed to arrest as
many ships in the ports of Lytherpole, Chester, Coneweye, and Beaumaris as are necessary for
the conveyance to Ireland of John de Bromwych with 60 men at arms, 120 bowmen, and
horsemen in his retinue.5

We don’t know what role John Cope played in this campaign, but probably a man at arms.

Presumably the Irish campaign lasted a year or less and John came home to Northampton-
shire. He had been married by the end of 1378 to Elizabeth Newenham, daughter and heir
of John Newenham and his wife Elizabeth who was the daughter and heir of John de
Hausted.6 John Cope’s wife brought with her to the marriage the manors of Deanshanger
and Adstock (Buckinghamshire).7 Deanshanger, where they settled and by which John

1 Feet of Fines, TNA CP 25/1/191/23, No 9; Abstracts can be found at www.medievalgenealogy.org.uk
2 This provided simple protection and the guaranteed safety of possessions and servants.
3 Calendar of Patent Rolls, Richard II, vol. I, 1377 – 1381, p. 384.
4 Oxford Dictionary of National Biography, Mortimer, Edmund (III).
5 Williams, W. R. The Parliamentary History of the County of Hereford, (1896), p. 25.
6 Miscellanea Genealogica et Heraldica, Series 3, volume 4, p. 208.
7 Victoria County History - Buckinghamshire, volume 4, pp 140-144 (British History Online).
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10 northamptonshire past and present

came to be known, was in Passenham parish in the southeastern part of Northamptonshire
bounded on the north by Watling Street and on the east by the River Ouse, across from
Stony Stratford. Less than two miles away was the manor of Passenham, granted by John of
Gaunt, Duke of Lancaster to his son Henry of Bolingbroke, Earl of Derby and the future
King Henry IV. Certainly, John knew who his neighbour was but whether he and the Prince
crossed paths at this early date is not known. John and Elizabeth were formally granted the
manor of Adstock on 25 June 1392 by Elizabeth’s father, John Newenham or Nuweman as
it is spelled in this roll, and others, probably trustees-to-be of his estate.8 It was her mother’s
to inherit and bequeath but was probably held, at least on paper, by her father after his wife’s
death, until settled on John and Elizabeth and their heirs.

John’s first marriage ended with Elizabeth’s death in the mid 1390s, certainly before 1397.
In that year, John took the ‘unusual step’ of buying the reversion of the manor of
Deanshanger for a fee of 100 marks, and a fortieth part of a knight’s fee, because he held
the manor ‘by the courtesy’,9 meaning that he and Elizabeth had had a child or children.
Since the manor was Elizabeth’s to start with, had he not taken this step, on his death it
would have passed back to her family. One third was still held by Anne, widow of William
Hausted, his wife’s aunt.

Grant, with the assent of the Council and for 100 marks to be paid at the receipt of the
Exchequer by John Cope, to him, his heirs and assigns, by the service of a fortieth part of a
knight’s fee, of the reversion of the site of the manor of Deneshangre, 132 acres of land, 18
acres of meadow, 6 acres of wood, a yearly rent of 4s 5 ½ d and one ‘brodehokydarewe’, together
with the reversion of a cottage and 1 ½ acres of land held by the yearly rent to 3s and of a
cottage and 1 ½ acres of land similarly held by the rent of 3s all in Wykedyue, Wykehamond,
Passenham, Stonystretford, Pokesle, Wytefeld, Deneshangre and Hoghmouncotes, co.
Northampton which, with the exception of a third part thereof, the said John holds for life by
the courtesy, the said third being held in dower by Anne, late the wife of William Haustede for
her life.10

John had paid 40 marks against the original fee, and upon the accession of Bolingbroke as
Henry IV, John was rewarded by the king pardoning the remaining £40.11 Elizabeth’s Aunt
Anne died in 1400, thus completing John’s ownership.

John married his second wife Joan in 1395 or 1396. Their first born was a son named John,
born in 1396. John’s Stony Stratford Inquisition Post Mortem tells us that his son and heir
John was a minor of 18 years at the death of his father in December 1414.12 Some pedigrees
have John married to second wife Joan in 1393 but wrongly call her Joan Newenham, so
this period in John’s pedigree can be confusing. Joan survived John and died in 1434.13 It
had been said in one pedigree that the son John ‘died before his mother.’14 John and Joan
had two more sons. The naming of Stephen, second born, as heir in 1434 confirms that his
elder brother John was already deceased. Joan’s Inquisition Post Mortem tells us that Stephen
was 24 and more at her passing in 1434,15 so he was born in 1410. Stephen died on 29 July

8 Feet of Fines abstract, TNA CP 25/1/21/108, No 12.
9 Clark, Linda, ed., History of Parliament Project. Special thanks for the detailed explanation of ‘by the courtesy’.
10 Calendar of Patent Rolls, Richard II, Vol 6, 1396 – 1399, p. 210.
11 Calendar of Patent Rolls, Henry IV, Vol 1, 1399 – 1401, p. 18.
12 Inquisition Post Mortem, John Cope, Stony Stratford, 2 Henry V, #20.
13 E-CIPM 24-307 & 308:  Joan, wife of John Cope; (www.inquisitionpostmortem.ac.uk).
14 Miscellanea Genealogica et Heraldica, Series 3, Vol 4, p. 208.
15 E-CIPM 24-307 & 308:  Joan, wife of John Cope.
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john cope of deanshanger 11

1445, and his Stony Stratford, Buckinghamshire, Inquisition Post Mortem16 lists the manor of
Adstock and two other minor parcels, and tells us that John Cope is his son and next heir,
aged 10 on 8 July 1445.  While no Northamptonshire IPM for Stephen survives, a record
in the patent rolls shows that Stephen enfeoffed his wife Joan for her life in the manor of
Deanshanger and the other five manors referenced above in the purchase of the reversion,
with the remainder to his right heirs.17 Very little else is known of Stephen. Other than the
wills and IPMs in which he is named, there is only one other reference to him in the
chancery rolls. He was a witness to, but not involved in a land deal signed at Westminster
in 1440,18 so it seems he may have had a minor role at court. The last son of John and Joan
was William, born between 1410 and 1414, who married the daughter and heir of William
Gossage of Spratton. Spratton is a village north of Northampton, 22 miles from
Deanshanger. William Gossage acquired Spratton in its entirety, and his daughter carried it
in marriage to William Cope, who according to Victoria County History, held it in 1488.19

This succession makes some sense, but the date is problematic in that it makes this William
a contemporary of his grandson, William Cope of Hanwell, Oxfordshire. For this, VCH
cites George Baker in The History and Antiquities of the county of Northampton and Baker cites
Knightley’s Evidences.20 William and wife Gossage had one son, named either Stephen or
Alexander, of whom there is sparse documentary evidence. Other than his listing, by either
name, in various Cope family pedigrees, nothing is known of his birth or death dates,
marriage, domicile, or occupation. In Miscellanea Genealogica et Heraldica, he is purported to
have died ‘temp Henry VII’. This is possible, but he did not leave a documentary footprint.
There is much confusion over his name and he is listed as either father or grandfather of
William Cope of Hanwell, cofferer to Henry VII. I come down on the side of Alexander
and father. Adding proof of Alexander’s early demise, upon the death of Alexander’s father,
William Cope, the manor of Spratton passed to his nephew, John Cope, son of his elder
brother Stephen. Consequently, we must assume that Alexander had already died earlier
than ‘temp Henry VII’.

In the middle of the century the Black Death had rearranged social, agricultural, and estate
management norms. Heavy taxes, in large part due to the war with France, and heavy
handed tax collection by court officials of Richard II led to the Peasant’s Revolt in June of
1381. Sir Robert Tresilian, the Lord Chief Justice, dealt harshly with the rebels, sentencing
those convicted to brutal punishments. Tresilian was ‘appealed’ for treason, stripped of his
lands and goods, and executed on 19 November 1387.21 John Cope is listed in a valuation
of Tresilian’s estate at Salden, co. Buckingham, which was less than five miles from Adstock,
John’s manor in that county. John acquired 240 of Tresilian’s sheep in this ‘sheriff ’s sale’22

and was granted formal possession three years later.23

The language of the King’s formal grant of Tresilian’s sheep is notable in that it references
John as ‘esquire to the King’s cousin, the Earl of Derby’. It was issued shortly after John

16 E-CIPM 26-368:  Stephen Cope.
17 Calendar of Patent Rolls, Henry VI, Vol 4, 1441 – 1446, pp. 431-2.
18 Calendar of Close Rolls, Henry VI,Vol 3, 1435 – 1441, p. 377.
19 Victoria County History - Northamptonshire, Vol 4, pp 100-107.
20 Baker, G. The History and Antiquities of the county of Northampton,1822-30
21 ODNB, Sir Robert Tresilian.
22 Calendar of Inquisitions Miscellaneous, Vol 5, 1387 – 1393, No. 81 (pp 57-59) & No. 103 (pp 80-83) Note:

History of Parliament project lists this as 480 sheep. The number of sheep was double counted. Numbers 81
and 103 are essentially duplicates, with minor differences, rather than separate individual accountings of the
contents of Tresilian’s Salden estate.

23 Calendar of Patent Rolls, Richard IIVol 4, 1388 – 1392, p. 449.
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12 northamptonshire past and present

returned to England from his accompaniment of Derby on his first expedition to Prussia,
which took place from July 1390 through to April of 1391 and for which John was paid
military wages.24 John earned his reputation as a loyal Lancastrian well before the expedition
to Prussia, perhaps during or shortly after returning from Ireland. The wording in this grant
may have been an attempt by Richard II’s council to identify John to all as a loyal
Lancastrian, and therefore firmly in the rival camp. This was three years after the Lords
Appellant had ousted Richard’s favorites and as he was biding his time to exact his
retribution.25

Deanshanger was on the Northamptonshire side of the River Ouse and Adstock was on
the other side of the river in Buckinghamshire about eight miles distant. There was arable
as well as pasture, and we are certain there were sheep, but no documents survive indicating
how these manors produced income. The only indicator of the value of the manors can be
found in both Inquisitions Post Mortem of John’s widow Joan, dated 1434. The total for the
two manors was £14 5s 1 ½ d per year.26 We can only speculate that the wool and whatever
other agricultural products that were not consumed were sold at market. The two nearest
markets were Stony Stratford, where John held lands, and Towcester, both easily reached
from Deanshanger on the old Roman road.27 The manor of Adstock was 3 miles from
Buckingham and they probably went to market there. There was a wool, or draper’s hall in
the marketplace at Buckingham from the 13th century, indicating that the town was a centre
for the wool trade in that area.28

John Cope’s life so far had been full and rewarding, though tragically, his first wife had died.
He had been on expeditions to Ireland and the continent, made an excellent marriage that
brought him significant land holdings (significant to the landless), a grant from the King,
his first child, a son and heir, and in January 1397, a measure of public acclamation in his
election to parliament for Northamptonshire.29 At this same time, and after a long period
of somewhat stable government, King Richard began to exact his revenge for what the
Lords Appellant had done to him ten years before. In 1397 Richard had the three senior
Lords Appellant (Thomas, Duke of Gloucester; Richard, Earl of Arundel; and Thomas, Earl
of Warwick) arrested. Bolingbroke and Mowbray, the two ‘junior’ Appellants were not
arrested along with the three senior Appellants as they had taken a more conciliatory (to
Richard) view of the harsh punishments that the Appellants had imposed on Richard’s
favorites. Having witnessed the arrests, loyal Lancastrian John, along with numerous other
nervous knights and esquires, felt that it would be prudent to seek royal pardon in 1398.30

The ultimate downfall of Richard II was set in motion by the ‘conversation’31 between
Henry Bolingbroke, now Duke of Hereford and Thomas Mowbray, now Duke of Norfolk,
famously the opening act in Shakespeare’s Richard II. The issue is difficult to sort out as
there were no witnesses. It was a ‘he said – he said’ dispute over who had been first to assert
that the king would renege on his pardon of them for their role in the uprising of 1388.
Ultimately, both were exiled, Mowbray for life and Bolingbroke for 10 years. While
Bolingbroke was in exile in France, John of Gaunt, Duke of Lancaster, the King’s uncle and

24 Toulmin Smith, L. ed., Expeditions to Prussia and the Holy Land made by Henry Earl of Derby, (1894), p. xv.
25 Arnold Blumberg, ed., Great Leaders, Great Tyrants, 1995, p. 278.
26 E-CIPM24-307 &308:  Joan, wife of John Cope.
27 Victoria County History – Northamptonshire, Vol 5, pp. 5-6.
28 Victoria County History – Buckinghamshire, Vol 3, p. 471.
29 History of Parliament, 1386 – 1421, John Cope.
30 Ibid.
31 Bennett, M., Richard II and the Revolution of 1399 (1999), pp. 116-117.
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Bolingbroke’s father, died. Richard confiscated the property of the Duke of Lancaster,
arguably the richest man in England save the King, thus depriving Bolingbroke of his legacy.
This set the stage for Bolingbroke to come back to England ostensibly to reclaim his
inheritance, raise an army, and ultimately take the crown as Henry IV.32

We do not know what role John played in Bolingbroke’s exile or return. By this time, John
was in his mid 40s and probably still fit enough to march with Henry. It is not hard to
imagine that those loyal to the duchy and Henry in particular would flock to his side upon
his return from exile. With the accession of Bolingbroke as Henry IV in September 1399,
John saw ‘ an immediate and permanent improvement in [his] fortunes ’33 Henry would
be likely to reward those first who had demonstrated their loyalty to him for the long haul
but particularly during the summer of 1399. Just two months after Henry became King,
John was appointed Clerk and Sergeant Marshall of the Marshalsea of the Royal Household
on 11 November 1399.34 The Marshalsea was a court of record held by the steward and
marshal of the royal household to administer justice between the domestic servants. He was
elected to parliament four more times in the reign of Henry IV, in 1399, 1402, 1404, and
1406.35 In addition, he was named escheator for the counties of Northampton and Rutland
in 1399,36 and again in 1404; sheriff and keeper of the castle of Northampton in 1400 and
again in 1405;37 and tax collector in Northamptonshire, September 1405.38

In May of 1400, John and another esquire received a grant to supervise three years’ work
on the bridge at Stony Stratford.39 Stony Stratford had strategic importance as a river
crossing from prehistoric times. It was on the major north-south Roman road in the
Midlands. A number of monarchs from the time of King John held court there, and it was
a stopping point for the funeral procession of Edward I’s deceased wife Eleanor as the funeral
cortege progressed to London. An Eleanor cross once graced Stony Stratford, but is long
since gone.40 John held lands in Stony Stratford and the bridge was only about two miles
from Deanshanger. While strategically important, this was probably an easy and convenient
duty for John as it was so close to the family home. 

He continued to be in the King’s favour receiving a limited grant (20 marks yearly) of
Thomas Shelley’s confiscated manor of Westbury, co Buckingham. Westbury was nine miles
from Adstock in northern Buckinghamshire. Shelley rose on the coattails of John Holland,
the younger of the half-brothers of Richard II, and after Henry took the throne, Shelley
was demoted and ultimately executed in 1400.41

John Cope had been tasked at numerous times with law enforcement and peace-keeping
roles in service to the crown and in 1403, he was one of six custodians entrusted with the
custody of Henry Percy, the Earl of Northumberland after his son, Harry Hotspur, was
killed at the battle of Shrewsbury, marking the end of his rebellion. He was called again in
1405 to represent Northamptonshire ‘ for the chastisement of the insurgents in the north.’42

32 Bennett, M., Richard II and the Revolution of 1399 (1999), pp. 116-117, p. 144.
33 History of Parliament, John Cope.
34 Calendar of Patent Rolls, Henry IV, Vol 1, part iv, 1399 – 1401, p129.
35 History of Parliament, John Cope.
36 Calendar of Fine Rolls, Vol XII, Henry IV 1399 – 1405, p. 2.
37 Whalley, Rev. P., ed. (1791) Bridges, J., The History and Antiquities of Northamptonshire, Vol 1, p. 6.
38 History of Parliament, John Cope.
39 Calendar of Patent Rolls, Henry IV, Vol 1, part vii, 1399 – 1401, p. 273.
40 www.stonystratford.co.uk.
41 Calendar of Patent Rolls, Henry IV,Vol. 2, 1401 – 1405, p. 334.
42 Calendar of Patent Rolls, Henry IV,Vol. 3, 1405 – 1408, p. 66.
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In 1409, John received the last grants from his great patron Henry IV. In January of that
year, he was made Porter of the Castle and Manor of Moor End which was about four
miles from Deanshanger.43 In November, there was a further grant of £10 yearly for life
from the fines and amercements of the court of the Marshalsea of the household.44 His life
of service to the house of Lancaster and to Bolingbroke in particular paid significant
dividends. Henry IV died in the spring of 1413. John remained in favor with his son Henry
V after his accession in 1413, and for his loyalty and service, the final grant of Henry IV
was reconfirmed by Henry V with the added language ‘. . . so that he be not retained with
anyone else.’45 This was a reaffirmation of the gratitude for John’s devotion to Bolingbroke,
the house of Lancaster, and the crown for almost 30 years and possibly as added insurance
for Henry against a possible defection, although there was never any indication that such a
defection might take place. 

After several generations, the manors of Deanshanger and Adstock passed out of the family
as the male line became extinct with the death of John’s great grandson, Edward Cope in
1510.46

John Cope died on 28 December 1414.47 It is remarkable that so much documentary
evidence has survived for over 600 years. It gives us valuable insight into what happened,
but not necessarily why it happened or how it came about. Viewing history only through
a rear-view mirror can handicap one’s thinking about the individuals and what they were
really like. The use of documentary evidence is critical, but what about the gaps between
records?  What of the man in the periods that are not documented?  In most cases, we can
only speculate. The principle human qualities to emerge from a study of the life of John
Cope of Deanshanger are loyalty and service:  service to the crown, whether in Ireland as
a young man at arms, or in parliament; loyalty to Bolingbroke on missions abroad and after
his accession as Henry IV. Surely he would have mustered to Portchester Castle with Henry
for the sojourn to the continent had he lived another year. John was described in Collins
Baronetage as ‘. . . a very eminent person in the reigns of Kings Richard II and Henry IV.’
John’s descendants include knights and baronets, cofferer to Henry VII, members of
parliament, wheeler-dealers, Puritans, authors and virtuosos. S. M. Thorpe in a History of
Parliament article about a Cope descendant in the 16th century wrote that service to the
crown was ‘the traditional calling of the family’. No fewer than 11 descendants of John
Cope sat in parliament through the next four centuries. George Baker in his epic The history
and antiquities of the county of Northampton said: 

From him sprang all the branches of this once numerous and opulent family. 

43 CPR, Henry IV,Vol. 4, 1408 – 1413, p. 48.
44 CPR, Henry IV,Vol. 4, 1408 – 1413, p. 146.
45 CPR, Henry V, Vol. 1, 1413 – 1416, p. 76.
46 Cope, Sir Anthony, Meditations on Twenty Select Psalms (1547), reprinted in 1848 by William Henry Cope,

Bart., minor canon and librarian of St. Peters, Westminster, with biographical preface, p. viii, note 3.
47 Calendar of Fine Rolls,Vol. XIV, Henry V 1413 – 1422, p. 63.
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Figure 1. Arms of John Cope
Gules on a Fess Argent a Boar Passant Sable

(Courtesy of Hampshire Record Office.)

This photo was taken from a 17th century Cope family illuminated armorial pedigree
housed among the Cope family archives in Hampshire Record Office.48 While John of
Deanshanger may well have used these arms, there is no contemporary record of his having
done so. They were identified well after the fact as ‘Paternall’ to the arms of William Cope
of Hanwell (c1450 – 1513), cofferer to Henry VII.

The Paternall Coate of the Copes before the Armes & Creast with the Roses and Flower de
luces (aluding to the royall Badges of the Crowne) were assigned for augmentation to Wm Cope
and the dragons head out of the flower de luce for the cognieance49 the dragon being one of King
Henry the 7ths supporters

I am a retired American steel company executive, amateur medievalist and avid
outdoorsman. While taking Medieval Studies courses at Cambridge in 2011, I met Dr.
Rowena Archer, director of the Medieval Studies Summer Program at Cambridge and a
fellow at Brasenose College and lecturer at Christ Church, Oxford. At our first meeting
after seeing my name on the student roll she said, “You’re never going to believe this . . .”
She and her husband Christopher reside in Hanwell Castle, near Banbury, built in the early
16th century by William Cope, cofferer to Henry VII, and descendant of John Cope of
Deanshanger. The Copes in America are descended from Stephen Cope, eldest son of
William Cope of Hanwell. My inspiration for the study of the ancient Copes came from
Dr. Archer.

48 Hampshire Record Office, Cope of Bramshill archive 43M48/1839
49 In heraldry, a distinctive device or mark, especially an emblem or badge formerly worn by retainers of a

noble house.
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The Marble Hall, Burghley House
eric till and jon culverhouse

The Marble Hall at Burghley House, located in the central, ground floor room, of the south
range, 24ft. x 29ft., was formed during the second phase of the structural building operations
undertaken by John Thompson from April, 1682.1 

It corresponds in width with the central projection of the south range as shown in John
Thorpe’s plan2, although his 3-2-3 bays of the Gallery section had now become 6-3-6, with
the enclosure of the open area This occurred before Thompson’s work3; he imposed a
massive entrance with a broken segmental pediment and tilted escutcheon of armorials on
an existing ornament.

Until 1828, the north end of the room opened on to the Inner Court through the central
pavilion of that side. Below, the cellar corridor was expanded into a heavy, brick-vaulted
undercroft4. The work was controlled by a ‘surveyor’ in London;5 William Talman was paid
£200 by the 5th Earl’s trustees in 17046 and was at Burghley in 16887.

The visual impact of the room largely depends upon the three-stage panelling in ‘right
wainscot’, i.e. oak cut on the quarter.8 Restrained carving is carried out on the stiles and
rails; the spandrels associated with the four-centred arch above the double doors at the north
and south ends are decorated with festoons and drops with scroll work.

All this work was carried out by Roger Davis, a well-known wainscot joiner. He was
summoned to Burghley soon after the 5th Earl succeeded in 1678. A bill from October
1678 to May, 16799, shows his versatility, for he made much furniture including a press

1 Childs Bank ledgers (Royal Bank of Scotland) April 12th, 1682: ‘Mr Jno. Tomson, stonecutter, £50 ye new
account’.
a.  From 1678/9-1681, he was working on the west range, fitting out the ground floor as a symmetrical

appartement (4-1-4) for the Earl and Countess with the insertion of new windows. The two long galleries
on the 1st and 2nd floors were converted into rooms, seven on each floor.

b.  John Thompson (1646 -1700) was contractor under Wren for several City churches. He built Belton
House, Grantham, under Wm. Stanton  in 1686, worked at St Paul’s Cathedral, 1688-1700, and died in
office as Master of the Mason’s Company. His recorded payments for work at Burghley (probably
incomplete) were £552.

2 The well known Warwick Castle collection of plans, now at Sir John Soane’s Museum. The Burghley plans
show a south range open gallery, 3-2-3, with the central, visually weakening, 2-bay feature continuous with
the arcades on each side.
a.  The Cal. State Papers, Domestic (P.R.O) contains correspondence between Peter Kemp, the steward, and

Sir William Cecil, in May 1562 This points out the need for expensive levelling operations in the garden
and cites a central bay or oriel window (see Garden History, Vol 19, No. 2, 1992, ‘The Development of the
Park and Gardens at Burghley’, E. C. Till.).

3 Possibly necessitated by damage sustained in Cromwell’s preliminary bombardment of the south range when
he stormed the House in July 1643.

4 The Great Hall has a brick vaulted undercroft of 17th or early 18th century workmanship.
5 Exeter MS 51/8/13. A letter from the house steward to Culpepper Tanner, the accountant who was abroad

with the 5th Earl, 1680.
6 Childs Bank ledgers (Royal Bank of Scotland).
7 Talman is known to have visited Burghley whilst he was concerned with the stable range at Milton Hall,

Peterborough (Northamptonshire R.O., Northampton).
8 A wasteful method but the only way to obtain wood showing the figure or flower on every board.
9 Exeter MS 15B/30/1 & 2.
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bedstead, large Spanish tables, a ‘larg Steepd Lader’ and many picture frames both carved
and ‘with panels.’ He priced his work at three shillings per day and his bills were ‘mesured’
(agreed as to price) by William Cheare, a semi-retired London joiner.

On June 27th, 1682, Davis estimated the cost of panelling in right wainscot to be £97 (194
sq. yds. at ten shillings per yard). This price did not include special decoration and carving.
The estate steward, Culpepper Tanner, provided sheets with headings of particular rooms
and some of the extra work to be undertaken. 

These items were supplemented by Davis who estimated the extra work largely as a footage.
There was clearly an agreed cost per foot and the only clue lies in a costed bill for ‘Boleckcion
work in my Lady’s Closet’ priced by Davis at two shillings and eight pence a yard10. The
carved bolection mouldings are similar to those in the Marble Hall but the wood is cedar
and easier to work. A rough conversion of footage on this basis shows that at least £50 was
added to the basic £97. 

The twelve entries relating to The Salloone Roome (fig 1) provide other clues:

Figure 1. Culpepper Tanner’s worksheets of extras for costing with additions
and deletions by Roger Davis (The Burghley House Collection)

10 Exeter MS 15B/30/29 The Countess exercised a right of priority and her appartement of four rooms was
fitted out and furnished before any other work was undertaken.
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Cornish – 107. The run of the four walls is indeed about 107 feet. The cornice lies
above the panelling. Cornish over ye chimney (heavily scratched out). It applies to the
frieze immediately above the fireplace aperture. Four items later, Chimney Picture frame
is also scored out by Davis. This means that Davis did not undertake the heavily
undercut carving of the Gibbons school. Carried out in oak, the frieze and picture
frame above, with surrounding swags and drops, (fig 2) take the eye and focus
attention11.

2 Doore Cases Moldings and Round ye Greate Doore Cases. These correspond to the
footage given.

Picture frames 478. 0 and Bellection Moldings 267½. The sum of the run of carved
bolection mouldings round the panels above the surbase (chair rail), including two
overdoors but not the chimney frame, is about 477 feet, and the sum of the run of all

Figure 2. The west chimney piece with a carved frieze, picture frame and
surrounding swags and drops in oak, heavily undercut

(The Burghley House Collection)

11 The work could only have been  undertaken by Grinling Gibbons, who was paid £100 between July 1683
(£50) and November 1685 (£50 ‘in full’), or Thomas Young and Jonathan Maine who worked in partnership
for many years at Burghley between 1681 - 7, earning a total of £587 for carving.     
a.  Would Gibbons have undertaken to work in oak?  Half a dozen carvers of his school could match the

technique required but are often detected in a curious artistic failing in the arrangement of the
components of the ‘drops’, producing a ‘string of onions’ effect.

b.  The drops over the chimneypiece are superb.
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those below the surbase plus the little ‘filler’ panels at the sides of the chimney breast
and door apertures correspond to 269 feet.

