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THE NORTHAMPTONSHIRE RECORD SOCIETY
(FOUNDED IN 1920)
WOOTTON HALL PARK, NORTHAMPTON, NN4 8BQ
President
Lady Juliet Townsend LVO

NOTES AND NEWS
Members will be saddened to learn of the death, on 8th August, of Leslie Skelton. Leslie
retired in 2007 after almost 20 years as the Society’s secretary and was made an Honorary
Member in recognition of his outstanding service. The end, at the age of 87, was very
peaceful. Leslie had recently moved to Felton in Northumberland to be near his son and
his family. The funeral was held at Felton Church on 16th August. Memorial gatherings at
St Helens and Sywell were also arranged.
*****
Welcome to Stephen Jennings who is undertaking work to update and maintain the
Society’s membership database and to keep the accounts. Stephen is the ideal person for
these tasks, having recently retired from a position at the Society’s Independent Examiners,
J.R. Watson and Co., in which capacity he had carried out the annual reviews of the
Society’s accounts.
*****
Judith Hodgkinson writes: With reference to ‘The London Accounts of Juliana, Lady
Langham, 1774-1794’ (Northamptonshire Past and Present, No.62 (2009) p.49), I would like
to correct the impression given in the article that Lady Langham only visited her mantuamaker and shoemaker once a year. From the amounts paid and the frequency with which
many names appear, it would seem that Lady Langham paid most of her bills either in cash
at the time, or very promptly when they were presented. However, some tradesmen’s bills
were only sent in once a year at the end of the season.This included the silk mercer, woollen
draper, mantua-maker, tailor and shoemaker. One can scarcely wonder at the financial
difficulties many of these tradesmen faced: four or five quiet months in the summer and
autumn while their wealthiest patrons were at their country houses, followed by seven or
eight months of activity, at the end of which, with luck, bills would be settled, often with
an abatement, or reduction, which would eat into profits. No wonder Robert Campbell in
The London Tradesman (1747) suggests that ‘The Business of a Mercer requires a very
considerable Stock. Ten Thousand Pounds, without a great deal of prudent Management,
makes but a small Figure in their way’. In comparison, from the same source, the
mercer’s shop assistants might earn £25-40 a year, a competent tailor a guinea (£1.05) a
week and the ‘mere working Taylor’ between 20d (8p) and 3 shillings (15 pence), depending
on the season.
*****
I would like to thank the authors and reviewers for the excellent material and David Hall
and David Harries for their support in producing the journal. Thanks must also go to Jean
Hall for all her help over the years. Do not forget to consult the website for the latest about
the Society: www.northamptonshirerecordsociety.org.uk.
Barbara Hornby
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Thomas J. George (1853-1920)

In 2008 the Record Society gave to the Northampton Museums and Art Gallery an album
of photographs of museum exhibits which was added to the Social History Collection
(accession number 2008.28). At the request of the Society, the Museum gave the Society a
copy of an early twentieth century photograph from the album of a previous curator, Mr
Thomas J. George. Mr W.R.G. Moore has provided the following account of Mr George:
Thomas George took charge of Northampton’s fledgling museum and library in the 1880s
and built them into substantial collections which form the basis of the facilities we have
today.
Thomas John George was born in April 1853 at Bythorn in Huntingdonshire, son of a
gentleman farmer. His family had farmed there for generations and accordingly we find
him in the census for 1881 at the neighbouring village of Keyston. Aged 27, with his wife
and first child, George was a farmer of 665 acres. However, farming was not his passion:
educated at Uppingham School and Cambridge, he had long been interested in geology
and archaeology.
George brought his young family to Northampton. After offering to assist with the task of
removing the museum from the Town Hall to larger premises in Guildhall Road, he was
appointed Keeper in May 1884. Then in 1885 he accepted the additional post of Librarian.
George held both positions until 1912, after which he remained the museum’s curator until
his death, at the age of 66, in March 1920.
When he started, both the museum and library were small and disorganised. Gradually
George built them into substantial, carefully arranged collections, well used and valued as
educational institutions. The museum was divided into sections for archaeology, ceramics
and footwear; the library into reference, lending library and a reading room. A second
museum was opened at Abington in 1899 and after protracted discussions a new library
was built in Abington Street, opening in 1910. The removal of the library created additional
space for the museum in Guildhall Road, which resulted in a new display area for boots
and shoes and on the first floor a new art gallery.
George always showed an enthusiastic interest in the museum and the objects held there.
He encouraged others, giving many talks and lectures, and he supported the
Northamptonshire Natural History Society, where he set up an archaeological section. His
published works include several important articles on prehistoric and early
Northamptonshire. An obituary appeared in the Journal of the Northamptonshire Natural
History Society XX (1919-20), 132-4.
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Notes on Contributors
Douglas Arden is a lawyer, fascinated and bemused by the knightly caste in fourteenth
century Northamptonshire, where male activity often exhibited a strange amalgam of
military virtues, group loyalty and criminal irresponsibility. Many women rejected a
subservient role and, like Margery Ponynges, some paid dearly for their audacity.
Heather Bird is a local historian with an interest in architectural history. As a mature
student she studied for an MA in Historical Studies at Leicester University and subsequently
undertook a postgraduate Certificate in Architectural Studies from Oxford. Heather lives
in Sibbertoft and walks regularly through the parish of Sulby, hence an interest in the history
of Sulby Hall.
M.J. Cohen was formerly an educational publisher and has been interested in Thomas
Fuller since reading history at the same college 330 years after the good doctor. His most
recent book, co-authored with John Major, is History in Quotations, Reflecting 500 Years of
World History.
Gillian Ford is a history student and writer living in Caloundra, Queensland, Australia.
Her maiden name is Wastell and she attended Northampton School for Girls. She has a
Grad Dip in Local, Family and Applied History and is pursuing honours next year. Gillian
is currently working on a book about another Northamptonian,Thomas Cartwright, Bishop
of Chester (1634-1689).
Peter Gordon is an Emeritus Professor at the University of London with a special interest
in Victorian high politics. He has written numerous books, including three about
Northamptonshire people: The Red Earl, The Wakes of Northamptonshire, and Politics and
Society: the Journals of Lady Knightley of Fawsley, 1885-1913. Peter has been a Council member
of the Record Society since 1976.
Ron Greenall first came to work in Northamptonshire in 1965 as resident tutor in
Northampton for the University of Leicester’s Department of Adult Education. He has
since lectured and written exclusively on the history of the county. For 26 years he was
successively editor of this journal and general editor of the Society’s main series volumes.
Miriam Grice was born in Italy in 1982 and moved to Bath in 1993. She has an MA in
The Country House: Art, History and Literature from the University of Leicester. During
2008 she worked as a research scholar for the Lamport Hall Preservation Trust. She is
currently living in Italy working at the British Institute in Florence.
Chris Hamson was born and brought up in Kettering and spent all his working life in
the Probation Service in the county. A growing interest in family history has provided the
opportunity to put his ancestors into the context of the social history of the nineteenth
century, another of his particular interests. Now retired, Chris spends time travelling with
his wife, mostly avoiding the Northampton Saints season.
Stephen Swailes is from Wellingborough and has worked as a volunteer transcriber for
the NRO for over 20 years. He has transcribed a range of parish registers, a county-wide
Tudor lay subsidy and, most recently, the subsidy of 1301. He has recently taken up a post
at the University of Huddersfield.
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Medieval Northamptonshire:
The 1301 Assessment for a Fifteenth
STEPHEN SWAILES
The taxation of Northamptonshire authorised by parliament in late 1301 (30 Edward 1)
has recently been transcribed for the Northamptonshire Record Office to make the
contents more accessible to local historians. The transcript provides a unique insight into
Northamptonshire at the start of the fourteenth century and some highlights from the
survey are presented in this article.
The first lay subsidy and thus the first direct taxation of the English people was approved
by Parliament in 1207. Several other subsidies were levied in the thirteenth century and
they occurred with increasing regularity in the last decade by which time a sophisticated
taxation system based on a proportion of the value of a person’s moveable goods was in
place.The proportion required by the Crown was a tenth, twentieth or some other fraction
of value depending on how much it needed to generate income at the time. Administrative
processes for collecting taxes became very efficient. The personal names of taxpayers and
the sum that each person had to pay were recorded and between 1290 and 1307 several
levies were granted by Parliament: a fifteenth in 1290, a tenth and sixth in 1294, an eleventh
and seventh in 1295, a twelfth and eighth in 1296, a ninth in 1297, a fifteenth in 1301 and
a thirtieth and twentieth in 1306. Where two rates were levied, people in urban districts
paid the higher rate because it was felt that they were wealthier than their rural counterparts.
Allegations of corruption in assessing taxes led to the abandonment of a system based on
moveable goods and its replacement with the lump-sum approach in 1334. Under this new
system each town and village had to provide a predetermined sum of money and it was up
to each township to decide how the burden of providing the sum required by the Crown
was distributed across the residents. As such, the personal names of taxpayers were not
recorded again en-masse for over 200 years when the Tudor lay subsidies were collected.
The Public Record Office originally classed the subsidy roll (E/179/155/31) as the 1377
poll tax for Northamptonshire but now classifies it as the 1301 lay subsidy. According to
the PRO, however, the collection was delayed across England and a writ of 25th June 1303
set a date for the Northamptonshire payment on the morrow of St Lawrence next (10th
August). As such, the roll pre-dates Fenwick’s poll tax transcripts1 that cover only five
hundreds by over 70 years and, after Domesday Book, is the earliest document giving us
detailed, albeit partial, county-wide information on people and settlement.
The total collected for the country through the survey of 1301 was £49755-7s-31⁄2d2 of
which Northamptonshire contributed £1737-4s-51⁄4d. However, only ten hundreds which
contributed £947-7s-53⁄4d are covered by the large and bulky roll that survives for
Northamptonshire: Chipping Warden, Cleyley, Fawsley, Greens Norton, Huxloe, Kings
Sutton, Nassaburgh, Nobottle Grove, Polebrook and Towcester. As such, the roll covers all
of south Northamptonshire and the areas around Peterborough, Oundle and Thrapston.
The extent of surviving coverage is shown in Figure 1.
1 C.C. Fenwick, ‘The Poll Taxes of 1377, 1379 and 1381 – Part 2 Lincolnshire-Westmorland’, Oxford University
Press, 2001.This book lists taxpayers in Northampton in 1377 an in the hundreds of Fawsley, Higham Ferrers,
Hamfordshoe, Huxloe and Willybrook in1379 or 1381.
2 J. F.Willard, ‘Parliamentary Taxes on Personal Property 1290 to 1334’, Medieval Academy of America, Cambridge
Massachusetts, 1934, p.344.
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Figure 1. Map showing surviving coverage of the 1301 subsidy (shaded areas).
Assuming that wealth was evenly distributed across the county, the roll in listing 7896
individuals identifies a little over half of the taxpayers by value (54.5per cent). A badly
damaged fragment (E179/155/2) also survives covering 18 places in Guilsborough hundred
plus Fotheringay and five other unidentifiable places in Willybrook hundred but this
fragment has not been transcribed.
Despite its coverage of only half the county, its detailed listings of the people living in the
towns, villages and hamlets provide a unique insight into the residents of medieval
Northamptonshire including many places that were later depopulated. Indeed, the taxation
was taken at a time when the county’s population was peaking; it was almost 50 years before
the Black Death and before the onset of depopulation caused by agricultural practices.
Northamptonshire, for instance, saw only six villages deserted from Domesday Book to
1350, seventeen villages deserted from 1350 to 1450 and sixty from 1450 to 17003. Further
details of the roll and a listing of the places covered are given on the National Archives
database relating to taxation (www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/e179/).
What was Assessed?
This particular assessment was based on a fifteenth of the value of a person’s moveable
goods. Land and property were not taxed and so multiplying the value collected, shown
against each person’s name, by 15 gives the valuation of that person’s taxable wealth as
3 K.J.Allison, M.W. Beresford, J.G. Hurst, ‘The Deserted Villages of Northamptonshire’ Department of English
Local History, Occassional Papers No.18, Leicester University Press, 1966.
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Figure 2. 1301 listing for Kettering. (National Archives)
judged through their personal (moveable) property. Previous taxations had set a minimum
value for goods that should be taxed but in 1301 all property was taxed4. There are a few
cases where the value collected was two pence such that people with goods amounting to
as little as two shillings and six pence were taxed and this appears to have been the lowest
amount considered by those who made the valuations. It is far from clear, however, exactly
what was assessed in arriving at a particular valuation for a person and so we do not know
how their wealth was made up. Professor Willard shows that, despite the instructions issued
to collectors, assessment practice varied between urban and rural locations and from county
to county5.
Willard reveals that the 1301 assessment included the goods of the clergy and the
instructions to assessors made no mention of a minimum valuation below which a person
would be exempted. However, officially exempt materials included armour, riding horses,
jewels, the clothing of knights, gentlemen and their wives and vessels of gold, silver and
brass. In addition to certain possessions of the gentry being excluded it seems that household
goods, clothing, food and small tools used in a man’s trade and livelihood were not assessed.
The general rule seems to have been that people, including the peasantry, should not be
taxed to the point that they would be deprived of the tools with which they earned a living.
Examples of goods that were assessed included animals, crops and stocks of goods held for
trade.Typical goods included wheat, barley, drage, peas, beans, livestock, fish in ponds, boats,
fishing nets, carts, firewood, thatch, turves (peat for burning), hay and straw. Household
goods included robes, pans, pots and beds. Detailed descriptions of the goods that could be
taxed and their values are given in the Yorkshire lay subsidy of 13016 and early
Huntingdonshire rolls7. The Public Record Office also produces a detailed guide to early
4 J. F. Willard, ‘Taxes Upon Moveables of the Reign of Edward 1’, The English Historical Review, 28, 111, 517521, 1913.
5 J. F. Willard, 1934, pp.73-80.
6 W. Brown, ‘Yorkshire Lay Subsidy being a Fifteenth Collected by 30 Edward 1 (1301),Yorkshire Archaeological
Society Record Series,Vol. XXI, 1897.
7 J.A. Raftis and M.P. Hogan, ‘Early Huntingdonshire Lay Subsidy Rolls’, Pontifical Institute of Mediaeval Studies,
Toronto, 1976.
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taxation.8 Several rolls of this period have been transcribed and those for Yorkshire, Sussex,
Cumberland and London are available online9.
The procedures followed to gather the taxes seem very likely to have reflected those
described in a Warwickshire taxation of 133210. Chief collectors summoned local men to
value the possessions of the residents in each place. The local collectors assessed the value
of taxpayers’ moveable goods and the amount of tax that was due before collecting and
delivering it. The amounts due from each person were written by a clerk onto a roll. The
chief collectors examined the rolls and would identify local collectors who had allowed
under-valuation or avoidance.Two rolls were made; one for levying the tax and one for the
Exchequer. In the Northamptonshire roll, at the end of the listings for some places two,
three or four names are linked to a letter ‘T’. This presumably identifies them as the local
men who assessed and collected the tax. Chief taxors for the county were Hugh Wake,
Hugh Daundelyn and John de Wyleby11.
Coverage
The roll meticulously records the names of those people found liable to pay tax in each
place and the amounts that they paid. Figure 2 shows a typical listing from the roll. The
lists are mostly of men although some women are usually named in all but the smallest of
places. Missing from the lists, therefore, are most women, children and an unknown
proportion of men who fell outside the net cast by the assessors. It seems clear that, as now,
most people took steps to reduce their exposure to tax but it is impossible to tell how much
this led to individuals avoiding tax altogether, and thus not making the list, and how much
it is a near complete list of adult males albeit of those who had minimised their taxable
possessions for the purposes of assessment. The later poll taxes contain detailed lists of,
predominantly, people who were married or widowed since they were more likely to be
able to pay and the same is assumed in this case of the men and women listed.
One of the general problems with lay subsidies for the economic historian is the question
of undervaluation – the extent to which the values of goods that people had were rated
below market values. While it seems very likely there was undervaluation, this has to be
balanced with the view that local assessors would have been unwise to lay themselves open
to accusations of favouritism or corruption by systematically undervaluing personal property.
Alongside undervaluation there is also the problem of under-representation, i.e. the extent
to which people who should have paid tax avoided valuation altogether and the extent of
people too poor to pay tax. Nevertheless, it is possible to estimate, albeit tentatively, the
population of the county in 1301 from the roll. Assuming that wealth was distributed
similarly across the missing hundreds then the number of taxpayers across the county would
have been 14,488. This total excludes children and an unknown number of people whose
possessions were not deemed worthy of taxation. If the taxed are seen as heads of families
then, assuming a family size of four to five, the population would have been between 58,000
and 72,000 excluding the unknown number of poor.
The People
The roll is mostly legible and allowing for an estimate of a small number of illegible entries
8 M. Jurkowski, C. L. Smith and D. Crook, ‘Lay Taxes in England and Wales 1188-1688’, Public Record Office
Handbook Number 31, PRO Publications.
9 See www.british-history.ac.uk
10 F. C.Wellstood and W. F. Carter, ‘The Lay Subsidy Roll for Warwickshire of Edward III (1332)’, Oxford University
Press, 1926.
11 Brown, 1897.

