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ADAM BAYNES
OF LEEDS AND HOLDENBY

Soldier, Politician, Justice of the Peace, Land Speculator,
Demolition Contractor and Prisoner iri the Tower

NATIONAL revolutions have always affected the ownership of land profoundly. The
dissolution of the Monasteries, and the confiscation of their lands by the Crown was such a
revolution. Experience shows that even powerful governments are not able to put ,the clock
back, and revolutions are not easily undone, and the former state of affairs is not restored. The
Civil War~ of the 17th century were another revolution, with a considerable effect on the structure
of land-ownership.
These revolutions always produce people who , can profit by them. The 16th century
revolution allowed merchants and yeomen to acquire land, and found landed families. In Ireland,
the successive wars of Elizabethan, Stuart, and Cromwellian times, effected a transfer of landownership into the hands of a new and alien class of owners.
This article is concerned with the career of a Captain of the Parliamentary Army, Adam
Baynes, in so far as it affected his acquisitions of Northamptonshire land. These were of a
temporary nature, and no new Northamptonshire landed family was founded! despite the fact
that Baynes liad sixteen children. The land-speculator and demolition contractor, as will be seen,
are not peculiar to the 20th century.
The Palace of Holdenby' was "one of the largest of the great mansions built in Elizabeth's
daY".2 Its builder 'was Sir Christopher Hatton, the Queen's Lord Chancellor, who entertained
his sovereign there. It was described by a contemporary as holding "the pre-eminence of all the
modern houses I have kno~nor heard of in England.,,3 Sir Christopher's Godson and heir, Sir
Christopher Hatton II, sold the Palace to King James I, and it was here that his son, Charles I,
was confined in 1647, when the Scots had handed over the King to his victorious Parliament,
and it was from here tpat he was removed by Cornet Joyce to the control of the Army.
After the King's death, Holdenby was sold , to Adam Baynes, a Yorkshire merchant of
good family, who had been a captain in the Parliamentary Army, and successively commissioner
of excise and customs, and whose biography appears in the Dictionary of National Biography.4
It is now possible to fill in one or two gaps, and to correct an important mis-statement, which has
often been repeated.
"
Captain Baynes was a man of considerable importance under the Commonwealth. ' Ten
volumes of letters addressed to him, chiefly on army or his own mercantile affairs in Yorkshire,
1 Baynes's son, Robert, married Dorothy, daughter
of Sir William Lowther. The Lowther family are the
present possessors of Holdenby House.
2 J. A. Gotch, The Old Halls and Manor Houses of
Northamptonshire, (1936), p. 66.
3 Ibid., p. 67.

4 His career 'is there fully treated, and certain inaccuracies that appear in the first edition of that great
work" were deleted in subsequent editions. For
example, the date of his birth is wrongly given. He
was baptised at Leeds on December 22nd, 1621, son
of Robert Baynes of "Knostrop," Leeds.

ADAM" BAYNES· OF .L EEDS AND HOLDENBY

139

are in the British Museum. s He was M.P. for Leeds 1654-5 and 1656 (the only time the town
was represented before the Reform Act of 1832), and.for Appleby in 1659. In addition, he was a
Justice of the Peace for the County of Northampton in 1657, and his name is mentioned several
times on the Quarter Sessions Rolls.6, He was one of two Justices appointed from outside the
County during the Commonwealth, the other being John Parker, a Buckinghamshire man, who
was M.P. for Rochester in 1654 and 1656, and a baron of the Exchequer before 1655 until the
Restoration, when he was deprived. Parker lived in
St. Giles's parish in Northampton. Their colleagues
were all natives of the County, although Colonel
George Benson's father was also a Buckingham:shire man. John Thomton, John Maunsell, Edward
Farmer, John Cartwright, and William Ward were
all Northamptonshire land-owners. 7
Adam Baynes bought Holdenby from the
Commission appointed by Parliament for the sale
of Crown lands, by deed dated January 27th,
1650/1. 8 The purchase price was £22,299.6.10.
He acquired "All that Capitall Messuage or Royal
Mansion house with the appurtenances, scituate
lying or being in the towne 01' parish of Holdenby,"
with all houses, dovecotes, stables, greens, orchards,
gardens, "water houses, cisternes, pipes," and
other appurtenances. The area' of th~ house and
grounds surrounding it was given in this document
as 38 acres, 1 rood. The materials of the house
were valued to be worth over £6,000, "over and
above the charge of taking them downe." Included
in the purchase price were the Park, woods,
estate, and village, and the reversion of the lands
leased to Sir Thomas Hatton.
Adam Baynes is described in this document
LITTLE HOLMBY
as "of Knowstropp, co. York, Esq." The property,
Mr. Markham's house in St. Giles's Street,
with the exception of "all such things as are
Northampton
by the said Act (of Parliament) appointed to be
excepted and not to be sold," was to be held by Adam Baynes "his heirs and assigns for ever,
for his and their only use, and discharged of all incillnbrances." When, after the Restoration,
the Crown sued Baynes in an action of trover and conversion,8a Baynes's case ,was that he was
employed "by divers officers and souldiers of the Armie to procure of the then Powers satisfaction
5 Add. MSS. 21,417-27. Some oftheselettershave
been published in Letters from Roundhead Officers
written from Scotland and chiefly addressed to Captain
Adam Baines, 1650-1660, ed. J. Y. Akerman' for the
Bannatyne Club, Vol. 108 (1856).
6 Quarter Sessions Records of the County of Northampton, 1630, 1657/8, (N.R.S. Vol. I) ed. Joan Wake,
(1924). He may have been on the Commission before
1657, but the rolls between 1631 and 1657 are missing

