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DELAPRE DAY 

SATURDAY, the ninth of May, 1959, is likely, 
one would imagine, to linger for quite a long 
time in the memory of people in and around 
Northampton. The gathering at Delapre Abbey 

Record Office and of the Record Society, and 
the presence of many other distinguished guests 
and of the hundreds of subscribers to the 
Delapre Abbey Preservation Fund set a crown 

THE MASTER OF THE ROLLS OPENS DELAPRE ABBEY 

Front row : The Mayor, Lord Euston, Lord Spencer, Sir Frank Stenton 
Second row : Mr. J. V. Collier, Mr. J. Alan Turner 
Right: Captain Peter Wake, Mr. Gordon S. Gilbert 

on that beautiful spring day was a demonstra
tion the ethos of which is not to be conveyed by 
words; it was of a quality to be experienced to 
be properly realised. After the long-drawn-out 
anxieties, the deep and honest divisions of 
opinion, the misunderstandings, the delays, the 
endless meetings and terrifying decisions of the 
last few years, public opinion fortified by wide
spread hard work and generosity had won the 
day and a thousand people were now assembled 
to celebrate the harmonious and successful 
conclusion of the matter. 

The kindness of Lord Evershed, Master of 
the Rolls, in coming to declare the Abbey open 
as the future home of the Northamptonshire 

indeed on our labours of the previous three 
years. By one person at least the occasion will 
always be most joyfully and gratefully remem
bered. 

By three o'clock the huge marquee on the 
lawn was fined, and the Lord Lieutenant, the 
Master of the Rolls, the Earl of Euston, Pro
fessor Sir Frank Stenton, the Dean of Peter
borough, the Mayor of Northampton in his 
scarlet robe and chain of office, the Deputy 
Mayor of Kettering, the Chairman of the 
County Council, the Chairman of the North
amptonshire Archives Committee, the Town 
Clerk, the Clerk of the County Council, Sir 
John Pascoe, the President of the Northampton-
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shire Record Spciety who presided over the 
meeting, and the Honorary Secretary of the 
Society made their way to the platform and the 
business of the afternoon began. At the end of 
his speech Lord E~ershed declared Delapre 
Abbey open. 

Space does not permit the printing in full 
of all the speeches and readers will understand 
that the editor felt unable to include in the 
extracts given below many kind references to 
the Honorary Secretary of the Record Society, 
but complete tape-recordings of all that was 
said are preserved at Delapre, as is also a series 
of coloured photographs taken during the after
noon by Mr. A. Ireson. 

The speeches over, a little ceremony took 
place. Mter the Town Clerk hactexplained that 
Delapre Abbey had been leased by North
ampton Corporation to the Northamptonshire 
County Council "for the storage and study of 
the records of Northamptonshire, for a term 
of 99 years for the yearly rent of one pepper
corn", he declared: "This rent is now due". 
In stentorian tones his Worship the Mayor, 
looking sternly at the Chairman of the County 
Council, demanded payment. A peppercorn in 
a glass phial on a silver salver was then tendered 
by Mr. Marlow to his Worship, who in turn 
handed it to the Town, Clerk with these words: 
"I charge you to receive this · peppercorn and 
to see that it is bestowed for safe keeping 
among the records at Delapre Abbey. Hereby 
fail you not of your good care and dis
cretion in this service as you will answer 
the contrary at your uttermost peril". 

The formal business having thus been carried 
through very happily, the proceedings quickly 
resolved themselves into the gayest and most 
delightful of garden parties with the old house 
as a wonderful background. Glowing in the 
sun the colour of deep gold, looking as though 
fresh and burnished from the quarry and yet 
wearing all the grace and dignity of age, it 
filled everyone with pride and admiration, and 
with special gratitude to Mr. David Nye, who, 
as architect, and also to Messrs. Simcock and 
Usher, who, as builders, had between them so 
splendidly carried out the work of repair and 
preservation. 

Now some wandered off to the excellent tea 
provided by Messrs. W. Q. & T. R. Adams of 
Northampton; others to see the very interesting 
exhibition arranged by Mr. King and his 
colleagues; others were organised into parties 

by Mrs. ~helps and her helpers and shown 
over the house; the rest sauntered on the lawn 
in the sunshine listening to the band or talking 
to friends whom they had not met for many 
years. The time passed all too quickly and by 
six o'clock the last car had disappeared up the 
drive. 

The great company present who had not 
only come from all over Northamptonshire, 
but from London, Lancashire, Norfolk and 
Suffolk, Wiltshire, Kent; Sussex, Derbyshire, 
etc.,-in fact, from more than half the Counties 
of England,-were the guests of Northampton 
Borough and County Councils, acting through 
their Archives Committee, with whom Messrs. 
British Timken Ltd. of Northampton had very 
generously associated themselves. It is not 
possible to print a list of all who came, but the 
Public Record Office was represented (in addi
tion to the Master of the Rolls) by Sir David 
Evans, Keeper of the Records, Mr. H. C. 
J ohnson and Mr. Roger Ellis; the National 
Register of Archives by Miss Coates; archi
tecture by Professor Sir Albert Richardson and 
Mr. David Nye; the Society for the Protec
tion of Ancient Buildings (in addition to Lord 
Euston) by its devoted and able Secretary, · 
Mrs. Dance; Oxford University by Professor 
Hugh Trevor-Roper, Professor E. Jacob, Mr. 
F. D. Price and Mr. Howard Colvin. Dr. 
Wilson, Vice-Chancellor of Leicester Univer
sity, and Mrs. Wilson came, and Professor 
Edwards, Director of the Institute of Historical 
Research, and Mrs. Edwards were also there. 
The Bouverie family was represented by Mrs. 
Chapman Uthwatt and Miss Winifred Pleydell
Bouverie. Descendants of the Tates of Delapre 
were also present. The Right Rev. C. F. 
Knyvett, Bishop of Selby, was prevented from 
coming, but sent a telegram of good wishes as 
a relative of Catherine Knyvett, Abbess of 
Delapre, who was unable to be present; for she 
died of the Black Death in 1349. 