medieval northamptonshire: the 1301 assessment for a fifteenth

11

it recorded about 7900 people. Of these, only 666 individuals (8.3 per cent) are identified
by a Christian name only. These were mostly filial names, e.g., Ralph son of Mathilda or
relational such as Alice widow of Asselin or widow Adelina. Two people are identified as
sisters, e.g., Agnes sister of Galfrid, and one person is identified as the brother of a taxpayer
in the same place. Solitary Christian names, that is without any relational connection, occur
only occasionally such as Loveday (at Denford), Boneface (at Paulerspury) and Osbert (at
Aldwincle).
The occupations of taxpayers are often revealed through bynames and the primary
occupations are smith (faber, 102) carter (carectarius, 68), cook (coco, 67), miller
(molendarius, 64), cleric (60), shepherd (bercarius, 59), reeve (prepositus, 55), baker (pistoris,
20), shoemaker (sutor, 16), hayward (messor’, 14) weaver (textor, 13) and fisher (piscator,
10).These comprise about 6 per cent of the names listed. In addition to these are 613 names
in the form ‘le’ some of which suggest occupations such as Thomas le Tannour.
Occupational names therefore represent at least 13 per cent of all names listed.
Locational names form another large group with 1199 of the form ‘de’ such as Richard de
Foxcote. In addition there are 405 names indicating where people lived in relation to the
vill such as ‘abovetoun’, ‘ad aulam’ (at the hall), ‘ad capud ville’ (at the town’s end), ‘ad
crucem’ (at the cross), ‘ad font’ (at the well), ‘en le lane’ or ‘in venella’ (in the lane). The
remaining names (about 58 per cent of the total) were given in the modern style such as
Stephen Beneyt, Emma Robyns, Richard Plaket,William Olive, Richard Goldfinche, Peter
Sparhauek, William Loveday, Muriel Payn and Godwyn Scot. While these bynames may
not have been all hereditary it is clear that many names listed over seven hundred years ago
occur much later in the county.
The most common men’s Christian names were John (1035) and William (1033) then
Robert (708), Richard (585) and Henry (426). The most common women’s names were
Alice (138), Agnes/Agneta (121), Mathilda (96), Emma (68) and Margaret, Margery or
Margeria (51). Christian names found once only included Abelot, Alibun, Anketill, Boneface,
Clarice, Enota, Prudence,Thustan and Wyot’. Other Christian names used only a few times
include Adelina, Hawise, Isolda, Katherine, Luke, Matthew, Rose, Solomon, Thorold and
Wymark.
Summary Statistics
Across the ten surviving hundreds, individual names are listed against 199 centres of taxation
although the total number of places identified in the roll is 209 as a few places were taxed
jointly, e.g., Brokhole and Muscot12.The most populated places were Irthlingborough (156),
Brackley (141), Finedon (136), Peterborough (126) and Titchmarsh (124). The smallest
places were Pilsgate (3), Bughley (4), Thurning and Whitfield (6), Newark (7), Torpel (8),
Duncote, Burcote and Churchfield (9). The average number of people paying tax in a vill
was 40 (median 34, range 3 to 156).
The highest receipt was from Brackley at £24-3s-1d followed by Werrington at £13-7s-7
3
⁄4d, Finedon at £12-16-111⁄4d, Titchmarsh at £12-15-71⁄4d and Irthlingborough at £12-571⁄4d. The average amount collected per person ranged from 16d in Thurning to 69d in
Bughley although it is worth noting that both these places were very small with only six
and four taxpayers respectively. One wealthy individual in a small place will skew the average
payment upwards of course.
12 The total of 209 place names excludes ‘parva torp’ which is written in the margin of the entry for
Hemington and a possible place name written in the margin at Lyvedon.
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The size of a vill had little if any association with the average wealth of the people taxed.
The correlation between the number of taxpayers and the average amount collected
indicated that average wealth decreased with increasing size but that the relationship was
very small13. Furthermore, excluding the highest individual valuation from the total of tax
collected at each place, to minimise possibly distorting effects, reduced the correlation to
zero suggesting that there was no overall relationship between size of vill and average wealth.
The highest individual payments were by the Bishop of Durham at Lilford who paid 60
shillings and three farthings, Eustace de Hache at Preston Capes who paid 41 shillings three
and a half pence, and Richard of Middleton at Stene who paid 40 shillings one and a quarter
pence. In eleven places the highest amount paid was between two and three shillings
including Newark, Thurning, Elmington, Burcote and Warmington. The average of the
amounts paid by the highest contributors in each vill was a little under 12 shillings. In 22
places the wealthiest taxpayer contributed 30 per cent or more of the total collected from
each place. The highest percentages from the highest taxpayer were at Stene (66 per cent),
Whitfield (57 per cent), Thorpe Waterville (52 per cent) and Churchfield (50 per cent).
Many of the people taxed contributed as little as two pence and only one person was valued
at less than this – Emma le Walnere of Stuchbury who was assessed to pay one and a quarter
pence and was thus the lowest rated taxpayer in the surviving survey.
Table 1. Summary Assessment for Northamptonshire in 1301
Hundred

Units Place
taxed names Taxpayers Total collected

Average tax
paid per
person (d)

9

10

439

£48-14-51⁄2

26.6

Cleyley

13

14

677

£74-8-6

26.4

Fawsley

19

22

884

£101-4-5

Chipping Warden

Greens Norton

14

14

425

Huxloe

19

19

1128

12

27.5

£43-10-0 ⁄

24.5

£123-17-111⁄4

26.4

34

Kings Sutton

28

30

963

£131-8-1 ⁄

32.7

Nassaburgh

41

42

1188

£176-17-63⁄4

35.7

Newbottle

24

25

894

£117-19-6

31.7

1
2

Polebrooke

24

25

1037

£101-1-1 ⁄

23.4

Towcester

8

8

261

£28-5-91⁄2

26.0

199

209

7896

£947-7-53⁄4

28.8

Total

The average amount of tax paid per person was broadly similar across the ten hundreds and
was almost 29d. The least wealthy hundred, or perhaps the best at avoiding tax, was
Polebrook which averaged 23.4d. The wealthiest, or perhaps the least able to reduce tax
exposure, was Nassaburgh which averaged almost 36d.
The 1301 lay subsidy provides a remarkable insight into the county over 700 years ago and
the transcript now available at the NRO should be of interest to genealogists and local
historians. It also acts as a dataset for more detailed analysis of village and occupational
structure, the development of surnames and of wealth.
13 Correlation coefficient minus 0.19, significance level .008. This shows that only about 4 per cent of the
variation in average wealth could be explained by size of the vill.
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A Bloody Elopement: The Daltons of Apethorpe
and the Battle of Beams
DOUGLAS ARDEN
The plea rolls of Edward III’s overworked courts are full of hair-raising stories of gang
violence, but an outrage committed at Easter 1347 by a company of knights and men-atarms, mustered and in transit to serve the king in France, stands out across the centuries,
and resulting court presentments fill six long membranes in the National Archives.1 The
closest present-day equivalent might be an imaginary incident in which a detachment of
Guardsmen or SAS troopers, in convoy by night to emplane for Afghanistan stopped on
the way, and led by their officers invaded a country house, killed some of the occupants,
and plundered the valuables.
This fictitious scenario would mirror the 1347 incident if the commanding officer and his
staff were Northamptonshire men, and would be complete if a few young members of the
Royal Family were in residence, while the only person punished was the owner of the
mansion, an heiress abducted by the intruders, whose estate was confiscated by the Crown.
Such an assault by a military formation, that most potent instrument of state, upon subjects
of the ruler it was assembled to serve, would be shocking, even unthinkable today, and was
scarcely less so in 1347, when the Beams raid generated official displeasure bordering on
hysteria.2 A new study of original court presentments and inquisitions allows this first
detailed account.3
The Attackers
In the pre-dawn darkness of Good Friday 30th March 1347, a sizeable element of a larger
company of troops, equipped for battle and on its way to rejoin the English army at Calais,
broke into the fortified manor of Beams in the vill of Sheperugge, then in Wiltshire.4 The
raid was instigated by a Northamptonshire knight, Sir John Dalton of Apethorpe, and his
father, Robert, supported by some more prominent accomplices, including Robert lord
Holand II of Thorpe Waterville, Brackley, and Woodford Halse, with two of his cousins, Sir
Thomas Arderne III of Spratton and Sir William Trussel the younger, both veterans of
foreign wars with lurid histories of criminal violence at home.5
These men belonged to the Lancastrian affinity, as did most others who joined the Daltons
in the enterprise, including Sir Matthew Haydok, Sir Edmund Mancestre, and Sir Thomas
Charnels. On Thursday 29th March they were part of a contingent of about sixty knights,
esquires and men-at-arms, in transit for Southampton to embark for Calais, encamped for
the night near Reading. Medieval cavalry did not travel in friendly or neutral territory
encumbered by armour; it was carried on pack animals with other gear and supplies.
However, before descending on Beams, the raiders armed themselves head to foot as if for
combat, and evidently an intimidating display of military force was intended. In the saddle
at cock-crow, the crowd of horsemen, bristling with weapons, rode across the darkened
1 National Archives (NA) KB 37/350, Rex rot. m.55r-56d, and four others.
2 The writer has mentioned the Beams raid before: see Northamptonshire Past & Present, No.60 (2007), p.13;
and No.62 (2009), pp.12-13.
3 There are short notices of the incident in printed works, notably Bellamy, John, Crime and Public Order in
England in the later Middle Ages, (London, 1973) pp.58-9; also in VCH, Lancs., v.6, p.101; and in The Oxford
Dictionary of National Biography (Oxford DNB) under the entry for ‘Poynings, Michael’.
4 The manor appears in the record as Beaumes and Beaumys.
5 There were three contemporary Sir William Trussels: see Oxford DNB. This man was the eldest son of John
Trussel of Kibblestone (Cublesden) in Staffordshire, with lands in Northamptonshire and Cheshire.
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fields to the manor, possibly to enact a simulated kidnapping in collusion with the victim,
unaware that circumstances had changed, and they were riding into a deadly fight.
The Prize
Margery de Lisle was the twice widowed and wealthy tenant in chief of valuable manors
in ten counties acquired by her previous marriages, and she held Beams as surviving joint
feoffee of her second husband Nicholas de la Beche, who died in 1345.6 (Figure 1) She
had recently married a third husband, Sir Gerard de Lisle but Professor Bellamy suggests
that Margery, infatuated with a much younger man Sir John Dalton, had procured her own
fake abduction, a strategy often adopted by a widow or heiress who preferred a suitor other
than one chosen by others:
Charges of abduction and rape were very common… unmarried… heiresses were sought
in marriage assiduously and often ruthlessly… a woman of station who… [would] marry
the man she preferred must act without the permission of those in authority over her…
Often she would allow herself to be abducted by her admirer, but at the same time seek
to show that the abduction was carried out against her will…7

However, this case was different as Margery
had remarried, and evidence that she
connived at her abduction is equivocal.
Whatever the truth, the result would be loss
of her land and possessions, abandonment by
her admirer, and a lonely death.
An Untimely Honour
Unknown to the raiders, a princely
entourage had just arrived unannounced at
Beams to claim Margery’s hospitality.
Edward III was besieging Calais, leaving his
kingdom in the nominal care of his second
son Lionel of Antwerp, the nine-year-old
Figure 1. Margery’s first three
Keeper of England. Queen Philippa had
husbands: the arms of Sir Edmund
Bacoun, Sir Nicholas de la Beche and been in camp with the king in France since
Christmas, and Lionel had lodged at
Sir Gerard de Lisle. (D. Arden)
Reading in March, but had decided to pass
Easter at Beams with some of his siblings, probably John of Gaunt, Edmund of Langley,
Joan, and perhaps Isabel.8 On Lionel’s arrival, the manor’s bounds at once formed the verge
of his household, and his marshalsea as Keeper, a closed jurisdiction in which any armed
intrusion would constitute an attack on his royal authority and person. Dalton and his
supporters would not have expected serious or any opposition, and were unaware that
Margery had acquired princely guests.
The Battle
Margery employed the normal household, but inevitably the king’s children were attended
by their own, including armed guards. As it happened, these were led by Margery’s brother
Michael Ponynges, called ‘le uncle’,9 a respected veteran of the Scots wars, who had
6
7
8
9