and those after the Epiphany Sessions, 1658, have not
been printed.
7 Ibid. App. Il, pp. 251-3, where a list of the active
J.P.'s in 1657-8 (not all of them land-owners) is given.
s B.M. Add. Ch. 12,629.
sa An action at law to recover the value of personal
property illegally converted by another to his own
use.O.E.D.
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for their arreares of Pay and towardes satisfaction thereof the Trustees (then appointed to make
sale of the Crowne lands and to satisfie the Arreares of the Armie) did convey Holdenby House
and Parke, 200 deere, 11 wild Cowes, Lordshipp and Woodes and all thinges that were part of or
affixed to the';ffreehold of the said House Parke and Lordshipp in trust for the use of such officers
and souldiers whose arreares were paid in upon the said purchase.,,9 There is, however, no
suggestion in the original deed of purchase that Baynes was acting as trustee for the army, or that
the purchase was .effected for any other use than his own. Undoubtedly, the sale of Crown
property was ordered by Parliament to provide the army with their arrears of pay.
In their case against Baynes, the Crown rehearsed the items on which recovery was sought,
and these items included the deer in the Park ("500 Bucks, 500 Does, 500 Fawnes and 100 Red
Deere") and a vast quantity of materials from the house, including 50 iron chimney backs,
"1,500 Tunn of Lead" and "10,000 Tunn of Stone". The Crown claimed £3,600 as the value,
and asked for £6,000 damages. Baynes, in his defence, disputed the items of household goods.
He said there were "one Copper, 3 brewing kives or coolers, two or three ffattes, some dresser
) boards and some inconsiderable lumber that is conceived were there before the House came to
the Crowne,. and were never removed into the Court but were fixed into and part of the ffreehold."
The Crown claimed, inter alia, 20 Copper ffornisses, 40 brewing fattes, 40 -brewing kives, and
20 Dresser boards." Baynes did not dispute the quantity of stone and timber, which gives an
idea of the vast size of the house, when he assumed possession in 1651.
There is at Lamport Hall an important document,10 which I have thought fit to transcribe
in full. It is accurately described as an "Estimate of Holdenby in Captain Baines' hands" in the
endorsement by Sir Justinian Isham, 5th Bart. (1687-1737), who first arranged the Isham
muniments in some sort of order. By the time this document was written, Baynes had evidently
completed his work of demolition.
"Holdenby howse with the Spinneys adjoyning the orchard gardens yards with a smale
parke about 30tie Acres as it is nQwe contracted with by ye year 601C os- Od.
The divisions of the parke now in Capt. Baines his occupation some part thereof by
him letten to plowe worth pr Ann. 340IC 0 - O.
The severall closes late Lett to Mr. Manley to Graze att about 360Ii pr Ann. nowe lett
by Captaine Baines to plowe att aboue 4O[s] the acre are worth in All pr Ann at least 6001L 0 - 0
The severall closes late lett to Mr. Ffurnis to Graze nowe Lett by the said Captaine att aboue
40S the acre worth pr' ann att prsent- 3001L 0 - O.
Mr. Ollift' as Qwner of about 200 acres of Holdenby worth pr ann. 20oIi- 0 - 0
Mrs. Talbott as owner of 160 acres or thereabouts pr cell [parcell] of the park being
lately plowed worth pr Ann OSoIL 0 - 0 Mr. Henry Lucas severall closes to Graze att about
pr Ann 200li- 0 - O.
Thomas Tomkins as Tenant to some small closes or holmes l l worth pr Ann 020IC 0 - O.
The mills and Mill holmes worth pr Ann 010li- 0 - 0
1S00li- 10 - 0
Capt. Baines did not pay for Holdenby
with the appurtenncs10,OOOIC 0 - 0
But his Rent hath not beine much att prsent in regard of a Lease of all or the most part,
saving the parke to sr Thomas Hatton yett in being He sold the materialls of the Howse
for 3,5001C 0 - 0 And Wood for about 0,500 - 0 - 0."
9 B.M. Add. MS. 21, 127 fo. 135. This document
consists of notes for a Counsel's brief, presumably in
the case brought against Baynes by the Crown,
probably in the King's Bench. It is undated except
for "At Westminster on Wednesday 3rd of May in

the afternoon." It must be 1665. May 3rd on that
year fell on a Wednesday.
10 I.C. 4525.
11 A holme was a ~mall meadow, often near a mill.
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This document was printed in Northamptonshire Notes and Queries, Vol. I (1886), p.182.
The editor's comment was that "the items do not add up to the sum as given in the paper, but
to £1,810." But nothing else was said about this document.
It will be seen that the value of the materials of the demolished house was over estimated
as Captain Baynes only got £3,500 for them, but he "reserved only a portion of the attached
offices (probably for his own occupation)" .12 In considering the date of the document, it must be
some time after the demolition of the
Palace. It may be an "estimate" made for
t~e Crown when they resumed possession.
The estate was then handed over to the
Queen-Mother (Iienrietta-Maria) as part
of her jointure and administered by her
trustees. In August, 1660, Anne Talbot,
"late widow of Lieut. Col. Henry Lilburne," petitioned the Queen-Mother for
a lease of 166 acres of Holdenby Park,
"which she was admitted by her enemies
to purchase," and claimed she had been
ruined by her late husband's devotion to
the crown, which had cost him his life
when Governor of Tynemouth . Castle
(Hartshorne, p.cxviii). This is' the "Mrs.
Talbot" of the Isham document, who is
there stated to be the purchaser 0 part of
the park. She is named in the "Counsel's
brief" mentioned above to be called as a
witness "to prove the premisses to be
bought by the defendant with the pay of
. divers officers and soldiers in trust for
them."
MR. MUNDAY'S HOUSE

The indenture of sale of 1651 sheds
.
some light on the lease of the estate to Sir
Thomas Hatton,13 mentioned in the Isham document. From this it appears that by Letters Paten~
of July, 1635, Charles I demised the land to the Earl of Elgin and Sir Thomas Fanshawe, "in trust
for the use of Sir Thomas Hatton, Kt. for 17 years," to commence from the determination of a
former lease of the premises granted in 1627 for 21 years, at an annual rent of £180.15.10. This
in Gold Street, Northampton