Unequivocally, the individual panel fields and their carved bolection mouldings are
designed to hold pictures about 2½ feet in width and 3½ or 4½ feet in height. The
two overdoors (4 feet x 3½ feet) and the chimney picture frame 3 feet x 5½ feet,
together with the narrow (2 feet) south frames all need pictures of other dimensions.

Base & surbase each 70. 0. Allowing for the width of the four door apertures and the
chimney breast, this is the correct footage.

The next three entries: Midillions - 132 and Rones - 132 (rounds) and for more Carv
rownd the muddillion - 132 all refer to the modillion cornice and its decoration; there
are 131 brackets and in association with each is a carved floral patera, placed soffitwise.
Also, extra carving is executed round the base of each bracket (fig 3). The reason for
the missing modillion is demonstrated below.

The last entry, Scroales - 6. 0, refers to the footage of the scrolled decoration above the
north and south double doors and the south windows The spandrels have been filled
with a rather formal hitched swag and drops (fig 4) which left an unsatisfied amount
of empty space, not entirely remedied by the poorly-articulated scrollwork.

Figure 3. The modillion cornice; bracket and floral patina
(The Burghley House Collection)
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On August 21st, 1683, the room must have been finished, for the painter’s work was
estimated - varnishing only was specified. The Marble Masons work was checked on August
17th (chimney piece and deep window sills) and the ‘Plaisterers worke measured’ on the 20th.

Edward Martin was the stuccoman12. His design of octagons and circles of decoration
contained within rectangles, although symmetrical within the wall space, makes no attempt
to accommodate the prominent chimney piece and overmantel (fig 5).

Figure 5. Ceiling design and laid-out wall elevation of the Marble Hall before
amendment to accommodate  the awkwardly shaped pictures on the north
wall. Measured drawing by Ellis Miles ARIBA (The Burghley House Collection)

12 Edward Martin (fl 1657-1704) was master of the Worshipful Company of Plasterers in 1699. He executed
more than two dozen ceilings at Burghley and many  remain. His recorded payments at Burghley were £275
(but are incomplete).
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22 northamptonshire past and present

The heavy brick vaulting below the floor demonstrates that the room was designed for a
stone or marble floor and the 1738 inventory describes it as ‘white marble’. It was probably
renewed c. 1800.

When Davis came to the detailed layout of the four walls, he had to cope with the
incorporation of at least eight pictures (thirteen are listed in the 1688 inventory). The major
difficulty arose from two horizontally disposed pictures of the children of the 4th and 5th
Earls, 6 feet 3 inches and 7 feet in width and 4 feet high.

He solved his problem by placing the great double doors on the north wall slightly out of
centre, with 14 modillion brackets on the west side and 15 on the east side, to accommodate
the wider picture (fig.6). The panels on all the walls vary in dimensions but without visual
offence.

The Earl was supplied with the measurements of all overdoors and chimneypiece areas on
his first continental tour of 1679-81 and even details of ‘how light falls on overdoor and
chimney pictures’ 13. The set of three Gennaris of Orpheus and Eurydice (2 overdoors and
the chimney picture) appearing in the 1688 inventory were almost certainly ready and apart
from these exotic subjects, John Cecil clearly intended that the room should provide a
record of family portraits. The Gennari overdoors remain in place today, the overmantel of
Eurydice is now hung elsewhere. The 1738 Inventory records the same pictures with three
additions but ends with the astonishing note, presumably a clerk’s error:  ‘All the Pictures fixt
in the Wainscot with wrought Marble round them’ 

In 1688, Culpepper Tanner recorded the contents (fig 7). The longcase marquetry clock by
Samuel Watson is still at Burghley. Of the 2 Large figures only the bust of King Charles
remains and is now on the balustrade of the Inner Court east porch. It is signed by Pellé.
Of the 26 heads, busts, figures and falcons, a few remain in the house, but it is difficult to
visualise how they were placed in the room on their painted pedestals.

By far the most interesting items in the Marble Saloon were two marble basins described
in 1688 as ‘2 Marble fountaines with figures on them’ (fig 8 and 9). The 1738 inventory describes
them (p. 33):  ‘In two corners, marble basons, supported by a Boy with a Fish’s Tail: 2 foot to Boy’s
Head 1½ foot from latter Top of Bason (6 foot circumference); upon one bason is placed a Narcissus
2 foot high; on the other an old Man both very fine. Basons are piped for Water’. Repaired
deficiencies in the panelling immediately above the surbase correspond to the piping.

It should be noted that in the same room is mentioned the presence of the statuary
commissioned by the 5th Earl in Rome, during 1699 but not delivered until after his death
in 1700: ‘over against the chimney’ (between the north wall and the chimneypiece on the
west wall), ‘Andromeda and the Monster,5 foot from the bottom of the Rock she sits on to the Top of
her Head, she has a Loose Garment thrown over her, it stands upon a pedestal 2 1/3 feet from the
ground.’

The position must have been visually unsatisfactory and by early in the 20th century the
massive sculpture was in the West Gatehouse (with the marble basins) until its acquisition
by the Metropolitan Museum, c. 1959, to which it was sold to raise funds to pay Death
Duty tax.

13 Exeter MSS 15B/36 of August 1683.
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Figure 7. Entry from the 1688 inventory of Burghley House
(The Burghley House Collection)
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The marble basins and their associated figures were examined with Mrs Stefanie Walker,
Fellow of the Metropolitan Museum of Art, New York c. 1995. At that time, she provided
this report, which I gratefully acknowledge. However, since then, further research by scholars
at the Metropolitan Museum has suggested that, whilst the original basins and associated
figures remain attributed to Monnot, the figure of Andromeda is in fact by Domenico Guidi
(1625 – 1701).

A group of mythological sculptures for the 5th Earl of Exeter
Together with the two Infant Triton Fountains (figs 8 & 9), the Andromeda and the Sea-
Monster14 (fig 10, opposite) formed a poetic ensemble, commissioned by the 5th Earl, carved
and conceived by the Italian sculptor Domenico Guidi and the Franco-Roman Pietro
Stefano Monnot (1657-1733) between 1684 and 1704. The protagonists of all three pieces
are linked by a typically Baroque conceit, or concetto, which is based on one of the major
classical sources for painters and sculptors alike, Ovid’s Metamorphoses.

Figures 8. and 9. The infant Triton fountains (The Burghley House Collection)

14 The Andromeda was sold by the 6th Marquess to the art dealers Wildenstein and Co. in 1959 and acquired
by the Metropolitan Museum of Art in 1967.
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In his opening verses of the Perseus and Andromeda story Ovid recounts how the hero
almost mistook the maiden for a marble statue, had not the wind stirred her hair and tears
filled her eyes15. The poet employed the sculpture simile to describe Andromeda’s fear of
her impending death. The sculptor took these words and turned them into a test of the
supremacy of the visual arts over literature in the time-honoured tradition of Horace’s “ut
pictura poesis” (“painting as poetry”, or “poetry as painting”).

In his statue of Andromeda, Guidi gave the fictional, or mythical character a convincing
three-dimensional reality, heightened by the detailed depiction of her surroundings: her
rocky base, the windblown hair, and especially, the “realistic” sea-monster At the same time,
he depicted her with the ideal features and proportions of a beautiful piece of classical
sculpture What Ovid had only been able to describe in words, the artist was actually able
to produce.

Figure 10. Andromeda and the Sea Monster by Pietro Stefano Monnot
(The Metropolitan Museum of Art, New York)

15 Ovid Metamorphoses, Book IV, lines 673-675.
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Similarly, the statuette of a young man from one of the fountains represents Narcissus (fig
11, right) whose beauty Ovid compares with a figure of “Parian marble”16. When the
sculpture is set at its appropriate place on the rim of the oval basin17, Monnot’s charming
illustration of the myth is instantly understandable: the youth has just caught sight of his
own image mirrored in the water and immediately falls in love with it. 

Figure 11. Statuettes of Narcissus and probably Phineus
(The Burghley House Collection)

16 Ovid Metamorphoses, Book III, lines 418-419.
17 The Narcissus and its pendant have semi-circular channels cut into their bases indicating piping for their

use in a fountain. 
Listed in the 1688 Inventory: ‘ The Marble saloon....2 Marble fountaines with figures on them’.
1738 Inventory: ‘The Marble Saloon....In Two Corners of the Room stand Marble Basons, they are supported by a
Boy with a Fish’s Tail; from the Ground to the Boy’s Head is 2 Foot, from the Boy’s Head to the Top of the Bason 1
1/2 Foot; the Bason round is 6 Feet: upon one is placed a Narcissus 2 Foot high; upon the other an old Man, both very
fine Statues, Pipes are laid to the Basons to supply them with Water.’
Also mentioned in a late 18th century inventory, in the 9th Earl’s hand: ‘The Marble Hall....
Two marble basons (in the corners [different hand] ) on one the figure of Narcissus, on the other a man going (into?)
the bath by Peter Monot of Besançon.’
By the time of the 1804 Inventory they had moved to the ‘West Entrance’ where they are listed, in James
Newton’s hand as: ‘ a Marble bason supported by a Marine Boy, a ditto boy without bason.’ A later hand has crossed
out the word ‘without’, substituting ‘and’. 
Probably connected with this is a further entry in the 1804 Inventory under the heading of ‘The Outer
dairy [p. 70]’ where a listing of  ‘a Marble Bason from the West Gate’ has been scored out in pencil and a note
in the margin reads ‘ No such thing to be found’. It has not been possible to definitely date the pencil entries
in this Inventory but it is very likely that they were added circa. 1837, when Elizabeth, 3rd wife of Henry,
1st Marquess died.
This seems to indicate that, at some time in the late 18th century, one of the ‘basons’ was removed or broken
thus causing the need for a pair of replacement bowls to be placed on the Triton stands. This would explain
the current, uncomfortable joining blocks between the stands and the bowls and the fact that the two statues
(EWA08610 & 08611) are no longer a possible fit to the bowls. It would also explain why the Tritons are
structurally incapable of supporting the existing bowls without the awkward additions.
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The “Old Man”, as he is called in the 1738 inventory, is more difficult to identify, but, I
believe, he is Phineus (fig 11 left), Andromeda’s uncle and spurned suitor. In a jealous rage
he attacked Perseus and Andromeda at their wedding feast and was turned into stone by
the terrible power of the Medusa18. Although Monnot’s statuette lacks any attributes, a
weapon, for example, his highly unusual cowering pose and agonized expression perfectly
match the following quotation from a 1632 translation of Ovid’s story of Phineus’
petrification:

“His neck grew stiffe: his teares congeale to stone,
With fearfull suppliant looks, submissive hands,
And guiltie countenance the Statue stands.” 19

Phineus has no particular connection to water, as, for instance, Narcissus does, but the close
relationship of his story to Andromeda’s and, most importantly, the literary sculpture
reference which all three figures have in common, unites them in terms of a shared artistic-
poetic concetto.

This concetto must certainly have been appreciated by such a well-read connoisseur as the
5th Earl of Exeter.

18 Ovid, Metamorphoses, Book VI, lines 210-235.
19 Sandys, George, Metamorphoses Englished, London 1632, p.177.
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The Grand Tour of James, Lord Compton, 1707–09
p h mckay

Introduction
The British Museum acquired Add. MS 38507 in 1911 at auction when some of the
Townshend archives were being sold. Included in this bundle is a collection of 39 letters,
38 of which relate to the Grand Tour of James Compton (1687 – 1754), the eldest son and
heir of George, fourth Earl of Northampton and as such styled Lord Compton since birth.
The other letter was written some four months after Lord Compton’s return to England
and relates to the purchase of various items of haberdashery for Lady Northampton. 30 of
the letters are from Dr James Hay, Lord Compton’s bear-leader, to the Earl of Northampton
but nine are from Lord Compton to his father. It is clear from remarks in these surviving
letters that many more were written than have been preserved, chiefly from Lord Compton
to his mother. None of the letters from home to the travellers are extant.

Much of the subject matter in these letters is of limited interest. While the health of Lord
Compton would have been of great importance to his parents, comments by the travellers
on the health or ill-health of those at home are conventionally pious and would probably
be out-of-date by the time the letters were received. In fact, apart from sea-sickness, Lord
Compton was ill only once, on the way to Hamburg. Much was written about the latest
rumours, sometimes reported as news, from the various theatres of war where the War of
the Spanish Succession was being fought. These were often inaccurate and invariably over-
optimistic. Every quarter Hay sent a statement of expenditure (none survives) and the letters
accompanying these accounts usually explain why everything was so costly. There is almost
nothing about the sights the travellers visited and though we are told that Lord Compton
had his antiquary in Rome, there is not a word about what he actually saw. The extracts
given below follow the originals as far as possible both in respect of spelling and capitalisa-
tion but, to avoid confusion, place names have been modernised though not anglicised
unless Hay did so. Some punctuation has been added. 

What does seem to have been recorded meticulously were the people Lord Compton met
in the various places he visited. Indeed this contact-building appears to have been one of
the main objects of the Tour. In this connection the visit to Hamburg is of particular interest
and suggests a closer connection between the Comptons and the City than might be
immediately apparent. Lord Compton’s mother was the daughter of the great financier, Sir
Stephen Fox, and his sister, Mary, married into the City’s merchant elite to a family with
contacts in the Baltic trade. His father, George, the fourth Earl, was Constable of the Tower
1712 – 15, a post previously held by the third Earl in 1675 – 79. This emphasis on contact-
building is also apparent though less marked in the tour of the Blathwayt brothers, William
and John, who were abroad between January 1705 and the end of 1708. William Blathwayt,
the father, had had a successful career as a public servant under William III and made a good
marriage to Mary Wynter, the heiress to Dyrham Park which house he rebuilt in the first
few years of the eighteenth century. The letters from the brothers’ bear-leader, Henri de
Blainville, have been published and provide a comparison with, and sometimes a
commentary on, Lord Compton’s Tour.1

Note. All the quotations come from MS 38507 which is © The Trustees of the British Library. These extracts
are reproduced by permission. I would also like to thank Lord Northampton for the help he has provided in
the preparation of this article.
1 Hardwick, 1985.
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Finally, a word about the future fifth Earl of Northampton and his governor, Dr James Hay.
Hay is a surprisingly shadowy figure given that he was the most active bear-leader in the
early years of the century, making eight tours between 1704 and 1734. He was a Scotsman
from Tane, Rosshire and a ‘doctor in Physic’. He died in 1746. This is the sum total of our
knowledge about Dr Hay but the British government spy in Rome between 1721 and
1731, Philip von Stosch, branded him a Jacobite.2 (Fig. 1) Three of his eight tours were with
the sons of the fourth Earl of Northampton, James (in 1707 – 09), George (c. 1720) and
Charles (in 1717 – 20). The letters relating to Charles Compton’s tour are in the Compton
archives at Castle Ashby but nothing about George’s tour seems to have survived.3

James, Lord Compton, had been educated at Eton and in June 1703 matriculated at Christ
Church, Oxford but appears to have left without taking a degree – a common enough
practice at the time. He left on the Tour described below at the end of May 1707 and soon
after his return in August 1709, he was brought in as MP for Warwickshire. In March 1716
he married Elizabeth Shirley, daughter of Robert Shirley and Anne Ferrars. This marriage
produced a daughter, Charlotte (1729 – 70), who married the Hon. George Townshend,
(1764, Viscount Townshend). It was presumably as a result of this marriage that the letters
summarised below (as well as a good deal of other Compton material) found their way
into the Townshend archives.4

Figure 1. Etching, 1737, by Arthur Pond of James Hay,
taken from a drawing by Pier Leone Ghezzi.

© Trustees of the British Museum.

2 Ingamells, 1997, p. 476 and p. 817.
3 For the letters relating to Charles Compton’s tour, see McKay, 1986. 
4 See Royal Commission on Historical Manuscripts, Principal Family and Estate Collections: L – W (London,

1999), pp. 120 – 24.  
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The Tour
James, Lord Compton, set off on his Grand Tour from Harwich at the end of May 1707.
The wind however was initially against him but after three days he managed to get away
and on the fourth day landed at Hellevoetsluis ‘heartily sick,... he left not one bit of English
victuals in all his body.’ The party had however managed to escape any ‘privateers’ and took
lodgings in Rotterdam.  There Hay bought a copy of Antiquitates Italicae ‘in sheets’ for Lord
Northampton at a cost of thirty-six guilders.5 ‘Mr Kinnard’ travelling with ‘Sr William
Windham’ and both presumably homeward bound promised to deliver Hay’s purchase to
the Earl at Northampton House in Bloomsbury Square.6

Lord Compton visited Delft, The Hague, Leiden and Haarlem before  moving on to
Amsterdam whence he wrote home telling his father about the visits he had made to Het
Loo, Zutphen, Voorst (‘Lord Albermal’s house’), Arnhem and Kleve. 

Loo seems to be a very pleasant hunting house, the country about it being much higher, & fitter
for that sport... The Gardens & Water-works are very fine, the house not large nor furniture
extreamly rich.  Lord Albermarle’s house, tho’ in building is much less than Loo, yet in furniture
does mightily exceed it.

Before the next part of the tour, James returned to Rotterdam where he met (or perhaps
in order to meet) his cousin, Lionel, Earl of Dorset, who was about to return to England
after his Tour.7 Thence Lord Compton moved to Brussels where he found the city over-
run by army officers, ‘at the Opera last night above 2 parts in three were English.’ On 27
July Lord Compton was presented to the Duke of Marlborough and while Hay expected
to move on after a day or two, in fact the party was still in Brussels in the middle of August.
Hay’s letter of 15 August contains a long account of army manoeuvres, ‘this deleightful sight
being, in the opinion of all, one of the finest Armies that ever was, tempt’d the young
gentlemen very much, they would gladly have gone with them that night.’ It was as well
they did not as ‘we heard the next morning that some horses and men were taken in the
wood in the night time.’

Both Lord Compton and James Hay wrote letters from Utrecht on 1 September, Hay’s
letter enclosing the first three-month accounts. He then goes on to refer to the coming

5 About £3 6s. 0d. (which indicates a substantial work).   
The title of the book is obscured by blots in the MS so the reading is somewhat conjectural. Hay was however
clearly referring to a recently published work (‘in sheets’) and the likeliest candidate appears to be Bernard
de Montfaucon’s Diarium Italicum, sive Monumentorum veterum, Bibliothecarum, Musaeorum, etc. Notitiae singulares
in Itinere Italico collectae published in Latin in Paris in 1702. The first English translation appeared in 1712 but
this was superseded by John Henley’s translation published in 1725 under the title The Antiquities of Italy. 

6 Sir William Wyndham (c. 1688 – 1740) of Orchard Wyndham, Somerset. De Blainville reports him in Geneva
on 8 September 1705, ready to depart ‘in three weeks for Italy’. Hardwick, 1985, p. 51. On his return to
England he became MP for Somerset, a seat he held until he died. Leader of the Tory party in the Commons.
‘Kinnard’ must be the Charles Kinnaird who signed the Padua University Visitors’ Book (claiming to be
‘Scotus’) with Wyndham on 18 December 1705. Brown, 1921, p. 187 identifies him as the fifth Lord Kinnaird
of Inchture who inherited the title in 1727 and died in 1758. Ingamells, 1997, p. 579 suggests the former’s
uncle, also Charles, the fifth son of the first Lord.   

7 Lionel Cranfield Sackville (1688 – 1765), son of Charles, sixth Earl of Dorset, by his second wife, Mary,
daughter of James, third Earl of Northampton. Lord Buckhurst, as he was known until he became Earl of
Dorset in 1706, had been brought up by his maternal grandmother, Mary (Noel), wife of James, Third Earl
of Northampton. Dorset was on his way home after his Tour when he met up with Lord Compton in
Rotterdam. This tour is not recorded in Ingamells, 1997, but he was at the same party as the Blathwayt
brothers in Venice in February 1707 and a month later signed the Padua University Visitors’ Book. Hardwick,
1985, p. 86. Brown, 1921, p. 188, number 1301.   
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journey to Hamburg and considers the timing of rest of the tour. Hay expected to be in
Venice by November and then to go to Rome for Christmas and on to Naples for Carnival.
The journey from Utrecht to Osnabrück took 31 hours and it was ten o’clock at night
when the party arrived. Although the Hamburg post was due to depart before midnight,
Hay decided ‘to be firm’ and stay in Osnabrück overnight. The following morning he hired
a ‘waggon’ and equipped with ‘wine and victuals that we made at Utrecht’, they set out for
Hamburg, a journey which took six days. Unfortunately Lord Compton was taken ill as
they approached Hamburg but Hay ‘administered something that eas’d his Lordship in a
few minutes.’ 

The following day the party presented themselves to the British Resident there, John Wich,
who received ‘My Lord Compton with the respect due to his quality’.8 Wich passed the
travellers on to the deputy governor of ‘the Inglish company’ there – that is the society of
Merchant Adventurers who held an extensive block of property in the city, known as the
English House which included a hall and a chapel.9 The following day Lord Compton was
offered the freedom of the society ‘which My Lord accepted of and accordingly was
solemnly enter’d into that Society.’ The following Monday ‘a Splendid feast [was held] in
the Companie’s Hall.’ Two days later they were ‘entertained by Mr Stratford at his Country
House.’10 All this activity meant that the travellers remained longer than they had previously
expected in Hamburg and did not leave for Hanover until 17 September. While at Hamburg
Hay bought a Berlin (a four-wheeled covered carriage) for ‘fourty four new dollars’. (The
Hamburg dollar was worth about 4s. 6d. so Hay would have paid the equivalent of about
£10 for this carriage.) Lord Compton was to pay ‘three parts of five since Mr Diggs is to
travel with him.’ This is the first mention of Mr Diggs / Digges who travelled with Lord
Compton for at least the next twelve months.11

His Lordship left this place [Hamburg] accompanied by Mr Wich for the first post, 29 English
miles, to the Elbe side where they din’d, defrayed by the resident who also passed the river, to see
My Lord, as he said, safe out of his province. 

It then took the travellers three days to reach Hanover where there were ‘more English
gentlemen... than there has been at any time since My Lord Maclesfield’s time.’12 ‘My Lord
Compton has, every day since, been sharing in such entertainments as the court affords at
this time, which are but few, except the Electress’ own gay humour.’ The stay at Hanover

8 John Wich (also Wyche) was the Resident at Hamburg from 1702 – 09 and Envoy Extraordinary 1709 – 13.
His grandfather had been ambassador in Constantinople and his father, Peter, had been Resident at Hamburg
until he was replaced by Paul Rycaut in 1689. On John’s death in 1713, he was succeeded as Resident by
his son, Cyril. 

9 Lingelbach, W. E. The Merchant Adventurers at Hamburg, American Historical Review, vol. 9, number 2. January
1904, pp. 263 – 87, gives a vivid description of the Merchant Adventurers establishment in Hamburg with
its own hunt and bowling-green. ‘The position of the society at Hamburg was very much that of a State
within a State’ p. 277.                             

10 Probably Francis Stratford, a director of the Bank of England (1698 – 99). By 1710 a leading figure in the
Baltic trade and in 1711 was appointed a director of the South Sea Company. He resigned the following
year and was bankrupted in 1712. Carswell, 1961, p. 284.  The Blathwayt brothers also visited Hamburg (in
October 1708) and met with a similar reception. Hardwick, 1985, p. 127. 

11 Ingamells, 1997, p. 301 suggests this is John Digges (c. 1687 – 1720), son of Leonard Digges of Chilham
Castle, Kent. He seems to have gone his own way after separating from Lord Compton at Leghorn in
September 1708, (see below).  

12 Charles Gerard (c. 1659 – 1701) succeeded his father as second Earl of Macclesfield in 1694. He was selected
in 1701 to lead the mission which was to confer the Garter on the future George I and to present a copy of
the Act of Settlement to the Dowager Electress Sophia. Horn, 1932, p. 44. 
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was brief, the party arrived on 20 September and left on 29 September for the Duchy of
Wolfenbüttel where they dined with Duke Anton Ulrich and saw his new palace at
Salzdahlum which had only been completed in 1694. They soon moved on to Berlin where,
on the day after their arrival, they ‘waited upon her Majestie’s ambassador, My Lord Raby,
who received his Lordship very respectfully.’13 Raby presented Lord Compton to the King
and the Prince Royal at Charlottenburg and Lord Compton was ‘ tempt’d to pass a longer
time here, such are the Charms of My Lord Rabie’s Company & his very easy manner in
Conversation.’14

The original plan seems to have been to move on to Vienna but ‘the difficulty is to get
from it [Vienna] into Italy, the way through Styria and Carinthia being much infested by
the incursion of the malcontents.’15 Instead it was decided to get into Italy via the Brenner
Pass. In his letter of 10 October, Hay writes that they will leave Berlin ‘tomorrow to goe
to Leipzig & Dresden to see the court of Saxony.’ They would then move on to Nuremberg
and Augsburg en route for Innsbruck and the Brenner Pass. Augsburg was reached on 23
October. ‘We were [then] eight days together between mountains,’ suggesting that they
passed into Italy about 1 November. The weather had been favourable and Lord Compton
tells us that they reached Verona on 4 November after spending the previous night in a
‘very indifferent house about half a mile out of Town, which was the worse lodging we
met with in our journey.’ Although they could have reached Verona before the gates were
shut, ‘Dr Hay had the day before threatened them [the vetturini] in Something, [and they]
were resolved we should not reach Verona till the gates were shut.’ Not surprisingly the
party moved on to Padua within a day or two. There Lord Compton had ‘proposed to stay
one month’ but ‘the Gentleman that us’d to teach Italian & with success, is about a Month
since dead. I have indeed got an old Priest, but I doubt he knows little of the matter.’ The
next letter from Hay confirms that Lord Compton was in Padua to learn the language,
‘having a Master with whom he reads an hour a day, and reads also with me & begins to
understand it prettily.’ It was planned to leave for Venice about 10 December but before
they did so Lord Compton, J. Digges and Hay himself (‘for the second time’) signed the
Padua University Visitors Book on 14 November.16

In fact the party left a day or two earlier than expected and arrived in Venice on the evening
of 7 December. The following morning Lord Compton waited on the British Ambassador
Extraordinary, the Earl of Manchester.17 ‘Ever since his Lordship frequents the divertissement
of the opera, the only thing to be done here.’ Hay expected that Lord Compton would
leave Venice about the end of January and catch the end of the Carnival at Naples. He then
informs Lord Northampton that he has just drawn on Mr Knight for £100 to the order of

13 Thomas Wentworth (1672 – 1739), a distant cousin to the attainted Earl of Strafford. After a military career
he was appointed (1701) Envoy, Envoy Extraordinary and finally Ambassador Extraordinary to Prussia. He
left Berlin in 1711 but continued his diplomatic career. Created Earl of Strafford in 1711.  