Calendar of Inquisitions Post Mortem (CIPM), v.8, No.574, pp.414-6.
Bellamy, op. cit., pp.58-9.
Mary, aged three years and Margaret, a mere infant, may have accompanied their mother to France.
The Anglo-French suffix ‘le uncle’ was applied to this man to distinguish him from his more prominent
nephew. The modern spelling of the family name as Poynings might have irritated its medieval bearers.
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distinguished himself at Crécy in August 1346 in the retinue of his nephew and namesake
Sir Michael, who in 1348 would be ennobled by writ as Lord Ponynges upon his summons
to parliament. It is possible to speculate that Michael ‘le uncle’ may have recommended to
his young master Lionel a peaceful Easter at his sister’s home as relief from court duties at
Reading, and if so he was obviously unaware of any private arrangement between Margery
and an abductor.
The presentments filed at the court specify that the raiders arrived at Beams fully armed, as
if they were at the gates of Calais, ready to confront an enemy with:
…armed force arrayed in manner of war, their personal weapons displayed [with]
shields, lances and their other armour produced for the lord King, for the safety
and defence of his kingdom of England and his rights in parts overseas…10

Anticipating no resistance from a sleeping household, the invaders beat down the mansion’s
doors, only to find themselves opposed by soldiers assigned to protect the king’s children,
ignorant of any pre-arranged elopement. Surprised in the dark by knights in field armour,
the Keeper’s guards in civil attire appear to have fought with courage, but the contest ended
with the deaths of Ponynges and others, and the demise from sheer terror of a resident
cleric, according to Lionel’s account:
…by night [the raiders] assailed the manor… killed Michael Ponynges ‘le uncle’, Thomas
le Clerc of Shipton and others, ravished Margery and broke the houses… Robert le Hunte
chaplain of the said Margery, lying sick, for fear of assault and evil deed presently died…11

A number of servants placed themselves in harm’s way by joining Lionel’s guards against
the raiders, and they paid a heavy price. The presentments identify these loyal individuals
whose names indicate their domestic functions, of whom the first two mentioned below
were forcibly removed together with Margery:
…beaten, wounded and ill-treated… [were] Hugh le Porter, Richard le Botiller, Richard le
Baker, Richard le Bordwryght, and William Thomasman the [sic] clerk…12

The Consequences
Lionel of Antwerp was the future Duke of Clarence, already married and mature beyond
his nine years, while his post as Keeper carried genuine responsibility, but he was still a
child, and it is not surprising that he was traumatized by the attack. His writs refer repeatedly
to Margery’s ‘ravishment’ and the terror experienced by the royal children, awakened by the
uproar. Daylight revealed Margery missing, the house littered with dead and wounded men,
and Lionel undoubtedly assumed that his hostess had been gang-raped and forcibly
abducted. Shaken and furious, he returned to Reading, and on Easter Saturday with the
support of a few Council members issued the first in a cascade of writs naming leaders of
the raid, of whom several had served at court, and all were known to him or his attendants:
…a scandalous outcry prevails everywhere among the people… John de Dalton, chivaler,
Robert de Holand, chivaler, Thomas de Ardern, chivaler, Matthew de Haydok, chivaler,
William son of John Trussel, chivaler, Edmund de Mancestre, chivaler, and Thomas de
10 NA, KB 27/350, Rex. rot. m.55r,…armata potentia modo guerrino arraiato et armato armis suis propriis discoopertis
scutis lanceis et aliis armatura suis extensis domine Rege pro salvatione et defensione regnum suum Anglia et iurum
suorum in partibus transmarinis…
11 Calendar of Patent Rolls (CPR) 1345-8, pp.344-5. Thomas’s name is spelled elsewhere as ‘le Clerk’.
12 William’s name indicates he was Thomas le Clerk’s servant, trying to protect his unfortunate master.
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Charnels, chivaler, by force ravished Margery… before dawn at her manor of Beaumes
by Readyng, where the king’s son Lionel, keeper of England, was staying…13

Who was Margery de Lisle?
Born about 1312, Margery was a daughter of the distinguished soldier Sir Michael Ponynges
(d.1314).14 His eldest son and heir was Sir Thomas Ponynges, but it was a younger son
Michael Ponynges ‘le uncle’ who would die fighting to defend Lionel and his princely
siblings, guests in his sister’s home, as well as Margery herself.15 Twice widowed by 1347,
Margery held valuable lands as surviving joint tenant of her late spouses, including Beams
which was acquired by her second husband Sir Nicholas de la Beche, and she had married
her third husband Sir Gerard de Lisle in 1346. While her removal from Beams may have
been a sham, she cannot have foreseen the involvement of the king’s children and Lionel’s
guards, and certainly not the violent death of her brother Michael. Aside from the demise
of her first two husbands, Margery’s life before Easter 1347 was uneventful. (Figure 2)
Margery’s first husband: Sir Edmund Bacoun
On 19th November 1326, Margery
Ponynges was 14 years old and already
married to Sir Edmund Bacoun, when her
guardian Geoffrey de Corton arranged the
first in a series of settlements by fine,
whereby Margery was jointly enfeoffed with
her husband in certain of his tenancies.16 Sir
Edmund had inherited lands in Essex,
Norfolk, and Suffolk, and his first marriage
to Joan de Brewes brought him lands and an
advowson in the Oxfordshire manor of
Ewelme, but Joan had died young, leaving
him one daughter Maud, born about 1325.17
Figure 2. Margery’s marriages.
As Sir Edmund’s second wife, Margery bore
(D. Arden)
him another daughter they named Margery,
her mother’s only child by any of her marriages, and he died in April 1336 without fathering
a male heir.18 In her widowhood, Margery was her late husband’s surviving joint feoffee in
many of his estates, and held others for her life in dower. Their daughter Margery would
marry Sir William Moleyns, as discussed at length below.
Margery’s second marriage: Sir Nicholas de la Beche
Holding a handsome estate in her own right, Margery soon found herself provided with a
new husband. Sir Nicholas de la Beche was an experienced soldier, a knight banneret in
the retinue of the Earl of Northampton, who had served Edward III as lieutenant of the
Tower and seneschal of Aquitaine, and held valuable property in Southampton, Wiltshire,
Berkshire, and Oxfordshire.19 When he married Margery, Nicholas enfeoffed her as his joint
tenant in his lands, and her nephew Sir Michael Ponynges settled life tenancies in Suffolk
13 CPR 1345-48, pp.310-11.
14 Cokayne, G.E., The Complete Peerage, (1945 edn.) v.10, p.659 suggests that Sir Michael was probably killed
at the battle of Bannockburn in June 1314. One of the remarkably few primary sources to identify her as
Margery Pounynges is CIPM, vol.11, No.19, at p.11.
15 His death amply demonstrates that he knew nothing of any connivance by Margery with the invaders.
16 CIPM, v.9, No.154, pp.152-3; No.155, p.153; and v.10, No.314, p.262, at 265.
17 Ibid., and CIPM, v.11, No.19, p.11. In due course, Maud Bacoun would marry Sir John Burgherssh.
18 CIPM, v.10, No.314, p.263.
19 Ibid., v.8, No.574, pp.414-6.
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on the couple.20 Margery was widowed a second time when Sir
Nicholas died beyond seas in February 1345, on campaign in
Brittany.21 He was survived by some cousins but left no
children, and Margery now held a formidable cluster of estates
in ten counties, the fruit of two marriages.
Margery’s third marriage: Sir Gerard de Lisle
Twice widowed, past the first bloom of youth, Margery’s chief
attraction may now have been her broad landed interests, and
by March 1347 she was married to her third husband. Of an
old Lancastrian family, Sir Gerard de Lisle had been among a
small group of his long-time supporters knighted by Edward
III at his coronation in 1327,22 and was an influential member
of the king’s inner circle. An experienced soldier, Gerard led his
own squadron of cavalry to Crécy in the Earl of Arundel’s
retinue, and fought in the division of the English army
commanded by the Earl of Northampton.23 For the Figure 3. Margery de
advancement of his friend Gerard, the king selected him as a Lisle’s husband, lover
or kidnapper? The
third husband for his twice-widowed and wealthy tenant
arms of Sir John
Margery, probably without much regard to her wishes, and
Dalton of Apethorpe.
possibly against her will.
Gerard held ancestral estates in Northamptonshire at Kislingbury, Brampton and Stowe
Nine Churches, lands in Oxfordshire, and was heir expectant to a Yorkshire estate, but would
not succeed while his mother lived.24 A widower with sons Warin and Richard by a first
marriage, he came to Margery as a 37-year-old professional soldier who had passed much
of his adult life on various battlefields, and it would be no great surprise if she found her
new spouse unpolished, not to say uncouth. She was in her early 30s, a detail unlikely to
have deterred a wealthy, self-assured woman attracted to a younger man, who was a knight
and courtier. (Figure 3)
Margery’s last husband: Sir John Dalton
Sir John Dalton was a 23-year-old king’s sergeant who had served with distinction at Crécy
in the division commanded by the king.25 His father Robert Dalton held tenancies at
Bispham, Hale and Dalton in Lancashire yielding 10 marks yearly,26 but his main source of
income was the rent-roll of £39 19s. 3d. paid by the men of Apethorpe in
Northamptonshire, now the family’s preferred residence.27 Robert’s son Sir John Dalton
had little income of his own, and Margery’s estates must have seemed a glittering prize to
a landless young knight, and perhaps his relatives as well. A distinct odour of family
conspiracy hangs about Margery’s abduction, given that John Dalton’s father Robert, his
mother Mary, his cousin Robert Dalton, and his mother Sarra Baillof, were all indicted for
their complicity.28 The elder Robert Dalton expected repercussions, as a Lancashire jury
20 Ibid., v.9, No.235, pp.236-8, and No.236, pp.238-9.
21 Ibid., v.8, No.574, p.414.
22 NA, E 101/382/8, m.2. The surname Latinized as de Insula was de L’Isle, or more often de Lisle.
23 Berkeley Castle, Select Charter 526.1; and Wrottesley, George, Crécy and Calais (London 1898), p.142
24 CIPM, v.9, No.571, pp.394-5.
25 Wrottesley, Crécy and Calais, op. cit., pp.39, 101, 110, 215.
26 Calendar of Inquisitions Miscellaneous (Chancery) (CIMC), v.2, No.2006, p.503.
27 CIPM, v. 10, No.65, p.71.The Apethorpe rental replaced an annuity Robert had been granted when he was
superseded as keeper of the Tower of London; see CPR 1345-8, p.52.
28 NA, KB 27/350,Rex rot. m.55r, and CClR 1346-9, p.271. Sarra [sic] Baillof, the mother of Robert Dalton
‘le cosyn’ was a widow who had remarried.
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Figure 4. French troops assault a fortified manor, recalling
the Beams attack on Good Friday 1347.
(© the British Library Board,Yates Thompson 35, f. 62)
would later report that on the 29th March, the day before the Beams raid, he had ‘removed
privately’ from the county his goods worth £40, leaving only growing corn worth 100s.29
(Figure 4)
Margery marries her abductor
Robert lord Holand II was certainly one of the seven knights who led the Beams outrage,
but he detached himself immediately afterward, and directed the others to his mother’s
vacant manor house at Upholand in Lancashire, near Hale where the Daltons were his
tenants. The main body of the military contingent resumed the journey to the ships at
Southampton, while the remaining leaders rode north, arriving at the empty mansion on
Sunday, a week after the raid. On the following morning, John Dalton and Margery were
joined in a marriage which seems to have been consensual, although certainly bigamous.
As discussed below, any one of the five clergymen implicated as co-offenders may have
officiated at the ceremony. Writs issued by Lionel persist in alleging Margery had been
raped, in the sense of a sexual assault, but older and wiser heads held that although she may
have been removed against her will, she had subsequently agreed to marry Dalton, and the
formula was adopted that she had been …abducted by John de Dalton, to whom she afterwards
consented and was married without the king’s licence…30
Margery was already married to Gerard de Lisle, and ecclesiastical law would have demanded
a formal dissolution or voidance to legitimize any union with Dalton. Not only was Gerard
a royal confidant, but Margery held lands as a tenant in chief, so that her marriage without
the royal licence was both an affront to the king, and a substantial loss to his privy purse.
Worse, Dalton and his confederates had done murder and mayhem in the presence of the
royal children including the Keeper of England, placing them in fear and actual danger.
When Edward III was told some weeks later, he did not react with the grudging acceptance
described by Bellamy as usual in sham abductions,31 but with fury against those he
characterized as:
29 CIMC, v.2, No.2006, p.503.The jury’s finding indicates that Robert was not physically present at the Beams
raid, some 180 miles SSE of Lancashire, but was well aware it had been planned for Good Friday.
30 CIPM, v.9, No.154, p.153, and No.235, p.236.
31 Bellamy, op. cit., pp.58-9.
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…persons who, in the absence of the king in
parts beyond seas for the defence of his realm
and rights, within the verge of the household
of his son Lionel, keeper of England, by night
seditiously assaulted and broke the manor of
Beaumes… ravished Margery… killed Michael
Ponynges ‘le uncle’ and others and carried
away goods, and also beat and wounded divers
men there so that their life is still despaired of
…32