12 Emily S. Hartshorne, Memorials of Holdenby,
(1868), p. 45. '
13 This Sir Thomas Hatton was brother of the
Sir Christopher, who sold Holdenby to the Crown,
and he died on September 23rd, 1658. This would
certainly suggest that when the "Isham document"
was drawn up, Sir Thomas Hatton was still alive. It
may have been that Sir Justinian Isham contemplated
purchasing the Holdenby estate, and had the paper

prepared. (I.C.3210). He did in fact purchase Ragon's
Manor at East Haddon, which adjoins Holdenby, in
1661. Another Isham MS. (1.(:.3210) contains an
undated note "whether Sr. Justinian Isham if Sir
Thomas tJatton be willing to sell his Estat in Gretton
or Brampton will buy it and satisfie him his sum' of
money and take that Estat upon him which Sir Tho.
Hatton now has.
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meant that Ratton's Trustees' lease would have run unti11665-'-the year apparently of the action
' brought by the Crown against Adam Baynes.
The lease holders mentioned in the Isham document, (Laurence Manley of Spratton,
Esq., Francis Furnis of Holdenby, and Henry
Lucas of Guilsborough, gent.) on January llth
1655/6 covenanted with Adam Baynes of Holdenby, Esq., who had begun proceedings .in
Chancery against them, to pay £5 per acre every
year for every acre of pasture they might plough
or put in tillage. In this covenant (N.R.O., YZ,
1077) it is stated that their leases had been made
with Thomas, Earl of Elgin, 14 Sir Thomas Fanshawe and Sir Thomas Hatton for the term of
about nine years unexpired,15 and the reversion
of these lands had been purchased by Adam
Baynes some time previously. The covenant has
an addition in Laurence Manley's hand ' "cQn- ·
ditionally that our charges be repayed to us
agayne by the aforesayd Adam Bannes Esq. in
respect of or by reason wee had not comited any
offence." One can imagine that Adam Baynes's
behaviour in threatening Chancery proceedings
against the tenants of the estate can hardly have
added to his popularity! Baynes's object (which
he achieved) was to prevent the pasture being
tilled, a· common precaution of landlords until
recently, as it was thought that good pasture was
the product of time. "Ley-farming" is a recent
invention.
Some of the materials from Holdenby
House were used for houses in Northampton, 16
MISS FAWCETT'S HOUSE
and three of them could be recognised in the
in The Drapery, Northampton
,
early nineteenth century. One of them in St.
Giles's Street belonged to the Markham family and was known as "Little Holmby." It was pulled
down in 1841, although the doorway was "carefully preserved and erected in the garden." This
doorway was given to Lady Clifden, who restored it to Holdenby, where it was incorporated in
the restored building. 17
14 Thomas (Bruce), Lord Kinloss, was created Earl
of Elgin in 1633 by Charles I. Sir Thomas Fanshawe
was a relation and trustee of the Hattons. Their
leases, as we have seen, were made for a term of years,
so that the fact that Hatton died in 1658 is'' not conclusive evidence that he was alive when the document
was drawn up, although it is probable that his death
would have been indicated.
15 This agrees with the date of the lease granted by

Charles I, of which Baynes acquired the reversion in
1651.
16 G. Baker, History of Northamptonshire, Voi. I.,
p.207. .
17 According to C. A. Markham's article quoted
below. If so, and Mr. Pretty's accompanying drawing
is correct, it was much altered in the process. The
presen~ North Porch at Holdenby may contain part
of the" Markham" Arch.

143

ADAM BAYNES OF LEEDS AND HOLDENBY

Of the two other houses, mentioned by Baker, one was in Gold Street, the other in the
Drapery. SRetches of all three houses "by the late Mr. Pretty" were reproduced in Northants
Notes and Queries (Vol. I, 1886, p.217) with an accompanying article by C. A; Markham. Mr.
Markham mentions that both the other houses had been·pulled down forty or fifty years before
he wrote, and that the Holdenby fragments were not preserved. lS Mr. Markham wrongly stated
in his article that Baynes represented Leeds in the Long Parliament. Leeds had no member in
that Parliament, and Baynes did not sit for any other constituency at that time (1640).19
The only remaining relic of Baynes's occupation at Holdenby is an arch into the forecourt
of the present house on the north side, which has the date "1659," probably indicating when the
demolitions were complete, and the remains of the Palace ready for occupation. This arch was
noticed by Justinian Isham20 in his diary in 1717. He wrote (September 2nd): "I went to see
Holdenby, where the ruins show its former magnificence. The first thing that occurred was a
gate-way, with arms quartered at the top, but not very distinguishable; I take them to be of the
Hattons but know not what to make of the date, 1659."21 From this it would seem that Baynes
simply put a date on an existing or reconstructed arch. The arms (now quite worn away) were
hardly likely to be his own, if they were already "not very distinguishable "in 1717. It is possible,
of course, that the arch was put up by Baynes with his own achievement, and that this was deliberately defaced after his deprivation in 1660. It is different in style (although reminiscent)
from Hatton's Elizabethan archways, the arms of which Justinian Isham was able to read. 22
In 1666, Holdenby, "now in jointure to the Queen-Mother, containing 1,100 acres and
valued at £1,162 a year, besides the £44 a year given by King James [I] to the incumbent of
. the parish," (Hartshorne, p.cxvii),was granted to J ames, Duke of York. With its subsequent
history we are not here concerned.
Baynes's career, however, in the days of his adversity, has received only the briefest mention
from the historians, and it is now possible to trace it in more detail. Baker, whose account of
Holdenby, with its good illustrations, ,is unexcelled by later writers, says: "The alienated Crown
lands being resumed at the restoration he retired to his paternal estate in Yorkshire, where he
died in December 1670".23 This, however, is incorrect, and his connection with Northamptonshire did not end with the Restoration, and his deprivation of Holdenby.
Not unnaturally, 'Baynes, as a leading supporter of the Commonwealth, was suspect to
the Restored Monarchy from the first. He was in custody in April, 1660, before Charles 11 had
actually returned. Per~aps it was feared that he might join Lambert, with whom he was known
to be on intimate terms, in opposing the expected settlement. 24 The Calendars of State Papers
Domestic for Charles II's reign make clear that Baynes was carefully watched, and that he did
18 Mr. Markham, in his article, mentioned that he
had received information from Mr. E. R. Baynes,
clerk of the peace for Buc.k inghamshire, "a direct
descendant of Captain Baynes," who had, however,
no record of the Northampton houses mentioned by
Baker.
19 D. Brunton and D. H. Pennington, Members of
the Long Parliament. 1954.
20 Afterwards 5th Baronet.
21 Northants Past and Present, Vol. I, No. 4, p. 43.
This account is contemporary with Bridges'
description of the ruins.