14 King Frederick I of Prussia (1657 – 1713) only acquired his royal title in early 1701 as a quid pro quo for
his support of the Imperial cause in the War of the Spanish Succession. He married Sophia Charlotte (1668
– 1705), sister of the future George I, in 1684; after her death the new palace at Lietzenburg was renamed
Charlottenburg. The Prince Royal was presumably the heir, Frederick-William (1688 – 1740), the father of
Frederick the Great.    

15 The Hungarians had in the spring of 1703 risen in revolt against Austrian rule; this rebellion was brought
to an end by the Treaty of Szatmar in the spring of 1711. Henderson, 1964. p. 182.   

16 Brown, 1921. p. 189, numbers 1315, 1316 and 1317. 
17 Charles Montagu (c.1662 – 1722) succeeded as fourth Earl of Manchester in 1683. He was a keen supporter

of the Revolution and was appointed Ambassador to Venice in 1697. Two years later he was transferred to
Paris but returned to Venice in 1706 where he stayed until 1708. He was created Duke of Manchester in
1719.   
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Messieurs Thomas & Samuel Williams ‘since the exchange is more favourable here than I
can expect it to be at either Rome or Naples.’ He also asked for permission ‘to draw for
fifty pounds of My Salary’ and a further fifty ‘for My Lord Compton’s use.’18 It would
therefore appear that Hay was being paid £100 a year, the same as the Blathwayt’s governor,
Henri de Blainville.19

The weather in north Italy in the first two or three months of 1708 was extremely bad;
‘the rains continue still very violent in this Climat’ wrote Hay on 3 February. De Blainville
wrote from Milan on 25 January ‘we have not been a single hour without [rain] in this
country here.’ A few weeks later the weather was so bad that the brothers were detained in
Turin.20 But Lord Compton was becoming increasingly bored with Venice and also perhaps
of the expense of maintaining his social position both with the Ambassador and vis-a-vis
his fellow countrymen; he felt ‘oblig’d to appear here as well as any of the English gentlemen
of inferior quality’ says Hay. The party eventually managed to leave on 28 February. 

Figure 2. Engraving of St Peter’s, Rome. From M. Misson, Nouveau Voyage
d’Italie. (4th French ed. La Haye, 1702. II. p. 126.) (Author’s photograph.)

18 The London banker, Mr Knight, was probably Robert Knight (1675 – 1744) who became cashier of the
South Sea Company in 1711. The Knights were a landowning Warwickshire family and might therefore
have been known to the Comptons. Thomas and Samuel Williams had established their banking business in
Venice in the 1680s and by 1708 were one of the most powerful financial houses in Europe, handling the
‘Marlborough’ loan of 1706 for £250,000 to pay the Austrian Army. Joseph (‘Consul’) Smith joined the
firm in the early years of the 1700s. Carswell, 1961, p. 281. Churchill, W S. Marlborough, His Life and Times.
London, 1933 – 36. III. p. 47. Vivian, F. Il Console Smith, mercante e collezionionista.Vicenza, 1971, pp. 1 – 5.    

19 Hardwick, 1985, p. 144 and p. 151.
20 Hardwick, 1985, p. 109 and p. 114. 
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Most of the journey from Venice to Ravenna appears to have been by water and then
continued by land to Rome. Ravenna, Rimini and Loretto were all visited briefly (half-a-
day at each ‘to see the curiosities & antiquities of these places’) then down the Via Flaminia
to Rome which was reached during the night of 5 March. The first thing Lord Compton
went to see was ‘St Peter’s Church’ and he was mightily impressed. ‘So very glorious &
delicate a Pile of building... I have been there three times since & I believe three times a
week will not content me.’21 (Fig. 2) ‘The day after tomorrow I am to begin with the
Antiquary’ he adds. Hay, to justify his expenditure, gives a good idea of the style in which
Lord Compton lived in Rome.

For his own table, lodging, and the maintenance of his two servants-a day- he pays 22 Jules. For
his coach, 5 masters and laundress, 20 Jules, which makes 42 Jules a day. His five masters come
in the morning, a language, architecture, dancing & fencing; in the afternoon his Antiquits
[Antiquaries].22 I call these necessary, tho’ there are other expenses as necessary, but not so
regular... Three nights in the week he goes to musical consorts or Conversation.’   

About the middle of April Lord Compton’s party left for Naples ‘before the weather turns
hot’ but this visit lasted only about a month and by late May they were back in Rome
where Lord Compton ‘applyes himself very diligently to the same exercises of which I gave
your Lordship an account in my last... He enjoyes very good health and is grown fatter,
easier and stronger.’ Although, writes Hay ‘the summer [season] will not allow any travelling’
it might be appropriate to send Lord Compton either to the Academy at Florence or Turin.
He also enclosed the first years accounts. These do not survive but it is clear that expenditure
exceeded £500. ‘I told your Lordship before that ... I thought it not possible to be under
[£] 600 the first year.’ He blamed the cost and amount of travelling, the method of transport
used, the places visited and exchange losses. And that was not the end of the matter. Lord
Compton

is to be intirely refitted in cloaths – his former are very honestly us’d – he must have two suits
at least that are already bespoke, his man must now be clothed, his coach man must have also
a Coat ...

A fortnight after this letter, on 9 June, Lord Compton wrote to his father:

Your Lordship says you will expect a particular account of what Curiositys have been lately
discovered in Rome, which is easily given, there not having been any thing curious of late discover’d
here, & the reason is that tho’ there is without dispute very many things of value to be found
under the ruins of Old Rome, the Pope does pretend to so great [a] right of all that is discovered,
that the people to whom the ground does belong do not think it worth their while to seek for
those things of which the Pope is to have almost the only advantage, but here are so many pieces
of Antiquity and of painting already, that a Stranger is never to seek for entertainment or
amusement in that kind.

He continues by confirming Hay’s decision to spend the summer in Rome and to move to
Florence in September. This indeed is what happened; Lord Compton wrote from Leghorn
on 8 September describing the journey.

21 Although a Huguenot, Maximilian Misson, in his popular guide book, A New Voyage to Italy, was similarly
enthusiastic; and ‘... he that would make a right judgement of it [St Peter’s], must go thither often.’ (4th English
ed. London, 1714. II. Pt. I. p. 12.) These remarks were perhaps in Lord Compton’s mind when writing this
letter.  

22 The Julio was worth about 5½d. so Lord Compton’s establishment cost just under £1 per day. 
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I thank God we received no inconvenience by leaving Rome at this season & tho’ the rains had
not reached Rome before we left it yet we met with rain before we came to Sienna & a great deal
fell that night we staid there. I beleive there is not so much danger in sleeping in the plains of
Rome as people are apprehensive of, for tho’ neither the Dr nor myself did sleep, yet my Servant
did, who being on horseback, & sent before us to provide horses at the post, in the night time lost
his way &, being very dark, slept 3 or 4 hours upon a hay-cock, till it was light but is nothing
the worse for it.23

Hay provides some further detail in a letter dated 28 October. He confirms that the journey
was undertaken chiefly at night time ‘to avoid the heats of the day’ but ‘by the heedlessness
of the driver a little above Viterbo we were overturned but without any more of harm than
damaging the chaise somewhat...’ Mr Digges, hearing that smallpox was rife in Leghorn,
‘took his way directly for Florence...’ He does not appear in the correspondence any more. 

After Leghorn the party travelled to Florence where ‘his Lordship was very civily receiv’d
by the Great Duke, saluted the Great prince and princess at Pratolino24 and was very
respectfully treated by Dr. Newton her Majestie’s Envoy there, enjoys the divertisment of
the opera.’25 Lord Compton left Florence for Bologna probably about the middle of October
and from Bologna he travelled through ‘lower Lombardy to Genoa, arriving there in the
last week of October. At Genoa Lord Compton ‘met with Mr Chetwin who was the
Queen’s envoy at Turin but now recall’d and his brother, the Queen’s resident here, both
treat  his Lordship very respectfully & very friendly.’26 Lord Compton did not stay long, he
was anxious to move on to Turin ‘according to your Lordship’s advice.’ He left on 8
November but the roads ‘were so excessively bad that notwithstanding we were fain to have
three horses to our chaise, yet they fail’d and lay in the mire and at last broke the chaise.’
With this same letter (28 November), Hay also sent his latest quarterly accounts. ‘You’l
perceive that we have got into the Dearest quarters of Europe both for traveling and living.’
The same point was made by de Blainville in a letter to William Blathwayt dated 21
February 1708. ‘Everything is extremely dear since the Seige.’27

The siege of Turin was one of the most decisive engagements of the War of the Spanish
Succession. A large French army invaded Piedmont and in May 1706 began the siege of

23 ‘...[to] sleep within the Campagna is esteemed Death.’ Wright, E. Some Observations made in Travelling through
France, Italy, &c. In the years 1720, 1721, and 1722. London, 1730. I. p. 28.  

24 Lord Compton was probably received by the Grand Duke Cosimo III de’ Medici (1642 – 1723) in Florence.
The Grand Prince was Cosimo’s son and heir, Ferdinando de’ Medici (1670 - 1713) who had married
Violante of Bavaria in 1689. Ferdinando was a considerable connoisseur and musician and built a theatre in
the villa at Pratolino for operatic productions usually in September. Acton, 1980, p. 174 and pp. 258 – 260.
Pratolino itself is about seven or eight miles north of Florence on the old road to Bologna and was built by
Francesco I de’ Medici in 1569 – 81. After the end of the Medici dynasty the villa fell into disrepair and
much of the fabric was demolished in 1820. The park and such buildings as remained were sold to Prince
Demidoff in 1872; the site is now called the Parco di Villa Demidoff. 

25 Sir Henry Newton (1651 – 1715) was trained as a lawyer but was appointed Envoy Extraordinary to Tuscany
in 1704. He negotiated further concessions for the English in Leghorn, including the freedom of religion,
and in 1706 was sent to Genoa to ensure that that state observed the neutrality it had pledged. Although
recalled in 1709 he does not appear to have left Italy until 1711. He was knighted in 1715. 

26 John Chetwynd (c. 1680 – 1767) began his diplomatic career as Secretary to Charles Montagu, Earl of
Manchester, in Paris in 1699 – 1701. He was sent to Turin in 1705 and was appointed Envoy Extraordinary
there in 1706. He was recalled in August 1708 but stayed at his post until 1713. His brother, William Richard
Chetwynd (c. 1683 – 1770), was John’s Secretary at Turin before being appointed Resident, 1708 – 11, then
Envoy Extraordinary, 1711 – 13, to the Republic of Genoa.   

27 Hardwick, 1985, p. 111 and p. 112.
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Turin. If Turin (and therefore Piedmont) could be subdued then the way was open to
overrun Milan and the Imperial territories in the plains of northern Italy. Prince Eugene
was holed up with a small Imperial army in the Tyrol but decided to outflank the French
by marching east then south before turning west (a little south of Ferrara) towards Turin
which he reached on 2 September 1706. Battle was offered on 7 September and, despite
their numerical superiority, the French suffered a major defeat. French ambitions in Italy
were thus brought to an end (at least for the next ninety years). The basilica of Superga was
built (1717 – 31) by Amadeus II as a thank-offering for this victory. 28

Lord Compton wrote to his father on 8 December to give his initial impressions of Turin
and to take a dig at Dr Hay ‘who had not given notice to Mr Drummond at Amsterdam to
send our letters to this place so that all my letters, till those last night, having been directed
to Leghorn, have passed by here, gone to Leghorn, & returned here again.’29 The Court
had just returned to Turin after spending the autumn at the royal hunting lodge at Venaria30

but ‘the Duke will not allow any Operas or Comedies, so that I think to stay here and see
the beginning of the Carnaval (which is this Year very short, Ash Wednesday being the 18th

day of February) and then go see the Opera at Milan.’ The lack of court entertainment is
explained by de Blainville. ‘The Prince is entirely taken up with Religion and only thinks
of arranging his affairs. That is the reason that this year, there has not been any Opera, nor
Comedy, nor the least Diversion... We learn even that His Royal Highness has commanded
several persons of distinction, to try to Prevent them [the Blathwayt brothers] from being
bored, and to procure them some Diversions.’31 These letters were written in February and
March 1708, but the same prohibition was still in force in December when Lord Compton
arrived. Despite this, Hay considered that his charge was ‘more in the way of the world
than it was possible for him to be any where else in Italy or perhaps any where... [He has]
very free access to Court every night, to other assemblies and Conversationes where his
Lordship is very well received... The only exercise he applies himself to is dancing.’

In his next letter of 13 February 1709 (‘an express sent by her Majestie’s Envoye’), Hay
reviews the possible routes home and asks Lord Northampton whether, after visiting Vienna,
he would prefer Lord Compton to go to Prague, Frankfurt and so to the Rhine, and take
in the courts at Mainz and Dusseldorf, or to go north via Bohemia and Saxony (and Berlin
and Hanover again). Meanwhile Lord Compton and a certain Lt. Col. Ottway paid a flying
visit to Milan. Lord Compton’s account of this trip in a letter dated 2 March, is as follows:

Your Lordship I believe will wonder after the complaints I have made in other letters /of the
dullness of the Carnaval /32 to see this dated at Turin. But the weather was so bad and cold
there was no comfort in thinking of removing. Yet notwithstanding the Carnaval at Milan (by a
particular priviledge granted to that town by St. Hieronymo) lasting four days longer than in
other parts, we took a suddain resolution to go thither, which we resolved upon on the Wednesday
at night, & the next morning took post, & arrived Friday noon at Milan, time enough to see
the fireworks that night, for the honour of Pr. Eugene which were very fine, well design’d, & well
executed. The next night we see the Opera which was but very indifferent, after that a very great
ball with a noble entertainment, where we counted seventy three Ladys at table, & I believe 2
hundred gentlemen attending them. I staid upon the ball till between 3 & 4 a clock in the

28 Henderson, 1964, pp. 123 – 33. 
29 In his first letter, Hay asked Lord Northampton ‘to direct your letters Chez Messieurs Vander Heyden et

Drummond, Marchands, á Amsterdam.’
30 Richard Creed’s Journal of the Grand Tour 1699 – 1700, ed. Thomas, A. Oundle, 2002, p. 14 contains a detailed

description of this ‘hunting seat’. 
31 Hardwick, 1985, p.112 and p. 115. 
32 // inserted in the line below.
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morning, and thus ended my Carnaval at Milan, perhaps the last I shall ever see. Tho’ this
journey was not very long for we were returned to Turin the eighth day, yet it had it’s adventures;
the Dr to show his vigour would go a horseback himself, & let me go in a post chaise with another
Gentleman : in our going the roads were good, the frost upon the ground, so that we releived one
another very [often? obscured by seal] by each taking his turn to ride. But in returning the
weather was bad, the frost gone, the roads extreamly bad, rain & snow continually. The Dr on
horseback, my self in an open Chaise exposed to all the weather was not [at] all comfortable, yet
we came off pretty well, only the Dr lost his sword from his side, his handkerchief out of his
pocket, & some leather by riding posts; two falls he owns, what more I know not. 
I ask your Lordship’s pardon for troubling you with this stuff but here being no news nor anything
worth writing, I hope you will excuse this impertinence...  

Lord Compton spent Lent and Easter in Turin despite his complaints about the dullness of
the place. This might appear surprising but when his younger brother, Charles, visited Turin
in December 1719 he was presented to Princess Mary of Carignan ‘who seven years ago
[actually nearly eleven] was not very indifferent to my Lord Compton and indeed she asked
very kindly for him.’ So wrote Dr Hay in a letter dated 27 December 1719 when he was
on tour with Charles Compton. He was referring to Maria Vittoria (1690 – 1766), the
subsequently- legitimized daughter of Duke Victor Amadeus II of Savoy. In 1714 she
married Victor Amadeus, Prince of Carignan, who was banished to Paris (informally) in
1718. The princess followed him there. Princess Maria is described by Keysler as ‘equally
celebrated both for her beauty and understanding’ while even Dr Hay thought her ‘a
princess of extraordinary spirit.’33

Lord Compton had already determined that he would see the Ascension Day ceremonies
at Venice, a fact reported by Hay to Lord Northampton in his letter of 2 January. So,
immediately after Easter, Lord Compton took his leave of the Court which in any event
was moving to Venaria and prepared to set out for Venice. He was however ‘prevaile’d upon
by his good and useful friend, Mr Chetwin... to tarry till Saturday.’ This required a change
of route; instead of visiting Bergamo, Brescia and Mantua, as intended, the party took ‘the
straight road by Cremona and Mantua to Verona.’ Once the party had reached Venice, Hay
wrote to Lord Northampton announcing their arrival; the letter is dated 26 April. This
contains little about Lord Compton and his future plans but much about the preparations
for the visit of Frederick IV, King of Denmark (1671 – 1730). Although Frederick had
already made one tour of Italy by the time he succeeded his father in 1699, this was a much
grander affair. At Verona ‘the ancient Roman amphitheatre is a fitting up to make operas,
Balls, Feasts for his entertainment.’ Rosalba Carriera sketched his portrait when he visited
Venice in the winter of 1708 / 09.       

Unfortunately for Lord Compton’s plans, the great Ascension Day ceremony, the Doge’s
Marriage to the Sea, had to be postponed because Doge Alvise II Mocenigo had just died
and the ceremony had to be postponed until June. Lord Compton, in Hay’s opinion, had
‘not lost his time. For besides the Ceremonial pomps that he saw upon the death of one
Doage and choosing of another, he has had an opportunity of knowing somewhat more of
this most publick government than he could have easily learn’d from Books.’ Hay himself
visited Padua to negotiate the cost of a journey to Augsburg with a vetturino. ‘I dare not
trust to our chaise to carry us that far after having been so much used.’ He proposed to sell
it ‘for what I can get for it.’

33 Keysler J. G. Travels through Germany, Bohemia, Hungary, Switzerland, Italy, and Lorrain. London, 1756. I. p. 217.
McKay, 1986, p. 250.  
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Lord Compton wrote to his father on 7 June. ‘The ceremonies of burying one Doge &
making another’ had been completed and the Marriage to the Sea was to take place ‘the
day after tomorrow.’ Once he had seen this Lord Compton promised to make his way ‘to
Augsburg & as fast as possible through Germany to Holland.’ And the party did move fast;
by 2 July they were in Frankfurt. ‘We came five posts by water hither which we found the
more pleasant, the more speedy & the cheaper way of traveling...’ Hay had proposed to visit
Aachen but the surrounding countryside was ‘much infested by parties [partisans] & robbers’
– probably as a result of the war in Flanders - so he decided to let the Rhine carry them
on to Nijmegen. Hay also asked in this letter for any instructions as to what he should
purchase in Holland. ‘I would be glad to be honour’d with their Commands in Holland if
they [the family] want anything in that place wherein I can serve them.’ Also in Frankfurt
Lord Compton received a letter from ‘my Brother Gore’ in which the latter gave an account
of his marriage to Compton’s sister, Mary. 34

Before Frankfurt had been reached Lord Compton ‘had visited the Courts of the [ecclesi-
astical] Electors of  Mentz [Mainz] and Treve [Trier] where he was received with very much
civility.’ He stayed only one day in each place however. The ‘journey through Germany has
been as successful as any we have taken before’ wrote Lord Compton and the passage from
Frankfurt to Arnhem was ‘very pleasant and expeditious.’ He concludes this letter (dated
15 July) by asking his father for ‘orders concerning my return into England.’ Hay’s letter of
26 July from The Hague informed Lord Northampton that Lord Compton intended to
leave ‘by the packet of this day sev’night.’ He had passed ‘his time well betwixt My Lord
Townshend who is very civil to him, and the assemblies.’35 There was then one final visit to
be chronicled. ‘This morning My Lord Portland made a visit to My Lord Compton.’36 Such
a visit from such a grandee of a past generation marks a fitting conclusion to Lord
Compton’s Tour. There are no further letters relating to this tour and it may be presumed
that Lord Compton did return to England in early August, having been away for some 26
months. 

Meanwhile Hay was attempting to fulfil the orders from the family for lace and other items
of haberdashery; ‘I wish that your Lordship or rather the Countess of Northampton might
have been pleas’d to determine the number of Elles of Machlam Lace for the young ladies.’37

‘If I should prove defective in carrying home at this time anything that the Ladies expect,
I’ll plead altogether innocent because they have not been pleas’d to honour me with distinct
commands tho’ I asked for them a long time agoe by Mr James.’38 The last letter from Dr
Hay is from Utrecht and dated 21 November 1709. It deals chiefly with financial matters
including payment for the items he had purchased. He ends by inviting further commissions
which perhaps suggests that he had based himself in the Netherlands.   

34 William Gore (c. 1675 – 1739) was the senior member of an important City family. Director of the Bank of
England, 1709 – 12, and of the South Sea Company, 1712 – 15. His brother, John, was much involved in the
Hamburg trade.

35 Charles Townshend (1675 – 1738) succeeded his father as Viscount Townshend in 1687. He was in Holland
as Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary (jointly with Marlborough), having arrived in May 1709.
He was recalled in March 1711.  

36 William Bentinck (1649 – 1709) was created Earl of Portland in 1689 by William III. He died four months
after this meeting in late November. 

37 Mechelen, just north of Brussels, was renowned for its lace.
38 The ell of Amsterdam measured 26.8 inches according to the table given in Dutens. L. Journal of Travels made

through the Principal Cities of Europe. London, 1782, p. x. The English ell was 45 inches. 
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Figure 3. Portrait of James, Lord Compton, aged 8, by Sir Godfrey Kneller,
at Castle Ashby. Copyright, The Marquess of Northampton.
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Appendix: The Surviving Letters
In order to construct a coherent itinerary, the places mentioned precede the letter in which
they are given. Bracketed names indicate that they have been assumed.

All the letters are to the Earl of Northampton. Those that were sent to the Countess of
Northampton and other members of the family do not appear to have survived. The letter
writers were either James Hay (JH) or Lord Compton (LC) and were sent to either
Northampton House in Bloomsbury Square (L) or to Castle Ashby (CA). Q indicates a
reference to a quarterly statement of accounts.  

Harwich, Hellevoetsluis, Rotterdam, The Hague
1. 3 June 1707 JH Rotterdam L

Delft, Leiden, Haarlem, Amsterdam
2. 20 June JH Utrecht L

Het Loo, Zutphen, Arnhem, Nijmegen, Kleve
3. 28 June LC Amsterdam not shown
4. 15 July JH Rotterdam CA
5. 28 July LC Brussels CA
6. 27 July JH Meldert Camp CA
7. 4 August JH Brussels CA
8. 15 August JH Brussels CA
9. 1 September LC Utrecht CA Q
10 1 September JH Utrecht CA

Naarden, Osnabruck
11. 16 September JH Hamburg CA

Luneburg, Celle
12 26 September JH Hanover CA
13. 10 October JH Berlin CA

Leipzig, Dresden, Nuremberg, Augsburg, (Brenner Pass), Trent, Verona
14. 17 November LC Padua L
15 1 December JH Padua L Q
16. 5 January 1708 JH Venice L
17. 3 February JH Venice L
18. 24 February JH Venice L Q

Ravenna, Rimini, Loretto, (Via Flaminia)
19. 10 March LC Rome L
20. 7 April JH Rome CA redirected to L

Naples and back
21. 26 May JH Rome L Q
22. 9 June LC Rome L
23. 23 August JH Rome CA Q

Viterbo, Montefiascone, Siena
24. 8 September LC Leghorn CA

Pisa, Lucca, Florence, Bologna, (Via Aemilia to Piacenza, Tortona)
25. 28 October JH Genoa CA
26. 26 November JH Turin L Q
27. 8 December JH Turin L
28 2 January 1709 JH Turin L
29. 13 February JH Turin L
30. 27 February JH Turin L Q

Milan and back
31. 2 March LC Turin L
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32.    3 April JH Turin L
Cremona, Mantua, Verona, (Padua)

33.   26 April JH Venice L
34.   31 May JH Venice L Q
35.    7 June LC Venice L

(Brenner Pass), Augsburg, Mainz, Trier
36.    2 July JH Frankfurt L

Koblenz, Arnhem
37.   15 July LC Utrecht CA
38.   26 July JH The Hague CA
39.   21 November JH Utrecht CA
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brothers William and John Blathwayt of Dyrham Park 1705 – 1708. Bristol, 1985.
Henderson, N. Prince Eugen of Savoy. London, 1964.
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Brinsley Ford Archive. London, 1997.
McKay, P. H. The Grand Tour of the Hon. Charles Compton, Northamptonshire Past and
Present, vol. vii, number 4. 1986. pp. 241 – 55.  

Postscript
The original Ghezzi drawing on which Pond’s etching is based has been widely reproduced,
not least in Northamptonshire Past and Present, Vol. IX, no. 2, (1995–96), p. 123. Unfortunately,
its known provenance does not extend further back than the late eighteenth century but it
is not impossible that Pond himself acquired it when he was in Rome between spring 1725
and March 1727. His etching must have been widely known for Hogarth incorporated it
(as Fig. I) in Plate I in his The Analysis of Beauty published in 1753. As Hogarth explained
in the Preface, its inclusion was to demonstrate ‘in what light they [the bear-leaders of
young travellers] are so consider’d abroad…’ and how corrupting of taste, particularly of
taste in painting, such people were.
(William Hogarth, The Analysis of Beauty, ed. Paulson, R., New Haven and London, 1997, p. 18.)
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A House in Decline? Boughton House, c. 1709–1827
emma purcell

The British country house today is seen as an enduring cultural icon of a bygone era
representing an identity of quintessential ‘Englishness’.1The enduring popularity of country
house locations for novels, television programmes and films, as well as the ability to tour
elegantly presented and preserved properties has been reinforced by academic and popular
studies of the country house’s history.  In these studies, the eighteenth century is often
celebrated as the highpoint of the country house, the period during which it was at its most
important, most influential and most used.

During this period it has been argued that they not only helped to define and promote a
‘cohesive national identity’ but that they were of great importance to the local community,
providing a site of consumption and employment.2 This was the heyday of the aristocracy
and the households in which they lived were architecturally, artistically, socially and
economically important, not just to their owners but those dependent on them for work
and income.3 Country estates were well used during this period, particularly throughout
the summer and early autumn months, to be away from the city in the hottest time of the
year, but also to coincide with the break for Parliament. The country house shifted at this
time, Mark Girouard suggests, away from the ‘formal’ house of the previous century to a
more open ‘social’ house, which hosted gatherings, balls, parties and other events for the
guests it welcomed, and provided an opportunity to enjoy the countryside.4

The twentieth century, on the other hand, has traditionally been seen as the era of the
‘massacre’ of the country house and the way of life that it signified.5 The political and
economic power of the aristocracy was in steady decline and country houses no longer
held the same position of importance within the local community. Large property networks
shrank, with town houses and other smaller estates being sold in a bid to hold on to the
ancestral family seat, yet even where these remained, many were left with little or no land
attached to them.6

One of the most significant impacts on the country mansions of the aristocracy was,
however, the two World Wars, during which time they were ‘ruthlessly requisitioned’ by the
government, particularly during World War Two.7 Rather than being damaged as a result of
bombing, many houses which had been utilised for schools, military hospitals or housing
troops were left so badly damaged by their temporary occupants that repair would have
been too costly and demolition was the only option. A further impact of war was the loss
of servants, many of whom had lost their lives fighting on the battlefield, or had been

1 D.Arnold, ‘The Country House: Form, Function and Meaning’, in D.Arnold (ed.) The Georgian Country
House. Architecture, Landscape and Society (Stroud: 1998) p.1; P.Mandler, The Fall and Rise of the Stately Home
(New Haven & London: 1997) p.1.