From Calais, the king directed Chief Justice
Thorpe to draft indictments against the
offenders, although Robert lord Holand’s
name was a glaring omission from the list the
king received. Ordered to arrest Dalton and
his accomplices, the sheriff came to Upholand
with Roger le Archer, a king’s sergeant-at- Figure 5. Five raiders and their most
arms well acquainted with his fellow royal distinguished victim: the shields of
officer Sir John Dalton.There were no arrests,
John Stafford, William Trussel,
and the Dalton party made a leisurely exit Thomas Arderne, Edward Mancestre,
with Margery, while it was reported that the Thomas Charnels, and (bottom right)
fugitives …lay hid in Lancaster and York, and the Michael Ponynges ‘le oncle’. (D. Arden)
sheriff vigorously sought them, but they withdrew
by night to the north…33 This report misled the Council to issue pursuit writs to the keeper
of Berwick, to northern marcher lords such as Harry Percy, and even to demand of the
Scottish king that he should not shelter the fugitives.34
Who were Dalton’s accomplices?
The hard core of seven knights identified as leaders of the Beams raid were said to be
conducting an orgy of lawlessness …by night and day drawing to them divers malefactors…
committing crimes wherever they go…35 In writs issued from May to July 1347, the value of
furs, gold and silver vessels, jewels, and other saleable items plundered from Beams was
inflated from £200 to £1,000, while the number of persons accused of complicity, directly
or after the event, increased to over 50.36
Many respectable knights were added, such as Sir John and Thomas Vernon, Sir Gilbert
Haydok, and Sir John Stafford, constable of Banbury castle.37 (Figure 5)
Most perpetrators of the armed invasion belonged to the military caste, although a few
hangers-on like Adam Longbok a London tailor, and the stonemason Walter le Napper
clearly did not, while William Braundeston was a Banbury fence who later handled some
of the loot.38 Of five religious indicted, the chaplain Henry Steynour who had fought at
Crécy was pardoned for all felonies, with the specific exception of his share in the Beams
32 CPR 1345-8, p.312.
33 CIMC, v.2, No.2006, p.503.
34 CPR 1345-8, pp.319-20.
35 CClR 1346-9, p.271. John Dalton, Holand, Ardern, Matthew Haydok, Trussel, Mancestre, and Charnels.
36 Ibid., and CPR 1345-8, pp.384-5.
37 CClR 1346-9, pp.261, 369, 410. Stafford complained bitterly that his name was inserted by his enemies.
38 Edward III’s armies were increasingly professional, but quasi-military followers still clung to the fringes.
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invasion, and the death of Ponynges.39 John Barneby, prior of Upholand,Thomas Lytherland,
prior of Burscough, and Randolph, parson of Basildon, were all presented for assisting the
raiders.40 On 14th July 1350, Hugh Pemburton, parson of Burnel, was the last cleric and
also the last accused man to be pardoned, which suggests he may have conducted the illicit
Dalton marriage.41
Why risk outlawry to help the Daltons?
Many raiders had fought at Crécy in August 1346, and returned to England in late winter
1347 to see to personal affairs. As Wrottesley notes, they were on their way to rejoin the
army at Calais,42 and it is remarkable that so many prominent men were diverted from their
duty to support the Daltons, gentry nearer the base of the feudal hierarchy than the top.
However, the loyalties of almost everyone involved lay squarely within the Lancastrian
affinity. John Dalton’s father Robert had been a senior official of Earl Thomas, some of his
lands had been confiscated in 1322 for defending his master in the Contrariant insurgency,43
and Sir John Dalton himself served in the retinue of Earl Henry.44 Presumably assured that
the armed invasion of Beams would be a mere bloodless charade, the raiders evidently felt
obliged to assist their Lancastrian comrade in his adulterous enterprise, however ill-advised.
Aside from their comital allegiance, a group loyalty structure of unique force, most of these
men were also linked by a web of kinship, as in the case of three leaders.
(1) The most eminent raider: Robert lord Holand II
Robert lord Holand II lived on his Northamptonshire estates, but he retained his Lancastrian
lands and loyalties, and served the affinity.45 Although he directed the diminished Dalton
party to his mother’s unoccupied manor house at Upholand he did not join them, but
resumed his journey to Southampton with the main force. Holand’s name was soon deleted
from lists used to draft presentments, probably by relatives on the Council,46 and he
continued as a royal retainer.47 He was never indicted, in exigents for outlawry, or even
reported to the king as an offender, and was spared royal displeasure, and the considerable
expense of a special pardon.
(2) Sir William Trussel the younger48
Sir William, son of John Trussel of Kibblestone (Cublesden) in Staffordshire was a cousin of
both Lord Holand II and Sir Thomas Arderne III, and like the latter was inclined to lawless
violence. As constable of Odyham castle, Trussel fought beside Edward III at the battle of
Halidon Hill in 1333, and for a celebratory tournament in March 1334 the young king
gave him two new suits of armour, to replace his battered field harness.49 In the early 1330s,
he was sent on diplomatic missions to foreign courts including France, was presumably
fluent in the colloquial language, and was probably the same William Trussel who in April
1343 assented on behalf of …the knights of the shires and the commons… to a truce with
France.50 Trussel fought in the king’s bodyguard at the battle of Crécy in 1346, and doubtless
39 Wrottesley, Crécy and Calais, op. cit., p.268.
40 NA, KB 27/350, Rex rot. m.56r, and CPR 1345-8, p.436.
41 CPR 1348-50, p.467.
42 Wrottesley, George, ‘Extracts from the Plea Rolls of the Reign of Edward III’, Collections for a History of
Staffordshire, vol. XIV (1893), p.71, note 1.
43 Parliamentary Writs, ed. F. Palgrave, v.II, ii, 200; and CIMC, v.2, No.578, p.146.
44 Wrottesley, Crécy and Calais, op. cit., p.110.
45 For the career of Robert lord Holand II, see Northamptonshire Past & Present, No.62 (2009) pp.7-13.
46 His name had already disappeared from the list in a writ issued on 10th May: CPR 1345-8, pp.319-20.
47 For his service, Holand was relieved from raising troops: Wrottesley, Crécy and Calais, op. cit., p.150.
48 Here called ‘the younger’ to distinguish him from two contemporaries of his name: see Oxford DNB.
49 NA, E101/386/18, m.58.
50 Clarke, M.V., Medieval Representation and Consent…, (1936), pp.220-3.
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for his consular experience and language skills, he was sent home in February 1347 with a
commission to identify and arrest French agents operating in England:
…enemies of the king and his realm… had entered England without licence… and spy out
his secrets of his land and Council… and daily transmit the same to [the French king] and
his accomplices, he has appointed William Trussel to attach all such spies…51

Matilda, widow of Thomas le Clerk, a member of Lionel’s retinue killed in the raid, sued
all the leaders, accusing Trussel in particular of splitting her husband’s head with a sword.52
On 8th August 1347, five months after the Beams raid, Sir William Trussel and his brother
Sir Warin were accused of leading another gang of knights and assorted clerics, including
three parsons, a vicar, and the abbot of Tilteye on a new rampage of trespass, slaughter of
game, and theft in the park belonging to the infant heir of John de Lovayne at Eyston in
Essex.53
For his share in the Beams invasion, Lionel directed a Chester justice to confiscate Trussel’s
lands, but by December 1347 he had surrendered, whereupon the king ordered his release
and revoked Lionel’s forfeiture order until the charges against him were resolved.54 A pardon
granted to Sir William Trussel on 28th August 1349 for his part in the outrage, which he
had never bothered to deny, was justified on the surprising ground that …he is quite
innocent.55 He lived to 1379, when shortly before his death he executed a will appointing
his brother Warin as executor, and naming …my cousin Sir Thomas d’Arderne… among his
beneficiaries.56
(3) Sir Thomas Arderne III of Spratton
His mother Joan Blackburn was one of the four daughters of Margaret Banastre, née
Holand, and Thomas shared descent from Thurstan Holand (d. 1270) with his cousin Robert
lord Holand II.57 Thomas lived for most of the year on his estates in the Northamptonshire
vills of Spratton and Holdenby, while his younger son John held his father’s inherited share
in the Lancashire vills of Bolton, Chorley, Nether Darwen, and Wiswell.58 Sir Thomas
Arderne II had been among adherents of Earl Thomas pardoned in 1313 for killing Piers
Gaveston, and his son Thomas III was equally devoted to the Lancastrian affinity. In 1327,
while still a minor in wardship to Margaret his grandmother, he demonstrated both his
loyalty and his propensity for murderous violence by killing John le Keu, out of favour with
the affinity.59
As mentioned above, Sir William Trussel’s lands were briefly in the king’s hands, but Arderne
was the only Beams raider to suffer lasting confiscation, and in May 1347 his lands were
granted to Sir Reginald Cobham.60 He was almost the last man to receive a pardon on 25th
June 1350,61 a month after Sir John Dalton, instigator of the raid, and was unable to recover
his lands until October 1352.62 Although his pardon was issued for …good service long
51 CPR 1345-8, p.309.
52 Wrottesley, ‘Extracts…’, supra, p.70, cit. ‘Coram Rege. Mich., 21 E.III, m. 155’.
53 CPR 1345-8, p.393.
54 CClR 1346-9, p.348.
55 CPR 1348-50, p.379. Such writs often include wildly inappropriate stock phrases.
56 Nicolas, Sir Nicholas H., Testamenta Vetusta, v.1, p.107. He seemed unaware that Thomas died in 1361.
57 Margaret retained the name of her third husband Adam Banastre, executed for rebellion in 1315.
58 VCH, Lancs., vols. 5 and 6, cit. ‘Whalley Couch.(Chet.Soc.) v.i, iv, etc.’ [The Coucher Book or Cartulary of
Whalley Abbey, (Chetham Society, 1847-9) vols. 10, 11, 16, 20, BL shelfmark AC. 8120].
59 CPR 1327-30, p.89.
60 CClR 1346-9, p.451.
61 CPR 1348-50, p.467. Hugh Pemberton, parson of Burnel was the last raider pardoned on 14th July 1350.
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rendered, and for damage and loss in the same service, he seems to have been treated more severely
than other leaders, perhaps because immediately before the raid the king appointed him as
a collector of subsidies on knights’ fees.63 His Lancashire estates escaped confiscation as they
were held by his younger son John, who kept them until his death in 1392. When Thomas
died in 1361, his lands in the counties of Northampton, Stafford, Oxford, and Bedford
passed to his elder son Sir Thomas Arderne IV of Spratton (d. 1370) whose infant
granddaughter Elizabeth Swinford inherited his land in Spratton and Holdenby, while the
rest passed to her great-uncle, John Arderne of Lancashire.
Was Margery a party to her own abduction?
All Lionel’s writs insist that Margery was raped, but indictments employ the word rapuerunt
indicating forcible abduction rather than a sexual assault, which seems confirmed by her
marriage to Dalton, apparently consensual. Professor Bellamy’s account assumes that
Margery conspired with Dalton, although the circumstances call to mind the so-called
Stockholm syndrome, whereby a victim forms a perverse attachment to an abductor.
However, Margery was in Dalton’s custody for only a week before their marriage, scarcely
long enough for the Stockholm effect to take hold. Writs and indictments refer to their
union, but not to its bigamous nature, ignoring the fact that Margery had been Sir Gerard
de Lisle’s lawful wife for some 14 months.64 He served overseas for long periods, and his
wife’s evident betrayal may have led him to repudiate the marriage, perhaps on grounds
that it had never been consummated. All writs and proceedings after April 1347 describe
Margery as widow of Nicholas de la Beche, and the de Lisle marriage is no longer
mentioned.
Official sympathy for the fugitives
By 7th July 1347, some of those accused of responsibility for the Beams outrage had been
arrested, but many royal officials seem to have ignored orders to pursue those at large. Lionel
and the Council, learning of this disobedience and inaction, threatened severe penalties for
further derelictions of duty:
…and whereas all [the fugitives] are… received in divers parts of the realm… by maintenance
and assent of the commissioners themselves… appointed to follow and arrest all the persons
indicted as above and the said Margery. [the king] commands them on pain of forfeiture of
all they can forfeit, to do this with all… diligence and solicitude…65