22 This archway is illustrated in Country Life, (Oct.
19th, 1912), in an article on Holdenby by Alice
Dryderi.
23 Baker, op. cit., I, p. 197. This statement has been
many times repeated, e.g., by Mrs. Hartshorne, J. Y.
Akerman, and in D.N.B.

24 Lambert, on his escape from imprisonment, made
for Northamptonshire, and was captured at Daventry
on April 22nd, 1660. (Duppa-Isham Correspondence,
N.R.S. Vol. XVII, p. 181.)
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not return to Yorkshire permanently as Baker stated, but lived at Teeton in Northamptonshire .
.Now Teeton is a tiny hamlet in the Parish of Ravensthorpe, which adjoins Holdenby. The
charming Manor House belonged to the ancient family of Breton, of whom Baker gives a pedigree
and an excellent account (Vol. I, p.220). Francis Breton of Teeton was buried at Ravensthorpe
on July 10th, 1659, leaving a widow and several young children. She was in embarrassed circumstances. The Revd. Andrew Pawling, who was instituted to the Rectory of Ravensthorpe in 1664,
sued her for £40 in respect of tithes unpaid by her for the land she owned in Teeton: In the
document recording the case25 she is described as "nuper" (lately) of Teeton. As Adam Baynes
is described in the State Papers always as' "of Teeton," and in his ~ill, made on September 5th,
1670,26 he describes himself as "of Teeton in the County of Northampton," there can be little
doubt that he leased the Manor House from Mrs. Breton, while her sons were under age, and
made it his home. Although he was deprived of Holdenby, he was not (as his will shows) without
means, being the owner of a valuable colliery. (See note 38).
When he was in .prison in 1660, Rushworth wrote in April to one Leadbetter: "I heare
that Captain Baines his wife is in labour. I know shee is a woman subject to feares in that condition, ,and her husband's absence may increase them." Rushworth then gave permission for
Baynes to visit his wife under surveillance. 27 This surveillance was not relaxed as the years went
by. On November 21st, 1664, General Monck, now Duke of Albermarle, granted Baynes permission to remain in the cities of London and Westminster for twenty days "and then to returne
into Northamptonshire without their lett or hindrance." He was, from time to time, allowed to
visi~ his Yorkshire estates, and on August 11th, 1666, the Sheriff of Yorkshire issued a certificate
that "Adam Baynes of Teeton, co. Northampton, is now at York on his necessary business, and
has always demeaned himself civilly.,,28 Reports from elsewhere were not so favourable, however,
aI1d on April 1st, 1664, Secretary Bennet (later, Earl of Arlington) received information from
Yarmouth that "Thos. Wills, sen., confessed that he was sent by the collector for the port to
assure Capt. Baynes, of Holmby, Northamptonshire, that if he miscarried, the collector would
conceal and send him away.,,29 On July l,7th, 1666 a war~ant was issued-for his apprehension
and arrest "to convey him in safe custody to Northampton ... to be brought prisoner to the
Tower.,,30
He had not long before set out from Teeton to go with his wife and servants into YorkshiFe via Stamford, where the Mayor certified he had not come from any place affected by
contagious disease "and may ~afely go to York, and elsewhere, and return to Ireton" [sic for
Teeton].31 The warrant" for his arrest was duly executed, and on September 11th, 1666, Lord
Cullen reported to Sir J oseph Williamson that he had -held Baynes a prisoner in his house at
Rushton for 10 days, and asked leave to release him, on security for his appearance and good
behaviour. 32 The reply was in the form of a warrant ordering Lord Cullen to send Baynes up to
London. 33 On September 18th Cullen repeated his request to allow Baynes "to be heard before
he is sent to prison, having a large family; he will be undone if he remain long a prisoner . . .
His frank co~ng in to surrender, on hearing of a search made for him in the north, makes this
25

26.
27
28

28

N.R.O., Langton (Teeton) collection, No. 165:
P.C.C., 74 Duke.
Letters from Roundhead Officers.
Ca!. S.P.D. 1666-7, p. 29.
Ibid., 1663-4, p. 540.

30
31

32
33

Ibid.,
Ibid.,
Ibid.,
Ibid.,

1665-6, p. 544.
1665-6, p. 498.
1666-7, p. 115.
p. 126.
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favour desired. Lady Cullen pleads for him, for his poor wife's sake.,,34 Brien (Cokayne) 2nd
Viscount Cullen, of Rushton had married a great heiress, Elizabeth Trentham, who was known
as the "beautiful Lady Cullen," whose fame has survived through her extravagance, and the
notorious portrait which Lely painted of her (in the nude) as Venus. It is pleasant to think that
.she had this kind side to her nature. Mrs. Baynes, for whom she here showed solicitude, was
Martha, daughter of Richard Dawson of Heworth, Yorks. She bore her husband sixteen
children35 and from the letters written by her, preserved in the British Museum with the rest of
her husband's papers, appears to have been much devoted to him. Writing from Leeds, on June
24th, 1654, to her brother-in-law, she refers to him. as "poor Adde." In other letters she calls
him "dear Adde," and, on one occasion, "dearest Adde,"
Despite Lord Cullen's plea, however, Baynes was imprisoned in the Tower for "treasonable
practices.,,36 He must have been grateful to Lord Cullen fo'r keeping him so long at Rushton, as,
if he had been sent up to London at once, he would have been in the Tower during the Fire of
London, which could not have been a comfortable experience, as the Tower itself was only
saved from destruction in the Fire, which began on September 2nd, "'by destroying the neighbouring houses with cannon". 37
It may Seem strange that the Government took so much trouble to secure Baynes. But
1666 was a critical year. The second Dutch War, into which the nation had entered with such
enthusiasm, and which opened auspiciously with the victory of Lowestoft, had run into difficulties,
and the Plague o( 1665 had weakened English morale. There were Republican exiles in Holland,
whom it was expected the Dutch would encourage to combine with their friends -in England.
Baynes was an obvious man to be a leader of revolt against the Monarchy.