Twelve local Societies, fifteen Women's In
stitutes, eleven schools, twenty-eight profes
sional, industrial and other .local firms, and 
three Co-operative Societies were represented 
as also were the Lincolnshire and Leicestershire 
Record Offices. Others present included Mr. 
and Mrs. Basil Brooke, the Hon. Peter and Lady 
Romayne Brassey, Mrs. George Brudenell, the 
Duke of Buccleuch, Lady Brown, the Hon. 
Mrs. and Miss E. Charlton, Lord Chorley, Mr. 
C. A. Chown, Mr. J. V. Collier, Canon Cart-
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wright, Sir Gyles Isham, the Misses Hughes, 
Mr. C. V. Davidge and Miss Davidge, Mr. 
L. Dorricott, who was a tower of strength to 
the Organising Committee, Mrs. S. L. Elborne, 
Lady Evershed, Mr. and Mrs. James Fisher, 
Mr. G. J. Hackett, Mr. Halliday, Dr. Hassall, 
Lady Hesketh, Mr. A. R. Heygate, Mr. and 
Mrs. G. H. B. Holland, Mrs. King, Mrs. 
C. A. Markham, Mrs. W. T. Mellows, Mr. 
Dermot Morrah, Mr. and Mrs. Charles 
Mumby, the Archdeacon of Northampton, 
Sir David Scott, Lady Stenton, Miss Stock
dale, Mr. and Mrs. Thursfield, Sir Mark and 
Lady Turner, Mr. and Mrs. J. A. Turner, Sir 
Hereward & Lady Wake, Miss T. Wake, Major 
& Mrs. H. Wake, Mr. & Mrs. John Waters, 
Mr. and Mrs. Stephen Ward. The unavoidable 
absence of the Dowager Lady Exeter, the 
Bishop of Peterborough, Lord Esher, Mr. John 

Betjeman and Mr. Margary, all enthusiastic 
supporters of the cause, was much regretted. 

May 9th was perhaps above all, Northamp
ton's day. We were told that the excitement in 
the town that morning w:as great. The joy of 
the Borough that the old Abbey was to continue 
to b~ part of its life as it had been for so many 
centuries was splendidly reflected in the local . 
Press and abundantly demonstrated in other 
ways. The huge Union Jack hoisted on the top 
of the house by Messrs. Jeffery and Sons; the 
exquisite floral decoration indoors by Mrs. 
William Hubbard and her friends; the delight
ful music on the lawn provided by the Town 
Band,-all freely given-expressed the local 
feeling in no uncertain terms. ' Finally, the 
glorious peal of bells rung from All Saints 
Church that evening was a really beautiful 
ending to a triumphantly happy day. 

Leonora [son del. 

THE MARKET SQUARE, NORTHAMPTON 

Reproduced by kind permission of the Daily Telegraph 
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Delapre Day. Extracts from Speeches 

Sir George Clar~, F.B.A., President of the Northamptonshire Record Society, 
presided at the dpening Ceremony. fie said: ' , 

"My Lords, your Worships, Ladies and Gentlemen, 
The Trustees of the Delapre Abbey Repair Fund have asked me as representing the 

Northamptonshir:e Record SOGiety, to take the chair and open the proceedings. On behalf 
of the Record Society I should like to say how very _much we appreciate this honour.' . . . 
We are honoured by the presence of Her Majesty's Lord Lieutenant of Northamptonshire 
and Custos Rotulorum for the County of Northampton, but unhappily, Sir Arthur Craig, 
who holds the corresponding Office in the Soke of Peterborough, owing to heavy personal 
bereavement is not able to be here. Among others who have .sent in their apologies are 
Lord Esher, Sir Michael Culme-Seymour (who writes, 'I am so very sorry to miss this noble , 
occasion'), Lord and Lady Henley, the Mayor and Mayoress of Daventry, Sir Edward de 
Capell Brooke, Lord Fitzwilliam, Sir Reginald Manningham-Bu1ler, and Lord Brand who is 
not well enough to come. 

The Society which I represent, has for the last twelve years been very appropriately 
housed in delightful circumstances at Lamport Hall, but is now to begin a fresh period'in its 
life by moving to this most convenient and centrally situated place. But this great gathering 
has not come together on account ~nly of the Record Society. We are here to witness a 
ceremony; a ceremony which, concerns a very wide circle of Northamptonshire people-all 
the Northamptonshire people who believe that knowledge of the past and the preservation 
of its legacy of beauty enriches and illuminates our lives. 

Delapre Abbey-this beautiful house which for 400 years was an English home, and stands 
on the site preserving some of the features of the earlier building, for 400 years a Cluniac 
Nunnery-is now to house the CountY Record Office, and we are to witness the ceremonial 
handing over of the 'building from the owners-the Borough of Northampton, to the County 
for these purposes. 