The Aftermath
Despite the bigamous union, Margery was recognized as Dalton’s wife, but he was not
allowed to profit by their marriage. By August 1347, all of Margery’s estates in Berkshire,
Essex, Lincolnshire, Norfolk, Northamptonshire, Oxfordshire, Suffolk, Surrey, Sussex and
Wiltshire had been seized by Crown escheators, and leased for 500 marks a year to her
nephew Sir Michael Ponynges, while her goods were sold to him outright.66 He only held
Margery’s lands from 1347 to 1351, but such a huge boost to his estate, however temporary,
helped ensure his summons to parliament in 1348, and his consequent peerage by writ. In
that year, the king augmented his own privy purse by stripping Margery’s former lands of
their standing timber.67
62 Wrottesley, ‘Extracts…,’ op. cit., pp.77-8, cit. ‘Coram Rege. Hillary 26 E.III, Rex. rot., m.34’.
63 CClR 1346-9, p.356.
64 Lionel’s first writ in response to Margery’s abduction recognized her marriage to Gerard de Lisle, and granted
him permission to pursue the abductors with an armed posse: CPR 1345-48, pp.310-11.
65 CPR 1345-8, p.385.
66 CClR 1346-9, pp.470-1; and CPR 1348-50, p.460.
67 CPR 1348-50, pp.210-11.
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A glimpse of Margery’s lost personal wealth
A chance documentary survival reveals that Margery had been living in splendour. When
Edward III leased her estate to her nephew Sir Michael Ponynges, he also purported to sell
him all goods remaining in her lands at the time of forfeiture.68 In September 1351, two
years after Margery’s death, the king ignored this transaction and ordered Lord Ponynges
to deliver all the goods to Edmund de la Beche, king’s clerk, a cousin of her late second
husband Sir Nicholas.69 The order was followed by an acquittance with an inventory of the
remnants of Margery’s former personal possessions, inevitably much diminished, first by
theft during the original raid, and subsequently in the four years they had been held by
Lord Ponynges.70
The inventory itemized under 159 heads provides an amazing vision of Margery’s opulence.
The ecclesiastical vestments would equip a cathedral handsomely, and while there is a
separate group of garments and liturgical gear suited to a domestic chapel, including a large
ivory figure of Our Lady, all had been part of Margery’s household, as many items are
embroidered with the arms of Ponynges, Bacoun, or de la Beche.71 There is a huge
assemblage of furnishings for the bed-chamber, rich with fur trimming, gold embroidery,
costly oeuvre de Paris, and quantities of silk and velvet, again often bearing Margery’s family
arms, and those of her deceased husbands. There is equipment for a table of baronial
proportions, including three great silver mazers, or centrepieces, enamelled with the arms
of Ponynges and de la Beche.72 Finally, it seems that Margery was an avid reader, and among
her many books were some romances including a popular novel known by its opening
words Amour si est bel comencement…
The Raiders scramble for Bail and Pardons
Between August and November 1347, many accused hastily sought mainpernors to assert
their innocence, and vouch for their appearance at trial. Mere production of general pardons
would be insufficient here, and swingeing fees were required for special pardons, while
failure to appear led to exigents for outlawry, with liability to confiscation. No Beams raider
was ever brought to trial, futile in any case as all of them eventually managed to purchase
exculpatory special pardons.
End of the road for Margery
Whether or not she had connived at her own abduction, Margery could not have
anticipated the arrival of the king’s children, or the bloodshed which followed. She must
have been shocked by these events, and exhausted by the flight north, so that her illicit
wedding in an empty house probably fell short of being a joyful occasion. The sequel was
confiscation of her lands and possessions, and the departure of her paramour Dalton, who
did not stay long when his expectations of landed increase evaporated. Although indicted
and in exigents for outlawry, John Dalton and his father Robert rejoined the army at Calais
three months after Margery’s abduction, whereupon the king suspended the exigents, and
allowed them to resume service.73
Killed by the raiders, Michael Ponynges ‘le uncle’ had been a loyal retainer to his nephew
Michael lord Ponynges, now the lessee of his aunt Margery’s estates, and he did not lift a
68 Ibid., p.460. This writ confirms both the lease, and the sale of Margery’s goods to Ponynges.
69 CPR 1350-54, p.137.
70 Ibid., pp.137-141. Ponynges had undoubtedly purchased these items in good faith.
71 Many of the vestments would have been used by visiting ecclesiastics, but clearly Margery’s chaplain Robert
le Hunte, who died of fright during the Beams raid, had been exceptionally well equipped.
72 Predictably, none of Margery’s gold, silver or gilt plate unmarked with family heraldry remained.
73 CClR 1346-9, p.370. Robert had escaped prison, and hurried to Calais to seek the king’s indulgence.
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finger to help her. Margery Bacoun her only child would marry
Sir William Moleyns, but in 1347 she was just 12 years old, in
no position to assist.74 Margery’s stepdaughter Maud Bacoun
was married to Sir John Burgherssh, and although their estate
at Ewelme in Oxfordshire had been Maud’s own inheritance,
mostly held of the king, a part was held of Sir Gerard de Lisle.75
The Burghersshes appear to have received Maud’s stepmother
Margery into their home, and it is possible that Sir Gerard
persuaded his tenants to provide for his discarded wife.
Two years later, pestilence carried off most of the inhabitants of
Ewelme, where Maud Burgherssh died on 20th May 1349,76
followed by her husband Sir John one month later, leaving their
eight-year-old son John as an orphan.77 Repudiated by Sir
Gerard de Lisle, cast aside by Sir John Dalton, despised by her
own Ponynges relatives, Margery was landless, destitute, and
probably alone when she died in September or October 1349,
Figure 6. Sir Richard one victim among thousands swept 78away in that year, the high
Pembrugge (d. 1375) tide of the Black Death in England.
who married
Elizabeth, widow of The last Beams raiders returned to Royal Favour
Dalton was outlawed, and not pardoned until May
Sir Gerard de Lisle in Sir John
79 Nevertheless, in July 1347 he was named among Edward
1350.
1360. (Richard’s effigy by
kind permission of the Dean III’s personal retinue, and in October he was granted an inn and
and Chapter of Hereford some cottages in the captured city of Calais, by80 a royal patent
which still identified him as a king’s sergeant. On 4th May
Cathedral)
1350, Dalton had his pardon, and a month later was confirmed
as a member of the king’s guard, in receipt of two annuities.81 On 25th June, Sir Thomas
Arderne III of Spratton was the last principal offender to obtain a pardon,82 but he was
unable to recover his confiscated lands until 1352, and only after repeated applications to
the court of King’s Bench sitting at Chelmsford.83
Margery’s last two husbands marry again: Sir Gerard de Lisle
Sir Gerard de Lisle entered his Yorkshire estates on the death of his mother Alice on 2nd
August 1347, five months after the bigamous marriage of his wife Margery. Undiscouraged,
he now married Elizabeth, widow of Sir Edmund St John, whose dower included many of
her late husband’s lands in Sussex, Berkshire, Wiltshire, Cornwall, and Southampton.84
Deprived of Margery’s prodigious holdings, Gerard gained a respectable consolation prize
74 CIPM, v.10, No.314, p.262.William was a younger son of John lord Moleyns. In 1348 Lord Ponynges married
Joan, widow of John, prematurely deceased eldest son and heir presumptive of Lord Moleyns.
75 Ibid., v. 9, No. 570, p. 394. John Burgherssh held of Gerard de Lisle by a moiety of a knight’s fee, a toft, a
messuage, two carucates of land, two acres of meadow, and 21s rent.
76 Ibid., v.10, No.314, p.262, at 263.
77 One William Kerdeston paid £120 for custody of Ewelme during the minority of Edmund Bacoun’s heirs,
and arranged for the marriage of John Burgherssh the younger to his own 10-year-old daughter Maud
Kerdeston: CIPM, v.9, No.570, p.394 ; and v.10, No.314, p.262,at 264.
78 CIPM, v.9, No.235, p.236; and No.236, p.238, at 239.
79 CPR 1348-50, p.498.
80 CPR 1345-8, p.567-8.
81 Ibid., p.540; and CPR 1348-50, p.552.
82 CPR 1348-50, p.467.
83 Wrottesley, ‘Extracts…’, op. cit., pp.76-8, cit. ‘Coram Rege. Hillary, 26 E.III, Rex rot. m.34’.
84 CIPM, v.10, No.260, pp.228-9.
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by way of joint enfeoffment with Elizabeth in her dower lands, less impressive but still quite
substantial.This marriage would produce a son Henry de Lisle, and Sir Gerard survived until
June 1360 when he died aged 51 years, leaving his widow and three sons by two marriages,
including Warin the eldest and heir.85 A widow once again, Elizabeth married Sir Richard
Pembrugge, but she died two years later on 16th December 1362.86 (Figure 6)
Robert Dalton, Sir John Dalton, and his son John II
Pardoned for complicity in the Beams outrage on 28th May 1348,87 Robert Dalton died
on 12th June 1353, whereupon his Apethorpe rents and Lancashire tenancies passed to his
son and heir Sir John Dalton.88 After Margery’s death in 1349, Sir John had married Ellen,
who brought him as her dowry the manor of Whittington in Lancashire, yielding an annual
rental of 43s. 4d.
On 14th September 1369, Sir John Dalton died at Apethorpe aged 46 years, and his widow
Ellen married Robert Ursewyk as his second wife.89 An inquisition post mortem was held
at Apethorpe on 25th October, at which the jury returned that he had been survived by
his widow, his son and heir John aged six, and a younger son Robert. Sir John’s assets had
been the family’s mesne tenancies at Bispham, Hale, and Dalton in Lancashire, held of Lord
Holand II by money rents, and his wife’s interest in Whittington. His most valuable asset
had been the rent-roll inherited from his father, a total of £39 19s. 3d payable by the tenants
of Apethorpe, held of the king by fealty alone.90 However, the service was questioned, and
it was ordered that in future the rentals would be held in chief by knight’s service, giving
the king custody of the revenue, and the marriage of the heir during his minority.91
John Dalton II was pardoned in 1385 for marrying Isabel, the daughter of Roger Pilkington,
widow of Thomas Lathom, without licence of the Duke of Lancaster.92 He inherited the
family tenancies in Lancashire, and the Apethorpe rentals, as well as his father’s inclination
to lawless violence. In 1395, Sir John Dalton II and his wife Isabel were presented for novel
disseisin by Richard Rayneford, who refused either to settle or accept a bribe to withdraw.
The Daltons conspired to murder him and on 4th November 1396 before sunrise, wearing
‘masks of broom’ Sir John and two accomplices laid an ambush for the unfortunate Richard
near his home at Bickersteth, and when he emerged killed him and plundered his corpse.93
Indicted for conspiracy and murder, Sir John and Isabel Dalton were eventually pardoned
upon the intervention of John of Gaunt.94
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A Secret Loadstone:
The Worthy Dr Thomas Fuller 1608-1661
and Northamptonshire
M. J. COHEN
‘The Famous Tom. Fuller’
On 16th August 1661 Samuel Pepys mourned the death of his friend, ‘the famous Tom.
Fuller’1 whom he later described as one ‘of the great Cavalier parsons during the late
troubles’.2 A year later Fuller was the subject of a short biography or, more properly, a eulogy,
The Life and Death of that Reverend Divine and Excellent Historian, Dr Thomas Fuller (1662).
His many works of history, books of ‘characters’, sermons, meditations and biblical
commentary were published and republished until the end of the seventeenth century.
(Figure 1)
In the nineteenth century he was widely reprinted and greatly admired by Coleridge: ‘Next
to Shakespeare, I am not certain whether Thomas Fuller, beyond all other writers, does not
excite in me the sense and emotion of the marvellous… Fuller was incomparably the most
sensible, the least prejudiced great man of an age that boasted a galaxy of great men.’3 His
admiration was shared by Charles Lamb, Southey
and Leslie Stephen among others. Stephen, the first
editor of the Dictionary of National Biography, saw
Fuller as a pioneer. He was author of the first
dictionary of national biography in English, The
Worthies of England, first published by Fuller’s son,
John, the year after his father’s death. Four hundred
years after his birth Fuller is again and undeservedly
forgotten. (Figure 2)
Thomas Fuller tells us that in June 1608: ‘I was
born at Aldwincle in Northamptonshire, where my
father was the painful (painstaking) preacher for
thirty years.’ In June 1621, at the age of thirteen,
he went up to Queens’ College, Cambridge, whose
president was his maternal uncle, John Davenant,
Professor of Divinity. Davenant resigned from
Queens’ soon after to become Bishop of Salisbury,
but would remain important to his nephew’s career
until Davenant’s death in April 1641. At Salisbury
Davenant succeeded Robert Townson, his brotherFigure 1. Etching of Thomas
in-law, and also Fuller’s uncle, and also a previous
Fuller by David Loggan
fellow of Queens’. This may remind us that the
from the first edition of
term ‘nepotism’ was applied to the ‘nephews’ of
The Worthies of England, 1662.
popes,
not to such family links which were
(The Witt Library,
The Courtauld Institute of Art, London) common within the church.Townson had a strong
Northamptonshire connection since he was
beneficed there, first with the vicarage of
Wellingborough and later the rectory of Old.
1 R. Latham and W. Matthews, eds. The Diary of Samuel Pepys, a new and complete transcription. Bell & Hyman.
(1970) Vol. II, p.155
2 Latham and Matthews. (1974) Vol.VIII, p.337
3 S.T. Coleridge. Notes on English Divines, July 1829
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At twenty-one, Fuller was denied a fellowship at
Queens’ and moved to Sidney Sussex to study
theology (just as John Milton, also born in 1608,
graduated from Christ’s College, up the road). By
the time Fuller was ordained in 1631 he had
already been appointed vicar of St Bene’t’s in
Cambridge. That year he published a narrative
poem, the first of the many works in a richly
productive writing career spanning the next thirty
years.
The monumental The Life of Thomas Fuller, DD
with Notice of His Books, His Kinsmen and His
Friends (1874) by J E Bailey devotes 50 meticulous
pages to his bibliography. These books included
The Holy War (1639), the first history of the
Crusades in English, and the major work in his
lifetime, The Church History of Britain; From the
Birth of Jesus Christ Until the Year M.DC.XLVIII
(1655), again the first in English. He brought his
history up to the execution of his royal master,
Figure 2. St Peter’s Church,
Charles I, in 1649, not an easy ending to mark
Aldwincle (M. J. Cohen)
only six years later. As he wryly puts it in his
introductory note: ‘To The Reader: An ingenious gentleman some months since in jestearnest, advised me to make haste, with my History of the Church of England, for fear (said
he) lest the Church of England be ended before the History thereof.’4
Fuller was immensely versatile, but above all he was a master of the short historical
biography. Such pen portraits, from Saladin to John Donne, from King Alfred to King
Richard III, enliven his many works. The Worthies of England (1662) is a gallery of such vivid
portraits.
As the minister of the Dorset parish of Broadwindsor and prebend of Salisbury, Fuller
arrived in London in 1642 and from his participation in the Convocation of that year to
the Restoration which he outlived by only fifteen months, he was as a royalist minister of
the Church of England always a mediator committed to compromise.
In his actions and writings throughout what he called ‘the troublesome times’ that followed
(Cromwell called them long years of ‘blood and confusion’), Fuller was patiently seeking a
peaceful ‘accommodation’. This was partly out of self-interest, for, as a royalist, his position
was always vulnerable and his livings at worst sequestered, at best precarious. He depended
on his many patrons and his ‘wise and witty’ pen. Chosen by the mainly royalist
congregation of the Savoy Chapel in the Strand in 1642 as their minister, like all royalist
prelates in London he was soon under surveillance and was forced to escape to the king’s
court in Oxford in 1643. Having been too royalist for the Parliamentarians in London, he
there proved too lukewarm for some royalists.
Fuller left to become chaplain to the royalist army of Lord Hopton, ‘This noble lord,’ the
anonymous eulogist tells us, ‘though as courageous and expert a captain, and successful
withal, as the King had any, was never averse to an amicable closure of the war upon fair
and honourable terms, and did therefore well approve of the Doctor and his desires and
4 J. S. Brewer, ed. Church History (1845) Vol. 1, p.lix
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pursuit after peace.’5 The next year, the king appointed him chaplain to his newborn
daughter, Princess Henrietta, in Exeter and here Fuller published the first of his three
immensely popular books of prayers and meditations aimed at comforting all those suffering
in the Civil War. Good Thoughts in Bad Times (1645) was reprinted seven times before the
Restoration. The title of its sequels – Good Thoughts in Worse Times (1647) and, just before
the Restoration, Mixt Contemplations in Better Times (1660) – record the temperature of these
troubled times.
After the siege and loss of Exeter to the Parliamentary army, Fuller made his way back to
London and was able, despite his royalist loyalties, to preach in Chelsea and the City.
Appointed the perpetual curate of Waltham Abbey in Essex, he enjoyed relative security;
proximity to London stimulated his most productive writing period, culminating in The
Church History to which he attached The History of the University of Cambridge and The History
of Waltham Abbey.
Fuller saw out the interregnum as rector of Cranford in Middlesex.The Restoration restored
him to his livings at the Savoy Chapel and Salisbury Cathedral, and he was appointed
chaplain-extraordinary to the king.
The Great And The Good
For the medieval world there were nine worthies. Three were Biblical: Joshua, David and
Judas Maccabeus; three were from the classical world: Hector, Alexander the Great and Julius
Caesar; and three were Christian: Arthur, Charlemagne and Geoffrey of Bouillon, though
this team was subject to change. In 1592 Richard Johnson picked nine prominent citizens
as his heroes in Nine Worthies of London. The first sense of ‘a hero of antiquity’ became in
the Oxford Dictionary’s definition ‘a distinguished or eminent person, a famous or
renowned man or woman’.
Fuller’s The History of the Worthies of England6 is concerned with what might be defined as
‘the great and the good’. To each of these he devotes a short biography arranged under the
county of his (and rarely her) birth. He does, however, admit to the charge, levelled by himself
in his introduction, that: ‘You have mingled many Unworthies among them, rather notorious
than notable, except in the same sense wherein Barabbas is termed notable in the gospel.’
Typically, he pleads guilty, ‘but such persons are so few, their number is not considerable.’
Fuller justifies the gazetteer for ‘seeing where is as essential as when to a man’s being’. The
Worthies is anything but a human catalogue, however. ‘England may not unfitly be compared
to a house, not very great, but convenient; and the several Shires may properly be resembled
to the rooms thereof. Now, as learned Master Camden and painful Master Speed, with others,
have described the rooms themselves, so it is our intention, God willing, to describe the
furniture of these rooms; such eminent commodities which every county doth produce.’
‘I propound five aims to myself in this Book‘ he tells us: ‘first, to gain some glory to God:
secondly, to preserve the memories of the dead: thirdly, to present examples to the living:
fourthly, to entertain the reader with delight: and lastly (which I am not ashamed publicly
to profess) to procure some honest profit to myself. If not so happy to attain all, I will be
joyful to attain some: yea, contented and thankful too, if gaining (especially the first) of these
ends, the motives of my endeavours.’ His first three motives are really all patriotic rather
than didactic, for ‘I hope that our describing so good a land, with the various fruits and
5 Anon. The Life and Death of that Reverend Divine and Excellent Historian , Dr Thomas Fuller (1662) in Brewer,
p.xxiv-v
6 P. A. Nuttall, ed. The History of the Worthies of England by Thomas Fuller (1840),Vol. 1, p.99
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fruitful varieties therein, will engage both writer and reader in gratitude to that God who
hath been so bountiful to our nation.’ It is an irony that his final disarming motive should
have been frustrated by his death the year before publication. But his prolific output had
been prompted by the need to support his family despite the exile from his livings and he
prided himself that no bookseller had lost money on him.
Fuller always acknowledges his predecessors. Though his purpose is very different from
Camden’s, he cites the father of antiquaries throughout with respect. Camden’s Britannia
(1586) was an enormously popular work (with six editions over the next 19 years). It was
essentially a county-by-county history of Britain through its noble families. His scholarship
is immense; he writes, as he puts it ‘with candid impartiality’, as we might expect of a
headmaster and Clarenceux King of Arms, the country’s chief authority on heraldry. ‘His
Britannia is essentially Roman Britain as seen in relation to its later growth.’7
Camden wrote in Latin, and it was not till 1610 that Philemon Holland’s translation
appeared; whereas Fuller, 75 years later, was, as in all his writing, a popularizer who wanted
to reach the widest readership. He is far more personal in his judgements, writes wittily
and can readily be deflected into an anecdote. The liveliness of our guide should not blind
us to his erudition, however. With a nod to his antiquarian ancestors, Fuller clearly
enumerates other sources: ‘These may be referred to three heads; first, Printed Books; secondly,
Records in Public Offices; thirdly, Manuscripts in the possession of private gentlemen.To which
we may add a fourth, viz., Instructions received from the nearest Relations to those persons
whose lives we have presented.’8
Then too, Fuller’s memory was legendary. His eulogist describes him as ‘a perfect walking
library, and those that would find delight in him must turn him’.9 While in a diary entry for
22nd January 1661, Samuel Pepys recorded: ‘I met with Dr Tho. Fuller and took him to the
Dogg, where he tells me of his last and great book that is coming out: that is, his history of all
the families in England – and could tell me more of my own than I knew myself. And also to
what perfection he hath now brought the art of memory; that he did lately to four eminently
great Schollars dictate together in Latin upon different Subjects of their proposing, faster than
they were able to write, till they were tired.’10 John Aubrey echoed this in his Brief Lives: ‘His
naturall memorie was very great: to which he had added the Art of Memorie.’11
His anonymous first biographer ascribes the seed of the book to Fuller’s wanderings as a
‘painful’ chaplain to Hopton’s royalist army: ‘Indeed his business and study then was a kind
of errantry, having proposed to himself a more exact collection of the worthies general of
England, in which others had waded before, but he resolved to go through. In what place
therefore he came, of remark especially, he spent frequently most of his time in views and
researches of their antiquities and church monuments, insinuating himself into the
acquaintance (which frequently ended in a lasting friendship) of the learnedest and gravest
persons residing within the place, thereby to inform himself fully of those things he thought
worthy the commendation of his labours.’12 On his return to London ‘he presently
recommenced his laborious enterprise (and)… made such progress, that from thence he
could take a fair prospect of his whole work.’ In London Fuller was gratefully reunited
7 D. C. Douglas. English Scholars , 2nd ed. (1951) p. 25
8 Worthies (1840) Vol. 1, p.90
9 anon. p.xxxv
10 Diary of Samuel Pepys Vol II (1970) p.21
11 Brief Lives ed. Andrew Clark (1898) Vol. 1 p.257
12 anon. p.xvi
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with his library for ‘all my books… had been taken from me in these civil wars.’13 Like
Camden before him he had free access to the unique library left by the antiquarian Sir
Robert Cotton: ‘What addeth a lustre to all the rest is, the favourable access thereunto, for
such as bring any competency of skill with them, and leave thankfulness behind them.’14
There is no mistaking Fuller’s relief in 1659 in having almost completed Worthies, though
some counties, including Northampton, were still not set up in type at his death: ‘I confess
I have yet one History ready for the press, which I hope will be for God’s glory and honour
of our nation. This new built ship is now on the stocks, ready to be launched: and being
vessel of great burthen, God send me some good adventurers to bear part of the expense.
This done I will never meddle more with making any more books of this nature. It’s a
provident way before writing leaves us to leave off writing, and the larger because scribbling
is the frequentative thereof… I will hereafter totally attend the concernments of my calling,
and what directly shall tend to the advance of devotion in myself and in others, as
preparatory to my dissolution out of this state of mortality.’15
Northamptonshire: A Secret Loadstone
‘There is a secret loadstone, in every man’s native soil, effectually attracting them home
again to their country, their centre,’ wrote Fuller in Abel Redevivus, or The Dead Yet Speaking
(1651), the collection of short biographies of which he was part author.16
In his History of Cambridge University he commended Northamptonshire as ‘so convenient
a place, where the air is clear, yet not over sharp; the earth fruitful, yet not very dirty; water
plentiful, but yet far from any fennish annoyance; and wood (most wanting now of days)
(this is in 1655!) conveniently sufficient to that age. But the main is, Northampton is near
the centre of England; so that all travellers coming thither from the remotest parts of the
land, may be said to be met by the town in the midst of their journey, so impartial is the
situation thereof in the navel of the kingdom.’17
In the Worthies, his pride ‘though it be my native country’ is obvious from the opening
sentences of his description of the county. ‘It is as fruitful and populous as any in England’
with little unproductive ground, ‘being an apple, without core to be cut out, or rind to be
pared away… All the rivers running through or by it are its natives, as bred in it (which
argueth the elevation and height of the ground thereof), which I believe no other county
in England can say. Besides, it lendeth two considerable rivers, Avon to Warwick, and
Cherwell to Oxfordshire.’
Fuller makes an ingenious linguistic claim too that ‘the language of the common people is
generally the best of any shire in England. A proof whereof, when a boy, I received from a
hand-labouring man herein, which since hath convinced my judgment: “We speak, I
believe,” said he, “as good English as any shire in England, because, though in the singing
psalms, some words are used to make the metre unknown to us, yet the last translation of
the Bible, which no doubt was done by those learned men in the best English, agreeth
perfectly with the common speech of our country”.’18
Fuller had a lifelong relish for language. Where Camden had made a general gathering of
13 A Pisgah-sight of Palestine, (1650) 1869 ed. Bk.2, p.59
14 Worthies (1840) Vol. 2. p.104
15 The Appeal of Injured Innocence (1659), quoted in Church History Vol. 1 (1845) fn pxxviii
16 Vol. 1 (1867ed.) p.25
17 (1840 ed.) Sect. I, §49, p.31
18 Worthies Vol. 2, p.496
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proverbs in his Remains Concerning Britain, first published in 1605 as a complement to his
Britannia, Fuller localizes his selection. His first is ‘The mayor of Northampton opens oysters
with his dagger.’ He wonders whether: ‘This town being eighty miles from the sea, seafish may be presumed stale therein. Yet have I heard that oysters (put up with care, and
carried in the cool) were weekly brought, fresh and good, to Althorp, the house of the lord
Spencer, [interestingly this is the only reference to that distinguished family] at equal
distance.’ But then oysters were carried it seems 300 miles over the Alps from Venice to
Vienna, and Pliny mentions that English oysters were popular in Roman kitchens: ‘Pickled,
as some suppose, though others believe them preserved by an ingenious contrivance
(epicures bear their brains in their bowels); and some conceive them carried in their shells.’
Fresh oysters must not, of course be opened with a knife [or a dagger!] until they are eaten,
whether in Northampton or elsewhere.
Fuller’s second local proverb: ‘He that must eat a buttered fagot, let him go to Northampton,’
records that it is ‘the dearest town in England for fuel, where no coals can come by water,
and little wood doth grow on land… What reformation hath been made of late in men’s
judgements and manner, I know not; sure I am, that deformation hath been great in trees and
timber; who verily believe that the clearing of many dark places, where formerly plenty of
wood, is all the new light this age produced.’ Fuller deplored deforestation. ‘Pity it is no
better provision is made for the preservation of woods, whose want will be soonest for our
fire, but will be saddest for our water, when our naval walls shall be decayed.’
When it comes to other natural commodities ‘grass, corn, cattle, &c’ are common to
England, but the county is only notable for its saltpetre and pigeons. Both are related to the
role of the county as a granary. Saltpetre is ‘insisted on in Northamptonshire… Because
most thereof is found in dove-houses, and most dove-houses in this great corn county.’ He
defends the scavenging pigeons, which live ‘most sociably in a commonwealth together,
seeing their government is not, as bees, monarchical.’ He allows that there is ‘a grievous
indictment drawn up against the poor pigeons for felony, as the grand plunderers of grain
in this land’, but although they are thieves they are undoubtedly good eating. Fuller is really
more interested in the etymology of saltpetre and the social life of the pigeon than the
agricultural significance of either.
Of manufactures, Fuller admits the county ‘can boast of none worth naming’, but he
ascribes this to its agricultural strength. ‘However, the town of Northampton may be said
to stand chiefly on other men’s legs; where (if not the best) the most and cheapest boots
and stockings are bought in England.’ Here is a tradition that has lived on.
Fuller’s record of buildings is conspicuous for the only three he mentions – Peterborough
Cathedral, Burghley House and Wothorpe Towers – none of them any longer in
Northamptonshire; and the many that he does not, among them Althorp, Castle Ashby,
Holdenby and Rockingham. Fuller excuses himself by adding that ‘besides these, there may
be many others, no county in England yielding more noblemen; no noblemen in England
having fairer habitations,’ but he is less interested in the built environment (even London
only boasts eight worthy buildings) than the natural.
Fuller is just as modest in his record of wonders of the county, mentioning only a spring
at Boughton ‘which is conceived to turn wood into stone’; and the medicinal waters at
Wellingborough. Fuller is less interested in these natural phenomena than in people. Sir
Edward Montagu, in whose demesne lies the petrifying spring; and Henrietta Maria who
came to the Red Well in 1628 with her husband Charles I, and ‘lay many weeks thereat’
were both known to him.
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Fuller’s first biographical category is princes.
He can say little good of Richard III, though,
even-handed as ever, he cites a recent whitewashing biography. To Elizabeth Woodville,
Queen to Edward IV, he admits, typically, a
special gratitude: ‘Her memory is most
remarkable to posterity for finishing Queen’s
[sic] College in Cambridge (wherein I had
my first breeding; and for it, and all therein,
shall ever have an unfeigned affection).’
Northamptonshire can only boast one saint,
St Werburgh, the seventh century royal
abbess and patron saint of Chester. Fuller
follows Camden in giving Weedon as her
birthplace. Insistently and consistently antiRomish, Fuller much admired Foxe’s Book
Figure 3. Medieval Great Hall at
of Martyrs (1563). Throughout Worthies and Boughton viewed from Fish Court.
indeed in all his writings, he pays tribute to
(By kind permission of
this record of the sufferings of the victims of
The 9th Duke of Buccleuch, KBE)
Catholicism. Hence his relief is palpable that
‘this county affordeth no Marian Martyrs, thanks be to a good and gracious God.’
It is striking that Fuller’s judgement of whose name should survive to posterity usually
coincides closely with that of the latest edition of the Oxford Dictionary of National Biography
(ODNB). St Werburgh and all but one of the prelates who follow are included in that
work.Throughout the Worthies, and indeed in all his writing, we are reminded that to Fuller,
the royalist minister of the Church of England, the Reformation was a watershed. His
Church History of Britain, though it starts with the birth of Christ, and even The Holy War
(1639), his history of the Crusades, are Protestant histories. So naturally he divides his
prelates and writers into those before and after the Reformation.
His first post-Reformation subject, James Montagu, born at (Figure 3) Boughton House,
was ‘master, or rather nursing-father, to Sidney College [Sidney Sussex, Cambridge, of
which Fuller became a ‘fellow-commoner’]; for he found it in bonds to pay twenty marks
per annum to Trinity College, for the ground whereon it is built; and left it free, assigning
it a rent for the discharge thereof.’ Montagu, bishop first of Bath and Wells and later of
Winchester, is the first of the three worthies from a family to which Fuller, and indeed we
(since it is likely he started writing his book at Boughton) are indebted.
The last of Fuller’s prelates is Robert Skinner, born in Pitsford.This brief entry is exceptional
for its subject – a royalist minister 17 years Fuller’s senior whom he would have known – ‘is
still, and long may he be, living.’ His biographies usually exclude those still alive. Only three
statesmen find a place, two for their service to Queen Elizabeth – Sir Christopher Hatton
of Holdenby and Sir William Fitzwilliam of Milton; and Sir Isaac Wake for his to Charles I.
Fuller cannot resist the probably apocryphal anecdote of Hatton, the former favourite whom
the queen visited on his deathbed ‘and did endeavour what she could to recover him, bringing,
as some say, cordial broths unto him with her own hand; but all would not do.Thus no pulleys
can draw up a heart once cast down, though a queen herself should set her hand thereunto.’
But it is thanks to this anecdotal relish in Fuller that we owe the more famous incident when
another favourite, Sir Walter Ralegh, spread his cloak across the puddle.19
19 Worthies Vol. 1 p.419
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All nine of Fuller’s capital judges, and writers on the law left reputations that have
survived into the ODNB, though sometimes they are not remembered for the law. Crossover
was common. The thirteenth-century Martin of Pattishall was both Justice of the Lower
Bench and Dean of St Pauls. ‘In that age, we see, clergymen were not only trusted with the
spirit (I mean the equity) but also with the letter of the law, being judges in those courts
wherein were the most strictest proceedings.’ The law can all too easily be abused as in the
case of Sir William Catesby, of Ashby St Leger, extortioner to Richard III and for ever
pilloried as the cat in the rhyme:
The Rat, the Cat, and Lovell the Dog,
Do govern all England under the Hog.