Adam Baynes made his will ·on September 5th, 1670. Baker, deriving the date from
Thoresby, says he died in Yorkshire, in December 1670. There is no trace of his burial at Leeds,
or indeed at Ravensthorpe where there is an unfortunate lacuna in the registers just at this time,
but it is likely that he died, where he made his will, at Teeton. His wife, Martha, was the executrix
of the will, which was proved on June 21st, 1671.38
A glimpse of his wife is given in the Latin diary of Thomas Isham of Lamport, which he
kept as a boy. On August 8th, 1672, Thomas says: "Father [Sir Justinian Isham, 2nd Bart.]
bought four tables from Mrs. Baines, whose husband is dead, and also a wardrobe and a pestle
and mortar." Perhaps, like Lady Cullen, Sir Justinian felt sorry for poor Mrs. Baynes, and
became a purchaser at 'her sale to help her. She may, of course, have had some of the Holdenby
furniture. She must have given up the lease of Teeton and returned to her native county of
Yorkshire after the sale. She died on July 14th, 1713 aged eighty-seven. 39 The Bretons returned
to Teeton, aqd, it is to be hoped, had no further trouble over tithes. Robert Breton, the heir, was a
barrister, and he became Deputy-Recorder of Northampton. At his death in 1715 without male
issue, the estate was sold by his daughters to John Langton of London, whose descendants still
Ibid., p. 137.
Ralph Thoresby, Ducatus Leodiensis. The Topography of the . .. Town and Parish of Leeds (1715),
p.106.
36 Cal. S.P.D., 1666-7, p. 531. Thoresby, op. cit.,
p.577 . .
37 David Ogg, England in the Reign of Charles II,
Vol. I, p. 304 (1955).
34

35

38 He left land in the parish of Leeds to be sold for
the benefit of his daughters Francis (sic) and Elizabeth, and other lands in the same parish, including
"a considerable collyery" to be divided into 12 shares
-11 for his wife and 10 children, and the 12th share
for his brother Robert, who was to manage the
colliery, (P.C.C. 74 Duke).
3~ Thoresby, op. cit., p. 571.
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HOLDENBY HOUSE IN 1868.
Before a.dditions of 1873. (See Kelly's Directory 1877). Reproduced from Hartshorne's Memorials of Holdenby, p. 45.

possess land in the parish, though the Manor House was sold in 1954. That the Langton muniments are now in the care of the Northamptonshire Record Office has proved a fortunate
circumstance for the present writer. Indeed it may be seen that it is only by the collation of
different collections of MSS., that such a contrib~tion to local history as the present can be attempted. The historians of the past, such as Baker, had no Record Office to aid them, and it is not
surprising if occasionally they fell into error through this lack. Nor, it may be added, had the great
national collections of State Papers been calendared and' published. These two sources, national
and local, are now available and many of our historical characters can be re-assessed in the light
of this new knowledge. 40
GYLES ISHAM.
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Baynes in the Calendars of State Papers, and for
transcribing them for me, as well as for much other
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documents in the Langton (Teeton) Collection in
the Northamptonshire R~cord Office, of which,
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Institute of Historical Research, York, for reading
the MS., and for making suggestions. Finally, I
must thank Miss Joan Wake for transcribing documents in the British Museum, and for various
G.I.
suggestions for the final form of the article.

•
An old Receipt for Pot-pourri
(The Editor had this receipt many years ago from her cousin, the late Miss Georgiana Newcome,
who was born at CourteenhaU and lived some time at Hardingstone).
.

Gather Rose Leaves [i.e. petals] when quite dry. Put them in a large Basin or foot
pan. Between each Layer sprinkle common and Bay Salt (equal quantities). Pick the
Leaves over daily, as they are apt to adhere & Cause Mould. In a week after add 1 oz.
Gum Benjamitz-l oz. Oris Root Powder-l oz. Cinnamon;:-l oz. Mace-l oz. Cloves
and t oz. Nutmeg. The Spices to be well pounded together. Add 1/- worth of Musk.
" The Rose Leaves are not to be dried-put them straight off the tree into the footpan.
They must not be wet from dew or rain-Bay and Salt just enough to make the Leaves
damp. Never stir, it-Only pick the Leave,s Over. (Oris Root best got at Apothecaries'
Hall).

147

MASTER THOMAS STOKKE OF EASTON-ON-THE .. HILL
A FIFTEENTH CENtURY NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PARSON
FIVE hundred years have passed s~nce, on 23rd August · 1456, Thomas
Stokke (otherwise Stok or Stokes), a Fellow of King's College, Cambridge,
was instituted, on the presentation of the Abbot and Convent of Crowland, to
the benefice of Easton-on-the-Hill (Eston prope Stanford), the northernmost
parish in the county of Northampton. 1 He had reached little more than the
canonical age of twenty-three, and he held the living until his death in 1495. 2
Like a number of his successors as rectors of Easton, he had local associations,
for he hailed from Warmington, a village some ten miles distant, near the
borders of Huntingdonshire.
Thomas was a younger son of John Stokke'esquire,' who in 1434
obtained a grant of land in Warmington, which in 1441 was confirmed to him
for life. 3 It seems probable that John was the son of that Thomas de Stokkes4
who in 1391 surrendered lands in Warmington. 5 There had been Stokkes at
Warmington since 1125, and it is not improbable that their name ·. derived
from the nearby village of Stoke Doyle. 6 The present vicarage at Warmington,
a late Victorian house, was built in a field still known as Stock's Close. 7 By his
wife Agnes, John Stokke had, besides Thomas, an elder son William, who
became a soldier, and another son, called John, who died a member ·of King's
College, Cambridge, in 1458. He also had a daughter, Margaret, and, according
to Bridges, two other daughters, Isabel and Elizabeth. 8 But when Agnes Stokke,
widow, died in 1465,9 her heir to property in Warmington, Tansor and Oundle
was her son Thomas Stokke, clerk. 10 Clearly the Stokke family was one ·of
some substance. Their social position, in a world of easily recognised distin,ctions, is hinted at by the fact that they possessed a coat of arms: "Ermine, on
three bars sable, fifteen elm leaves or."ll It is thus interesting to notice that
in the person of Thomas Stokke at least, the peasant priest characteristic of
earlier centuries had already been replaced by a man from a more cultivated
1 Register, Chedworth, (at Lincoln Diocesan Registry), xx, fo. 126 v.
2 Reg. Smith, Linc. xxiii, fo. 163.
3 J. Bridges History of Northamptonshire (1791),
vol. I1, p. 479.
4 Perhaps
identifiable with Thomas Stokes,
'armiger,' commemorated, with his wife, by a brass
in Ashby St. Legers Church. A Latin inscription
records that he died in 1416. Cf. Bridges (who does
not note any connection), op, cit. vol. I, p. 18.
5 Bridges, op. cit., vol. I1, p. 479.
6 Victoria County Hist. Northamptonshire, vol. Ill,
(1930), p. 116: art. on Warmington by J. Brownbill.