Before the ceremony we are to listen to some speeches from speakers who have very 
kindly come to talk to us .... We ar_e to hear three very distinguished visitors; first, Lord 

, Euston, whose family still preserves something of their great historical connection with this 
County and who himself has not only been a firm friend to the Delapre Abbey project, but 
is able, through his work on a nu~ber, of bodies concerned with these matter&, to stand in 
the front rank of those who are preserving England's historic heritage. " 

After Lord 'Euston- we shall be"addressed by Lord Evershed, 'the ' Master of the Rolls. 
Three years ago to a ' day he made a speech ' at Deene, at a reception in favour of the Delapre 
Abbey Fund which was one of the things that gave it SQch a magnificent flying start. As Master 
of the Rolls, he has been at the head of the whole national service of records, and has taken a 
close personal inter_est .in all matters affecting them. We are very proud that he should come 
down today to take part on·-this occasion. :;' , _ 

Then I should have some difficulty in sitting down without talking about ,the wO,nderful 
associations of Delapre were it not for one thing. I mean there was a risk that I might be led 
on to talk about the battle of Northampton that was fought actually in these fields, and the 
building there into which the captiv~ King was led as a prisoner. I was tempted to talk 
about Queen Eleanor whose body lay in state in the Chapel on the other side of those build
ings, but I was restrained by the thought that if I did so I should be talking about these 
things in the presence of one of the very greatest authorities on our medieval history, I mean 
Sir Frank Stenton. Sir Frank, I ani glad to say is here with us today .... 

Now I have said as much as I ought to say. I wish I could say much more about the mighty 
effort which culminates today, about everybody who has taken part in it, from those inde
fatigable ladies who sent out the thousands of circulars at the start, to the bell ringers who 
are going to ring the bells tonight; but it is time for me to sit down and ask Lord Euston 
to speak". 
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BRAD LAUGH AND LABOUCHERE 

AN EPISODE IN CONSTITUTIONAL HISTORY 

BEFORE Westininst~:r became the fixed meeting faith when he was a clerk in a London solicitor's 
place, kings occ~sionally summoned their office and soon won national repute as a Free
legions to Councils and Parliaments on the thought lecturer and Radical politician. His 
banks of the Nene. · I am now concerned, how- first political appearance in Northampton was 
ever, with nothing so remote but with an at a Reform demonstration in 1866 when he 
episode of historic importance in . my own life- was thirty;"three years ' old. He was a giant in 
time. Though it began close upon eighty years physique; ' \Vith a powerful brain and a great 
ago, my mind, holds intimate meI,llories of voice that helped to make him one of the most 
nearly all of it, arid I had begun to put some effeciiv~ ' ,outdoor , speak~r~ in the country. 
of these on paper when illness laid. me . aside I had a remarkable. eJ:tperience of the voice 
two years ago and I abandoned the task as in .1884. at a meeting in the Market Square. 
beyond my strength. I take it up aga~ now, There were two' platforms; one on the north 
trusting that if I find readers they' will ' excuse '. side for Bradlaugh,the other on the south 
the deficiencies of a man in his ninety-fourth . , side for , his colleague, Henry Labouchere. 
year. These have been made less apparent by Though sitting within a few feet of Labouchere, 
assistance very kindly given to me. I am specially , I found it difficult at times to take a note of 
indebted to Miss Agatha Ramm, Fellow of his , speech because I could distinctly hear 
Somerville College,Oxford; and to. Mr. V. A. snatches of wh~t Bradlaugh was saying on the 
Hatley, who, 'besides otllerhelp, comPiled the -other side of the cheeri~g crowd and at least a 
returns for Bradlaugh'smneelections 'in Nor- hundred yards away. 
thampton, printed on page 281 'below. ' _ ." . After the 1866 Reform meeting Bradlaugh 

There was a general election in April, 1880. , . was adopted by the more advanced Radicals 
When the House of Commons rilet later in " as Parliamentary candidate for the Borough. 
the month it' refus~d admission to. North- It was then 'a' two-member constituency and 
ampton's junior member, Charles Bradlaugh, the Liberals held both seats. They could 
and his right to take the oath was denied until continue to do so if they were united, and at 
1886 when he had been elected five times. the general election , of 1868 they still returned 
Having entered the Mercury office as an two members in spite of Bradlaugh's inter
apprentice reporter at the beginning of 1881 vention. But his following increased and they 
I witnessed all but the first of these elections lost both seats in the 1870's. 
and took part in three of the others. They pondered over the diIenima that soon 

It was a conflict out of due time, for we confronted them. Their chief danger, they 
had thought the right of an elected member thought, was the breaking up of the local party 
to take his seat was #nally settled in the organisation. To prevent that they decided to 
eighteenth century case of John Wilkes. He nominate only one candidate, leaving Brad
was excluded from the House and re-elected laugh to win the other seat if he could. The 
more than once before he was allowed to keep deputation they sent to London to find an 
his seat. After that he was never challenged, official nominee were advis€d to adopt Labou
nor was any other member until the case of chere, then well known as the proprietor of 
which I now tell the story. Truth. He was eager to accept the invitation 

For many years Bradlaugh p.ad been a 
notorious heretic. He abandoned the Christian 

but on condition that he made common cause 
with Bradlaugh. He had his way in this, easily 
headed the poll, carried Bradlaugh in with him, 

,+ 
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and the party was soon re-established locally 
on a basis which made his own seat safe for 
five-and-twenty years. 

The choice of candidates in a two-member 
constituency called tOfor specially careful con
sideration. l There would be trouble if they 
were not in general agreement on policy, but, 

From a photograph 0/ the early 1880's 

given that, the more unlike they were the 
stronger the combination would probably be 
and I never knew more striking political 
examples of two unlikes than the Liberal 
candidates at Northampton in 1880. 

Bradlaugh had no social advantages. Born 
into a poor family, he was steeped in poverty 

BRADLAUGH AND LABOUCHERE 

.) 

1 Two-member constituencies, both urban and 
rural, were abolished in 1885 when there was a far
reaching redistribution of seats. 
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all his life. His school education was severely 
elementary. His manners were dignified but 
without charm. Personal friends he kept, but 
new ones came slowly and his atheism was a 
continual handicap. His Free-thought campaign 
was soon abandoned in Northampton and this 
minimised the hostility of most Nonconformist 
Liberals; but strong prejudice remained. 