Rather than abuse this lawyer, Fuller prefers to let Sir Thomas More do so for him: ‘This
Catesby was a man well learned in the laws of this land; and surely great pity it was that he
had not had more truth, or less wit.’20 He is paired with Sir Richard Empson, son of a sievemaker at Towcester, who similarly ‘did grind the faces of rich and poor’ for Henry VII and
could equally be classed as an Unworthy.
Surprisingly misplaced is the Elizabethan dramatist John Fletcher who with ‘Francis
Beaumont esquire, like Castor and Pollux (most happy when in conjunction) raised the
English to equal the Athenian and Roman theatre’ – a parallel we would be more likely to
make for Shakespeare and Ben Jonson. Fuller claims him with his usual loyalty and rare
inaccuracy since his father was Dean of Peterborough around the time of his birth, which
actually took place in Rye, in Sussex.
Fuller is loyal, too, to the house of Montagu and we can detect that both Sir Edward, who
was Lord Chief Justice to Henry VIII, and his grandson, Henry, first earl of Manchester, the
Stuart judge and government official, are described as the family saw them. Of the first:
‘Though the golden showers of abbey-lands rained amongst great men, it was long before
he would open his lap (scrupling the acceptation of such gifts); and at last received but little
in proportion to others of that age.’ The ODNB seems less sure, considering: ‘he profited
largely from the dissolution’, whereas his grandson Henry, ‘showed what could be achieved
by conscientious service to king and country.’
Writers are again divided by the Reformation. Fuller here draws, with careful
acknowledgement, on John Bale 1495-1563, a Carmelite who became a Protestant. His De
Scriptoribus Britannicis (an index of writers and the libraries where their works were held),
was compiled between 1548 and 1552, but not published until the last century. All four
pre-Reformation writers were religious.Two appear in ODNB: Robert Holcot – of a village
with the same name, a ‘deep scholar … one of the greatest schoolmen in that age’ whose
death in Northampton in 1349 could only be ascribed to the Black Death, which the
chroniclers said left nine out of ten of the population dead.
Peter Pateshull, another from a village of the same name, was an apostate Augustinian friar
(active 1387). He became a Protestant and ODNB tells us he posted [in anticipation of
Luther] his ‘accusations on the doors of St Paul’s Cathedral in London’, excoriating the
religious houses ‘as centres of homicides, sodomites, and traitors to king and realm’.
Another ‘deep scholar’ not in ODNB was Robert Dodford, from the village of that name,
who was an early Hebraist, and librarian at the Benedictine abbey of Ramsey in Huntingdon
‘said to have flourished about the year 1370, by Bale’.These three are distinguished by their
20 History of Richard III (1543, 1547)
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scholarship and their anticipation of the Reformation that our Protestant divine particularly
respected.
Four of the five writers since the Reformation are clerical, only the poet, Thomas
Randolph, being secular. Robert Crowley (1518?-1588) was a radical after Fuller’s heart,
which is perhaps why he followed Bale in ascribing him to Northampton, rather than to
Gloucestershire, as does ODNB. A friend of John Foxe of The Book of Martyrs, he had to
flee the Marian purges. He wrote profusely and printed not only his own sermons but those
of Wycliffe, Tyndale, and Peter Pateshull, as well as the first full version of Langland’s Piers
Plowman (1550).
Eusebius Paget of Cranford, an Elizabethan Puritan, was a popularizer who was ‘commonly
called the golden Sophister’. He wrote a history of the Bible and also a catechism, Forty Short
Questions, which went through 31 editions.
The long entry on John Preston from Upper Heyford is markedly equivocal. Preston and
Fuller were contemporaries and would have known each other at Queens’ College. Preston
‘was a perfect politician and used (lapwing-like) to flutter most on that place which was
furthest from his eggs; exact at the concealing of his intentions, with that simulation, which
some make to lie in the marches of things lawful and unlawful.’ Preston was very influential,
both as a preacher (over 100 of his sermons were published) and teacher and he placed
these roles above that of pastoral care. As Fuller points out, ‘He never had wife, or cure of
souls.’
For his last two writers, both born at Harrowden, the barony of the eminent Catholic Vaux
family, Fuller contrasts Nicholas Estwick (who does not qualify for ODNB), a solid
Protestant, and Matthew Kellison, ‘a violent Papist, and native of the same village.’ Estwick
was a loyal Northamptonshire minister at Warton, ‘who lived a painful 40 years, less than a
deacon in his humility.’ Only two of his sermons seem to have appeared in print.
Kellison is included as a Romish exile writer, the sole representative of that category. ‘His
father being a servant and tenant of the Lord Vaux, in whose family his infancy did suck in
the Romish persuasions.’ As a recusant he ‘went beyond the seas, and was very much in
motion’ and became Rector of the University of Rheims. Another contemporary describes
him as ‘the sea crab which looketh one way and goes another.’21 Fuller thus dismisses a
distinguished Catholic divine described as ’living 1611’ though in fact he did not die until
1642. We are reminded that Fuller was writing at a period of often virulent ecclesiastical
controversy, with an unprecedented storm of pamphlets and sermons.
His last category, of benefactors to the public, was clearly a highly important one to
Fuller.Though Henry Chichele (1362?-1443) was Archbishop of Canterbury (‘longer than
any of his predecessors for 500 years’ ) for a full 29 years, Fuller salutes him for his foundation
of a hospital in his birthplace of Higham Ferrers and of St Bernard’s College (which became
St John’s) and All Souls, ‘the fruitful nursery of so many learned men’ in Oxford.
William Laxton ‘was bred a grocer in London, where he so prospered by his painful
endeavours, that he was chosen lord mayor’ in 1544. To Fuller his claim to fame is that he
‘founded a fair school and alms-house at Oundle…well maintained at this day by the
worshipful company of grocers.’
Fuller’s last two Worthies since the Reformation are Nicholas Latham of Brigstock (‘so
21 J. Floyd An Apolagy for the Holy Sea Apostolicks Proceediing (1630)
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Figure 4. Latham’s Hospital,
Oundle, North Court. (M. J. Cohen)
saith the inscription on his monument’), a modest minister at Barnwells, who neither
inherited money, nor ‘ever held more than one moderate benefice. And yet, by God’s
blessing on his vivacious frugality, he got so great an estate that he…founded several small
schools with salaries in country villages; and founded a most beautiful alms-house at Oundle
[400 years old in May 2010].’ This is a testimonial to a local rather than a national benefactor,
one who died in 1620 and with whose good works Fuller would have been familiar as a
boy. (Figure 4)
His last portrait is of Edward Montagu, Baron of Boughton, benefactor of Sidney Sussex
College in Cambridge and of an almshouse in Weekley. Fuller is here recording personal
respect for a nobleman who ‘died in restraint in the Savoy on the account of his loyalty to
his sovereign’ in 1642, the year Fuller became minister of the Savoy Chapel. It was his son,
Edward, the second Baron, a university friend of Fuller, who having commanded on
Parliament’s side retired to Boughton and offered Fuller and his son shelter and a library
when their royalist cause was doomed.
A Plea
Fuller ends the profile of his county with a plea: ‘The worst I wish this my native county
is, that Nine (a river which some will have so termed from nine tributary rivulets) were
Ten; I mean, made navigable from Petersburgh to Northampton; a design which hath always
met with many back-friends, as private profit is (though a secret) a sworn enemy to the
general good.’ As evidence, he adds: ‘Sure, I am, the Hollanders (the best copy of thrift in
Christendom) teach their little ditches to bear boats. Not that their waters are more docible
in this kind than ours; but they are the more ingenious and industrious schoolmaster of the
lesson of public advantage, making every place in their province to have access unto every
place therein by such cheap transportation.’
This is a fitting farewell, for we can envisage its author admiring Dutch achievement for
himself. He is thought to have accompanied his patron Lord Berkeley on the deputation
from both Houses of Parliament to The Hague in May 1660 to welcome Charles II back
at the Restoration. It was Berkeley who pressed Fuller’s candidature for the bishopric which
Fuller did not live to see.
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The Wastells of Northampton
GILLIAN FORD
Introduction
In the sixteenth century, there were two prominent Wastell families living in
Northampton – Simon Wastell, an early headmaster of Chipsey’s Free School and John
Wastell, likely a vintner. Both came from an ancient clan of Westmorland Wastells, whose
mainline descendants settled in Cumbria, Yorkshire, Northumberland and Durham. The
Wastell heraldry shows descendants’ lands in Dunstable, Wastell Head (Westmorland),
Newborough (Northumberland), Maidenhead (Kent) and Northampton. Simon Wastell
was the Master of Chipsey’s Free School from the end of the sixteenth century until his
death in 1632. John Wastell of Northampton died before 1583, and he had two sons,Thomas
and William, who were merchants in London. There is no documentary evidence that
Simon and John were closely related, but it seems likely since the two families are linked in
Markham’s Notes and Queries.1
Wastell is a Norman name – Roger and Hugh Wastell were listed as from Normandy in
1180, while Ralph and Richard Wastel were in England in 1272.2 The name Wastell was
Guastel in France and Guastelli in Italy. In French, guastel is the singular word for guâteaux,
‘cakes’. As Guillaume was transliterated as William in English, so Guastel changed to Wastell.
The name reflects its original meaning – ‘wastell bread’.This was a luxurious type of bread
made from fine, white flour, and it was often used in medieval England. For instance,
Chaucer mentions it:
Of smale houndes hadde she, that she fedde
With rosted flessh, and milk, and wastel brede.3