7 Information from present vicar, the Revd. F.
Whittle.
S Bridges, ibid. Isabel (Fazakerley), possibly, and
Elizabeth (EImes), more certainly, were nieces and .
not sisters, of Margaret.
9 v.c.il. Northants., ibid.
10 Bridges, ibid.
11 H. P. Wright, The Story of the "Domus Dei" of
Stamford, (1890), p. 66. This blazon, however, does
not altogether correspond with contemporary representations of the Stokke arms on the seal of Browne's
Hospital, Stamford, and in armorial glass there.
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and prosperous background. For though, in accordance with the custom of
day, he later held other and higher preferment as well, it seems that Stokke
was primarily a parish clergyman.
Of tilo less interest is the fact that from such a family came two of the
earliest scholars of Eton College. Thomas Stokke's elder brother, Sir William,
was one of the two original scholars mentioned by name (nothing more is
known of the other) in the foundation 'charter of 1440. 12 Thus one at least of
those chosen personally by the King was not in straitened circumstances, nor
by any means a typical 'poor scholar,' as the early scholars of Eton have sometimes been supposed to have been. The point is certainly overlooked in Sir
Wasey Sterry's Register of Etonians,-where also the post-Cambridge career
of Thomas Stokke remains completely untraced. Sir William Stokke was at
Eton from 1441 to 1445. He became a Scholar of King's 1445-7, and a ·Fellow
1447-8. Thereafter .he served as a soldier. In 1454 he was Sergeant of the
) Porter's Transport in the Royal Household. After being attainted in 1466 as
an adherent ' of Henry VI,13 he was granted a general pardon in 1469 as of
Temple Newsam, York. 14 Henry VII appointed him Keeper of Rockingham
Forest and Justice of the Peace for Northamptonshire. Is
, Thomas Stokke was admitted on the foundation of King Henry VI at
Eton in about 1445, within four years of the founding of the school. 16 In 1447
he was elected .a Scholar of the sister foundation of King's College, Cambridge,
and was admitted there in the following year. 17 He became a Fellow of King's
in 1451, and proceeded Master of Arts.18 Thomas Rotherham, afterwards
Archbishop ' of York and Chancellor of England, whom Stokke later served
as chaplain, was already a Fellow of the College. 19 Stokke held his fellowship '
until 1458/° when presumably it lapsed in consequence of his having taken
a living.
Thomas Stokke was still a layman, or in the lower grades of minor
orders, when he was pr~sented to the rectory of Easton. He was made acolyte
in the diocese of Ely, probably on the title of his Fellowship, in the following
December/1 sub-deacon in March/2 and deacon in April 1457. 23 It is likely
that he was ordained to the priesthood by the Bishop of Lincoln, John Chadworth, in whose diocese Easton was then situated, and who had been Provost
of King's from 1446 to 1452. But the Lincoln ordination registers from 1452
to 1471 are missing, and we are not surprised to find Stokke described as
priest at his subsequent institution/4 at about the age of thirty-four, in 1468,
to a second benefice, that of All Saints, Stamford, 'some two miles from Easton,
~the

12 The Eton College Register, 1441-1698, by Sir W.
Sterry (1943), pp. xv,322.
13 V.C.H. Northants., vol. Ill, p. 116.
14 Sterry, op. cit., p. 322.
15 , Ibid., pp . .322-3. Sterry gives the date of Henry
VII's appqintment as 1486. According to V.C.H.,
Sir William Stokke died in 1485.
16 Sterry, op. cit., p. 322.
17 Alumni Cantabrigienses, ed. J. & J. A. Venn, Pt. i,