Two things about Henry Labouchere should 
be made plain. First he never knew what 
poverty was: always he had too much money. 
Next he was not English: he came of an old 
middle-class French family, two members of 
which, his father, John Labouchere, and his 
uncle Henry settled in this country early in the 
last century. They already · possessed great 
wealth, acquired in Dutch and English banking 
and his father remained for many years a 
partner in a large English bank. His uncle 
retired early from business, defeated Disraeli 
in an election at Taunton, served in Whig 
Governments and was given a peerage. He 
comes into this story because his nephew 
Henry inherited the bulk of his large fortune. 2 

John Labouchere was strict in his religious 
practice and expected too much of the children. 
This alienated young Henry who drifted into 
unbelief which hardened as he grew up. At 
Cambridge and in the years following his 
conduct was reckless, and he had some scan
dalous adventures in America where he was 
sent "to meet th~ right people". Family in-: 
fluence then opened the Diplomatic Service 
to him and he had a good record in Washington 
and.several European capitals where, however, 
it was sometimes disputed whether he spent 
more time in embassies than in casinos. When 
he tired of diplomacy he escaped in his own 
peculiar way. Offered promotion to Buenos 

2 In the biography of Labouchere by Algar 
Thorold there is a note on page 227 that "as a 
young man he had scornfully declined the succession 
to his uncle's peerage". That may refer to a suggestion 
by the uncle in the family circle when the confer
ment of it was being considered. It was not heritable 
by the nephew; and any offer to him of a title by 
Queen Victoria is unthinkable. 

3 He was returned on both occasions at by
elections: first in 1865 at Windsor where he was 
unseated on petition; and in 1867 for Middlesex, 
but that seat he lost at the general election in the 
following year. 

4 The Liberal Caucus established in Birmingham 
by Joseph Chamberlain and the party agent, 
Schnadhorst, already had considerable influence in 
many constituencies; but it scarcely touched North-

Ayres, he agreed to accept the post there if its 
duties could be fulfilled at Baden-Baden! For 
this effrontery-not the first-Lord John 
Russell dismissed him. , 

That was in 1864. Between then and his first 
election at Northampton sixteen years later, 
theatres, journalism and politics attracted him. 
He was for many years one of the largest 
shareholders in the Daily News, and a famous 
contributor to it, though I fancy a larger 
public were interested in Truth. Between 1864 
and 1880 he was twice returned to Parliament 
but this gave him only short experience in the 
House of Commons.3 

His electioneering skill and courage were 
demonstrated in his first weeks at N orthamp
ton. His task there appeared to be difficult for, 
even after agreement with Bradlaugh, party 
unity was not complete and there were hun
dreds of Nonconformists who would never 
vote Liberal again. Conservatives, who still 
held both seats, fostered this revolt and pro
bably thought it would enable them to hold 
their gains. But their candidateS were hope
lessly outclassed by Bradlaugh and Labou
chere. Moreover, it was a boom year for 
Liberals. Gl~dstone's Midlothian campaign was 
immensely influential, and a new emotionalism 
marked their electioneering. 

Even so, it was the appearance of the two un
likes on the same platform that at once became 
the dominating influence in Northampton.4 It 
is probably true to say that in no other con
stituency was there then a more persuasive pair. 
In sheer pO\yer of speech Bradlaugh had few 
equals, but Labouchere's political knowledge 
was in some directions more authoritative and, 
in their quieter style, his accomplished speeches 
appealed to a larger circle.s It was not in vain 

ampton. Strong candidates or members could usually 
impose their will on the local party association. 

S Both members were well reported in the Liberal 
evening paper, then called the Daily Reporter. At 
Town Hall meetings, indeed,-I recall memories ·of 
1886 - they were reported verbatim by Arthur 
Adcock and myself. We both sat at the table on the 
platform: I sat next to Bradlaugh on the chairman's 
right, and Adcock· next to Labouchere on the chair
man's left. A light supper followed the meetings and 
we completed the transcript before going to bed in 
the latest of the small hours. I always reported 
Bradlaugh and my colleague Labouchere, but each 
took a note of both and could help the other out 

. if necessary. My hardest night of all was when, 
being the correspondent of The Times, I telegraphed 
1,000 words of Labouchere on Home Rule before 
beginning my verbatim of Bradlaugh. 
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that his audiences expected to be entertained 
as well as informed. In social intercourse no-one 
could remember a more agreeable candidate 
or one who more' easily made friends. The 
effect of all this is:seen in these figures of the 
1880 poll:-

Labouchere CL) ... 4518 
Bradlaugh CL) 3827 
Phipps (C) ... 3127 
Merywether (C) ... 2826 

Though this was known to few in Northampton, 
Labouchere's views on religion were much the 
'same as Bradlaugh's. Questioned on the matter, 
his reply was not frank: he said he belonged to 
the Church of England, and it was true that 
he had been baptised in that Church. His 
friend Lord Randolph Churchill described him 
as "the Christian member for Northampton"! 

The new Parliament met on April 29th and 
Bradlaugh had no anticipation of trouble when 
he presented himself to take his seat. First he 
must make the declaration of allegiance. This 
was done by oath but, having for many years 
been permitted in courts of law to affirm 
instead of being sworn, he assumed that this 
would be allowed in the House of Commons. 
It was a point that had never been decided: 
there was no record of debate on it or of any 
ruling by the Speaker. Constitutional lawyers 

"held, though, that every member was under 
obligation to take his seat. 