2 D.Arnold, ibid, p.19; J.V.Beckett, The Aristocracy in England, 1660-1914 (Oxford: 1986) p.338.
3 N.Lloyd, A History of the English House from Primitive Times to the Victorian Period (London: 1951) p.124;

C.Christie, The British Country House in the Eighteenth Century (Manchester: 2000) p.1.
4 For further information of Girouard’s labelling of different periods for the country house social approach to

the country house see, M.Girouard, Life in the English Country House. A Social and Architectural History
(Middlesex: 1980).

5 D.Cruickshank, The Country House Revealed. A Secret History of the British Ancestral Home (Random House:
2011) p.8.

6 M. Girouard, Life in the English Country House, p.316-318.
7 D.Cannadine, The Decline and Fall of the British Aristocracy (London: 1990) p.627.
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reappointed to more important jobs elsewhere, leading to a shortage of staff to run and
maintain such large households.8

It has been estimated that the twentieth century witnessed the demolition of over 1000
country houses in England alone, and a striking exhibition at the V&A in 1974, The
Destruction of the Country House 1875-1975, highlighted their plight.9 However, not all
suffered the same fate as conservation and heritage charities such as the National Trust and
English Heritage purchased a large number of these houses and took on the costly job of
repairing them. By generating revenue and awareness by opening them up to paying
members of the public, such charities have been able to preserve a part of the country’s
heritage which was beginning to fall away. 

However, this view of a slow and steady decline of the country house into the twentieth
century is over-simplified: investigation into different family networks and circumstances
can reveal a rather different narrative which reverses the high and low points of the country
house. In reality, not all country houses witnessed a golden age in the eighteenth century:
some were barely used by the families who owned them and some were even left to fall
into states of decline and dilapidation. Interestingly, for a small number, their fortunes revived
at the turn of the twentieth century when they saw a new lease of life rather than the onset
of decline. However, there is little research that sheds light on why certain households faced
periods of neglect and decline in the eighteenth century or, crucially, what caused an
aristocratic family to leave its ancestral seat to fall into a long standing period of ‘sleep’.

One such property which fits this non-traditional pattern is Boughton House, near
Kettering in Northamptonshire, the ancestral seat of the Montagu family. Today it is part of
the vast Buccleuch estates and owned by the Duke of Buccleuch and Queensberry, a direct
descendent of Sir Edward Montagu, who purchased a Tudor manor house on the current
site in 1528. Subsequent generations developed the house, adding land in surrounding
villages to create a vast Northamptonshire estate for the family, with Boughton forming
their principal seat. In 1705, Ralph Montagu was created 1st Duke of Montagu and made
many additions to Boughton, and was largely responsible for the form and appearance of
the house today. Yet fifty years later Boughton was an uninhabited property, unused by the
family. At this time Boughton was clearly not enjoying a period of high use and popularity
and this remained the case until the turn of the twentieth century, when it was slowly
opened up and reintroduced as part of  the Buccleuch network of properties and was once
again occupied as a family home.

Boughton’s story is a direct contrast to the orthodox narrative of the history of the country
house, but what caused Boughton House to fall into disuse in the eighteenth-century and
bypass the traditional golden age of the country house? This article will explore how
Boughton House was used by three generations of the Montagu family across the long
eighteenth century, looking at the issues that affected its usage at different periods and
showing how location, inheritance issues and the family’s ownership of numerous properties
were all contributory factors.

In 1709, John Montagu inherited the dukedom of Montagu and the lands and estates
associated with the title, from his father Ralph, who had died only four years after receiving

8 Ibid, p.629.
9 D. Cruickshank, The Country House Revealed,  p.6; G. Worsley, ‘Country Houses: the Lost Legacy’, The

Telegraph, 15th June 2002 [http://www.telegraph.co.uk/culture/art/3578853/Country-houses-the-lost-
legacy.html].
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his coveted dukedom. John inherited a number of households including country residences
such as Ditton Park in Buckinghamshire, a suburban villa at Blackheath and a large town
residence in Bloomsbury, London known as Montagu House, in addition to the Montagu
seat of Boughton House.

Boughton had undergone significant development under Ralph, being extended on the
north face in the French manner, with two pavilions connected by a series of state rooms
and a complete redesign of the gardens to transform them into ornately landscaped gardens,
reminiscent of those at the Palace of Versailles, where Ralph had stayed in his capacity as
ambassador to the French court.10 The look and layout of Boughton today is largely due to
the work executed by Ralph. Although the house was primarily used by the family during
the summer months, it played host to a royal visit and other notable events during Ralph’s
lifetime.

When John inherited the property, he was still only 19 years of age and had not yet reached
his majority of 21, when he would gain full control over his houses and estates. He had,
however, been married four years prior to his inheritance, to Lady Mary Churchill, the
fourth daughter of John and Sarah Churchill, Duke and Duchess of Marlborough. At the
ages of only 15 and 16 respectively at the time of their marriage, Mary and John did not
immediately live together but both resided in London, where Mary had already spent the
majority of her younger years.

Upon John’s inheritance in 1709, Mary and John made Montagu House, a large townhouse
in Bloomsbury, their principal property and there is very little, if any evidence to suggest
that they used Boughton House as a family home during their marriage. Instead, they
preferred to be situated either in London, or within easy reach of it, making use of a
suburban urban villa at Blackheath, or other country estates within a closer radius to the
capital, namely Ditton Park. Despite a somewhat tumultuous marriage, Mary and John did
live together in the same property, but whereas Mary spent little time away from the capital,
John frequently travelled to his other estates. Information gathered from bills of fare, which
record who was present for which meals of the day at a certain property, show for example
that for the period August 1730-December 1731 Mary spent nearly 350 days in London,
whereas this was only 185 days for John, who had higher figures for Ditton Park and other
properties.11

However, despite not living in the property for large periods of time, John was continually
looking at ways to develop and improve Boughton, carrying out work to both the interior
and exterior of the property during his tenure as duke. Interior additions included the ‘New
Gallery’, known today as the Audit Gallery and an armoury, reflecting John’s professional
interest in this area of his collections.12 Additionally, John had numerous plans drawn up to
convert the ‘Unfinished Wing’ into a functioning, useable space, each quite different in its
design. Two plans in the 1720s detail ideas for both storeys of the wing to be fitted out with
bed chambers, dressing rooms, closets and space for servants, with John’s handwriting even
appearing one of them.13

10 T.Murdoch, Noble Households. Eighteenth-Century Inventories of Great English Houses (Cambridge: 2006) p.49.
11 Buccleuch Archives, Boughton House, Northamptonshire (BA, BHN hereafter): Bills of Fare 1730-1731.
12 T.Murdoch, Noble Households, p.49.
13 BA, BHN: Plans for altering the Unfinished Wing.
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That John was considering turning the wing into useable rooms suggests that he may have
been thinking of spending more time at Boughton; however, neither plan was implemented
and the wing remained empty.  A final design came in 1748, courtesy of John’s close friend,
William Stukeley, who proposed turning the wing into an elaborate gothic chapel. This
striking proposal would have utilised the entire floor to ceiling space, with no division for
a second storey. The construction of a chapel would have given the space a purpose and
function and suggests that John was still considering ways to improve the house, even late
in his life. 

Large scale redevelopments of the landscape gardens were also undertaken during John’s
lifetime. Ralph’s original garden plans were inspired by the grandiose gardens at Versailles,
which he wanted to replicate at Boughton. However, John preferred a less ostentatious (and
less expensive) layout and sought to dramatically reduce the complexity of the gardens,
particularly in the areas closest to the house.

These projects indicate that even though John and Mary did not use Boughton on a regular
basis, John continued to take a strong interest in the property and wanted to continue to
make his own changes, reflecting his personality and interests, as well as improving the house
for future generations.  Moreover, whilst Boughton may not have been used regularly as a
family household, it did function as a country retreat away from London and appears to
have played host to parties during the summer months. Between 11th and 30th August 1725,
for example, Boughton was a hive of activity and played host to a number of titled and
distinguished guests. Amongst the list was Mr Montagu, secretary to the most Honourable

Figure 1.  John, Duke of Montagu (1690-1749) by Sir Godfrey Kneller.
(The Buccleuch Collection, Boughton House) 
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Order of the Bath; Sir William Dudley; John and Mary’s daughter Isabella, Duchess of
Manchester and her husband the Duke of Manchester; the Earl of Sunderland; and Sir
Thomas Coke.14 They dined on a variety of sumptuous dishes including herb soup with
neck of veal, roast beef and venison, fish, ham, partridges and cherry tarts.15 The guests
staying in the house also brought their own servants, leading to there being 18 in company
at the stewards table and ‘about 70’ at the servants table, who shared boiled beef and a side
of roasted mutton between them.16

A similar pattern can be seen in 1728 and 1730, indicating that it is likely that Boughton
was annually used for several weeks in the summer months for entertaining purposes by
Duke John. As the ancestral Montagu seat Boughton provided a grand and impressive
country retreat to which family members and distinguished friends and acquaintances
might be invited. It is interesting to note, however, that for each of these summer
gatherings for which material survives, primarily in the form of clerk of the kitchen
accounts or bills of fare, Mary was never present. John was the main host, even when the
party was primarily formed of close family members rather than John’s friends or
acquaintances from the capital. For example, in September 1730 a large party of guests
was present at Boughton and amongst them were Lord and Lady Brudenell and Lord
and Lady Cardigan, of nearby Deene Park. Lady Brudenell was in fact Mary, the younger
daughter of John and Mary, who had married George Brudenell only two months earlier.
Although a number of other people were present, this appears to have been partly a
meeting of the two recently united local families, yet Mary still chose to remain in
London.17 Mary’s absence at events like this at Boughton shows that she had freedom
over her own travel movements and little interest in journeying to the house, even for a
family gathering, which could suggest a dislike for certain family members contributed
to her decision to remain in London.

Mary and John’s latter years were spent in London, either at the townhouse or the nearby
suburban and country properties. In the early 1730s, a smaller townhouse in Whitehall
replaced that of the large mansion at Bloomsbury, which later became the first home of the
British Museum, and this is where they continued to welcome family members and guests.
John passed away in 1749 and Mary two years later in 1751, leaving two surviving daughters,
Lady Isabella and Lady Mary.

John’s death marked a turning point in Boughton’s history. Sadly, however, it was not for
the better. Having no son and heir to inherit the title and estates, the title of Duke of
Montagu became extinct, but in a bid to keep the estates within his close family rather than
passing to a distant male relative, John dictated that they were to be left to his two daughters.
However, rather than dividing the estates up equally between Isabella and Mary, John instead
stated in the last will drawn up before his death that:

. . .it is my most earnest desire and request that my said entailed estates should not be divided
but that the same should be all kept together undivided and possessed entirely by my daughter
Mary, Countess of Cardigan and her issue in the same manner as if I left a son.18

14 BA, BHN: Clerk of the Kitchen Accounts, August 1725.
15 BA, BHN: ibid., Sunday 15th August 1725. 
16 Ibid.
17 BA, BHN: Clerk of the Kitchen and Butler Accounts for Boughton, 22nd September 1730.
18 BA, BHN: Will and Codicils of John, Duke of Montagu, 1749. p.16.
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Just several months before his death, John clearly stipulated that it was his younger daughter,
Mary, who was to inherit all the Montagu estates and her elder sister Isabella was seemingly
to have none of them for herself and her children. Although the Montagu dukedom was to
become extinct upon his death, Mary was to inherit her father’s estates as if she had been
a son. John had also ensured the continuation of the Montagu name, if not the title, by
making Mary’s husband, George, adopt the surname of Montagu as a condition of Mary’s
inheritance. 

Isabella was not completely excluded from John’s will, however, as his will went on to state
that whilst Mary was to directly inherit his estates and households, Isabella would be entitled
to receive a share of all the rents and profits which were generated from the said estates.19

This way Isabella stood to gain financially from the numerous Montagu estates during her
lifetime, but none would descend to the son she had with her second husband, Edward
Hussey.20

Despite making what appears to have been an unfair division between his two daughters,
John went on to state that these terms were his most ‘earnest desire and request’ and should
Isabella be unhappy with them and make a move to challenge them, then she would forfeit
any right to any benefit of the Montagu lands and estates.21 She would therefore be left
with nothing. However, when John died only a month after adding final codicils to his will,
Isabella was predictably not pleased with the terms of the will, probably feeling humiliated
at the preference shown for her younger sister.  She launched into a bitter legal battle with
Mary over the will which endured for many years and deeply affected their relationship.
The Gentleman’s Magazine even speculated that the dispute contributed towards Mary’s
death in 1775, writing that: 

. . . a law suit, relative to their respective shares of their father’s inheritance, made a breach between
the two sisters; and the loss of that suit preying upon the spirits of the Countess of Cardigan,
Duchess of Montague, together with the loss of her only son, the Marquis of Monthermer, sent
her to her grave.22

Isabella’s challenge to her father’s will left the ownership and future of some of the Montagu
properties in a state of flux, with neither party being able to live in or use them. For
properties such as Ditton Park, the sisters had come to an agreement that Isabella and
Edward could reside there, however, they divided certain bills and maintenance costs, such
as insurance cover, between them.23 However, this was not the case for Boughton House
and it became the main casualty of the sisters’ legal dispute, mapping its future out for several
generations to come. 

Neither sister wished to release her claim on the property, and with no end to the dispute
in sight, it was left uninhabited and largely unused. The problems generated by this joint
management can be seen in a selection of Mary’s letters from the 1750s and 1760s,

19 ibid, p.6.
20 Isabella had married William, Duke of Manchester in 1723, an advantageous match and one that John

supported. However, the couple had no children and William died in 1739. In 1743 Isabella married an Irish
gentleman by the name of Edward Hussey. Hussey was over ten years her junior and did not come from an
aristocratic background. They were mocked in the contemporary press and John was extremely unhappy
with the match. 

21 BA, BHN: Will and Codicils of John, p.7.
22 ‘Births and Marriages of Considerable Persons’.The Gentleman’s Magazine: and historical chronicle, Jan. 1736-

Dec. 1833; (July 1787): p.637.
23 BA, BHN: Insurance of Ditton House from Fire, 1768.

06 A HOUSE IN DECLINE, BOUGHTON HOUSE.QXD_Layout 1  30/08/2017  07:27  Page 48



a house in decline? boughton house, c. 1709–1827 49

particularly over clashing instructions for staff at Boughton. A letter from Mary to her
steward William Folkes in October 1757 reveals that certain staff answered to her and some
to Edward and Isabella, which made it difficult to discipline unruly servants. She complained
that she has been informed that Edward had given orders that whenever the keeper at
Boughton was shooting game, half should be sent to Edward and Isabella: a generous inter-
pretation of Duke John’s provision that half of the rents and profits should be enjoyed by
Isabella which Mary clearly did not agree with.24 She also went on to remark that Folkes
had more authority at Boughton than she did, and she hoped that he would exert it on her
behalf.25 This reveals an interesting power dynamic at the property and a confusing conflict
over whom staff and servants should answer to and whose instructions they should follow
whilst working on the estate. 

There appears also to have been a physical division of space and property within the house
itself. Mary added a postscript to her letter to Folkes:

. . . if Sir Edward Montagu should come there, to have every thing of every sort that belongs to
me removed into that half of the house which he does not use.26

Figure 2. Mary, Duchess of Montagu (1712-1775) by Thomas Gainsborough.
(The Buccleuch Collection, Boughton House)

24 Norfolk Record Office: Folkes of Hillington correspondence, MC50/12, 503x4, Lady Mary Cardigan,
Countess of Cardigan to William Folkes, 28th October 1757. 

25 Ibid.
26 Ibid.
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This is a strongly worded statement and reveals Mary’s feelings towards Edward but also
that there were areas of Boughton that he was not permitted to use. It is telling that she
wished to have all of her possessions moved to this area, suggesting that she did not trust
Edward Hussey to not move or take her possessions. Taken in combination with her
comments about the staff and servants answering to differing people, it becomes apparent
that Boughton was almost physically divided in half during the dispute, which provides
another reason why neither couple was willing or able to use it regularly as a country house
in the traditional manner associated with the eighteenth century.

However, this extract does reveal that Boughton was being used to house goods and
furniture during the sisters’ dispute and that Edward did visit on occasion for reasons
unknown. Whilst it is not clear how often Edward and Isabella visited Boughton during
this period, a separate account does remark on the frequency with which the Cardigans
visited and demonstrates that it was widely known that the property was not lived in due
to Isabella’s legal challenge. 

In 1763 Horace Walpole - antiquarian, Whig politician and son of Prime Minister Robert
Walpole - was conducting a tour of the midlands when he travelled through Northamp-
tonshire and paid a visit to Boughton. In a letter to George Montagu esq, he wrote the
following account of his visit: 

Yesterday morning we went to Boughton, where we were scarce landed, before the Cardigans, in
a coach and six and three chaises, arrived with a cold dinner in their pockets, on their way to
Deane: for as it is in dispute, they never reside at Boughton. This was most unlucky, that we
should pitch on the only hour in the year in which they are there.27

Walpole went on to recount a hurried tour throughout the property and also made
disparaging comments about Boughton’s location and prospect – ‘an ugly hole’ - however,
this section of his letter is important in understanding Boughton in the mid eighteenth-
century.28 In a period of only fourteen years since Duke John’s death, Boughton had gone
from a property, which although not lived in on a regular basis, was well maintained,
continued to be developed and was sporadically opened up to host family and guests, to a
property which was hardly even visited. By 1763, Walpole was stating that Mary and George
only visited the house very briefly once a year, despite it being only a short distance away
from their main country residence. It is worth noting that Walpole had once been a good
friend of Mary’s but in the years before his visit, their relationship had become cooler and
his fondness for Mary had waned. It is difficult to assess how true his remarks are, and the
quip regarding a ‘cold dinner in their pockets’ is a characteristic exaggeration.  It is certainly
possible, and indeed probable, that the Cardigans visited Boughton more than once per
year, and for longer than a brief one-hour visit. Nonetheless his comment shows that
Boughton was sitting unused and crucially, that the main reason for this was the ongoing
dispute.

Mary’s letters to her stewards at Boughton reveal a level of regular contact, ensuring that
the house and the estate were well run but also that it was very clearly the opposite to the
thriving ‘social house’ that the country house is supposed to have been at this time.
Boughton remained in this state for the duration of Mary and Isabella’s lives. Further strain
was put on their relationship when the title of Duke of Montagu was recreated for George

27 Horace Walpole to George Montagu, Esq. Saturday 23rd July 1763, in W.S. Lewis (ed) The Yale Edition of
Horace Walpole’s Correspondence. Volume 10. Correspondence with George Montagu volume 2 (London: 1941) p.89.

28 Ibid.
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in 1766. This was compounded in the 1770s when George was also offered the earldom of
Montagu, something which Isabella claimed the king had promised to her husband. The
king denied this and George did not accept the earldom, but Mary and Isabella never
repaired their relationship and when Mary died in 1775, possession of Boughton remained
with George.29

John’s desire to keep the Montagu estates unified and tied to just one of his daughters can
be seen as a key reason behind Boughton’s decline during this period, with his will being
a major turning point in Boughton’s history. In part, John’s will can be seen as a slight
towards Isabella and a statement of distaste for her marriage to Edward Hussey, but there
was more to it than that. John had a strong attachment to and pride in the Montagu name
and was continually fascinated in his lineage, heraldry and family history. He proudly
displayed his aristocratic connections throughout Boughton; Walpole remarked that that
there were ‘pedigrees all around me and under my feet, for there is literally a coat of arms
at the end of every step of stairs’.30

By leaving Boughton and the Montagu estates solely to Mary, John was ensuring that they
would continue to pass through an aristocratic line and one that bore his name, even if not
his title. Had he divided the estates equally between Mary and Isabella, the Montagu estates
would have been broken up and lost their aristocratic status, since Hussey was a common
gentleman. In reality, his decision was a threat to the continued prosperity and future of the
estate, and the principal reason Boughton was left unoccupied for many years to come.

However, even if Isabella had not challenged the will and accepted John’s terms, it is still
debateable as to whether Boughton’s prospects would have been significantly different over
the ensuring years. In 1730 Mary had married George Brudenell, who became the Earl of
Cardigan in 1732 upon the death of his father. He therefore inherited the Cardigan estates
along with the title, amongst which was the large country residence of Deene Parke, only
a short distance away from Boughton House. Other Cardigan estates were located in
Yorkshire and a townhouse was leased in London, so even without the addition of the
Montagu properties, Mary and George already had a substantial number of properties
available for them to use. They had lived at Deene as their main country residence for nearly
twenty years by the time John died, already establishing their family country home; they
did not need another one and it is highly unlikely that George would have wanted to move
to Boughton and relinquish in own ancestral family property. Changing his name from
Brudenell to Montagu had been a beneficial, yet major concession. Moving his principal
property, however, would have gained no benefit and instead made him look completely
powerless in comparison to his wife and her family. It is likely then, that had they had full,
unrestricted access to Boughton, it would have continued in the same manner as Mary’s
parents had used it – for occasional events or entertainments, but not for regular family use.

Had Isabella had access to Boughton, there is a chance its future could have been very
different. As noted above, Edward was an untitled gentleman who was not from an
aristocratic background and he brought no property into the marriage for himself and
Isabella to reside in. Having a house like Boughton to their name would not only have

29 ‘Hussey Montagu, Sir Edward (1721-1802), of Ditton Park, Bucks. And Westown, co. Dublin’ in L.Namier
& J.Brooke (eds) The History of Parliament: The House of Commons 1754-1790 (1964) (online edition)
[http://www.historyofparliamentonline.org/volume/1754-1790/member/hussey-montagu-sir-edward-
1721-1802].

30 Horace Walpole to George Montagu, Esq. Saturday 23rd July 1763 in W.S. Lewis (ed) The Yale Edition of Horace
Walpole’s Correspondence, p.89.
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given them a home to live in, but would also have helped to cement their ties to the
Montagu name and re-established Isabella’s status as the eldest daughter and heiress of the
Duke of Montagu. Edward’s position within this would also have been in direct contrast to
George. Whilst George and Mary’s marriage had been a union of two wealthy, aristocratic
families, Edward was socially climbing and gaining rank and opportunities by marrying
Isabella. Inheriting and being able to live in a property like Boughton would have only
been another gain for him and an increase to his status, rather than a decline. Furthermore,
with no other households vying for use, Boughton could have been a well-used family
home that was used as principal property for large parts of the year.

George retained control over Boughton House and the other Montagu estates after Mary’s
death in 1775, apart from Ditton Park which remained under the control of Isabella and
Edward. He continued to pay for maintenance bills connected to the property, including
an undisclosed amount to Mr Bonus who had been at Boughton for nearly a year, cleaning
all the pictures.31 Due to the death of John, Marquis of Monthermer - Mary and George’s
only son -  in 1770, Boughton and the Montagu estates once again were passed down to
an heiress, Lady Elizabeth.  Once more the impact of an existing large network of properties
played a major part in Boughton’s continued disuse. 

By the time Lady Elizabeth inherited Boughton House and the rest of the Montagu estates
in 1790, Boughton had not been used by the family in over forty years. This was not
something which would change significantly under her ownership. In 1767 Lady Elizabeth
Montagu had married a wealthy young man by the name of Henry Scott, who was the 3rd

Duke of Buccleuch, and reputedly the wealthiest peer in Scotland.32 Henry had inherited
several large estates from his grandfather, the previous duke, primarily located in the Scottish
borders. The principal Buccleuch seat, however, was a large country house known as
Dalkeith Palace, near Edinburgh. This had been largely remodelled by James Smith for Anna
Scott, Duchess of Buccleuch at the beginning of the eighteenth century.33

Dalkeith Palace was Henry and Elizabeth’s main family home and where they spent a
considerable amount of their time. They established a pattern of movement, spending several
months of each year in London at a townhouse leased by Henry in Grosvenor Square and
also paid visits to Henry’s other properties, including Bowhill House near Selkirk and
Langholm Lodge, a hunting retreat also in the Borders. With the location of their principal
seat so far from the capital, their patterns of movement were different from that of the two
generations before them. Travelling between town and country was an arduous journey
which lasted for several days, and so short stays at one or the other were generally not
undertaken, as Mary had done when moving between Ditton Park and Montagu House
earlier in the century. Elizabeth in particular used this journey to visit other towns and
points of interest along the way, such as country houses. In one letter to a friend, she
recounted how she had passed through Northampton and stayed at a local inn, highlighting
that she did not use either Deene Park or Boughton House as a midway point on her
journeys.34

31 Northamptonshire Record Office (NRO): Montagu (Boughton) 2/3/3/110, Robert Stanley to Henry
Hoyle Oddie, 14th July 1785. 

32 J.V.Beckett asserts that the Duke of Buccleuch was one of only twelve millionaires in early 19th century
Britain – see The Aristocracy in England, p. 287.

33 J.G.Dunbar and J.Cornforth, ‘Dalkeith House, Lothian – 1. A property of the Duke of Buccleuch and
Queensberry’, Country Life (19th April 1984) pp.1063-4.

34 ‘Lady Elizabeth Montagu, Duchess of Buccleuch to Lady Louisa Stuart, 3rd August 1784’. In Clark, A (ed.)
Gleanings from an Old Portfolio Containing Some Correspondence between Lady Louisa Stuart and Her Sister, Caroline,
Countess of Portarlington and Other Friends and Relatives. Volume One. (Edinburgh: 1895) p.268.
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When Elizabeth inherited the Montagu properties 23 years after her marriage to Henry,
the number of urban, suburban and country residences which the couple owned between
them dramatically increased and combined to form an extensive network of households
and estates across England and Scotland. The main property which they incorporated into
their pattern of usage was Montagu House, the townhouse in Whitehall. Upon Elizabeth’s
inheritance, Henry sold the remaining years of the lease he had on the townhouse at
Grosvenor Square and Montagu House became their residence in town.