Names were often linked to a person’s occupation. Mark Lower mentions Lambert Simnel,
the pretended Earl of Warwick in the time of Henry VII.4 He was originally a baker’s lad,
and his surname was related to his former trade. Simnel was the finest sort of bread, a kind
of cake. Lower states that names like Whitbread and Wastell were similar and notes that ‘In
the Hundred Rolls we find at Wroxeter a lady called Petronilla Swetedoughe’.
There is another theory that the name Wastell was derived from the place name Wasdale.
According to Parker, the origin of the name Wastell was linked to ‘the wild tract of
moorland’ south of Shap in Westmorland, by a family whose last heirs left daughters only,
the name passing in 1892.5 There was a Wasdale or Wastdale manor in the parish of Shap.6
The placenames Wasdale, Wasdale Head, or Nether Wasdale are located in Cumberland in
the parish of St Bees, close to Darwent, Richmond and Chester.
1 Christopher A. Markham, ed., Northamptonshire Notes and Queries, Vol. 5, Northampton, 1894, pp.116-118.
2 No author, The Norman People and Their Existing Descendants in the British Dominions and the United States of
America, London, 1874, p.442.
3 Geoffrey Chaucer & Thomas Tyrwhitt, The Prologue to The Canterbury Tales, New York, 1855, p.7. Also see
John Bernard Burke, Royal Descents and Pedigrees of Founders’ Kin, London, 1858, pp.42-3 fn.
4 Mark Antony Lower, Patronymica Britannica: A Dictionary of the Family Names of the United Kingdom, London,
1860, p.427.
5 F.H.M. Parker, ‘Art. XII. – ‘The Pedigree of Wastell of Wastell Head ; with a memoir of General Honywood
of Howgill Castle, in Collingwood’, William Gershom, (ed). Transactions of the Cumberland & Westmorland
Antiquarian & Archaeological Society, Vol. I, New Series, Cumberland, 1901, pp.147-154.
6 John Gorton, A Topographical Dictionary of Great Britain and Ireland: compiled from local information and the most
recent and official authorities,Vol. III, London, 1833, p.715.

the wastells of northampton

37

The Westmorland Wastells settled in Wastellhead (or Wastell Head) as lower gentry. Over
generations they were given positions as administrators, soldiers, teachers and clergy. Two
brothers emerged from the Westmorland branch – John Wastell, Prior or Canon of
Dunstable (fl. 1495-1561) and Thomas Wastell of Wastell Head.7 The Thomas in the pedigree
had two sons – Nicholas and another unnamed brother. The unnamed brother was the
father of Christopher Wastell of Scorton in Yorkshire, who begins the Wastell Pedigree in
the Yorkshire Visitation of 1665.8 Christopher Wastell was in the Scorton area from the late
1500s, and this fork is the main line of the family. From Christopher come the Wastells of
Scorton and Durham.
Simon Wastell & Family
Simon WASTELL
chr. c.1563-9
Wastellhead
Schoolmaster
d. 31 Jan 1631/2
m. (1) Elizabeth
BECHINOE
chr. 20 Apr 1572
d. 01 Jul 1626
daur. John Bechinoe
Mayor of N’pton 1586
All Saints, N’pton
m. (2) Elizabeth BAULGEY
widow of John Baulgey
née LOCKEY
d. 17 May 1639

John WASTELL
chr. 18 Jun 1592
All Saints, N’pton

Elizabeth
WASTELL
chr. 13 Nov 1595
All Saints N’pton
m. 21 Oct 1619
m. Richard
RAWLINS

Hannah WASTELL
chr. 13 Jan 1593/4
All Saints, N’pton

Samuel
WASTELL
chr. 06 Dec 1599
bur. 1655
All Saints, N’pton
m. Rebecca CADE
chr. 29 Sep 1607
bur. 28 Mar 1644
daur of William
and Susanna Cade
Rector of Lillingston
Dayrell

Abigail WASTELL
chr. 06 Oct 1597
All Saints, N’pton

Elizabeth Lockey
was the sister of
William Lockey
who married Anne
Cartwright, the
daughter of Thomas
Cartwright the
Puritan.