When Bradlaugh offered to affirm, objection 
was raised by Conservative members though 
without any visible encouragement by their 
leader, Sir Stafford Northcote. The prime 
initiative was taken by a little combative group 
of his party, brilliantly led by Lord Randolph 
Churchill who saw at once how easy it would 
be to make capital out of the feeling against 
Bradlaugh. The whole party rallied to the lead 
so given. Many moderate Liberals took the 
same view and a considerable number of Irish 
Nationalists, being Roman Catholics, needed 
little persuasion to act with them. 

It was unfortunate that in these difficult 
opening weeks of the session the House was 
Without adequate leadership. A new Govern
ment had been formed after the election, with 
Gladstone succeeding Disraeli as Premier. 
According to ' the law at that time acceptance 
of certain offices disqualified the members 
concerned from membership of the House of 
Commons until they were re-elected. It so 
happened, therefore, that the principal Minis-

ters were in their constituences when the 
Bradlaugh question was raised. 

Not until after the refusal to allow affirm
ation was Gladstone again in his place on the 
Front Bench. Had he been there all the time 
he might have prevented his party from being 
seriously divided. Most of the dissentients, 
however, had committed themselves so far 
that they were not now to be persuaded even 
by his incomparable eloquence. 

On May 21st Bradlaugh presented himself 
to take the oath and Gladstone argued power
fully that it was not within the competence 
of the House to prevent it. A Select Committee 
was appointed. This reported, as a sort of 
compromise, that Bradlaugh ought not to be 
allowed to swear but that he might affirm at 
his own risk. Labouchere (always loyal to his 
colleague) moved that affirmation be permitted. 
To this the Opposition may be said to have 
officially objected, for it was their leading 
lawyer, Sir Hardinge Giffard (as Lord Hals
bury, afterwards Lord Chancellor) who moved 
that Bradlaugh should not be allowed either 
to swear or to affirm. 

Excited debate continued for two days. The 
religious issue was raised with bitterness and 
passion. Gladstone and John Bright, the two 
greatest orators in the House, and both devout 
Christians, warned me~bers against doing 
injustice, but they pleaded in vain and Giffard's 
motion was carried by 275 votes to 230. Thirty 
Liberals voted with the majority and others 
abstained. 

On the following day, June 23rd, Bradlaugh 
again stood at the Table and claimed the right 
to be sworn. Ordered to withdraw, he asked 
to be heard at the Bar. It would have been 
indecent to refuse and, in a twenty minutes 
speech, he presented his case with consummate 
ability. He then withdrew while the House 
debated Labouchere's motion to rescind the 
Giffard resolution. This being rejected, Brad
laugh went again to the Bar and was again 
ordered to withdraw. "With great regret, sir", 
he replied, "I refuse to obey orders of the 
House which are illegal". The Sergeant-at
Arms then conducted him beyond the Bar but 
he at once returned. On the motion of Sir 
Stafford Northcote, the Sergeant took him into 
custody and he was committed to the Clock 
Tower, but he was released next day, North
cote's resolution being then rescinded. . 

At last, on July 1st, Gladstone persuaded 
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THE 

John Bull: (/oq.) .. Let go, Sir Sta6or, he must bave the seat." 

CARTOON FROM John Bull REPRESENTING Sui STAFFORD NORTHCOTE, SIR DRUMMOND WOLFF 

AND CHARLES BRADLAUGH 

the House-the voting was 303 to 249-to 
allow Bradlaugh to affirm subject to any 
statutory liability this might put upon him. 
The way was then open to another form of 
attack. A statutory penalty of £500 was 
recoverable from any member for every vote 
he gave without having been sworn. Bradlaugh 
was certainly in that category. An action for 
£40,000 was brought by a common informer 
who expected to get half the damages. Mr. 
Justice Mathew gave judgment for the full 
amount claimed but ruled that the common 
informer had no title to any share of it. The 
Parliamentary Oaths Act on which Bradlaugh 
had relied-permitting affirmation only by 
members who held religious beliefs-was held 
to be inapplicable to his case. The judgment 

was confirmed by the Court of Appeal6 and 
he no longer disputed the lawyers' view. The 
£40,000 judgment meant nothing to him; he 
would have had difficulty in paying 40,000 
pence. On Labouchere's motion (3rd April, 
1881) the House issued a writ for another 
election. Though too young to be profession
ally engaged in this, I remember it well. 

The Conservatives thought it was his 
colleague's support that secured . Bradlaugh's 
return a year before and that, as he was now 
standing alone, 'he was unlikely to receive as 
many Nonconformist votes as he did then. 
Moreover, though he fought with extraordinary 
ability and vigour he was not now seen at his 
best. In controversy he tended to be arrogant, 
and the more dangerous the opposition the 

6 See W. R. Anson, Law and Custom of the Constitution, (1892 ed.), Vol. I, p.85, where the case is quoted. 

I 
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less attractive his personality might become. 
It was so, I think, on this occasion. He held 
the seat with a reduced majority: from 700 to 
132. This heartened his opponents both in 
the constituency and at Westminster. 

Opposition in the House was renewed when 
he again claimed his seat and made a speech 
at the Bar. Decision was this time against him 
by 205 to 175. When the result had been de
clared he appeared at the Table. The Speaker 
ordered him to withdraw. He refused. The 
Sergeant-at-Arms was directed to remove him. 
Bradlau~ retired to the Bar but immediately 
returned to the Table. Messengers, who were 
called into the Chamber, pressed him back, 
he all the time protesting against this use of 
force. On the following day a motion was 
passed excluding him from the precincts. 