However, with an already established network of properties, including several large country
households, there was a diminished need for Boughton House and so it continued to remain
in its period of sleep. There is little evidence to show whether Elizabeth and Henry visited
Boughton as her mother and father had, but nevertheless, she ensured that Boughton did
not fall into a dilapidated state, with bills for maintenance and cleaning materials, such as
mops, starch and soap featuring in her accounts.35

Intriguingly, Boughton did not sit completely unused during Elizabeth’s ownership and
was in fact occupied by the family for a short, two month stay in 1808 – the first time it
was used in in this manner in over fifty years. A small bundle of bills held at the National
Records of Scotland contains numerous sums for food, drink and household supplies for
May and June 1808 addressed for ‘their graces the Duke and Duchess of Buccleuch’ and
clearly labelled as ‘Boughton’, indicating that the family was in residence for this period.
Additionally, the number and type of bills indicate that these were not merely costs for staff
maintaining the house but that it was in full, working order. The two months of May and
June generated a total expense of £386 2s 1d and covered a variety of goods and services.36

£172 of this bill alone was for meat from the local butcher and there were also payments
to the local baker and grocer, plus wine, wax candles and an extra servant.37 The list of
goods and services ordered to the house during this time would not be for a skeleton or
caretaking staff and reveal that for some reason, Henry and Elizabeth and possibly other
members of their family, used Boughton as a retreat away from their normal households.

However, the fact that they suddenly opened Boughton up suggests that there was a serious
incident within the family which required a period of recuperation somewhere where they
would not be likely to have guests or visitors. A bill for an apothecary from this period
suggests a member of the family may have been unwell, but Lord George Scott, a grandson
of Henry and Elizabeth’s had also died very recently and Boughton may have been used as
an unknown, unfamiliar retreat away from visitors, providing time for the family to recover
from their loss.

This is the only stay at Boughton that has so far been identified during Elizabeth and
Henry’s marriage. Henry died in 1812 and Elizabeth spent the majority of her dower years
living at her suburban villa, on the banks of the Thames in Richmond. It is not clear if
Elizabeth ever visited Boughton again during her lifetime. Instead she travelled to visit her
family at their various respective households and spent significant sums of money on
rebuilding Ditton Park after it was destroyed by a fire in 1812, as well as paying for additions
at Montagu House and Richmond. 

Nevertheless, Elizabeth’s dynastic connection to the area never waned. Despite Henry being
buried in the Buccleuch crypt in Dalkeith, she was buried at St Edmund’s church, Warkton,

35 NRO: Montagu (Boughton) x8688-x8879 Estate Account Vouchers, box 21, grocery bill 1792.
36 National Records of Scotland: GD224/351/126, Boughton House Abstract of Bills Paid 1808. 
37 Ibid.
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the burial place of previous generations of the Montagus, even though she had died at
Richmond. Her body lay for a period of time at Boughton prior to her funeral, and tenants
from the estate led the procession from Boughton to Warkton church. 38Whilst Elizabeth
may not have resided at Boughton, nor spent much time in the area, the dynastic connection
of the Montagus to Boughton and the area remained and she would be the final Montagu
to be buried at Warkton with her ancestors. It would be over fifty years, however, before
the family reopened the property.

By studying three generations of the Montagu family across the long eighteenth-century,
it has been possible to explore how Boughton’s position as a principal country seat changed
and why it was left to fall into an extended period of sleep, persisting for over 150 years.  A
combination of events and circumstances can be seen to have contributed to Boughton’s
lack of use from the mid-eighteenth century onwards, with John’s divisive will representing
only one facet. The marriage of two successive heiresses to wealthy, landed men meant that
they already had a wide property network and an established family country seat by the
time they inherited, reducing the need or demand for Boughton as a home. The golden
age of the country house therefore passed Boughton House by, as it was left to sit unused
whilst other households were prioritised and preferred.  

Boughton instead enjoyed a renaissance in the twentieth century, once again being
reintroduced to the family property network. It became a family home for part of the year

Figure 3. Boughton House, North Front
(The Buccleuch Collection, Boughton House)

38 ‘Obituary: the Duchess of Buccleuch’. The Gentleman’s Magazine: and historical chronicle, Jan. 1736-Dec. 1833;
Feb 1828. P.176.
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and played host to a range of society gatherings and entertainments, similar in a fashion to
the days of Ralph and John. Having served as a store for treasures from the British Museum
during World War Two and escaping wear and damage, Boughton enjoyed the highpoint of
its use at a time when many other country houses were being abandoned, sold or
demolished. Other suburban and country properties such as Ditton Park, had been sold in
previous years or had passed to other branches of the family and so Boughton became the
principal country estate that the Buccleuch family owned and used in England. 

Boughton found a new place within the Buccleuch network and with developments in
transportation and road infrastructure, it could serve as an easily accessible country retreat
away from London, where previously its isolation had contributed to its lack of use. The
preservation of original features such as panelling in the Great Hall, fireplaces, candle sconces
and wall and ceiling paintings, which were destroyed in the Victorian era at other country
estates, have contributed to making Boughton one of the best-preserved stately homes in
the country. The period of sleep which Boughton endured, instead of being seen as a period
of decline and destruction, can be seen as a period of time which contributed to Boughton’s
continued use, prosperity and longevity in later years.39

39 All three images within this article have been used by kind permission of the Duke of Buccleuch &
Queensberry KBE and I would like to thank Crispin Powell, Buccleuch Archivist, for all of his help and
support.
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Rev. Henry Jephcott, Enclosure Commissioner
bill franklin

Introduction
Studies of agricultural history, particularly those discussing the parliamentary enclosure
movement of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, usually emphasise the social and
economic consequences of enclosure. The role of those individuals who acted as
commissioners and surveyors is largely ignored, and yet these individuals were the central
figures in any enclosure. There are a few notable exceptions including the studies of Tate1

Beresford2 and Turner3.

One of the most prolific commissioners in the period 1700-1777 was the Revered Henry
Jephcott of Kislingbury, who acted as enclosure commissioner and who represented the
interests of the church or at least one Oxford college in enclosures in Northamptonshire,
Oxfordshire, Huntingdonshire, Bedfordshire, Buckinghamshire and Gloucestershire.  

Henry Jephcott
Henry Jephcott was born at Anstey, Warwickshire in 1700, to John Jephcott and Sarah his
wife. John Jephcott was both a farmer and surveyor. The family occupied a small farm
although probably insufficient to make much of a profit from, hence his father undertook
surveying commissions, which allowed the family to educate their children. It was usual in
the 18th century for sons to assist their parents in their early years and continue the father’s
profession and while Henry was sufficiently skilled in surveying and valuing, it was into
the priesthood that he entered. The Jephcotts appear to have been sufficiently able to pay
for Henry to attend school and then university before becoming a priest. He attended St
John’s College Oxford from 1717 obtaining a Batchelor of Arts degree in 1721 and a Master
of Arts in 17244.

On leaving university Henry was appointed as a curate in the parish of St John the Baptist
and St Lawrence, Weston sub Edge, near Chipping Campden, Gloucestershire, where he
met and subsequently married his wife Hannah Rymell on 23 May 1726. Thomas Bell was
the Rector of that parish from 1720 – 1744 and also held a post as the vicar of Tardebigge
(Worcestershire) and domestic chaplain to the 4th Earl of Plymouth. 

Rector of Kislingbury
How long Henry remained at Weston Sub Edge is not known. He appears to have spent
some time at Mickleton, Gloucestershire, where a son, John, was born, being appointed as
Rector to the parish of St Luke, Kislingbury, Northamptonshire at some time before 1740.
In 1740 he along with Edmund Sansun, Sarah Walgrave and John Cross and several of the
poor of the parish commenced proceedings against the trustees of the town lands charity.
The case was presented on behalf of Jephcott and the other plaintiffs by the Attorney
General and heard by the Court of Chancery5. The twenty-seven defendants were examined

1  Tate W.E. (1951), Oxfordshire Enclosure Commissioners, 1737-1856. Journal of Modern History. Vol. XXIII.
No. 2. pp. 137-145.

2 Beresford, M.W. (1968) The Commissioners of Enclosure. In Minchington, W.E. (Eds) Essays in Agrarian History.
Vol. II. pp.91-101

3 Turner, M. (1977) Enclosure Commissioners and Buckinghamshire Parliamentary Enclosure. Agricultural History
Review. Vol. 25. pp. 120-129.

4 Foster, J. (1891) Alumni Oxienses 1715 – 1886. Parker & Co, Oxford. Vol II. p.751.
5 TNA C11/1286/8
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by the court between 1740 and 17496,7, the court ruling in favour of Henry Jephcott and
his fellow plaintiffs.

In Kislingbury the Jephcott family was growing and by 1750 Henry and Hannah had at
least three sons and two daughters. Two of the sons, Henry and John entered the priesthood,
Henry Jephcott junior attended Lincoln College, Oxford between 1755 and 1761 and then
became curate to his father at Kislingbury. Henry’s father John joined the family at
Kislingbury, dying there in 1743.

Henry Jephcott Enclosure Commissioner
In the eighteenth-century members of the clergy who had some knowledge of agriculture
were sometimes appointed as commissioners for an enclosure, where they might oversee
the church’s interest in the glebe lands or the tithes. By the time Henry Jephcott undertook
his first enclosure in 1750 he was a respected clergyman with a good knowledge of both
agriculture and surveying; a good candidate for the church to employ in the role of
commissioner.

Initially Jephcott undertook no more than one enclosure per year. His first was that of the
three parishes of Nether Heyford, Stowe IX Churches and Bugbrooke (1750) followed by
Farthingstone (1752-3) and Drayton (1752-3) after which there was a six-year period
during which he undertook only one commission, that of Broughton & Pitsford (1756).
This changed in 1759 when he was appointed to three commissions in quick succession.
Before the last of these was complete (Banbury) he was appointed to a further three
commissions (Table 1). While there were a few years between 1759 and 1777 when he
undertook no enclosures, in the remaining years the range was between one and six
enclosures commencing per year. One year when he did not undertake any commissions
was 1768, the year following the death of his wife Hannah. It was the only year between
1763 and 1776 when he did not engage in any new commissions. In addition to acting as
Enclosure Commissioner and as Rector of Kislingbury, in the last few years of Henry
Jephcott’s life he also acted as advisor to at least one Oxford college regarding their estates8.

Prior to 1761, when his son Henry Jephcott the younger joined him as curate in
Kislingbury,  juggling the role of Rector and Enclosure Commissioner must have been
quite a challenge. When an enclosure commission was first established the commissioners
had much to do and usually met daily for about two weeks, they then met monthly for up
to six days at a time and in the case of all of the enclosures undertaken by Henry Jephcott
away and often at considerable distance from Kislingbury. When away on a commission
Henry and his fellow commissioners lodged in an inn or hotel where they held both their
public and private meetings. One guinea per day was usually granted to each commissioner
to cover expenses while engaged upon commission business. In some instances, the
commissioners were engaged on enclosing parishes close to one another and the business
of enclosing both parishes might be engaged in an inn convenient for dealing with both.
The expenses at one guinea a day was around nine shillings more than most people earned
in a day and allowed the commissioners to live comfortably while away from home, and in
Henry’s case he also had the income from his living and the house provided by the church
to ensure that his family was well cared for, his only additional expense being the salary of
his curate who ministered to his parishioners in his absence.

6 TNA C111290/31
7 TNA C11/1096/11
8 NRO E(B)318, 305, 06, 309-17 Correspondence between Jephcott, Brasenose College and others regarding

Little Billing.
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From 1769 Henry undertook commissions further away from Kislingbury, his furthest being
in the parishes of Ampney Crucis and Ampney St Mary in Gloucestershire. Although
undertaking enclosures further afield Jephcott continued to act as commissioner for
enclosures in Northamptonshire right up to his death.

Table 1. Enclosure commissions undertaken by Henry Jephcott.

Parish County Act Date Award Date
Nether Heyford, Stow IX Churches & Bugbrooke Northamptonshire 1750 14 Mar 1750
Farthingstone Northamptonshire 1751 24 Mar 1752
Drayton Northamptonshire 1752 24 Apr. 1753
Boughton & Pitsford Northamptonshire 1756 13 Dec 1756
Slapton Northamptonshire 1759 11 Dec 1759
Banbury (Nethrop & Wykham) Oxfordshire 1759 14 Aug 1760
Ecton Northamptonshire 1759 3 Apr 1759
Blakesley Northamptonshire 1760 21 Jul 1761
Marston St Lawrence Northamptonshire 1760 22 Mar 1761
Wardington, including Williamscote & Coton Oxfordshire 1760 30 Apr 1762
Wappenham Northamptonshire 1761 13 Feb 1762
Woodford (Nr Thrapston) Northamptonshire 1763 19 Jan 1764
Everdon (Great & Little) Northamptonshire 1764 10 May 1765
Guilsborough, Coton & Nortoft Northamptonshire 1764 22 Sep 1764
West Haddon Northamptonshire 1764 24 Aug 1765
Newnham Northamptonshire 1764 27 Mar 1765
Spratton Northamptonshire 1765 19 Mar 1766
Hardingstone & Cotton Northamptonshire 1765 21 Mar 1766
Twywell Northamptonshire 1765
Kingsthorpe Northamptonshire 1766 15 Apr 1767
Steeple Aston Oxfordshire 1766 27 Jun 1767
Thenford Northamptonshire 1766 28 Oct 1766
Arthingworth Northamptonshire 1767 25 Feb 1768
Old Northamptonshire 1767 4 Feb 1768
Great Oxendon Northamptonshire 1767 4 Mar 1768
Middleton Cheney (Upper & Lower) Northamptonshire 1769 2 Jun 1770
Wootton Oxfordshire 1769 26 Jun 1770
Cublington Buckinghamshire 1769 9 Mar 1770
Ampney Crucis & Ampney St Mary Gloucestershire 1770 1770
Slipton Northamptonshire 1771 16 Dec 1771
Lowick Northamptonshire 1771 18 Dec 1771
Earls Barton Northamptonshire 1771 20 Feb 1772
Pattishall Northamptonshire 1771 20 Jun 1772
Weedon & Weston Northamptonshire 1771 25 Mar 1772
Swalcliffe Oxfordshire 1771 2nd Apr 1772
Epwell Oxfordshire 1772 26 Mar 1773
Kings Ripton Huntingdonshire 1772 5 Feb 1773
Aldewinckle Northamptonshire 1772 18 Jan 1773
Astrop Northamptonshire 1772 13 Jul 1773
Radcliffe cum Chackmore & Tingewick Buckinghamshire 1773 25 Dec 1775
Sibford Gower & Burdrop Oxfordshire 1773 25 Jun 1774
Charlton in Newbottle Northamptonshire 1773
East Haddon Northamptonshire 1773 7 Apr 773
Cropredy and Astmead Oxfordshire 1774 27 May 177
Staverton Northamptonshire 1774 24 Jun 1775
Harringworth Northamptonshire 1774 9 May 1775
Hollowell Northamptonshire 1774 17 Jun 1775
Tadmarton (Upper & Lower) Oxfordshire 1775 16 Mar 776
Clifton Hampden Oxfordshire 1775 22 Feb 1776
Broadwell & Filkins Oxfordshire 1775 24 Apr 1776
Brize Norton Oxfordshire 1775 26 Apr 1776
Claydon with Clatterclot Oxfordshire 1775 31 May 1776
Scaldwell Northamptonshire 1775 16 Dec 1775
Walgrave Northamptonshire 1776 12 Apr 1777
Twyford with Charndon Buckinghamshire 1776 22 Apr 1796
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Prior to his first commission Henry Jephcott had undertaken various pieces of consultancy
for at least one of the Oxford colleges, advising on land values. This work he continued
throughout his career as a commissioner. This often required his visiting farms on the estate
for whom he was being employed, where he would meet with tenants, look over the land
and buildings and note the current and future rental values. An example of this is found in
the Bedfordshire Archives. In 1773 he was employed by Dr Joseph Hawley to assess the
rentals for his estate at Tyringham, Buckinghamshire. According to a letter written by Joseph
Hawley Jephcott met with the tenants and noted the current rental value. One of these was
giving up a farm, Jephcott noting the current rental. He then met with the new tenant and
noted the new rental value and took the same particulars for each of the tenants.9

By 1776 Henry Jephcott aged 76 became unwell and while he continued to correspond
on enclosure and estate business he was by the end of the year not well enough to attend
commission meetings. He was at that time engaged as commissioner for two enclosures:
those of Walgrave in Northamptonshire and Twyford with Charndon, Buckinghamshire,
both enclosures he would not live to complete. Henry died on 9 November 1776. He had
been present for the first eleven days of the Walgrave enclosure before his death.

Figure. 1. Memorial to Henry Jephcott, his wife and his father,
in Kislingbury Church. (Author’s photograph.)

9 Bedfordshire Archives, M 10/2/38.
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By his will of 15 November 177010 Henry instructed his executors to distribute five pounds
to the poor of Kislingbury one month after his death, he discharged the debt of one hundred
pounds his son John. John had borrowed one hundred pounds from Henry in 1750. He
also gave one hundred pounds each to his two daughters, Sarah and Mary, to his son William,
three hundred pounds, discharging him of a debt and to his son Thomas one hundred
pounds. John and Henry, both clergymen, received his books and other possessions and
Henry junior received his interest in the advowson of Kislingbury and went on to replace
him as rector there.

Summary
Over a period of twenty-six years Henry Jephcott, Rector of Kislingbury undertook the
role of commissioner on fifty-five enclosures across five counties. He was one of the most
prolific clerical commissioners, matched only by the more famous contemporary Henry
Homer, rector of Birdingbrooke in Warwickshire, whose fame as much relates to his writings
on enclosure11 and roads12 as it does his role as a commissioner.

Acknowledgements
I am grateful to the staff of the record offices at Northampton, Huntingdon, Aylesbury,
Bedford, Warwick and Oxford for their assistance regarding records of enclosures in those
counties.

10 TNA PROB 11/1028/33 
11 Homer, H. S. (1769) An Essay on the Nature and Method of ascertaining the Specifick Shares of Proprietors, upon

the Inclosure of Common Fields, and upon the Objections to their Inclosure, particularly as far as they relate to the Publick
and the Poor. S. Parker, Oxford.

12 Homer, H. S. (1767) Enquiry into the means of preserving and improving the publick roads of this Kingdom. S. Parker,
Oxford.
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Harlestone House and Park
A History

martin izzard
This paper describes the history of Harlestone House and Park from 1715-1940.

In summary, the main events were:

1499 Thomas Andrew of Charwelton buys the Lumley Estate in Harlestone for his son
Richard thereby starting the Andrew/Harlestone connection.

1530 The whole of the Harlestone Estate is owned by the Andrew family.

1587 Sir Thomas Andrew, High Sherriff of Northamptonshire (1586) was present at the
execution of Mary Queen of Scots at Fotheringhay Castle in 1587, where according to
tradition she gave him her crucifix, when positioned on her two foot scaffold in the Great
Hall.2 The crucifix may have spent time in Harlestone Park.  

1599 The descendants of Richard Andrew who were, almost alternately, called Thomas or
Robert, lived in Harlestone village.

1 NRO P1280.
2 Forrest, M. Village Roots: A History of Harlestone up to the twentieth Century, 2009, p.45.

Figure 1. Harlestone House and surrounding Park, c. 1809.
Painting by Humphry Repton1

(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office.) 
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1650 Thomas Andrew owner of the estate died after residing at Harlestone in a large farm
in the village.

1715-1728 Harlestone Park constructed for the Andrew family almost certainly to designs
by Francis Smith of Warwick.3  

1799 Robert Andrew marries Frances Packe and the Mary Queen of Scots crucifix was
passed to her. The crucifix presumably resided in Harlestone House between 1728-1799.

1809-1814 Major modernisation of Harlestone Park carried out by the Reptons. Now
called Harlestone House. 

1829-1831 Harlestone House owned by Colonel Henry Packe, Robert Andrew’s brother-
in-law.

1831 House bought by Lord Spencer of Althorp after Robert Andrew died, leaving no
male heir.

1831-1891 House occupied by numerous gentry.

1888 Arabic gold coin (A.D.768) discovered during some stone working on the wall of the
Rectory stables.

1891 Marie Anne Louise Baring the Dowager Duchess of Grafton becomes the last
occupant.

1928 The Dowager Duchess of Grafton dies.

1940 Harlestone House demolished.

1988-90 Northampton Golf Club Company Ltd build a new Clubhouse on the footprint
of the original house overlooking the lake (Figure 2).

As close neighbours the Andrew and Spencer families had become good friends in the
seventeenth century, although this came about in a rather brutal manner:

The park wall on the south side divides the properties of the Andrew and Spencer families. In
the time of  Charles some hounds of Squire Andrew broke loose, and trespassing upon the premises
at Althorpe, the Earl ordered his game keeper to shoot one of them. A short time after, the Duke
riding upon a grey horse was met by the squire, who presenting a pistol towards the horse,
addressed him thus: - “Duke dismount-otherwise I may shoot you as well, as your horse. A horse
for a dog as long as your grace pleases”. The Duke as may be naturally supposed dismounted
quickly, and his horse was as quickly shot dead. Its noble owner being struck by the decisive
method, as well as the just cause, of  retaliation, turned round and addressed the Squire thus:-
“Mr Andrew you are a gentleman, and I have done wrong; give me your hand”.- and ever after
the closest intimacy existed between them. 4

3 Bailey, B., Pevsner, N. and Cherry, B. Northamptonshire., New Haven & London, 2013, p.317.
4 NRO, Hughes of Harlestone, 20.
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According to Bridges, 

From the time of Henry VII 1485 – 1509 this estate had belonged to the family of Andrew or
Andrews; they were lords of the manor and had a residence there.5

There was also another seat “the late Sir Salathiel Lovell’s,” according to Bridges. At the
time when Baker wrote his History of the County of Northamptonshire, published between
1822-1830, Robert Andrew was in possession of Harlestone House (Figure 3), and, Baker
adds, 

The seat of the Lovell family was taken down a few years since by the present Mr. Andrew. But
his own seat, the present house, together with the surrounding park, he vastly improved with the
help of the Reptons.6

In 1709 Sir Salathiel Lovell bought an estate in Harlestone from the Dyve family. This was
apparently the residue of the ancient Bulmer estate, since it carried with it the right of the
owner to call himself lord of the manor of Harlestone. The use of this title greatly annoyed
the Andrew family and at the first opportunity they had the house demolished. The site of
the house remains unknown. Sir Salathiel came to Harlestone with a good reputation and
a career behind him. As recorder of Northampton he was involved in the rebuilding of
Northampton after the great fire of 1675. Baron Henry Lovell of the Manor of Harlestone
is recorded in 1721.7 Henry’s daughter Mary married Viscount Barrington, who sold the

Figure 2. An aerial view of Harlestone showing some of the features
mentioned in this paper. (Photograph by Stuart Tippleston)

5 Bridges, J. The History and Antiquities of Northamptonshire,Volume 1,Oxford, 1791, p.511.
6 Baker, G.The History and Antiquities of the County of Northampton, Volume 2, London, 1822-36.
7 Forrest, Village Roots.
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Manor in Harlestone in 1753 for £512.19s. to three people, one of whom was John Andrew
of Creaton, the father of Robert Andrew of Harlestone. 

The Lovells resided at Harlestone for a relatively short time. The baroque tablet by Stanton,
to Sir Salathiel, donated by the family in the local St Andrews Church, is most impressive.

The details of the sale to the Andrew family are available in “An account of the disposal of
the money received for the Harlestone Estate Sold to Mr Andrew April 12th 1753”.8

Margaret Forrest and the Harlestone Village Design Statement state that construction of
Harlestone House was started in 1715 by the Andrew family, followed by demolition when
the ruined building became dangerous to playing children in 1940. The demolition
contractors found in the roof a carved board which read “Benjamin Noon of Dafentrey
and Richard England of Harleston Hed carpenters built this hous and all the buildings and
layed all the floors. Cuie mode sue sorte contentues” (which translated means “Wherein
he fashions his fate contented”).The carved board was dated 10th September 1728,

8 NRO, YZ4432 Record 1937/30 Box 11,Rental of Harlestone Estate 1751. A rental of my estate at Harleston
in the County of Northamptonshire that decended to me by the death of Captain Samuel Lovell April 24th

1751. A set of accounts from 1751-1764.

Figure 3. An early sketch of “Harlestone House the seat of Robert Andrew
Esq. May 31st 1818” by the Northamptonshire artist,

George Clarke of Scaldwell.
(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office)
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presumably when the house was completed.9 The name of England appears regularly in
village records, and they are often carpenters. 

The site chosen by Robert Andrew (Figure 4) for Harlestone House and Park, overlooked
a series of small ponds that became Harlestone Lake. 

It was a rectangular building, with the main entrance from Church lane, beside the school, the
house now on the right of the pillared entrance is the original Lodge. The pillared gateposts are
the original eighteenth century ones, and are Grade II listed.10

Figure 4. Robert Andrew the Younger (d.1831), Earl of Harlestone by James
Millar c.1800.From the Northamptonshire County Council Collection.

(Photograph by Martin Izzard).

9 www.harlestonevillage.co.uk/VDS%20Draft%20final%20document%20V3.pdf
10 Forrest, Village Roots.
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The seals of the Andrew family are illustrated in Figure 5.

Figure 5.The Seals with crest and coat of arms of Andrew of Harlestone
c.1790 (matrixes).Given to the Northamptonshire Record Office by the

Packe family.11 (Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office.)

The stone for the construction of Harlestone house was taken from the local quarry on
Northampton Road (Figure 6).

Figure 6. A scene from the Quarry at Harlestone extracting the honey
coloured ironstone used for the construction of so many local buildings

including Harlestone House. This image is pre 1897, exact date unknown.
The quarry was formally opened by Eli Craddock in 1892; in the photograph

above, he is perhaps in the centre with his daughter. 12

(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office.)

11 NRO, A282, A280.
12 NRO Hughes of Harlestone 20, p.137.
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Life at Harlestone Park for the Andrew family was carried on in the time honoured way
between 1728-1739 until the death of one Robert Andrew Esq. When in 1739, the
Northampton Mercury reported,

To be sold on Monday the 1st day of October at a time in the morning, and the 
days following at the Dwelling-house of Robert Andrew, late of Harleston, in 
the county of Northamptonshire, Esq. All the Plate, Linen, Arms, Household 
Goods and Furniture of the said Robert Andrew Esq; and also a chariot with
Glasses and two pairs of Harness. The sale of linen will be on Wednesday, 
the third day of the sale. N.B. The House, Gardens, Park, Dovecote, Fishponds 
well stocked with Fish etc are to be left.13

His son Robert Andrew kept a travel diary in 1752.14 In August and September he travelled
widely thought southern England and Wales, when a number of mansions were visited.

There were several Robert Andrews and the Christian name of Thomas was also often used
for family members. For example Thomas Andrew of Charwelton bought a manor at
Harlestone in 1500 for the eldest son of his second wife, which was the start date for the
Andrew connection with Harlestone. Another Thomas Andrew (d.1722) was M.P. for
Higham Ferrers and Northampton. 

When the General Turnpike Act 1773 was passed, at Harlestone in 1781, monies were paid
to Robert Andrew for obtaining the turnpike act (£277.16.6).15 This allowed the road to
be maintained and a toll to be charged to the people using the road, turnpike roads in this
area were put in place initially in 1738/9.

Maintaining such a large property must have required a significant amount of building work
and in 1808 Robert Andrew employed Austin Johnson for four days work which cost £4!