vol. IV, (19~7), p. 167. Venn does not trace Stokke's
post-Cambridge career.
18 Sterry, ibid.; Venn, ibid.
19 Dictionary of National Biography, ed. G. G. C.
Boase.
.
20 Sterry, ibid. 21 Venn, ibid.j Sterry, ibid. 22 Ibid.
23 Ibid.
24 Reg. Chedworth, Line. xx, fo. 148.
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across the Lincolnshire border, to which he was presented by St. Michael's
Priory, and which he held with Easton until 1479. In the latter year he presented
a successor to All Saints in the person of Henry Wyks,25 and himself took
instead the rectory of Buckworth in Huntingdonshire, to which he was
presented by William Witulbury and Richard Welby/6 and which he held
with Easton until his death. 27 In 1475, as Thomas Hewet, alias Stok, he was
installed prebendary .of St. Martin's in Lincoln (Thomas Rotherham became
Bishop of Lincoln in 1472), vacating only by death. 28 Ten years later he was
collated to a canonry in Southwell Minster and to the prebendal stall of
. South Muskham,29 being then near fifty. This preferment he vacated in 1488,
on appointment as canon of York and prebendary of Bugthorpe. 3o For some
.reason unexplained, but perhaps because he had become incapable of fulfilling
the requirements of residence, he resigned this stall at least a year before his
death in 1495.31 His promotion to York, and probably also to Southwell, he
owed, it may be surmised, to Archbishop Rotherham.
Stokke's presentation to All Saints, Stamford, was alm.ost certainly due
to his relationship with the Browne family of that town, and 'of Tolethorpe
in Rutland, and it was this relationship which eventually afforded him his
chief claim to notice. His sister Margaret married William Browne,J2 a wealthy
merchant of the Staple of Calais, younger brother of John Browne of Tole'thorpe,J3 who, succeeding to the plans of their father, William Browne,
Alderman34 of Stamford, were largely responsible for rebuilding in a splendid
manner the church of All Saints, which had been ruined in the Wars of the
Roses. 35 In 1476 Thomas Stokke and William Browne the younger were
jointly' given leave by the Corporation of Stamford to make a postern gate
in the town wall for their mutual convenience. 36
As early as 1483 this brother-in-law of Stokke conceived the idea of
founding an almshouse in Stamford,J7 but he died in 1489 before he could
bring it to fruition. Stokke was left in charge ' of the design,J8 and after six
years' further delay, the Hospital of William Browne in Stamford, commonly
called Browne's Hospital, was finally established. 39 It has . continued, with
modifications in statutes and building, to serve ,Stamford and its neighbourhood to this day. The fact that most of the deeds relating to the founding of
the hospital refer to Stokke only as a canon of York or as chaplain to Rotherham, has resulted in his long association with Easton and his predominantly
32 Bridges, op. cit., vol. H, pp. 479~80; Wright"op.
, 25 To whom there is a memorial brass in that church
cit., p. 6.
, close to the grave of Stokke's sister Margaret.
26 Information from present rector, the Revd. G. F.
33 Great-great grandfather of Robert Browne, the
founder :of Congregationalism. Cp. Dictionary of
Davies.
27 Reg. Smith, Line. xxiii, fo. 12.
. National Biography, art. on Robert Browne by A.
Jessopp.
28 Le Neve, Fasti Ecclesiae Anglicanae, (1854 ed.),
vol. H., p. 185.
34 The title by which the Mayor of Stamford was
29 Reg. Rotherham, York xxiii, fo.99 v: Le Neve,
then known.
op. cit., vol. IH, p. 432.
35 Wright, ibid., pp. 6-7.
30 Reg. Rotherham, York xxiii, p. 103; Le Neve, op.
36 Corporation Hall Book, i, fo. 19d.
cit., H, p. 185; HI, p. 179.
37 Wright, ibid., p. 14. 38 Ibid., p. 19, f. 39 Ibid., p. 28.
31 Le Neve, ibidem.
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Northamptonshire background ' being entirely overlooked. For example,
'Wright, the voluminous historian of Browne's Hospital, makes no mention of
his connection
with the county.
1-;
A provisional petition for a charter had been drawn up before the death
of King Edward IV. From this it seems that the small but beautiful chapel,
with it,s unusual square ground-plan, in the design of which we may suppose
that Thomas Stokke had a hand, had already beeri erected. Unhappily the
contemporary stained glass with -which the windows are still filled has been
re-leaded in later times without much regard for the original patterns.
In 1485, Richard III granted a charter to William Browne, by which
time ,other buildings had been added. There was to be a clerical warden,
assisted by a confrater as chaplain, twelve poor men and two poor women.
But some unknown difficulty arose, and the hospital was not yet established
) as an institution when William died in 1489, leaving his wife Margaret, Stokke's
sister, to carry out his intentions. 40 He had, however, already in the previous
year, made over to Thomas Stokke and other trustees, including Robert
Fazakerley, probably the husband of Isabel Stokke, the property with which
he proposed to endow his foundation. 41 His wife did -not survive him a year.
Both were buried in All Saints Church, where there are memorial brasses
of their full-length figures inlaid in a blue marble slab, with an inscription
in 'L atin verse, which, it has been suggested, may have been composed by
Stokke. The stork badge over Margaret Browne's head seems more likely to
bear a canting allusion to the Stokke family than to be, as has usually been
asserted, without satisfactory authority, the crest of the Brownes. 42 If so, the
stork worn on the uniform of Stamford Schoolboys, commemorating the
endowment of the School from surplus funds of the hospital in the nineteenth
century, bears an unintended testimony to the work of Thomas Stokke, who
was thus left to bring the almshouse into commission.
For the next few years Stokke gave close attention to the Browne
charity. At his own cost he procured fresh letters patent from King Henry VII,
dated 28 November 1494, to incorporate the house, wherein he was himself
charged with the 10Gal arrangements. The chapel was consecrated by the Bishop
of Lincoln; John Russell, on 22nd .December following,43 eight days before
his death. 44 Stokke proceeded to appoint a warden and a confrater; and in
October 1495, shortly before his own death, he gave to the hospital its statutes,
which, with certain alterations made necessary by the Reformation, remained
in force until the nineteenth century. He reserved for himself complete control
over the hospital for life, after which the chief authority was to rest, as it still
does, with the Dean of Stamford and the Vicar of All Saints. By this time
Ibid., p. 19. 41 Ibid., pp. 19-22.
Cf. an article" unsigned, tracing the armorial
usages of Stamford School, in a brochure produced
in connection with a school fete (1956). It appears
doubtful, too, whether the motto' + Me Spede' has
40

n

been correctly interpreted. This surely is intended
to mean "Christ speed me" and corresponds with the
other prayer inscribed on the brass, "Dere Lady
help at nede."
43

Wdght, ibid, p. 71.