The worst scene in all this deplorable record 
was on August 3rd, 1881. The House met that 
day at noon. Bradlaugh, in the inner lobby, 
strode towards the Chamber. At the doors hi') 
passage was barred by the Deputy-Sergeant-at
Arms and other officials. When he tried to 
press a way through, policemen from the 
corridors threw themselves upon him. He 
resisted with all his great strength, but there 
were many of them and he was partly pushed 
and partly dragged down a staircase into an' 

. open court below. His clothes were torn, and 
he seemed to be on the verge of collapse. But 
he left his mark on his assailants: "One could 
not be sure on looking at them"; an eye-witness 
wrote, "whether the police had been engaged 
in expelling Bradlaugh or he had tried to expel 
the police". 7 

When the third session of the Parliament 
opened on February 7th, 1882, he was again 
spurned. After the House had rejected Labou
chere's motion calling for another election, 
Bradlaugh forced it by his own surprise action. 
Appearing at the Table without warning, and 
using his own copy of the New Testament, he 
administered the oath to himself, produced a 
declaration of allegiance, signed it, put it on 
the Table and took his seat below the gangway 
on the Government side. For this he was 

, expelled and another by-election took place 

7 Echoes of Big Ben, by Sir Alexander Mackintosh, 
then the senior member of the Parliamentary Press 
Gallery. 

8 Political meetings on licensed premises were 
made illegal in 1883; and for years after it was often 
extremely difficult to get rooms. Barns, which had 
no ceiling and no lights, often had to be used. I 

at once. Though only sixteen I was now not 
entirely without experience and, having some 
dependable knowledge of shorthand, I was ' 
requisitioned by the reporting staff. 

In nearly all the by-elections I have since 
recorded there has been elaborate organisa
tion: experienced agents brought in from other 
constituencies, and many outside speakers. 
Such external aids in those Northampton con
tests would probably-almost certainly on 
Bradlaugh's side-have .done more harm than 
good. His massive figure, his tremendous voice 
were seen and heard in every street. But no-one 
could fail to realise that both sides were in 
immense earnest. Bradlaugh not only inspired 
his friends; he incited his enemies to a frenzy 
of. opposition. They were all stretched to the 
utmost limits, and this year his majority was 
less than two hundred. 

This was the first election in which I had 
been professionally engaged and I was just in 
time to notice some peculiar features that very 
soon disappeared. It . is now illegal to hold 
election meetings in public houses; then it was 
there that candidates made most of their 
speeches.8 In that first election for me I re
member Bradlaugh most vividly in small 
licensed premises where the shoemakers living 
near by crowded into all available rooms. 

I never knew a candidate more intensely in 
earnest. He wasted no time, paid no compli
ments, made no jests. As soon as a speech was 
oyer he picked up his hat and strode through 
the cheering people to the cab waiting to take 
him to his next audience. He was stern, 
masterful, to my youthful mind overpowering: 
had he asked for a bodyguard hundreds would 
have volunteered to go with him to West
minster. 

His larger majorities at the third by-election 
in 1884 and the general election in 1885 showed 
that his position and prospects were improving, 
and when in 1886 he appeared at Westminster 
in a new Parliament his opponents must have 
been losing faith in their cause. It was, indeed, 
about to be destroyed. There was a new 
Speaker-A. W. Peel, a son of the great Sir 
Robert. He held, and his judgment has never 

remember one at Yelvertoft where Pickering Phipps, 
who was opposing C. R. Spencer, stood on a low 
platform in the wide entrance to the barn, so as to 
get all the natural light. That was insufficient and 
he read his notes with the aid of a lantern held above 
his shoulders by a friendly young opponent. 
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been disputed since, that a member's right to 
take the oath should be discharged without 
hindrance. Moreover, he let it be known that 
he would not allow the House to debate the 
question. 

No-one now challenged debate. Many of 
those who, year after year, had so bitterly 
assailed Bradlaugh were still in the House; 
and they were silent while at last he took his 
place. Nor did they ever again show any 
opposition to him there. Many of them, indeed, 
were soon among his admirers. 

For a few years he was a diligent member. 
In 1889 he introduced an Affirmation Bill, and 
it was carried with the support of all parties. 
Two years later the resolution which had 
prevented him from affirming or taking the 
oath in a previous Parliament was expunged 
from the Journals of the House: the Clerk 
struck a red pen through the record. No 
member of Parliament will ever again be 

treated as Bradlaugh was in the early 1880's. 
It is sad to relate that he never knew what a 

complete triumph his cause had won; for he 
was on his death-bed, too ill to be told or to 
understand what had happened. He had 
suffered cruel injustice; his health had been 
injured and his . life probably shortened; and 
it was all done in the name of religion. On that 
Gladstone surely spoke the right word, "Does 
anyone who hears me believe", he said, "that 

. that controversy, so prosecuted and so aban
doned, was beneficial to the cause of Christ
ianity?". 

Bradlaugh died in 1891 at the age of 58: he 
had been a member of Parliament for eleven 
years and was allowed to function freely and 
unchallenged for only five. . 

Labouchere, who was two years older than 
his late colleague, remained in Parliament 
fourteen years more. Though he had bitter 

PUNCH, OR THE LONDON CHARLVARL-FEBRUART 18, 1882. 

AN ODD PAIR . 
.. ONE SHOE OFF, AND ONE 8HOE ON, 

DIDDLE-DlDDLE-DUMPKlN, NORTH-AMP-TON."-Nururv RAyont. 

Sir John Tenniel del. 



280 NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PAST AND PRESENT 

disappointments it was probably, on the whole, 
a happy time for him. Nothing interested him 
more than politics unless it was people; and 
in the House of 'Commons he saw both to 
advantage. He had· no election worries nor 
needed to think twice about money. His ex
treme Radicalism (more advanced than Brad
laugh's) did not prevent him having warm 
friends in all parties. His speeches were liked 
and members often flocked into the House to 
hear him. In the Smoking Room no-one was 
. more welcome; his gossip and reminiscences 
were entertaining to all, including himself. 