In 1809 a major modernisation was decided upon by the Andrew family and according to
Forrest:

By the end of the eighteenth century, Harlestone Park did not please the then Robert Andrew,
and in 1809 he commissioned the Repton Brothers to modernise and redesign the property, from
then on called Harlestone House. The house was built of Harlestone stone, but was plastered
and painted white, and was known locally as the White House.16 

The decision to modernise appears extraordinary; in view of the stress Robert Andrew
must have suffered at this time:

In April 1799, the clothes of Mrs Francis Andrew nee Thornton, Robert Andrew’s mother caught
fire, while sitting up after the servants had retired, she was badly burnt, and died a few days later.
After Robert Andrew married Frances Packe daughter of James Packe of Leicestershire one month
later, she died in childbirth in October, 1800, as the memorial plaque in St Andrews church at
Harlestone states “Her infant son did not survive his mother”.17

13 Northampton Mercury, 24 Sept & 8 October 1739, quoted in NRO Hughes of Harlestone, 20, p213.
14 NRO, A203.
15 NRO, A180.
16 Forrest, Village Roots.
17 Ibid.
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Humphry Repton was the architect for the alterations. He brought the entrance round to
the north front, and added a west wing, to match the already existing east wing, giving a
new and elegant drawing room. New kitchens were added and stables and a coach house
also built to the east of the main house. There were 15 bedrooms, many with dressing rooms
adjoining, but only one bathroom. Baths were still normally brought to the rooms of the
residents. Humphry Repton was a landscape gardener who had beautified the surroundings
and buildings of many country houses in Northamptonshire and now turned his attention
to Harlestone.18 To help clients visualise his designs, Repton produced ‘Red Books’ (so
called for their binding) with explanatory text and watercolours with a system of overlays
to show ‘before’ and ‘after’ views. The changes by Repton were to modernise elegantly the
east and west front of the house erect spacious detached offices and the imposing stables.19

In the Northamptonshire Record Office paintings by Humphry Repton demonstrate the
proposed “before” and “after” views (Figures 7&8).20

Repton submitted two modernisation designs for consideration to Harlestone Park owner
Robert Andrew one of which appears to correspond to the photographs of the house
available, apart from the location of the boathouse21. The second, which had the first floor
viewing area facing east, was rejected by Andrew. The fact that a duplicate painting
equivalent to the “after” view exists, suggests this was the design favoured.

The temple boathouse proposed by the Reptons at the house end of the bridge was not
built in this location at the request of Robert Andrew. However a much smaller structure
was built at the time and subsequently rebuilt by the Northampton Golf Club using some
of the original stone and some flagstones from the cellars of Harlestone House, discovered
when the footings were being dug in c.1988. 22

According to Mowl and Hickman there were considerable discussions between the
Reptons and Robert Andrew about the fine details of the construction and design of the
Bridge-Dam. Also the influence of the well established elm trees in the Park up to 1810
was considerable, especially affecting the light falling upon the grounds surrounding the
House.23

At Harlestone, Repton,

even considered the horses as gentry and housed in classical splendour: 
a very Northamptonshire solution24

This is the reason why the Stable Block, now private houses are so grand.

With regard of the Bridge-Dam a letter dated 3 March 1811 from Repton to Robert
Andrew, records how keen Repton was to be allowed this feature. He was even ready to set
up a wooden model from which to judge its effect with respect to the bridge,

18 Mowl, T. & Hickman, C. The Historic Gardens of England, Northamptonshire, Stroud, 2008, pp114-117.
19 Baker, The History and Antiquities of the County of Northamptonshire.
20 NRO, P1280a.
21 ibid.
22 Izzard, M. J. Harlestone Park, Good Air and Good golf: A History, St Neots, 2016
23 Mowl & Hickman,  The Historic Gardens of England, Northamptonshire. 
24 Mowl & Hickman,  The Historic Gardens of England, Northamptonshire.
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Figure 7. Harlestone House & Park view “before” modernisation by Humphry
Repton 1809, which refers to the simple path over the dam and entrance(s) to the
building from the north side of the brook compared to the present day. N.B.The

overlay hinged on the right hand side, covering the bridge, lake and house.
(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office.)

Figure 8. Harlestone House & Park, Humphry Repton’s suggested modernisation
1809, with the overlay folded back to reveal the proposed “after” view.

(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office.)
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You will see that the arches are as wide and as flat as they can be and therefore they cannot be
fewer -especially as you seem to think the bridge too short by 30 feet- but I think it will be quite
sufficient and before it is built - I should advise a skeleton of the whole to be set up to try the
effect more fully. 25

One stroke of luck came his way in a violent storm of November 1810. He had been unable
to persuade Robert Andrew to fell any of the tall elms in the park. These Repton believed,

were oppressing the venerable oaks by their more lofty growth, and spreading shade and gloom
over the surface of the park”; Repton wished to “diffuse sunshine over the lawn.”. Soon after he
had, apparently, ventured this bold opinion, the storm tore down eighty seven of the largest elms
and only one oak, “producing exactly the effect of improvement which I had anticipated, but had
not dared to recommend.26

Repton always had a supreme confidence in his own judgement, and describing his work
at Harlestone stated in 1816,

On Unity and Character

In a House entirely new, Character is at the option of the Artistic proprietor: it may be
Gothic or Grecian, whichever best accords with the face of the country; but where great
part of the original structure is to remain, the additions should doubtless partake of the
existing character. This we have attempted at Harlestone Park, the seat of Robert Andrew
Esq. Near Northampton; and as few places have undergone so much alteration, both in
the House and Gardens, it may serve as a specimen of the combined arts of Landscape
gardening and Architecture, in adapting the improvement to the original Character of
the Place.

The House was formerly approached and entered in the south front, which was encumbered by
stables and farm yards: the road came through the village and there was a large pool in front; this
pool has been changed to an apparent river, and the stables have been removed. An ample Garden
has been placed behind the house; the centre of the south front has been taken down, and a bow
added with pilasters in the style of the house: the entrance is changed from the south to the north
side, and some new rooms to the west have been added. Of the useful and modern appendages to
this House, the drawing can give little: the more essential part of Landscape Gardening is apt to be
overlooked in the general attention to the picturesque, which has often little affinity with the more
important objects of comfort, convenience, and accommodation.27

These changes are illustrated in Figure 9.The work at Harlestone took three years to
complete between 1809-1812.28

25 Repton, Fragments on the Theory and Practise of Landscape Gardening.
26 Ibid.
27 Ibid.
28 Mowl & Hickman,  The Historic Gardens of England, Northamptonshire.
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Figure 9. From Gotch, the South Front of Harlestone Park, Northamptonshire,
by R.Andrews Esq. From an old print dated 1816.29

(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office.)

The original northern entrance to Harlestone House prior to Repton’s work was from the
centre of the village. The pillars of this original entrance and Lodge still stand beside the
village school. (Figure 10, 11&12). 

Figure 10.The Pillars left and right are the original entrance to Harlestone
House,  located in Lower Harlestone village. (Author’s photograph)

29 Gotch, J. A. Squires’ Homes and other Old Buildings of Northamptonshire, Kettering,1939 fig 94.
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30 NRO, ZB 1280.

Figure 12. The parlour inside the Gatekeeper’s Lodge, date pre 1897.30

(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office.)

Figure 11. A current picture of the West/Gatekeepers Lodge, the original
entrance to Harlestone House. (Author’s photograph)
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Forrest described the development of a “New Road System” for access to Harlestone
House, following the modernisation of the House,

The only drawback to their fine new home as far as the Andrews were concerned was that the
traditional route connecting all parts of the village passed right by their back door. So, as people
could in those days, they simply closed the road! This broke the link and effectively split the
village into two parts. Towards the end of the century the New Road was built, looping round
the Park of Harlestone House, to join the Northampton road at the top of the hill. In the
Enclosure document in 1779, this road is mentioned, among others which again define
boundaries. The road system is essentially the one which endures to the present day. It is the
reason why it is so difficult to get from the church, for example to Upper Harlestone, and why
Lower Harlestone developed almost as a separate entity.31

Robert Andrew enjoyed his new home until 1829, but by then, he was already negotiating
to sell the property in order to pay his debts, which were very large and in the region of
£30,000 through his addiction to gambling, horse raising and breeding. The walled
paddocks at Harlestone, now playing fields are a relic of his horse breeding activities.32

He died in 1831 and since there was no male heir, Colonel Henry Packe, Robert Andrew’s
brother-in-law became owner of the house.

Robert Andrew, baptised at Harlestone 5/10/1770, died 1831, had a son Robert who died an
infant in February 1800, his hatchment is in Harlestone Church.33

Full details of the composition of the two Andrew family Hatchments (Figures 13&14)
have been published in the literature.34 Both men died as widowers in 1807 and 1831
respectively.

The documents prepared for the sale of Harlestone House in 1829, some twenty six pages,
provide posters, views, a picture from the south, plans, conditions of sale and a complete
description of the 2,127 acres (exclusive of Rectorial lands) Freehold Estate.35

From these documents printed by T.Brettell London, a complete description of the
“Mansion” (Harlestone House) with details of the fixtures and fittings of each room is
provided. Full descriptions are similarly available for all the other buildings and land on the
estate. The acreage of the land owned by named individual tenants is also stated.

With such detail available, it is possible to imagine walking through the three-storey
building. I have selected some personal highlights to give a flavour of life at Harlestone
House in 1829.

The ground floor consisted of ; Spacious Entrance Hall paved with Fire-place, Walls Stuccoed,
ornamented with Pilasters doring columns leading to an Inner Hall, a Breakfast Parlour, an
excellent Dining Parlour with Bowed End Walls Stuccoed, and painted in Compartments, Recess
for Sideboard, with Arched roof, Statuary Marble Chimneypiece, neat Cornice and concealed
entrance for Servants, A Noble Drawing Room (Figure 15), A Capital Conservatory stored with
Vines, Flowering Shrubs and heated by Flues, These rooms are to the South, the windows to the

31 Forrest, Village Roots.
32 Ibid.
33 Markham, C. A. 1910 Hatchments of Northamptonshire Vol.1 H5&6. Revised by R.J.Kitchen 1959.
34 Summers, P. Hatchments in Britain 1 Northamptonshire, Warwickshire and Worcestershire, Chichester, 1974.
35 NRO, Andrew Collection, A95.
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ground, opening to a paved terrace Walk and Lawn, enclosed by Iron Fencing, and command a
beautiful View of the Sheet of Water and the Park leading to A Capital Billiard Room, intended
for a Library, on the east side of the mansion A Bed Chamber communicating with the Dining
Parlour, A Study, A Bath Room for Hot and Cold Bathing with water closet, The Out-Offices
consist of Butler’s Pantry, Servants Hall, Housekeepers Room, A capital Lofty Kitchen, Scullery,
Cool Larder and Cool Dairy.

In the basement, Capital Arched Cellaring for wine, beer, ale, &c. From the Inner Hall A Capital
Circular Stone Staircase, Lighted by a Dome, Iron Baluster, Bronzed and Gilt, with Mahogany
Handrail, the Walls fluted, leading to the First Floor, A Commodious Landing and Passage, A
Capital Bed Chamber at the West End Neat Cornice, Marble Chimneypiece, Carved and
Moulded, Walls Papered and Bordered; A Dressing Room Adjoining, Another Bed Chamber, A
Capital Bowed Bed Chamber Papered in Panels, bordered neat Cornice, beautiful Statuary
Marble Chimneypiece, clouded Ceiling, Doors and Shutters handsomely Painted and
Ornamented; Another Bed Chamber dressing room adjoining, and communicating with the
secondary Staircase, The foregoing Rooms are all on the South Front, having the Park and Water
in front” A Capital Bedroom over the Billiard Room dressing room adjoining, Two Secondary
Bed Chambers neatly fitted up, A Small Bed Chamber, These rooms are enclosed from the East
Wing of the House, A Nursery, Nursery sleeping Room, Store room over the Offices and a water
Closet.

The Upper Storey consisted of Three Bed Chambers on the South Front; Three Bed Chambers
on the North Front and Men Servants Rooms; with A Store for the Housekeeper; Reservoir of
Soft Water; and a Pump for Spring Water.

The central portion of the house was covered with lead and the wings were slated.36 Some
of the features outside the house are described.

A Stable yard comprising A Quadrangular Stone Building, erected on a bold and handsome
location, The Entrance under a lofty Archway, with Columns in Front, and a Pediment,
surmounted by a Cupola (The Stable Block), A hack for six horses; a coach horse Stable for five

Figure 13. 1807 Hatchment, Robert
Andrew, eldest son of John Andrew.

(Author’s photographs)

Figure 14. 1831 Hatchment,
Robert Andrew, eldest son of

Robert Andrew.

36 Markham, C. A. Northants Notes and Queries, No 5a Volume 6 New Series, Peterborough, 1931, p121.
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horses. On the Lake a Boat House, and at a short distance from the Mansion, an Ice House,
The Pheasantry is enclosed by a high Wall, impervious to Hares and Rabbits.

There were two Ice Houses. One was towards the Althorp Park wall. It was blown up in
the 1950s as a result of its dangerous condition.37  The other was at the entrance to the
current golf course.

Figure 15. A photograph of the drawing room at Harlestone House, exact date
unknown, but pre 1897.38

(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office.)

Harlestone House was where local justice was dispensed.

Further on are several smaller rooms, the last being evidently what used to be known as “The
Justice Room”, which was also used as a gun room. This is quite small, having one door
communicating with the house, and another with the garden; and into this room the village
constable could march his prisoner, to be seen by the justice, after he had finished his dinner.39

One of several posters produced, relating to the planned sale of the property by public
auction in 1829 is reproduced here.40 The house was eventually sold privately, to Earl
Spencer in 1831. 

37 Barry Smith, Former Churchwarden, Harlestone, Personal Communication.
38 NRO, ZB 1280.
39 C.A.Markham, Northants Notes and Queries.
40 NRO, ZB982 and  2771. 
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NORTHAMPTONSHIRE
TO BE SOLD BY AUCTION,

BY
MR. JOHN ROBINS

Of Warwick House, Regent Street
At GARRAWAY’S COFFEE HOUSE, CHANCE ALLEY CORNHILL

On THURSDAY the 12th November 1829,
AT TWELVE O’CLOCK, IN ONE LOT-A VERY VALUABLE AND IMPORTANT

FREEHOLD
ESTATE

TITHE FREE
HARLESTONE PARK

Situate about Four miles from the town of Northampton, on the High Turnpike Road to Dunchurch
COMPRISING

The MANOR of HARLESTONE
A very Eligible & Substancially-built Residence,

ADAPTED FOR THE ACCOMODATION OF A NOBLEMAN, OR A FAMILY OF DISTINCTION,
WITH PLEASURE GROUNDS, Capital Kitchen Gardens, Hot and Succession Houses, Melon Ground&c.
Capital Stabling for twenty-Three Horses, Coach Houses, and other Detached Offices and ERECTIONS;

A PHEASANTRY, NEARLY FIFTEEN ACRES
SUNDRY ELIGIBLE

FARMS, WITH FARM HOUSES,
And all requisite Out-Buildings; Water Corn Mill, working Two Pairs of Stones

THE FOX AND HOUNDS INN,
On the Turnpike Road from NORTHAMPTON to DUNCHURCH

The Hare & Hounds Public House,
SUNDRY

COTTAGES; and valuable STONE QUARRY;
CONTAINING NEARLY

TWO THOUSAND TWO HUNDRED ACRES
Of Capital Grazing, Pasture, and Arable Land and Plantations

THE ADVOWSON AND NEXT PRESENTATION
To the RECTORY of HARLESTONE, with a Comfortable Residence, Garden Stable, & c.;

Glebe land, containing nearly 326 Acres,
THE RENTAL AND ESTIMATE VALUE ABOUT

FOUR THOUSAND POUNDS PER ANNUM
The Mansion to be viewed by Tickets only; the Lands by Applying to MR.HENRY SANDERS at the Home

Farm, of whom Particulars may be had; at the George Northampton; Three Crowns Leicester; Wheat Sheaf
Daventry; Kings Head Coventry; the Hen and Chickens, and Hotel Birmingham; Cock Stoney Stratford; Sugar
Loaf Dunstable; of Messrs MILES,ALSTON AND MILES, Solicitors, Leicester; of whom Tickets for viewing

may be had; at GARRAWAYS Coffee House, “Change Alley” Cornhill; and of Mr ROBINS, No 170, Regent
Street, where the Elevation of the Mansion may be seen, and of whom tickets for viewing may be had.

PRINTED BY T.BRETTELL, RUPERT STREET, HAYMARKET, LONDON
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The sale of the Harlestone Estate and House was advertised in 1829 by Colonel Packe of
Twyford Hall Norfolk, but postponed pending enquiries by The Earl Spencer of Althorp,
who purchased the Estate in 1831. 

From that time on virtually the whole of Harlestone has remained in the hands 
of the Spencer family.41

Leading up to the sale of the House, many letters were exchanged between Colonel Packe,
Robert Andrew and Earl Spencer relating to the conditions of sale of the “Park” between
1829-1831. For example,

Ryde 3 July 1829

Dear Sir

I have to thank you for your information respecting the determination which has been taken to
sell Harlestone by public Auction in October next. From what had papers left on this subject I
had hoped this an opportunity might have been found of treating for that property by private
contract which would have saved the considerable expense of a publick sale, but I must conclude
that the measure adopted have been thought more advantageous to Mr Andrew’s interest. I shall
be obliged to you to direct a particular of the sale fee cost to me or to my Agent W.I.Leferse at
No 7 in Fleet Street as soon as such a document is made out.

I am yours, very faithfully
Spencer.42

A document from 1831 describes the Deeds of Sale concerning the land and buildings.43

After Robert Andrew’s death and Lord Spencer’s purchase in 1831, the house was rented
out to numerous gentry and according to the Harlestone Village History Exhibition of 1968
and other sources, residents at the house were: 

1832-39 William Rose Rose High Sheriff 1833.

1835-1845 John Poyntz, 5th Earl Spencer, known as the Red Earl, because of his magnificent
long red beard, spent the first ten years of his life at Harlestone House. 

1841 Lord Suffolk.

1843 Captain the Honorable Frederick 4th Earl Spencer.

1848 John Hulme, Viscount Alford M.F.H.

1854 Hon Lady Stopford.

1860 Lord and Lady Suffield, and Lord and Lady Listowell.

1869 Viscountess Clifton. 

41 Forrest, Village Roots.
42 NRO, A224.
43 NRO, Markham Collection, MHM 25/3.
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44 NRO, R.O.P 747; NRO, Hughes of Harlestone, 20; Markham, C. A.  Northants Notes and Queries.
45 Forrest, Village Roots.
46 NRO, Hughes of Harlestone 12 July 31st- Aug 6th 1876.
47 Northamptonshire within Living Memory Northamptonshire Federation of Women’s Institutions,  Newbury,

1992, p.17.
48 NRO, P8795.

1873-1891/3?  Dowager Lady Southampton.
1891 Dowager Duchess of Grafton to 1928.44

The details of some of the interaction between the Andrew and Spencer families are notable: 

From the time The Spencers bought the Althorp Estate in 1508 the Spencers as neighbours,
appear from time to time in the history of Harlestone. Harlestone House was occupied by several
members of the Spencer family, from 1877 to 1878 whilst, Althorp was being remodelled; the
sixth Earl Spencer lived there. He was a very strict parent, and his young family was much
happier at Harlestone where they had fewer duties and supervision was not so strict as at Althorp.
In her old age, Sarah Spencer wrote of the stay in Harlestone House and the eventual return to
Althorp”…it was a happy affectionate time to all, and the removal from Harlestone was a grief
in itself. 45

The story continues with an extract from Lady Frederick Catherine’s diary dated 1876,

We went to Harleston where the Spencers are staying, whilst Althorp is to be turned over to the
builders for improvements. Queen Alexandra, when Princess of Wales stayed at Harlestone House
in 1877 and wrote afterwards to say how much she enjoyed her stay in “dear delightful, sunny
Harlestone House”. Owing to Althorp still being in the hands of the builders, not only the house,
but the village including the Fox and Hounds were crowded by visitors and members of the
Royal staff.46

After the Andrew family left, the most notable occupant of Harlestone House was the
Dowager Duchess of Grafton who arrived at Harlestone House in 1891 and remained there
until her death in 1928. According to the Northamptonshire Federation of Women’s
Institutions, in the 1920s: “The Duchess lived in the big white house (Figure 16)
overlooking the lake and the Reverend Pattinson at the adjacent rectory”.47

Figure 16. Harlestone House c.1906, a view from the north entrance at the
time when the Dowager Duchess of Grafton was in residence.48

(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office.)
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The Dowager Duchess of Grafton made a significant contribution to the local community
matters as described by Forrest, in St. Andrews Church,

The stone pulpit was replaced by the present one by a gift from the Duchess of Grafton in 1898.
It incorporates fine Flemish carving dating from the 16th century, and the Duchess was assured
by the London antique dealer who supplied it that it had come originally from Fotheringhay
Castle. The panels show the Ascension, Saint Matthew, Peter, James and John, with six smaller
squares of heads of the other apostles Her death was the end, not just of Harlestone House, but
of a whole era. She was the last Lady Bountiful in the old style, giving very generously to the
village, as she thought best. No child in her time went to school without shoes, children with
good school reports were rewarded with lengths of material for clothes, and every new baby got a
gift usually of material for clothes or some other useful contribution. Every Empire Day she gave
a party for the whole village which was still remembered with nostalgic enjoyment by elderly
villagers almost a century later. She helped generously the families of men wounded or killed in
the Great War, and assisted those wishing to emigrate to Canada or the colonies. One of the
many contributions she made to the village was in starting a fund to build the Village Institute
with a donation of £80 in 1898 and Garden Fetes in the 1920s at Harlestone House to raise
funds. The Institution was eventually built in 1924. After her death Harlestone House was left
untenanted for more than eleven years, and fell in to disrepair. In 1940 it was sold to demolition
contractors, and pulled down. The site and ruins where a favourite playground for village children,
and it was used for the storage of agricultural machinery during World War II. Only the gardens
and stables remained, and the grandiose stables are still standing now converted in to houses.49 

The Duchess also assisted in the opening of the Dovecote Laundry in 189050 and gave the
Lych-gate to commemorate Queen Victoria’s Diamond Jubilee.51 She also arranged for
soup to be given to children at least two days a week where families were in need. Many
were very thankful for it. 

The Stable Block (Figures 17 & 18) became the setting to celebrate the Coronation
ceremony (26 June 1902) of Edward V11 the following day, as described below.

CORONATION CELEBRATIONS IN THE DISTRICT

HARLESTONE

To be held on Friday, June 27th, at Harlestone House and in the Park, by kind permission of
Her Grace the Duchess of Grafton. The proceedings to commence with a parade through the
village by the Band, then service in Church at two o’clock, after which children’s tea and meat
tea for adults. The remainder of the day to be devoted to sports and dancing, ending with a display
of fire-works.52

The Duchess clearly had a sense of humour as indicated by an article in the local paper,

49 Forrest, Village Roots.
50 NRO, YZ4432
51 NRO, R.O.P 747.
52 NRO, P7922-6.
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A NEAT REPLY
This week’s gossip

Not long ago the Dowager Duchess of Grafton was amazed to receive a summons to serve on
the grand jury at Northampton Assizes and returned the following smart reply:-

“Dear Sir - I am nearing my 90th year and therefore am awaiting a call to 
a much higher Assize.”53

The Most Noble Marie Anne Louise Baring Dowager Duchess of Grafton, late of
Harlestone House, Widow died on the 8th day of April, 1928.54 With the house being
unoccupied it suffered accordingly, for it appears that certain legal restrictions forbade the
expense of it being kept in repair while it was tenantless.

In the late 1930s Gotch described Harlestone House, 

The present times seem averse to the letting of large houses, but here was
a commodious dwelling amid most beautiful surroundings and air of 
singular salubrity, for which the owner would welcome a tenant.55

The salubrity of the air at Harlestone was described as long ago as 1712 by Morton. 

Of the Air and Heavens who wrote “The success of the Air at Halston and of the Heaths in the
Neighbourhood, in curing Coughs that are not to be abated by the Force of ordinary Medicines,
I myself have experienced more than once, and shou’d chuse to recommend it in the likes Cases,
as Dr Lister, in his Journey to Paris, has done the drier Air of France.56

Harlestone House was subsequently demolished in 1940 as a result of its dangerous
condition. 

By Direction of Messrs.W. Collington and Son, Demolition Contractors

HARLESTONE HOUSE, NORTHAMPTON
(3 Miles from Northampton)

A LARGE QUANTITY OF BUILDINGS MATERIALS, &c.,

Including Oak and Deal Joisting, Heavy Beams, Oak and Deal Floor Boards, &c. Panelled
Doors, a Pine –panelled Room, Slates, Bricks, Stones, York Slabbing and Hardcore, &c.

An old Oak Staircase with Oak Balustrade, Handsome Lead and Stained Glass Lights, &c.

53 Northampton Independent November 25 1922, page 18.
54 London Gazette, 15 June 1928, https://www.thegazette.co.uk/London/issue/33394/page/4145 London-

gazette.co.uk issues, 33394, p.4145.
55 Gotch, J. A. Squires’ Homes and other Old Buildings of Northamptonshire.
56 Morton, J. The Natural History of Northamptonshire, 1712, p.330.
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Figures 17 & 18. The celebration tea for Edward VII’s coronation in the
courtyard of the Stable Block at Harlestone on the 27 June 1902.

(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office.)
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57 NRO, ZB 1280.
58 Izzard, M. J.  Harlestone Park, Good Air and Good Golf: A History.

A VERY FINE SPIRAL STONE STAIRCASE COMPLETE (Figure 19)

will be Sold by Auction on the Site on Thursday, May 30, 1940, commencing at 1.30
o’clock. No catalogues. Lots can be inspected on application to the Foreman on Site.
Auctioneers, Jackson Stops and Staff.

Figure 19. The entrance hall at Harlestone House date before 1897, showing
the magnificent stone spiral staircase which was sold at auction in 1940 for
approximately £1500. The six pictures at the bottom of the staircase are all

views of the Park.57

(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office).

It has been suggested that Harlestone House was the inspiration for Mansfield Park by Jane
Austen. This proposal has been proven to be unfounded. The closest Jane Austen came to
Northamptonshire was a letter to her sister Cassandra concerning its hedgerows. A detailed
description of this debate has recently been published.58

Two famous artefacts from Harlestone House area are worthy of mention.
Arabian Gold Coin

Close to the Stable Block at Harlestone, a very special and unusual coin (Figure 20) was
found in 1888. 
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It seems likely that when Simon de Senlis 2nd Earl of Northampton (one of William the
Conqueror’s henchmen) went off to the First Crusade in 1086, he was accompanied by at
least one man from Harlestone. The details are told by Ellinor Hughes, 

A most interesting discovery was that of a gold coin, found in removing soil from the wall of the
Rectory Stables just outside the churchyard and some twelve feet below, amongst some large rough
stones. The coin is about the size of a half-sovereign and in a state of perfect preservation.