44

D.N.B.
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Stokke seems to have been inclined to regard himself as the founder, William
and Margaret Browne being mentioned somewhat incidentally. "Forasmuch,"
he says in his preamble to the Statutes, "as I have made, ordained, founded
and established for ever, to endure and to remain, an Almshouse in Stamford
... "45 Stokke's Statutes, thirty-two in all, certainly show, as Wright remarks,
"the greatest possible care for the well-being of the Hospital," and Wright has
printed them in English in the body of his work, in Latin in an appendix. The
officers and inmates may even have . felt that Stokke's concern was a trifle
exacting. T~e twelve poor men were to say the Lord's Prayer five times every
morning and evening and to recite several psalms, in addition to attending the
chapel services daily and those at All Saints' on Sundays. They were also to
pray for the souls of William Browne and Dame Margaret his wife, and after
his death for "the soul of Mr. Thomas Stokk, Founder of this Almshouse .. "46
Meanwhile none were to sle~p a single night outside the hospital without his
leave. The constant references to Stokke's personal direction, "while I live,"
at least imply residence in the vicinity. It is only necessary, however, to recall
the semi-civi~ed nature of the humap. material to be dealt with, to perceive
that Stokke 'was wise to be firm and to provide in precise terms for every
likely contingency.
Be that as it may, less than a month after the issue of his statutes,
Stokke was dead. 47 In his will he desired, if he died within twelve miles of the
parish, to be buried before the high altar at Easton. 48 There is no trace of his
having been buried at Buckworth, and it seems probable that his remains
lie, with those of several of his successors, beneath the chancel floor of the
church to which he appears to have been chiefly devoted. In Bridges' time no
monument survived, but it is possible that a small memorial stone set in the
n<;>rth wall of the chancel, from which a brass has long gone, dated about
the year 1500 by Sir Charles Peers,49 and which is in line with the prescribed
position, may represent a memorial to him. From the matrix of the brass
it is possible to discern that the figure represented thereon was wearing a
shoulder cape, such as worn by canons, and knelt before a heavenly visitant . .
A shield of arms, which has also disappeared, occupied a central position in
the lower part of the design. In a large window in the same wall are fragments
of mediaeval glass, one of which is almost certainly a portion of the Stokke
arms.50
By will, proved 14th November, 1495, Thomas Stokke made the .usual
priestly bequests of vestments to churches with which he had been associated:
Easton, Buckworth and Bugthorpe; and left twelve pence each to the poor of
the almshouse of William Browne. His principal heir was a nephew, -Thomas
Stokke, who inherited considerable property,' including land bought by Sir
45

49

V.C.H. Northants., vol. 11 (1906), p. 568.

46

50

A complete contemporary example is to be seen

Il)id., p. 29.
Ibid., p. 41.
47 He died, according to F.G.H. Northants., voL
Ill, p. 116, on 23rd October, 1495.
48 P.C.C., 29 Vox.

in the north window of the Audit Room at Browne's
Hospital.
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William Stokke in Rockingham, Brigstock, Warmington, and other places in
the county. To Thomas he also left his largest feather-bed. His residuary
legatee was his 'cousin' William Elmes,51 whose family succeeded the' Stokkes
at Warmington.52 His final bequest was the 'exhibition' of two priests, to say
masses for his soul and those of his relations,-Master John Taylor (afterwards
second Warden of Browne's Hospital) at Oxford, and Sir Rober! Shipley
at Easton. 53
It is of interest ·to consider what tangible evidence of Stokke's earthly
activities, apart from the hospital itself, still exist. · At Easton, the south
clerestoryof the nave, and the font, date from his period. At Buckworth the
handsome south aisle appears to do so. More certainly, both churches retain
an ancient bell apiece, differently dated by the authors of the respective articles
in the Victoria County Histories,54 but the now significant fact that each bears
the same Nottingham founders' mark is a coincidence which seems strong
') enough to suggest that Stokke had a hand in securing-perhaps gave-both. .
That at Easton bears the inscription: PERSONET HAEC CELlS DULCISSMA Vox
GABRIELIS (May the sweet voice of Gabrie1 resound through the skies). A
corresponding one at Buckworth reads: CELORUM XTE PLACEAT TIBI REXONUS
ISTE. 55
.
, At Easton, too, by ancient fishponds, stands an Old Rectory, a small
house, extensively restored in the mid-nineteenth century by Sir Thomas
Gnlham Jackson· (whose family lived, and still live, at Duddington close by),
at present unfortunately used as a farm building on the . glebe, but dating,
according to. Sir Charles Peers, from the early' sixteenth century. In its day it
would. have represented a substantial advance in clergy dwellings, is likely to
have been erected by a parson of some consequence, and perhaps was originally
divided into the hall, white chamber and great chamber referred to in Stokke~ s
will. It could have been built by then, but there is no positive evidence.
The most interesting and undoubted relic, however, of Stokke's influence and activity, is the silver seal which he gave to Browne's Hospital and
.which has been in use ever since. The other gifts which he presented to the
infant foundation-"a silver chalice, several jewells, and many other utensills"
-have gone, but hi's seal is in almost as ·good condition as when he compiled
the statutes which refer to it. It is moreover remarkable in more than one way.
It bears, under a rich canopy, a representation of the Holy Trinity: God the
Father, an aged crowned figure with a crucifix between His knees, a Dove
rising into His beard, holding a. napkin, from the folds of which emerge the
heads and shoulders of five persons, probably representing William Browne,
Dame Margaret, and other . members of their family. Below is a. masonry
51 William Elmes was in fact his great.,.nephew, a
grandson of William and Margaret Browne, and
immediate ancestor of the Elmses of Lilford. (Bridge~,
vol. Il, p. 48.)
52

It is possible that Clementina Stock, Abbess of

Delapre at the time of the Dissolution, was one of
the last members of the family. 53 P.C.C., ibid.
. 54 V.C.H. Northants., vol. Il, p. 568; V.C.H.
Hunts., vol. Ill, p. 25. 55 Ibid.
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design with a central niche containing the clearly outlined head and shoulders
of a cleric robed · as a canon. This can surely be none other than Thomas
Stokke, particularly as the figure is placed above a shield bearing the Stokke
arms. William Browne's name is not mentioned in the surrounding inscription.
The significance of these idiosyncrasies dpes not seem to have occurred to the
Revd. H. P. Wright. Yet it may be added that in modern times also, Stokke
has been regarded as the virtual founder of the almshouse, for over the nineteenth century porch which leads to the mediaeval hall is a clerically robed
statue holding a model of the hospital. 56
Thomas Stokke was not a figure of major importance in history, and he
died in the spiritual twilight before the dawn of the ·Reformation. Nevertheless
his career is of sufficient interest to make it worthy of a connected record. He
whose name is still daily the subject of thanksgiving at evening prayers in the
chapel of the hospital he helped to found, was a person of cOl)sequence in the
long story of Stamford. But he also ranks as one of the more notable rectors
of Easton-on-the-Hill, and a genuine Northamptonshire worthy. One of his
successors i~ office may be permitted to add, with apologies to Stokke's pl~ce
of schooling,-Floreat Estona !
J. s. REYNOLDS

56 Earlier prints shew that this replaced an older statue in a similar position. Cf. engraving reproduced by
Wright, op. cit., at p. 62.
.