F or most of his time there, Labouchere was 
the most influential of unofficial Radicals in 
Parliament. At first he was a warm admirer of 
J oseph Chamberlain and would have preferred 
him to Gladstone as head of a Liberal Govern
ment. That feeling changed completely, how
ever, at the Home Rule split in 1886 and when 
he resigned the Northampton seat nearly ten 
years later, he boasted that the only pledge 
ever asked of him by an elector was to "Keep 
your hi on Jo!" That he certainly had done. 
Some of his friends were in the Irish Nation
alist party. In the sensational events of the 
Parnell Commission he was a leading figure, 
and it was to him that Piggot confessed the 
forging of letters so~d to The Times which 

.. published them as genuine. After the man's 
suicide Labouchere contributed largely to the 
maintenance in comfort of his impoverished 
children in Ireland. 

When a Liberal Government was formed in 
1892, Labouchere wished for office and had 
some ' reason to believe that the Prime Minister 
thought he deserved it. When, however, he 
said that Queen Victoria had objected to him, 
Gladstone wrote a letter taking full responsi
bility for all appointments. It is on record, 
though, that the Queen did object and that 
she considered his connection with Truth un
fitted him to be one of her Ministers. In the 
Labouchere family that was not thought to be 
the main cause of Her Majesty's hostility: she 
was chiefly moved, they believed, by disap
proval of his personal life before his marriage. 

The refusal of office disturbed him so much 
that, for a time, he wished to leave politics and 
become Minister at Washington where he had 
entered the Diplomatic Service nearly forty 
years before. Lord Rosebery, the Foreign 
Minister, vetoed that and, of course, if he had 
not objected the Queen would have done. I 

have been told by a near relative of his that 
Labouchere was more irritated by this rebuff 
than the other. But he settled down to work 
at Westminster again and his Radicaiism 
seemed to moderate a little, especially after 
his gre~t friend, Sir Henry Campbell-Banner
man, became leader of the party. 

His chieflocal correspondent was Mr. Francis · 
Tonsley who was for a time landlord of the 
Angel Hotel as well as an official in the Borough 
Liberal organisation. A. letter in 1892 saying 
that the Queen had excluded Labouchere from 
the new Liberal Government brought Gladstone 
into controversy on that issue. 

In the South Mrican War, Labouchere's 
extreme Pro-Boer opinions alienated many Nor
thampton Liberals. Wishing to conciliate these 
he wrote suggesting a Town Hall meeting, so 
arranged as to give him the least unfriendly 
audience. The recipient of this letter dropped 
it in the presence of a young Conservative who 
thought he was meant to pick it up. He put it 
in his pocket and (as he told me long after in 
London) gave it to a relative. Within a few 
hours it was welcomed by local Conservative 
leaders, of whom the chief was A. Darnell. 
They also wanted a Town Hall meeting, but 
one with an audience that would be the most 
unfriendly to Labouchere; and their organisa
tion was prompt and effective. 

Conservatives crowded the body of the Town 
Hall on the night of February 7th, 1900. The 
member and his chief friends were in their 
usual place of vantage but for a very short time. 
The platform was violently stormed and its 
Liberal occupants struggled out of the melee, 
through the Police Station into Dychurch Lane. 
Labouchere's position, said the Mercury report, 
was somewhat perilous before he made his 
retreat. . . 

-The retirement of Labouchere at the general 
election in January, 1906, was said by some 
gossips to be due to his exclusion from the 
new Liberal Government. There was, I think, 
no truth in that. He was nearly seventy-five 
and had said that a man who took office at that 
age would be a fool. Moreover his arrange
ments for retirement had begun four years 
before when he bought a large villa at Florence 
which became his family home early in 1906. 

For the six remaining years of his life 
England had no attraction for him though I 
remember one visit early in 1906 when he 
came to London to receive the Privy Council-
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lorship which was his only political reward.9 

And no kind of work attracted him. No-one 
else at that time could have written livelier 
memoirs or possessed fuller and more enticing 
material for them. But he would write nothing 
or. next to nothing though, at my request, he 
did send a short article fo~ the evening paper 
which I was then editing at Northampton. 
"Cut it down or alter it as you like", he wrote 
to me. It needed neither cuts nor alterations; 
my ' only trouble was to read his writing. 

He liked to have relatives and friends around 
him in Florence, and they were delighted to 
be his guests. Perhaps he was more charming 
than usual in these years of restful age; he 
welcomed the fuller opportunities of showing 
kindness and generosity to his friends and 

young kin, some of whom would long after 
call him "loving". Old habits clung to him. 
I remember him · in Northampton nearly 
eighty years ago as one of the first men of his 
standing whom I had seen smoking cigarettes 
in public. In Florence they continued to be an 
ingredient of his pleasure and were placed in 
little heaps about his library so that when he 
wanted one it was near to his hand. 

Light humour never deserted him. His 
nephew·"\.~and biographer, Algar Labouchere 
Thorold, was by his bedside the day before 
his life ended in January, 1912. A spirit lamp 
fell off a side table and flared up. "Flames?" 
muttered the old man. "Not yet, I think!" 
And, says Mr. Thorold, he smiled and went to 
sleep again. 

W. W. HADLEY. 

NOTEIO 
BRADLAUGH was a Pa:rliamentary candidate for Northampton nine times-five in the general 
elections of 1868, 1874, 1880, 1885 and 1886, and four in by-elections. The first of those was 
in 1874 and the others-in 1881, 1882 and 1884-followed the refusal of the 'House of Commons 
to admit him after his return in 1880. Voting at all those elections is shown in the table below. 
The "Radical" label in the returns for 1868 and 1874 indicates advanced Liberals. Mter 1874 
Bradlaugh (with Labouchere) is given the "Liberal" label because he received the general support 
of the party. There was no Radical party with clearly defined bounds. 