The inscription much blended reads:-
(A.1) Mahomel is the Messenger of God.
(A.2) There is no god but Allah. He is the one. He has no Companion.
(B.1) He has sent Him with the Direction and the true Religion.
(around) Mahomel is the Messenger of God. 
(B.2) around. In the name of God this coin was struck in the year 152. (A.D.708/9)

This coin was struck by the Khalif El Mansoor, in a period when Arabian commerce was
extending in to all markets in the world. How it came to be where it was found must forever
remain a mystery. It can only be reasonably assumed that it was buried with some Knight ages
ago, who had obtained it in one of the foreign expeditions so frequent in the chivabuc times of
the Crusades.59

Its current location is unknown.

Figure 20. Photograph of the coin which was struck in 789 A.D. found in 1888
near the Rectory at Lower Harlestone.
(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Record Office.)

59 NRO, Hughes of Harlestone 20.
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Crucifix
The second artefact of note, Mary Stuart Queen of Scots’ Crucifix (Figure 21) , is believed to
have travelled across Northamptonshire from Fotheringhay to Harlestone House between 1587-
1831, prior to being acquired by National Museums of Scotland, where it is currently located. 

The most detailed description I can find is from the Northamptonshire Record Office, in
a hand written letter from the Packe family, this special artefact moved from the Andrew
family to the Packe family sometime c.1831 when Harlestone Park was sold to Earl Spencer. 

Mary Queen of Scots Crucifix
It is a little over one inch square; on one side is a carving, very small and fine, in wood  of the
Holy Rood, and on the other, another similar sort of carving. The background appears to be dark
blue enamel. The frame appears to be of silver, jewelled, and may have been gilt at some time. 

Extract from Catalogue of Royal Treasures Exhibition, 5 Great Stanhope Street, Park Lane,
London. W.1. 12th April-15 may 1937.

No 24.” Gold and enamel pendant with pear wood carving of the crucifixion. According to
tradition, given by Mary Queen of Scots on her scaffold to Robert Andrew, who was High Sheriff
of Northamptonshire in 1587, and attended the execution at Fotheringhay, from him it descended
to Robert Andrew of Harlestone Park, the last member of the family, who married Frances
daughter of Charles James Packe (the elder) of Prestwood Leicester(shire). He (Robert Andrew)
left it to his brother-in-law Lt.Col.Henry Packe, Grenadier Guards, the Grandfather of the
present owner. Lent by Lt.Col.Frederick (Edward) Packe.

Anthony H. Packe.
Executor of Frederick Edward Packe
January 195460
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Figure 21. Mary Queen of Scots’ Crucifix given to Sir Thomas Andrew of
Harlestone House, High Sheriff of Northamptonshire, at her execution at

Fotheringhay Castle in 1587. (Photograph by Ania Greziak)

60 NRO, Andrew Collection 72.
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The crucifix spent time at Harlestone House since it was in the possession of the Andrew
family. Mary Queen of Scots was executed on the 8th Feb 1587 at Fotheringhay, during the
execution, she kissed the crucifix and said: 

“Even as Thy arms, O Jesus, were spread here upon the cross, so receive me into Thy arms of
mercy and forgive me all my sins”. 

The crucifix was then laid upon a stool by her and became property of the Andrew family
and according to Margaret Forrest, it passed down through the Packe family and is now in
the National Museum in Scotland.61

Letters in the Andrew collection by David Morton, provide even more detail on the passage
of the crucifix.62

Twenty years prior to her execution, she was recorded as the first woman to play golf, and
caused a scandal when she was seen playing the game at St Andrews within days of her
husband Darnley’s murder in 1567. Her crucifix has been on an incredible journey, worthy
of its original owner.

The last image of Harlestone House known to exist (Figure 22) is from c.1936, just prior
to its demolition in 1940. This picture shows the upper floor viewing platform and whilst
many of the windows in the ground floor are broken, the middle and upper floor sash cord
ones remain intact. A sad end to such a beautiful building. Fifty years later Northampton
Golf Club opened their new clubhouse on exactly the same location as Harlestone House. 

A more detailed account of this paper has been published as Chapter 1 in “Harlestone Park
Good Air and Good Golf .63

61 Forrest, Village Roots.
62 NRO, Andrew Collection 22a-22c.
63 M.J.Izzard  Harlestone Park, Good Air and Good Golf  A History.

Figure 22. Harlestone House c.1936. (Courtesy of John White)
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The Suffragettes and Suffragists in Northampton
john buckell

By the early 20th Century, British women had taken some steps towards legal equality with
men, in areas such as education and married women’s property rights. However, they were
still refused the parliamentary franchise. Many women saw that this denied them full
citizenship and a voice in making the laws that governed their lives. Furthermore, they
understood that the vote could be used to advance women’s rights. The story of how the
vote was eventually achieved still inspires and informs women’s continuing struggles today,
and Northampton women, and men, are part of that story. Sadly, they left few records of
their own, but their meetings and activities were well reported in the local press. 

During the nineteenth century the vote was gradually extended to an increasing number
of males - in 1832, 1867 and 1884 - but at the beginning of the twentieth century the
parliamentary vote was still limited to male householders. Female householders and wives
of householders had won the local franchise in 1888. The suffrage movement campaigned
for equal suffrage, voting rights on the same terms as men. For this, they were criticised by
some, especially in the Labour movement, who demanded universal suffrage, the
enfranchising of all women and men. However, as Northampton campaigner, Agnes Croft,
explained, if all men were given the vote then [suffrage campaigners] would demand the
same condition for women.1 The issue for them was gender equality.

Local women’s suffrage societies began to spring up around the country after the failure to
include women in the 1867 Reform Act. In Northampton, with its Liberal non-conformist
tradition, there was some sympathy. From the 1870s local politicians, such as Moses Philip
Manfield, Joseph Gurney and Pickering Phipps advocated parliamentary votes for women,2
and important national campaigners, such as Madame Ronniger, Lydia Becker, John Bright
and Millicent Fawcett, spoke in Northampton in the remaining decades of the century.3

Fawcett became President of the National Union of Women’s Suffrage Societies (NUWSS),
the first national suffrage organisation, founded in 1897. Committed to lawful, constitutional
change, its supporters were styled “suffragists.” Six years later, frustrated by the lack of
progress, Emmeline Pankhurst founded the Women’s Social and Political Union (WSPU),
which believed in direct action, even if it meant breaking the law. Its supporters were soon
dubbed “suffragettes,” although the two names were sometimes used interchangeably at the
time. Branches of both organisations were established in Northampton, but at a
comparatively late date. Richard Whitmore has written an illuminating study of
Northampton WSPU,4 but the town’s NUWSS also rewards attention. Both can be
understood more clearly in relation to each other.

Nationally, the issue dividing suffragists from suffragettes was the question of which methods
the campaign should employ. The NUWSS believed in peaceful persuasion – public
meetings, leafleting, lobbying and so on, while the WSPU believed that only direct methods,
including illegal action and violence to property, would force the government to grant
women the vote. However, in Northampton, in practice at least, both groups espoused legal
methods. We have to look for other reasons to explain the existence of two suffrage
organisations in the same community.

1 Northampton Mercury, 23 February 1912.
2 Northampton Mercury, 6 May 1871, and 14 March 1874.
3 Northampton Mercury, 4 November 1871, 14 March 1874 and 16 December 1892.
4 Whitmore, Richard,  Northampton Women’s Social and Political Union , 1912 – 1914. Northamptonshire

Past and Present, 2002, No. 55.
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The early suffragette activity in Northampton came from outside the town. Herbert
Asquith, Liberal Prime Minister from 1908, was a favourite target of suffragettes because of
his determined anti-women’s suffrage views. When he spoke at Northampton’s Corn
Exchange in June 1906, London suffragettes in the hall, Teresa Billington and Annie Kenney,
and a Northampton supporter, Mrs. J. Hill, raised banners and persistently interrupted his
speech. The women were forcibly ejected, resisting with fists, umbrellas and banner poles,
and in Billington’s case with a dog whip! At the close of the speech, the suffragette leader
Mrs. Pankhurst, in her first visit to the town, rose to ask if he would give mothers equal
rights with fathers. She, too, was ejected from the meeting.5

In Spring 1908, Miss Sidley of the WSPU, held meetings on Northampton Market Square,
and Mrs Pankhurst addressed a 300-strong “social gathering of ladies” on 8th April. The
meeting was chaired by Sabina Branch, a member of the Women’s Liberal Association, and
wife of local shoe manufacturer, John Branch. Mrs Branch explained that although she did
not approve of Mrs Pankhurst’s methods, she was in full sympathy with her object.6

A year later, in April 1909, suffragettes from London protested outside the Corn Exchange,
where the Secretary of State for War, R. B. Haldane, was due to speak, but they were
prevented from entering the hall.7 In July, the Mercury reported “rowdy scenes” on the
Marker Square and in the Drapery. The occasion was, once again, a Liberal Party meeting
at the Corn Exchange, addressed this time by cabinet minister Herbert Samuel MP. The
theme was the government’s controversial budget, and the attendance numbered 2,500; all
men, because women were excluded for fear of suffragette interruptions.

5 Northampton Mercury, 22 June 1906.
6 Northampton Mercury, 10 April 1908.
7 Northampton Mercury, 2 April 1909

Figure 1. Marie Brackenbury.
(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Newspapers.)
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Ten suffragettes gathered in the rain at the fountain in the square, protesting at the Liberal
government’s refusal to grant votes to women. They struggled to make themselves heard as,
in the words of the Mercury reporter who was present, “a howling mob” of “youths and
boys” threw “mud, orange peel, portions of deceased animals and quantities of dirty water”
at them. A number of the attackers even climbed the fountain itself. One suffragette speaker,
a Miss Crocker of Bradford (almost certainly Nellie Crocker, WSPU organiser in
Nottingham, and formerly in Yorkshire), “was drenched with water, bespattered with mud,
and there were signs of expectoration on her cloak.” Another was knocked down as the
gang pushed their way up the fountain steps, but an auburn-haired Miss Burn from London
struck back at the youths, eliciting a cry of “Ginger for pluck!” Marie Brackenbury, a leading
London suffragette, scaled the fountain and, to the applause of constables stationed outside
the Corn Exchange, ejected the “rowdies” who had taken up positions there. However, she
was now exposed to the rain and a special target for missiles.

By now a crowd of several hundred spectators under umbrellas had gathered in the square,
as the action shifted to the Corn Exchange entrance, where the suffragettes attempted to
enter the building, pushed forward by the crowd. Several policemen had their helmets
knocked off, and one suffragette tore a constable’s whistle from its chain. The crowd swept
the suffragettes into the Drapery, where two escaped on a Kingsthorpe tram car and others
got away on the Wellingborough Road trams.

Meanwhile, Marie Brackenbury continued the protest. Beside the Corn Exchange,
scaffolding had been erected in front of a three-storey building in course of demolition.
Here, behind a hoarding, an almost perpendicular ladder rose to the top. Brackenbury now
jumped over the hoarding, climbed the ladder onto the scaffolding and shouted, “Votes for
women!” Unfortunately, some of the “rowdies” also climbed the ladder, then threw down
pieces of brick, injuring one man in the crowd below. 

Around nine o’clock, as returning suffragettes attempted to enter the Corn Exchange by
the Sheep Street entrance, Mr. Samuel left the building and was driven to Castle station. In
increasing rain, “a confused struggle took place along the Parade.” Miss Crocker was
surrounded, and blows were struck before the police intervened. One policeman lost his
hat, and another drew his truncheon to defend himself, as they extricated the suffragette
and escorted her to the safety of the police station, followed by Miss Burn. Later, three
more suffragettes – Mrs. Lee of London, Miss Capper and Miss Lee, both of Manchester –
were escorted to the station, the crowd cheering the police as they proceeded down the
Drapery and along Abington Street. Although one insisted she had assaulted a policeman
and seemed anxious to be prosecuted, no charges were laid, and the women left the station
after an interview with the Chief Constable. Miss Crocker was collected from the police
station by local shoe manufacturer, Fred Crockett, a supporter of the suffrage cause. The
Mercury report named two other women who, with Miss Brackenbury, escaped without
police aid – a Mrs. Baines of Stockport and a Miss Wharry.8

It was the worst violent suffragette incident in Northampton, and not for the last time in
the town, most of the violence had come from the suffragettes’ opponents. Until that time,
suffragette direct action had been mainly limited to heckling government spokesmen at
meetings, although the first window breaking, initially targeting government offices in
London, had also begun.

8 Northampton Mercury, 30 July 1909.
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The protesters in April and July 1909 were from other towns. A Northampton suffrage
branch did not yet exist, although a number of middle class women in Northampton were
already active in politics, in the (Conservative) Primrose League, the (Socialist) Women’s
Circle, and the Liberal Women’s Association. In 1905 a meeting was held in Northampton
to promote the election of women poor law guardians locally.9 A number of women
subsequently elected to the Northampton Board of Guardians were active suffrage
campaigners, including the suffragette Emily Smith, and suffragists Mrs Compton James,
Mrs E. H. Stevenson, Mrs H. Fox, Mrs J. Woods, Mrs G. Swan and Mrs Ashford. (Another
woman Guardian, the socialist Rose Scott, believed in universal suffrage and debated the
issue with Emmeline Pankhurst when she visited Northampton).

In October 1909, Marie Brackenbury was back in Northampton to spread the suffragette
message with Agnes Corson, a suffragette from Wolverhampton.10 They set up a temporary
office at 37 College Street, and spoke at a series of meetings in the homes of sympathisers,
in preparation for a meeting to be held in the Guildhall, addressed by Christabel Pankhurst,
Emmeline’s daughter.11

Support came from an influential quarter. In an after dinner speech that month, the Mayor
of Northampton, Councillor John Brown, said, “Many of the women now fighting for votes
are by far more intelligent than those fighting against them. . . a smarter and more kinder-
hearted type of womanhood one would never wish to know.” Miss Brackenbury had called
on him a few weeks earlier. The next evening on the Market Square he had seen her and
other suffragettes in the centre of a crowd, and watched her clamber to the top of the
fountain. She had asked his advice about holding a peaceful meeting. He had suggested she
hold it at St. James End, to inform the police that he had sent her, and request their
protection. She had taken his advice, and advertised the meeting by chalking on the
pavements in the area. Later she thanked him for the most successful meeting she had ever
addressed.12

But Marie Brackenbury was implacable in her defence of militant tactics. Interviewed by a
reporter from the Mercury, who suggested she disturbed public meetings and heckled
cabinet ministers outside their constituencies, she asserted that “women have no constituen-
cies, and it is necessary for us to go straight to cabinet ministers,” adding, “We want the
government to know our grievances.”13

On the 5th November Misses Brackenbury and Corson debated women’s suffrage with two
opponents in front of a large crowd at the Art and Science Institute in Wolverton. Both
had been imprisoned for suffragette activity, and Miss Corson argued that the suffragettes
had done little violence, but that great violence had been done to them.14

Though not a resident of Northampton, Marie Brackenbury spent a considerable amount
of time in the town in 1909, spreading the suffragette message. Born in Woolwich, Kent, in
1867, the daughter of a General, Sir Henry Brackenbury, she was a landscape artist and an
accomplished linguist.15 She had visited Germany, where her speeches on women’s suffrage
were said to have been well received. In Munich, it appears, the townspeople placarded the

9 Northampton Mercury, 10 March 1905
10 Northampton Mercury, 1, 15 October, 5 November 1909. 
11 Northampton Mercury, 15 October 1909.
12 Northampton Independent, 23 October 1909.
13 Northampton Mercury, 22 October 1909.
14 Northampton Mercury, 5 November 1909.
15 1901 Census

09 SUFFRAGETTES AND SUFFRAGISTS IN NORTHAMPTON (REFORMAT V2).QXD_Layout 1  31/08/2017  10:57  Page 89



90 northamptonshire past and present

town in the suffragette colours of purple, white and green. In February 1908, she was
imprisoned for six weeks for involvement in suffragette direct action, and would be arrested
again in March 1912.16 Her experience of prison made her an advocate of penal reform.
Prisons, she said, were factories for creating criminals. The worst passions were stimulated,
not repressed, and the bullying of the wardresses made criminals worse. She described the
forced feeding of suffragette prisoners at Birmingham as “torture under Inquisition
methods.” Despite her record and uncompromising views, she seems to have charmed the
Mayor of Northampton and the journalists who interviewed her. The Independent’s
reporter described her as a “quiet, refined, cultured lady, eager to talk with enquirers on the
policy of the suffragettes.”17

Agnes Dalrymple Corson (later Croft), was born in Wolverhampton in 1881, the daughter
of a self-employed draper. Both her parents were born in Scotland, hence her middle name.
Originally a clerical worker (book-keeper) by profession,18 she became the WSPU organiser
in Battersea. In July she had been one of 14 women who smashed windows at the Home
Office. Sentenced to six weeks, she began a hunger strike and was released after three. Like
Brackenbury, she was critical of the prison system, and believed the wardresses spied on the
prisoners to obtain promotion. Their lack of sympathy was such that “one wardress who
said ‘goodnight’ to prisoners was almost worshipped for this little touch of humanity.”  

Figure 2. Agnes Corson.
(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Newspapers.)

16 Interactive ancestry.co.uk, England, suffragettes arrested 1906 - 1914.
17 Northampton Independent, 23 October 1909.
18 1911 Census.
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Miss Corson organised numerous meetings, (nine in one fortnight alone) and would eventually
marry and settle in the town,19 becoming one of the leading personalities in the local WSPU
branch, and a member of the Northampton branch of the Independent Labour Party (ILP).20

On 12th November, Christabel Pankhurst spoke at the Guildhall.  A local café proprietor
and Poor Law Guardian, Miss Emily Smith, was in the chair. In the audience were a number
of women and men who would become active in the suffrage cause locally – Sabina Branch,
Agnes Corson, Agnes’ future husband Harold Croft, and several members of the Crockett
family of Crockett and Jones, shoe manufacturers, including Mabel Crockett and her sisters-
in-law, Dora and Marjorie.21 The Independent judged it “a great success,” and praised both
Pankhurst’s speech and Smith’s chairmanship.22 Miss Smith had appealed to “the spirit which
made Northampton memorable in Bradlaugh’s time,” and asked her listeners to show that
they “could all admire pluck and courage in a woman as well as in a man.” 

Emily Smith was already well known in the town as a lecturer on political, philosophical
and religious subjects, an active member of the Women’s Liberal Association, and the owner
of a successful catering business at the Divan Café in Swan Yard, off the Drapery. She was
also a keen chess player, and faced with the refusal of the Northampton Chess Club to
admit women, she set up a Ladies’ Chess Club at the Divan. The club had a brief existence,
but its influence caused the Northampton Club to rescind its exclusion rule.23

19 Northampton Independent, 6 November 1909.
20 Northampton Mercury, 11 February 1910.
21 Northampton Mercury, 20 November 1909.
22 Northampton Independent, 20 November 1909.
23 Northampton Mercury, 28 July 1911.

Figure 3. Emily Smith.
(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Newspapers.)
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In 1907 she was elected, with Mrs Ashford, as one of two female members of the Board of
Guardians. She helped implement a number of reforms, and campaigned for a larger female
representation on the Board. Until 1909 Smith was opposed to the suffragettes, but the
decision to deny women admission to the Liberals’ budget meeting in the Corn Exchange
caused a change of heart. She moved a motion of protest at a meeting of the Women’s Liberal
Association, and was dismayed when she did not find a seconder.24 Although she never
formerly resigned from the Liberals, her political allegiance henceforth was to the WSPU. 

Strong opposition to the suffragettes’ militant tactics came from the local Liberals. In October
1909, Mrs Hickson of the Women’s Liberal Association called Agnes Corson “a very dangerous
young woman.”25 In December, Hastings Lees-Smith, prospective Liberal Radical candidate
for Northampton, told the Association: “I am an advocate of the suffrage, but I am against the
suffragettes.” To applause, he accused them of “anarchism,” and stated that he would not support
women’s suffrage as long as its proponents continued to pursue militant tactics. 

Sabina Branch criticised his remarks,26 and later resigned from the Liberals. She objected to
what she regarded in part as a personal attack on her, as it was she, she claimed, who had
first brought the suffragettes to Northampton. Sabina had become increasingly sympathetic
to the suffragettes as a result of the Liberal government’s response to them. In a letter to the
Mercury protesting at the “inhuman treatment of women suffragists [sic] in Winson Green
gaol,” she condemned the manner in which MPs had received the Home Secretary’s answer
to Keir Hardie MP’s question about the force-feeding of prisoners. In her view, it “should
call forth condemnation from everyone regardless of the policy of the WSPU.” She repeated
her criticism of Lees-Smith, a member of a suffrage society for ten years, who claimed his
sympathy had been alienated by the conduct of the suffragettes. He was no true follower
of Gladstone, who had said: “No reformer is fit for his task who suffers himself to be
frightened off by the excesses of the extreme wing.”27

Born in Whitechapel, London, in 1842, Sabina Elizabeth Smith28 had married shoe
manufacturer John Branch in 1862, and 30 or so years later moved to Northampton with
him when he opened a new factory in the town. John Branch and his brother James were
both strong Liberals and non-conformists, and Sabina joined the Unitarian Church, became
active in the local Women’s Liberal Association and was elected to the local Distress
Committee. She presided and spoke at numerous meetings of the WLA, and later the WSPU,
and entertained suffragette leaders at her home.29 She never condoned militant suffragette
tactics, but supported their aims and defended their rights. Lees-Smith’s attack on them
prompted her resignation from the Liberal Women’s Association. She and Emily Smith, both
disillusioned Liberals, would be stalwarts of Northampton WSPU.

In January 1910, a general election was held, in which Asquith’s Liberal government
defended its majority. To the WSPU the Liberals were the main enemy, as it was a Liberal
government that in their view was withholding the vote from women. The previous month,
in Northampton, a WSPU meeting was held to plan a campaign to oppose the Liberal
candidates, and especially Lees-Smith. Those present included Sabina Branch and Agnes
Corson. Although Emily Smith was absent, the meeting was held at the Divan Café.30

24 Northampton Mercury, 8 October 1909.
25 Northampton Independent, 23 October 1909.
26 Northampton Mercury, 3 December 1909.
27 Northampton Mercury, 8 October 1909.
28 1901 Census.
29 Northampton Daily Echo, 2 February 1923.
30 Northampton Independent, 17 December 1909.
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During January the Mercury reported that the suffragettes were holding four meetings a
day. Speakers, including Marie Brackenbury, Agnes Corson and others were pelted with
decaying fruit, prompting Alderman S. Yarde to complain about ineffective police
protection.31 Campaigners from out of town included Miss Strangways, the daughter of a
former Premier of South Australia who had introduced women’s suffrage there.32 A national
leading suffragette, Emmeline Pethick-Lawrence, addressed a meeting in the Town Hall on
the 8th, supported by Miss Corson, Mrs Branch, Miss Brackenbury, and a Leicester
suffragette, Dorothy Pethick.33 In the event, despite the suffragettes’ efforts, Northampton
elected two Liberals, Hastings Lees-Smith and Charles McCurdy, and Asquith’s government
was returned.

It may have taken some time to establish a locally self-sufficient branch of the WSPU in
Northampton. In February 1911, the Mercury commented that the suffragettes had made
“little progress” in Northampton, compared with East Northamptonshire, which was
“proving much more hospitable to woman suffrage.”34 Assistance was received from visiting
organisers from London, and also from Leicester, which had a thriving outward-looking
branch.35 In February 1912, a Miss Miller from Leicester was organising suffragette meetings
in the town. The following January the Mercury referred to “the local branch”, and on Miss
Miller’s departure in May 1913, Mrs Fred Crockett (Mabel Crockett) became its secretary
with Mrs T. L. Collier (Theodora Collier) as treasurer.36 A year later, the secretary was a
Miss Margaret Capell, succeeded in June 1914 by a Miss Treherne. However, it is clear that
the nucleus of a local branch was in place from the autumn of 1909. 

Suffragette meetings with guest speakers took place on a regular basis in Northampton
from 1909 to 1914, often in the drawing rooms of supporters. In October 1909, Dora
Crockett lent her artist’s studio for such events. In 1911, Mrs J. H. C. Crockett (Fred
Crockett’s mother) hosted an “at home” at East Park Parade. In 1912 meetings were held
at Dr and Mrs Bensley’s Sheep Street home, at Fred and Mabel Crockett’s house in Park
Avenue North and at Mrs Collier’s in East Park Parade. Visiting WSPU speakers included
Lady Isabel Margesson (1910 and 1912), Christabel Pankhurst (1912), Nancy Lightman
(1913), Annie Kenney (1912 and 1913), and Miss Naylor (1912). In 1912 the branch also
received assistance from Dorothy Pethick, the Leicester Organiser for the WSPU. Branch
membership was small in comparison with the rival suffragists. In April 1911 the Mercury
reported: “While there are a large number of suffragists in the town, the suffragettes are not
numerous.”37 However, by January 1913, it could report an increase in their numbers, when
over 200 people attended a meeting organised by the WSPU in the Town Hall.38

In September 1911 Agnes Corson married the ILP Secretary, Harold Croft, and their daughter
was born in 1913.39 Northampton ILP favoured women’s suffrage, and Harold Croft was a
strong supporter of the suffragettes, taking pride in his wife’s participation in direct action.40

31 Northampton Daily Echo, 3 January 1910.
32 Northampton Central Library, Political Ephemera Box 10, 198-781/1910.
33 Northampton Daily Chronicle, 8 January 1910.
34 Northampton Mercury, 24 February 1911.
35 See Whitmore, Richard, Alice Hawkins and the Suffragette Movement in Edwardian Leicester, 2007.
36 Northampton Mercury, 2 May 1913.
37 Northampton Mercury, 7 April 1911.
38 Northampton Mercury, 24 January 1913.
39 Northampton Mercury, 1 September 1911 and 7 February 1913.
40 Northampton Mercury, 29 August 1913.
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In August 1912, the Secretary of State for War, Colonel Seely, agreed to speak at a Liberal
Meeting in Northampton Town Hall. A group of suffragettes gathered in the vestibule,
including Miss Miller, Mabel Crockett and Agnes and Harold Croft, armed with copies of
the Suffragette paper ‘Votes for Women.’ Seely entered the building through the police station
entrance at the back, but the Crofts spotted him and met him as he alighted from his car. They
engaged him “pleasantly in conversation,” and gave him a copy of the paper!41

After her marriage, Agnes Croft had continued to speak for the WSPU in Northampton.
In April 1912, at the League for Progressive Thought in Northampton, she hailed the success
of the women’s movement in Australia and New Zealand, where women already had the
vote. The legal assertion of equality of the sexes, she declared, would bring about a great
improvement in the status of women. Speaking of militancy, she described how 12 peaceful
deputations had resulted in arrests on technical pleas of assault or obstruction. On the 13th
deputation, in which she had taken part, the participants determined not to go to prison
“merely for bumping a policeman.” They smashed government office windows, and she
had received a sentence of six weeks for £5 worth of damage. Last month, she asserted, a
suffragette had received six months with hard labour for damage of the same amount.
Attacks on property were justified, she declared, when women were being injured, and
there was only one way of stopping the agitation – by giving equal voting rights to
women.42 Three years earlier, speaking on the same platform as Emily Smith, she had said,
“The government is to blame for the stone throwing, and if it comes to anything worse,
we shall blame the government.”43

The many suffragists among Northampton’s Liberals, on the other hand, believed that such
tactics would alienate public opinion and make it harder to achieve their aims. Nationally,
these tactics progressed in 1911 from heckling to setting post-boxes alight. In 1912 there
was mass window breaking, arson attacks and destruction of mail by acid, lampblack or tar.
In 1913 golf courses were dug up, telegraph and telephone wires cut, and a bomb exploded
in the partly completed new house of the Chancellor, David Lloyd George. These tactics
continued up to the outbreak of war in August 1914, with disruption of courtrooms, and
attacks on museum collections and art works.44 Some of these actions endangered innocent
lives. It is often forgotten, for example, that Emily Wilding Davison’s protest at the 1913
Derby did not lead only to her fatal injury, but also caused injury to the King’s jockey, who
was lucky to survive. It is against this background that the debate between suffragettes and
suffragists must be understood.