VOTING IN NORTHAMPTON BOROUGH ELECTIONS, 1868-1886 
0 

1868 Gilpin (Liberal) . .. 2691 1881 Bradlaugh (L) 3437 
Henley (Liberal) . . . 2154 Corbett (C) 3305 
Merewether (Conservative) 1634 1882 Bradlaugh (L) 3796 
Lendrick (Conservative) 1396 Corbett (C) 3688 
Bradlaugh (Radical) 1086 
Lees .(Teetotal Radical) ... 492 1884 Bradlaugh (L) 4032 

1874 (A) Phipps (C) 2690 ~ichards (C) 3664 

Gilpin (L) 2310 1885 Labouchere (L) 4845 
Merewether (C) 2175 Bradlaugh (L) 4315 
Henley (L) 1796 Richards (C) 3890 · 
Bradlaugh (R) 1653 1886 Labouchere (L) 4570 

1874 (B) Merewether (C) 2171 Bradlaugh (L) 4353 
Fowler (L) 1836 Turner (Liberal Unionist) 3850 
Bradlaugh (R) 1766 Lees (C) .. . 3456 

1880 Labouchere CL) 4518 
Bradlaugh (L) 3827 
Phipps (C) 3152 
Merewether (C) 2826 

This article is concerned specially with Bradlaugh and Labouchere. Within the space 
available I could not deal on the same scale with their opponents. Nor, to be frank, were these 

9 In view of Queen Victoria's inveterate opposi
tion to Labouchere, it is especially interesting to note 
that his Privy Councillorship was approved by her 
successor, King Edward VII. The Prime Minister, 
Campbell-Bannerman, told Labouchere that he 
"ought to have had it long ago. I may add that in 

the highest quarter gratification would be felt. I have 
taken soundings". That meant, of course, that he 
had consulted the King before making the offer. 

10 These figures sometimes differ very slightly accord
ingtothe source used (i.e., The Northampton Mercury, 
The National Reformer, The Life of Bradlaugh, etc.). 
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:::omparable -with them in political and personal interest. The two Radical members were both 
national figures. Not one of those who were pitted against them in elections can be so described. 

The chief of these was Pickering Phipps, a grandson of the founder . of the well known 
brewery firm in which he early became a partner. He was a strong Churchman and for -many 
years took an activ~' part in local government and politics. In succession he was a member of the 
Town and County Councils and his public work soon led to his appointment as a magistrate. 
As our polling returns show, he became senior l\1.ember of Parliament for the Borough in 1874 
when Lord H~nley, who had been one of the two Liberal members for fifteen years, lost his seat. 
But Phipps was defeated in 1880 and never contested the Borough again. From 1881 to 1885 
he was Sir RainaId Knightley's partner in the representation of the old-South Division. In 1885 
he unsuccessfully opposed the Hon. C. R. Spencer in the new Mid Division. By then he had 
become a considerilble landowner in the County; at his death in 1890 he owned most of the 
parishes of Quinton and Piddington and it was his land on the east of the County Town which 
was developed as the Phippsville Estate. -

A well known Conservative barrister named Merewether-he became Recorder of 
Leicester-contested the Borough twice before he captured the seat at a by-election caused by 
the death in 1874 of the old Liberal member Gilpin. He and Phipps were both defeated in 1880 
and Northampton saw no more of Merewether. 

At two of the by-elections which followed Parliament's refusal to allow Bradlaugh to take 
the oath-those of 1881 and 1882-the Conservative candidate, Edward Corbett, had close family 
association with the County. · Himself a Shropshire man, he married in 1871 the · eldest daughter 
of Sir Charles Isham, 10th baronet of Lamport. At the first of his contests he reduced Brad
laugh's majority to the lowest point it reached after his return in 1880. Sir Charles and Lady 
Isham gave their son-in-law strenuous support in both his contests with "the Atheist at North
ampton". That was the motive of a demonstration attended by 2,000 people at Lamport in August, 
1881. Mr. Corbett was there and among others who made speeches were Lord Burghley, M.P. 
(chairman), Sir Rainald Knightley, M.P., Albert Pell, M.P., Pickering Phipps and S. G. Stopford 
Sackville. 

Cerbett serve4 his cause well both in 1881 and 1882. -Both candidates improved their 
"positions substantially in the second contest, but Bradlaugh's gain was slightly larger and he was 
unquestionably helped by his rough treatment at Westminster. His opponent in 1884, a clever 
London barrister named Richards, was a livelier speaker than_ Corbett and altogether an excellent 
candidate, but his poll was a trifle less than Corbett's two years before. Though not making 
his acquaintance I heard much of his able exposition of the anti-Bradlaugh case and of the 
provocation this gave to the Radical young hooligans. He was not in the least intimidated and the 
Conservative leaders were so impressed by him that he was their candidate-the only one-at 
the general election in 1885. He then increased his poll but both Liberals gained more and Richards 
did not stand in Northampton again. 

The Liberal split on Home Rule was a complication at the general election in 1886. As in 
many other constituencies there was a Liberal Unionist candidate, but though he had previously 
been an active Liberal he drew little support from Jlis old party and his poll of 3,850 consisted 

-overwhelmingly of Conservatives. They made only one nomination. It was Bradlaugh's last 
election. 

W.W.H. 

From The Child's Guide to Knowledge, (32nd edn., 1861), p. 203. 

Question: What place is famous for whips? 
Answer: Daventry, in Northamptonshire. 
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