Fred Crockett explicitly and publicly dissociated himself and his wife from window
breaking,45 and in practice, the Northampton suffragettes mainly concentrated on public
meetings and other lawful activities. Supporters were often prepared to justify militant
tactics, however. Theodora Collier’s husband, Thomas L. Collier, wrote to the Daily
Chronicle in March 1912, pointing out that peaceful methods had failed to secure the vote
for women. “Governments will give nothing unless they are forced,” he wrote, denouncing
the arrest of Christabel Pankhurst for incitement as an “act of cowardice.”46

41 Northampton Mercury, 2 August 1912.
42 Northampton Mercury, 19 April 1912.
43 Northampton Mercury, 26 November 1909.
44 www.johnclare.net/women1_SuffragetteActions_Rosen.htm
45 Northampton Mercury, 8 October 1909.
46 Northampton Daily Chronicle, 6 March 1912.
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An exception to Northampton WSPU’s usually respectable approach occurred in April
1911, and the action taken then was, if unlawful, completely non-violent. Like their sister
suffragettes all over the country, some members of Northampton WSPU boycotted the
1911 census, on the principle that if they couldn’t vote neither would they be counted. As
Ursula Roberts, wife of the Rector of Crick, wrote to the Mercury, “Why should women
be coerced into supplying information to form the basis of laws to which they may be
strongly opposed?”

According to the Mercury, an unsuccessful attempt was made to take an empty house in
Kingsley Park. Many others attended social gatherings in friends’ homes, where the head of
the household was conveniently absent. Between 30 and 40 people prevented their names
from appearing. Most were women, but a few were male supporters, including a well-
known shoe manufacturer. This was probably Fred Crockett. His name was not included,
and he is not found elsewhere in the census. Not only that, but the form for his address was
signed by E. S. Robinson, Registrar, and the information was guesswork, punctuated by
question marks: “Mabel Crockett, wife, age about 33; marriage has lasted about 5 years; ?
servant, age about 40,” etc.47 (My italics).The Mercury questioned his sister, but Miss
Crockett would not give any information, and stated she had no desire to say anything that
would lead to a £5 fine inflicted on friends. Another missing name is that of Sabina Branch.
A reporter called at her home, to be informed she was not at home, and had not been at
home on the night of the census. Her name, too, is not found anywhere in the census.48

Elizabeth Sinclair Jones complied with the census but gave her occupation as “suffragette,”
or to be more accurate, her husband did!

In July 1911, the local movement received a hard blow when Emily Smith died
unexpectedly from pneumonia. She was 38 years old. Her obituary in the Independent
recalled “a lady of exceptional intelligence and breezy independence of mind,” with a
“bright and buoyant personality” and “sympathetic nature.” 49

Meanwhile, those who believed the best chance of obtaining women’s suffrage was from
the Liberal government were also organising in the town. At the end of March 1912, Mrs
Cowmeadow of the NUWSS arrived in Northampton to promote their non-militant
policy. She was instrumental in setting up a branch, with Mrs Harvie as provisional secretary,
and found a receptive audience in the local Women’s Liberal Association. She addressed a
well-attended meeting of this body, which passed the following resolution:  

“That this meeting, while protesting against the recent action of the militant suffragettes,
calls upon all Members of Parliament to vote for the Conciliation Bill through all its stages,
and for amendments to the Electoral Reform Bill enfranchising women.” 

There were bills or amendments on women’s suffrage, called “conciliation bills,” in most
years at this time, providing a focus for the NUWSS to campaign around. Mrs Cowmeadow
stressed the difference between militants and non-militants, and said the NUWSS trusted
the Pledge of Prime Minister, Herbert Asquith, to give time to both pieces of legislation.50

She had put her finger on the real difference between suffragists and suffragettes in
Northampton. The latter did not share that trust in the government. In the event, the
Conciliation Bill and suffrage amendments won majorities but received insufficient time

47 1911 Census
48 Northampton Mercury, 7 April 1911.
49 Northampton Independent, 29 July 1911.
50 Northampton Mercury, 29 March 1912.

09 SUFFRAGETTES AND SUFFRAGISTS IN NORTHAMPTON (REFORMAT V2).QXD_Layout 1  31/08/2017  10:57  Page 95



96 northamptonshire past and present

to become law, although Northampton’s MPs, Charles McCurdy and Hastings Lees-Smith,
both Liberals elected in 1910, voted for the bill, as did Harry Manfield, the Liberal MP for
Mid-Northamptonshire.51

In June, when the new branch held a public meeting in the Town Hall, the Independent
quoted its membership at “about 50.” 52 The town’s political establishment was well
represented. In attendance were the branch President, Lady Knightley of Fawsley; Vice-
Presidents, Mr and Mrs Charles McCurdy MP, Hastings Lees-Smith MP and Mrs John
(Gertrude) Woods; the Treasurer and Secretary, Mrs Katherine Harvie; together with Lady
Frances Balfour, Mrs G. W. Beattie, Mrs James (Jennie) Jackson, Mrs Ashford, Cllr G. W.
Beattie JP, Cllr S. S. Campion JP, Cllr John Woods, and Mr T. Purser. Dr Shipman (a former
MP), Cllr S. Yarde and Cllr S. Hughes sent apologies. Lady Knightley recalled that she had
been a suffragist for 40 years, and was the first President of the Conservative and Unionist
Women’s Franchise Association.53

NUWSS branches were also reported from Wellingborough, Oundle, Crick and King’s
Sutton. That summer, the national NUWSS organised a “Suffrage Pilgrimage,” with
thousands of suffragists marching to London from Newcastle, Carlisle and Land’s End, with
rallies in towns along the way and a final great rally in Hyde Park on 26th July. In the third
week of July, one leg of the march reached Thrapston and held a meeting in the Market
Place, with local speakers who emphasised the peaceful nature of the pilgrimage.54

Figure 4.
Lady Knightley of Fawsley.

(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Newspapers.)

51 Northampton Mercury, 5 April 1912.
52 Northampton Independent, 1 June 1912.
53 Northampton Mercury, 7 June 1912.
54 Northampton Mercury, 18 July 1913.
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There was a large overlap of members between Northampton NUWSS and the town’s
Women’s Liberal Association. Yet it was a Liberal government that was failing to provide
parliamentary time for women’s suffrage legislation. Northampton women Liberals followed
the debate within the national party. In May 1913, their delegate to the National Women’s
Federation conference in London, Mrs Elizabeth Stevenson, reported a “wave of electricity
in the air owing to the discussion of the suffrage question.” In the “most heated and
prolonged” debates of the conference, many delegates urged withdrawal of support for any
Liberal candidates who did not support women’s suffrage. However, others feared such a
policy would result in a loss of members, and the proposal was heavily defeated.55

In April 1914, the Northampton Women Liberals set up a branch of the Liberal Women’s
Suffrage Union (LWSU) to campaign for the adoption of suffrage candidates by the Liberal
party in all constituencies, and to educate the rank and file of both sexes on “the necessity
of this democratic demand.” Its committee included Elizabeth Stevenson, Katherine Harvie,
and Elizabeth Sinclair Jones, the lady who had given her occupation as “suffragette” in the
1911 census. The Secretary was Jennie Jackson.56

Jennie May Parnell was born in Northamptonshire around 1879, and in 1900 married
solicitor, James Jackson, a future Northampton town councillor, who was 19 years her senior.
A Unitarian, she supported philanthropic schemes and social reform, took an interest in
maternity care and child welfare, and conducted a mothers’ class. She was well-known in
the villages as “a speaker of much charm and persuasive power.”57

55 Northampton Mercury, 30 May 1913.
56 Northampton Mercury, 10 April and 22 May 1914.
57 Northampton Mercury, 1 December 1916.
58 Northampton Daily Echo, 19 May 1914.
59 Northampton Mercury, 22 May 1914.

Figure 5.
Mrs E.H. (Elizabeth) Stevenson.

(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Newspapers.)
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In a letter to the Echo, Jackson elaborated on the new body’s aims. Its chief policy was that
“anti-suffrage candidates shall not be supported.” The Women’s Liberal Federation strongly
supported women’s suffrage but did not exclude anti-suffrage candidates. Members of the
LWSU remained supporters of the general Liberal cause, but were pledged not to support
anti-suffrage Liberal candidates when the election came. “This . . .  is neither an illogical or
disloyal course,” she wrote, “but . . . a most moderate policy, for the adoption of which (we)
claim full freedom as supporters of true Liberalism.”58

At this time, the national NUWSS had drawn closer to the Labour party, and at least one
Northampton suffragist, Florence Staley, was a future Labour candidate for the Town
Council. However, the Northampton Liberal women continued to play their part in the
NUWSS. In May 1914 Northampton Trades Council, a body composed of delegates from
the town’s trade unions,  received a delegation from the local NUWSS, consisting of
Katherine Harvie, Jennie Jackson, Florence Staley, Elizabeth Compton James, Gertrude
Woods, Mrs H. Fox, Mrs Chamberlain and a Miss Blackstone. Harvie addressed the meeting,
and Mrs Jackson, Mrs Staley and Miss Blackstone also spoke. As a result the Trades Council
passed a motion calling on Northampton MPs to support women’s suffrage, after an
amendment to substitute “all women” for “any measure of women’s suffrage.” The Council
did not intend to support enfranchisement of upper class women only.59 They had shown
sympathy for the cause the previous August when they held a meeting on the Market Square
to protest at the “Cat and Mouse Act,” legislation that enabled the authorities to release
hunger striking suffragettes and re-arrest them at a later date.60

In the years leading up to the First World War, another suffrage organisation had some
success in Northamptonshire, though not in the county town. The Women’s Freedom
League had been formed in 1907 by women who disagreed with what they regarded as
the Pankhurst’s autocratic control of the WSPU. In 1910 they established a branch in
Wellingborough, but do not seem to have made any headway in Northampton.61

As suffragette actions nationally became increasingly militant and even violent,
Northampton members adhered steadfastly to legal methods, despite the policy of the
national leadership of the WSPU. (An unsuccessful attempt by unknown persons to set light
to Northampton post boxes in February 1913 appears to have been an isolated incident).
Nevertheless, relations remained cordial. In April 1914, a letter of introduction from “a well-
known Northampton suffragist” [sic] enabled a Mercury reporter to obtain an interview
with Christabel Pankhurst, then in exile in Paris. 

“It seemed as if she were interviewing me,” he wrote, “so keen were her enquires about the
progress of the movement in Northampton.” Apparently, she was warm in her praise of the
workers there, most of whom she had met on several occasions. 

“You know,” Pankhurst reportedly said, “Northampton should be an easy place to work up.
It has such progressive traditions in politics. I hope it will always keep true to them.”62

Is there perhaps some hint of disappointment in that statement? Did she imply that the
Northampton suffragettes should have done better? Whitmore suggests that the national
leadership became reluctant to invest time and effort in Northampton because its local
branch remained unreceptive to militant ideas.

60 Northampton Mercury, 29 August 1913.
61 Northampton Mercury, 7 October 1910.
62 Northampton Mercury, 17 April 1914.
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The outbreak of the First World War in August 1914, brought enormous change, not least
to the suffrage movement, which fragmented and reformed in new ways. The WSPU
abandoned the suffrage campaign and became ultra-patriotic, demanding the right of
women to be employed on war work. The NUWSS simply suspended its campaign. Many
suffrage campaigners assisted the war effort, while a number of women from both
organisations took up an anti-war stance. 

Northampton suffragist, Gertrude Woods, became Secretary of the Northamptonshire
Committee for Agriculture,63 while suffragettes Dora and Marjorie Crockett, served as
nurses in France.64 Another suffragist, Joyce Lees-Smith, wife of the MP, joined her husband’s
old opponent, Sabina Branch, in the Women’s International League.65 Founded at The
Hague in 1915, this body campaigned for a negotiated end to the war. Agnes Croft became
secretary of the Northampton branch of the Women’s Peace Crusade, a pacifist organisation,
formed in Glasgow in 1916. Harold, her husband, went to prison as a conscientious
objector,66 while Jenny Jackson’s husband, Councillor James Jackson, served on the Military
Service Tribunal that dismissed his claim.

It was the suffragettes’ sworn enemy, Asquith, who in 1916 set up an all-party Speaker’s
Conference on Electoral Reform. A delegation from the NUWSS put the case for female
suffrage, but Mrs Pankhurst and the WSPU did not attend.67 By then their focus was beating
the drum for the war effort. In Northampton, suffrage campaigners anticipated the coming
enfranchisement of women. In early 1918 the Women Liberals discussed the likely redistri-
bution of seats, and alterations to party rules to create ward organisations of both men

Figure 6.
Christabel Pankhurst.

(Courtesy of Northamptonshire Newspapers.)

63 Northamptonshire Record Office, YZ9619, Women’s War Wo, 
64 Northampton Mercury, 27 October 1916.
65 Northampton Daily Echo, 6 December 1917.
66 Pearce Register of WW1 Conscientious Objectors.
67 Webb, Simon,The Suffragette Bombers – Britain’s Forgotten Terrorists, Pen and Sword History, 2014.
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and women.68 When, at one point, proportional representation was proposed for
Northamptonshire, Northampton Women’s Liberal Association was among those who
strongly urged Northampton’s inclusion in the scheme.69

The resulting Representation of the People Act in 1918 enfranchised all men of 21 years
and over, and also women over 30 who were householders or wives of householders. Lloyd
George was Liberal Prime Minister in a wartime coalition government when it passed into
law. 

The members of Northampton WSPU and NUWSS tended to be politically engaged,
middle class women, who were often also active in church and charitable work. Some of
them were effective speakers and debaters, and several were members, or past members, of
party political organisations, especially the Liberal Women’s Association, served as elected
Poor Law Guardians, or were wives of local politicians. At least four were married to
prominent shoe manufacturers. Aside from public meetings, the typical Northampton
suffrage meeting was an “at home” in the drawing room of one member or another.
Suffragette agitation in working class areas does not seem to have continued beyond 1910.
Not surprisingly, they seem to have had little impact on the working class women of the
town. Whitmore suggests this may have been due to the comparatively low wages of women
in Northampton, but it is also true that many of these women were still in the home and
dependent on their husbands. By contrast, the married middle class suffragettes and
suffragists had supportive husbands, and single ones like Emily Smith had secure,
independent incomes. Strongly motivated by a sense of public service, Northampton’s
suffrage campaigners desired the vote so they could discharge their public role more
effectively, although some, like Agnes Corson, believed it would also lead to wider social
gains such as equal pay.70

Although essentially alike, the town’s suffragettes and suffragists were divided by their
attitude to the Liberal party. To suffragettes it was the enemy, refusing to concede their just
demands, while suffragists continued to have faith in its ultimate good intentions. But in
1918, women still did not have electoral equality with men. They would have to wait
another ten years for that. Margaret Bondfield, the first woman to be elected Member of
Parliament for Northampton, came from a different tradition - all her life she had fought
to improve women’s lives through trade union representation – but she must have spoken
for many suffrage campaigners when the equal franchise came at last in 1928: 

“Since I have been able to vote at all I have never felt the same enthusiasm because the
vote was the consequence of owning property rather than the consequence of being a
human being. At last we are established on that equal footing because we are human beings
and part of society as a whole.”71

68 Northampton Mercury, 1 March 1918.
69 Northampton Mercury, 19 April 1918.
70 Northampton Mercury, 5 November 1909.
71 Spartacus.educational.com/wbondfield.htm
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Watford Court: Past and Present

Dan White, of the village of Watford, has taken a postcard of Watford Court as it looked in
around 1900 and carefully lined up his camera to take a shot of the same location as it
appears in 2017. After Watford Court was demolished in 1975 a select development of
modern houses was built on the site. (Permission was granted by the owner of this one
before the 2017 photograph was taken.)

The theme of country houses has been prominent in this issue of Northamptonshire Past
and Present and this pair of images forms a fitting coda to it. Paired photographs of other
aspects of the county’s history will be welcome for consideration for future issues.

Figure 2. Garden of a house built on the site of Watford Court.
(Photograph by Dan White.)

Figure 1. Watford Court c.1900.
(Postcard from the collection of Dan White.)

10 WATFORD COURT.QXD_Layout 1  30/08/2017  07:30  Page 101



10 WATFORD COURT.QXD_Layout 1  30/08/2017  07:30  Page 102



103

INDEX

Adstock, 9
Amsterdam, 31
Andrew, Robert, 62
Andrew, Sir Thomas, 61
Andrew, Thomas, 61
Arnhem, 31
Ashford, Mrs, 89
Asquith, Herbert, 87
Augsburg, 33
Berlin, 33
Billington, Teresa, 87
bills of fare, 45
Black Death, 11
Blathwayt, John, 29
Blathwayt, William, 29, 36
Bolingbroke, Henry, 10, 12
Bondfield, Margaret, 100
Bonus, Mr, 52
Boughton House, 44
Brackenbury, Marie, 87, 89, 93
Branch, John, 87
Branch, Sabina, 87,91, 92, 95
Brenner Pass, 33
British Museum, 47
Brudenell, George, 51
Brudenell, Lord and Lady, 47
Brussels, 31
Buccleuch and Queensberry,

Duke of, 44
Buccleuch, 3rd Duke of, 52
Buckingham, 12
Bugbrooke, 57
Burghley House, 16
Capell, Miss Margaret, 93
Cardigan, Lord and Lady, 47
Carnival

Milan, 37
Naples, 33

Carriera, Rosalba, 38
Cecil, John, 22
Charlottenburg, 33
Cheare, William, 17
Chetwin, Mr, 36
Christ Church, Oxford 30
Churchill, Lady Mary, 45
Coke, Sir Thomas, 47
Collier, Theodora, 93
Compton, Charles, 30, 38
Compton, George, 30
Cope, Edward, 14
Cope, John, 9, 11

Cope, William, 11
Corson, Agnes, 89, 91, 93, 94
Crocker, Nellie, 88
Crockett, Dora, 91
Crockett, Fred, 88, 94
Crockett, Mabel, 91, 93
Crockett, Marjorie, 91
Croft, Agnes, 86
Cross, John, 56
Dalkeith Palace, 52
Davis, Roger, 16
de Blainville, Henri, 29, 34, 36
de Bromwych, John, 9
de Hausted, John, 9
Deanshanger, 9, 10
Deene Park, 47, 51
Delft, 31
Digges, Mr J, 32, 33, 36
Ditton Park, 45, 48, 53
Doge of Venice, 38
Dorset, Earl of , 31
Dresden, 33
Duchy of Wolfenbuttel, 33
Dudley, Sir William, 47
Duke Anton Ulrich, 33
Earl of Exeter, 28
Earl of Northampton, 29
Enclosure commissioner, 57
Enclosures, 56
England, Richard, 64
Eton, 30
Fawcett, Millicent, 86
Ferrars, Anne, 30
Folkes, William, 49
Fox, Mrs H, 89
Fox, Sir Stephen, 29
Genoa, 36
glebe lands, 57
Gossage, William, 11
Grafton, Dowager Duchess of,

62
Grand Tour, 29, 31
Guidi, Domenico, 25
Gurney, Joseph, 86
Haarlem, 31
Hamburg, 32
Hanover, 32
Harlestone House and Park, 61
Harwich, 31
Hausted, William, 10
Hawley, Dr Joseph, 59

Hay, Dr James, 29, 30, 33, 36,
37

Hellevoetsluis, 31
Het Loo, 31
Hill, Mrs J, 87
Holland, John, 13
Homer, Henry, 60
Hotspur, Harry, 13
Hussey, Edward, 48, 50
James, Mrs Compton, 89
Jephcott, Henry junior, 57
Jephcott, Henry, 56
John of Gaunt, 10, 12
Johnson, Austin, 67
Kenney, Annie, 87
King Edward III, 9
King Frederick IV of

Denmark, 38
King Henry IV, 13
King Richard II, 11, 12
Kinnard, Mr, 31
Kislingbury charity trustees, 56
Kislingbury, 56
Kleve, 31
Knight, Mr, 33
Lady Knightley of Fawsley, 96
Leghorn, 36
Leiden, 31
Leipzig, 33
Lincoln College, Oxford, 57
Lord Compton, 29
Lord Spencer, 62
Lords Apellant, 12
Loretto, 35
Lovell, Sir Salathiel, 63
Lumley estate, 61
Machlam (Mechelen) lace, 39
Manchester, Isabella, Duchess

of, 47, 51
Manfield, Moses Philip, 86
Maria Vittoria, Princes,s 38
Marlborough, Duke of, 31
Marshalsea, 13
Martin, Edward, 21
Mary, Queen of Scots, 61
Merchant Adventurers, 32
Milan, 37
Monatagu, John, 44
Monnot, Pietro Stefano, 25
Monragu House, 45, 53
Montagu family, 44

11 INDEX.QXD_Layout 1  30/08/2017  07:30  Page 103



104 northamptonshire past and present

Montagu, Duke of, 44
Montagu, George, 50
Montagu, Lady Elizabeth, 52
Montagu, Ralph, 44
Montagu, Sir Edward, 44
Monthermer, John, Marquis

of, 52
Mortimer, Sir Edmund, 9
Mowbray, Thomas, 12
Naples, 32
Nether Heyford, 57
Newenham, Elizabeth, 9
Newenham, John, 9
Newton, Dr, 36
Noon, Benjamin, 64
Northampton Golf Club, 62
Northampton House, 31
Northampton, 86
Nuremberg, 33
NUWSS, 86
Osnabruck, 32
Packe, Frances, 62
Packe, Henry, 62
Padua, 33
Pankhurst Emmeline, 86
Pankhurst, Christabel, 89, 91
Parliamentary franchise, 86
Parnell, Jennie May, 97
Passenham, 10
Peasants’ Revolt, 11
Percy, Henry, 13
Phipps, Pickering, 86
Piedmont, 36

Raby, Lord, 33
Ravenna, 35
Reform Act 1867, 86
Repton, Humphry, 61, 68
Rimini, 35
Roberts, Ursula, 95
Rome, 35
Rotterdam, 31
Rymell, Hannah, 56
Salden, 11
Samuel, Herbert, 87
Sansun, Edmund, 56
Saxony, 33
Scott, Henry, 52
Scott, Lord George, 53
Scott, Rose, 89
Shelley, Thomas, 13
Shirley, Elizabeth, 30
Shirley, Robert, 30
smallpox, 36
Smith, Emily, 89, 91, 94, 95
Smith, Francis of Warwick, 62
Spratton, 11
Stevenson, Mrs E H, 89, 97
Stony Stratford, 10, 13
Stowe IX Churches, 57
Stratford, Mr, 32
Stukeley, William, 46
Sunderland, Earl of, 47
surveying, 57
Swan, Mrs G, 89
Talman, William, 16
Tanner, Culpepper, 17, 22

The Hague, 31
Thompson, John, 16
Thorpe, John, 16
tithe, 57
Towcester, 12
Townshend, George, 30
Treherne, Miss, 93
Tresilian, Sir Robert, 11
Turin, 34, 36
Tyringham, 59
Utrecht, 31, 32
Venice, 32, 35
Verona, 33
Via Flaminia, 35
von Stosch, Philip, 30
Voorst, 31
Walgrave, Sarah, 56
Walker, Stefanie, 25
Walpole, Horace, 50
War of the Spanish

Succession, 29, 36
Warkton, 53
Watford Court, 101
Watson, Samuel, 22
Westbury, 13
Wich, John, 32
Williams, Samuel, 34
Williams, Thomas, 34
Windham, Sir William, 31
Woods, Mrs J, 89
WSPU, 86
Wynter, Mary, 29
Zutphen, 31

11 INDEX.QXD_Layout 1  30/08/2017  07:30  Page 104



Page

JOURNAL OF THE NORTHAMPTONSHIRE RECORD SOCIETY
WOOTTON HALL PARK, NORTHAMPTON NN4 8BQ

N
O

R
T

H
A

M
P
T

O
N

S
H

IR
E
 P

A
S
T

 A
N

D
 P

R
E
S
E
N

T
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
 N

u
m

b
er

 7
0 

(2
01

7)

Number 70   2017
Northamptonshire Record Society

CONTENTS NORTHAMPTONSHIRE
PAST AND PRESENT

�����������������������������������������������������������

Notes and News … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … 4

John Cope of Deanshanger (c.1355 – 1414)...an eminent person … … 9
William Cope

The Marble Hall, Burghley House … … … … … … … … … … … … 16
Eric Till and Jon Culverhouse

The Grand Tour of James, Lord Compton 1707-09 … … … … … … 29
P.H.McKay

A House in Decline? Boughton House c.1709 -1827 … … … … … … 43
Emma Purcell

Rev. Henry Jephcott, Enclosure Commissioner… … … … … … … … 56
Bill Franklin

Harlestone House and Park: a History … … … … … … … … … … 61
Martin Izzard

The Suffragettes and Suffragists in Northampton … … … … … … … 86
John Buckell

Watford Court: Past and Present … … … … … … … … … … … … 101
Editor

Index … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … … 103

Cover illustration:
Harlestone House and surrounding Park, c.1809.

Painting by Humphry Repton
(Courtesy of Northampton Record Office)


	Contents
	Notes and News
	John Cope of Deanshanger
	The Marble Hall, Burghley House
	The Grand Tour of James, Lord Compton, 1707-09
	A House in Decline? Boughton House, c.1709-1827
	Rev. Henry Jephcott, Enclosure Commissioner
	Harlestone House and Park: A History
	The Suffragettes and Suffragists in Northampton
	Watford Court: Past and Present
	Index