(2) Simon
WASTELL
chr. 08 May 1603
m. 31 Mar 1659
Vicar of Daventry
m. (1) Sarah STANTON
All Saints, N’pton
m. Elizabeth HARRIS
(2) m. 21 Aug 1662
Harpole, Northants

(1) Simon WASTELL
chr. 07 Feb 1601
All Saints, N’pton

Dorothy
WASTELL
chr. 10 Feb 1606
bur. 20 Oct 1607
All Saints, N’pton

Benjamin WASTELL
chr. 08 May 1605
bur. 19 Apr 1606
All Saints, N’pton

Mary WASTELL
chr. 20 Oct 1611
All Saints, N’pton
Unmarried 1631

Hannah WASTELL
chr. 02 Feb 1608/9
Unmarried 1631
All Saints, N’pton

Simon Wastell
Simon Wastell (1562-1632) was reputedly born in Westmorland between 1559 and 1568.
If Simon were born in 1559, it would make him aged 26 when he graduated from Oxford.9
The usual age for going to university was between age 14 and 16, and Simon Wastell was
at Oxford from about 1580 to 1585 (ages 21-26 if the birth record is the right one). John
Johnstone confirms S.W.’s date of birth as ‘born about 1562’.10 There is a record of a Simond
Waistell born in Westmorland to Robert Waistell in 1563, but no proof that he is the one
that went to Northampton. In the listing of Oxford Alumni (Volume 1, p.1578), Simon
entered Queen’s College Oxford about 1580, graduating with a degree in Arts on 15th
March 1584/5. He is stated to be vicar of Daventry, Northants, 1631, but it’s thought more
likely this was his son of the same name, born in 1602 and graduated from Oxford in 1627/8
7 John Wastell, Canon of Dunstable, is cited in David M. Smith, The Head of Religious Houses: England and
Wales, III, 1377-1540, Vol. 3, pp.1377-1540, Cambridge, 2008, p.425. Parker calls John Wastell the Prior of
Barnstaple, but he is elsewhere the Prior of Dunstable. The latter makes more sense because of its being in
Bedfordshire and close to Northampton, while Barnstaple is in Devonshire. There was a contemporary Sir
Thomas Wasdale (called Wastell in the will of Thomas Townsend in 1521) mentioned in Northampton and
Rutland Clergy, and one wonders if these Thomases are the same person.The Northampton Thomas Wasdale
was a chaplain and the Vicar of Naseby (March 1510-11), and he was still living in Northampton in 1538.
Henry Isham Longden, Northamptonshire and Rutland Clergy, Vol. 15, Northampton, 1942, p.185.
8 William Dugdale, Visitation of Yorkshire, with Additions, Pts. 8-10, Exeter, 1907, p.254.
9 Date of birth is given as 1562 in N.A., Selections from the British Poets: Chronologically Arranged from Chaucer to
the Modern Time, &c., Vol. 1, Dublin, 1851, p.9. This is not proof of the date of birth.
10 Specimens of Sacred and Serious Poetry, Edinburgh, 1827, p.225 (which includes a copy of his poem ‘On Man’s
Mortality’, believed to be heavily dependent on other writings).
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(and listed in Oxford Alumni below his father). According to Anthony à Wood, Simon Wastell
was ‘accounted a great proficient in classical learning and poetry’.
Wood confirms that Simon Wastell was born in Westmorland and descended from a family
living at Wastellhead.11 Simon married his first wife, Elizabeth Bechinoe, daughter of John
and sister of Joseph in 1586.12 John Bechinoe was bailiff of Northampton in 1573 and
mayor in 1586.13 Under his watch as mayor, a very ancient Elizabethan terrier (survey) of
the property belonging to the town (inside and outside the walls) was collected. It was
entitled: A true Tairour and Surveighe of all the Landes, Tenements, and Hereditaments whatsoever
as doe belong to the Chamber of the Towne of Northampton as well lyinge within the towne and
Feilde of Northampton as in the countrey &c. Bechinoe’s own property was listed: ‘A stable of
four bays in College Lane, with a little yard containing two applietrees; tenant John
Bichenoe, rental 9s’.
Simon was resident in Northampton from 1591, according to Henry Isham Longden, and
became schoolmaster of the free grammar school at Northampton between then and 1598,
possibly as early as 1592.14 Simon’s first son John was christened at All Saints in 1592.15
Simon and Elizabeth had twelve children, of whom three died in infancy. She predeceased
him in 1626, and he then married Elizabeth Baguley, née Lockey, on 20th January 1626/7.16
Elizabeth Lockey was the sister of William Lockey who married Anne Cartwright, a
daughter of Thomas Cartwright the Puritan (1534-1603).17 Simon was buried at All Saints’
Church, Northampton, on 31st January 1632. Simon’s second wife outlived him, dying in
1639.
Simon Wastell and the Puritan Independents
Christopher Haigh describes ‘an eruption of godly militancy’ in Northampton between
1614 and 1618.18 Northampton was a puritan centre and had its share of ‘professors and
profane’. Puritan ministers objected to congregants kneeling before a priest as performed
in the Catholic Mass. Robert Sibthorpe had been ‘the arch-conformist vicar’ of St Giles
since 1608, and he had relatively little problem with his congregation. The puritans in
Northampton found a minister to their liking when Robert Catlin was made vicar of All
Saints on 4th October 1591.19 Catlin seemed often in trouble with the diocese, being
presented for discipline ‘for minor offences like breaking the sequestration of the living,
not wearing the surplice’ and ‘for allowing a layman to read the service unlicensed’.20 When
James I ascended the throne, Northampton again became a regular place for puritan clergy
to meet.21 Catlin had a major role in these meetings, and on 5th November 1603, he was
suspended ‘for preaching about certain prohibited matters’. In 1604 some of his opponents
reported him for schismatic preaching and they also implicated the churchwardens, the
parish clerk, and Simon Wastell, the schoolmaster. Catlin was again suspended, and he
11 Anthony A Wood, Athenae Oxonienses, An Exact History of All the Writers and Bishops Who Have Had Their
Education in the University of Oxford &c., ed., Philip Bliss,Vol. 2, New York, (orig. 1815), reprint 1967, p.355.
12 Isham Longden, Northamptonshire and Rutland Clergy, vol. 15, p.191.
13 J. Charles Cox, The Records of the Borough of Northampton,Vol. II, Northampton, 1898, p.552.
14 Christopher Mattinson Dent, Protestant Reformers in Elizabethan Oxford, Oxford, 1983, p.175.
15 Markham, ed., Northamptonshire Notes and Queries, Vol. 5, pp.116-117.
16 Isham Longden, Northamptonshire and Rutland Clergy,Vol. 15, pp.191-192 for details of two of his sons Samuel
and Simon and his grandson Simon.
17 Joseph Jackson Howard, Miscellanea Genealogical Et Heraldica, Vol. 1, London, 1874, p.205.
18 Christopher Haigh, The Plain Man’s Pathways to Heaven, Kinds of Christianity in Post-Reformation England,
1570-1640, Oxford, 2007, p.135.
19 W. J. Sheils, The Puritans in the Diocese of Peterborough, 1558-1610, Northampton, 1979, p.126.
20 Christopher Haigh, The Plain Man’s Pathways, p.135.
21 Sheils, The Puritans, p.126.
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retaliated by locking the church so that his opponents could not preach there.
In 1605, there was a national crisis in the church, a local visitation of the plague in
Northampton and rumours about a massacre by the Catholics.Thomas Tresham and Robert
Sibthorpe were implicated as the local leaders. John Penry’s former brother-in-law, Henry
Godly, started this rumour, and the council imprisoned him for scaremongering. While
Catlin was suspended,William Dale of Moulton was hired as an interim minister, and Simon
Wastell assisted him. When the mayor and town council wrote to Robert Cecil about the
reinstatement of Catlin in 1605, their appeal was a success, and from 1605-1613 Simon
Wastell supported Catlin in his work. Sheil states that Wastell was granted the freedom of
the borough in 1607 ‘in recognition of his services’. However, when Robert Catlin was
removed from All Saints Church in Northampton in January 1614 and replaced by the
‘aggressive conformist’, David Owen, ‘sixty-three parishioners failed to receive communion
at All Saints at Easter 1614’.22 Simon Wastell took a stand by going over to the service at
Overstone. In 1615, things were quieting down – only five were presented for failing to
comply, and these included Wastell. By Easter 1616, all were complying with receiving
communion, but Simon Wastell and Matthew Gilby were asked to certify that they were
kneeling when they took communion. Simon Wastell dealt with this by going away on
business.
Simon Wastell,Teacher and Author
Simon Wastell had an excellent reputation as a teacher, sending many students on to
university.23 He wrote a number of works, but he has been judged harshly over the poor
quality of his writing and his blatant penchant for plagiarism.24 In 1623, Simon published
An Aid in Verse.25 This was a shortened, alphabetical and rhyming version of the Bible, as a
way for students to master the basics of the Bible. It may be that to Wastell’s mind, the book
was only for children, and he was possibly more concerned about simplicity than quality. ‘I
have purposely laboured to speak plainly to the capacity and understanding of the simple
and ignorant, rather than by poetical strains to please the ear and eye of the serious learned
readers’.26 Wastell published it with a translation and versification of John Shaw’s summary
of the Old Testament, called Biblii Summula, 1621, and called the whole A True Christian’s
Daily Delight (London, 1623).27 This was written in poor quality poetry, and the first letter
of each verse was alphabetised.28 Then in 1629, the book was enlarged (Wastell rewrote the
Old Testament section but left the New unchanged) under the title Microbiblion, or The Bible’s
Epitome in Verse and dedicated it to Sir William Spencer of Wormleighton.29 Added to the
end of this edition were two superior poems – one later ascribed to Robert Southwell
(‘Upon the Image of Death’), and the other to Francis Quarles (‘Of Man’s Mortalité’) – but
the authorship is uncertain. The book was reprinted in 1683 and called The Divine Art of
Memory.30
22 Christopher Haigh, The Plain Man’s Pathways, p.135.
23 Thomas Cox, Anthony Hall, & Robert Morden, Magna Britannia Antiqua & Nova:The introduction: Or, A New,
Exact, and Comprehensive Survey of the Ancient and Present State of Great Britain, Vol. 6, London, 1738, p.28.
Also see Anthony A Wood, Athenae Oxonienses, p.355.
24 For the charge of ‘massive plagiarism’, see Leeds Barroll, ‘A Funeral Elegy’, Shakespeare Studies, Vol. 25,
London, 1997, p.125. R.S.T., ‘Queries with Answers’, Notes and Queries, A Medium of Inter-Communication for
Literary Men, General Readers, Fourth Series,Vol. 1, London, Jan. – Jun. 1868, p.28.
25 ‘Collectanea Anglo-Portica’, Remains Historical and Literary Connected with the Palatine Counties of Lancaster
and Chester, Chester, 1883, p.365ff.
26 Quoted in Kenneth Charlton, Women, Religion and Education in Early Modern England, London, 1999, p.86,
fn 28.
27 I. M. Green, Print and Protestantism in Early Modern England, Oxford, 2000, p.156.
28 Edwards A. Park & Samuel H. Taylor, eds., Bibliotheca Sacra, Vol. 16, Andover, p.207.
29 Green, Print and Protestantism, p.156. Microbiblion or the Bibles Epitome: In Verse, London, 1629.
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At first Jehovah with his word
did make heaven, earth and light
The firmament, the moone, and starres,
the glistering sunne so bright.
By him the earth was fruitfull made,
and every creature good;
He maketh man like to himself,
and doth appoint his food.
Creation ended, God then rests,
and Sabbath day ordaines:
Plants, Eden, and the fruit forbids
for feare of endless paines.
Dust of the ground was man made of,
of rib out of his side
The woman. Adam nameth all;
wedlocke is sanctified.

We pass from Genesis to Isaiah where the schoolboys would learn their spiritual choices
were crystal clear! No softly, softly here:
Be godly and your scarlet sinnes
Shall cleane be washt away;
But God will curse and kill you all
If you will not obey.31

John S. Pendergast explains what Simon Wastell was trying to do, using Wastell’s own words
from the introduction to Microbiblion – ‘Designed according to the Alphabet, that the
Scriptures may be more happily remembered and things forgotten may be easily recalled,’
so that ‘the simplest Christian may reape the greater benefit, when all things are done to
edification.’32 In other words, says Pendergast, ‘Wastell’s text sets out to reduce the Bible to
simplified verse summations which aid the memory not only due to their brevity, but
through alphabetization, rhyme and meter.’ It comes from the fundamental belief that
‘simple, literal readings will suffice’ and ‘arguments about minute points of doctrine are a
product of man’s imagination and reason, and serve no real purpose in terms of spiritual
edification’. It was an aid to help facilitate the text, ‘Man shall not eat by bread alone, but
by every word that proceeds from the mouth of God’ (Matt. 4:4). It was meant for the
teaching of children, not for a mature and sophisticated intellectual audience. Anthony à
Wood comments:
His Microbiblion seems to have been chiefly intended to fix the History of the Bible in the
memory of young persons, and for this purpose the author begins each stanza with the various
letters of the alphabet in regular succession.33

30 Sir Leslie Stephen & Sir Sidney Lee, eds. ‘Simon Wastell, Dictionary of National Biography, London, 1885,Vol.
59, p.442.
31 Remains Historical and Literary, p.366.
32 John S. Pendergast, Religion, Allegory, and Literacy in Early Modern England, 1560-1640:The Control of the Word,
Aldershot, 2006, p.58.
33 Wood, Athenae Oxonienses, p.355.
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T.C. (full name unknown) described Microbiblion as:
A little work of rather rare occurrence and curious, each verse beginning with a letter of the
alphabet in order. At the end of the volume are four separate leaves, frequently wanting; on one
of which are the lines in question, but they are altogether so different, and so much superior to
the rest of the work, that they are evidently not the composition of Wastell; but their author must
be sought for elsewhere. They are much above the average of such like verses, and ought scarcely
to be termed “a fragment”.34

In the poems at the end of Microbiblion, Simon Wastell borrowed bits and pieces and whole
verses from William Samuels, George Withers, Robert Southwell and Francis Quarles, and
the poetry of the latter three was far superior to Wastell’s.35 Included in Microbiblion was the
following poem ‘Like to the Damask Rose’.This is either a poem by Francis Quarles called
‘Hoc ego versiculos feci’, or by Simon Wastell, ‘The Flesh Profiteth Nothing’.36 In 1892,
Edward Elgar the British composer set these words to music, and the song was republished
in Seven Lieder in 1907.
Of Man’s Mortality
Like as the damask rose you see,
Or like the blossom on the tree,
Or like the dainty flower of May,
Or like the morning to the day,
Or like the sun, or like the shade,
Or like the gourd which Jonas had,
E’en such is man ‘– whose thread is spun,
Drawn out, and cut, and so is done.’ –
The rose withers, the blossom blasteth,
The flower fades, the morning hasteth,
The sun sets, the shadow flies,
The gourd consumes, – and man he dies!

– Simon Wastell (original wording)
Another poem in Microbiblion – ‘Upon Man’s Image of Death’ has been attributed to
Robert Southwell since it was published in his Maeoniae, 1595. Here is a section:
Before my face the Picture hangs
That dayly should put me in mind
Of those cold qualms and bitter pangs,
That shortly I am like to find.
But yet alas, full little I
Doe thinke hereon that I must dye.

A Funerall Elegy by ‘W.S.’
In a separate publication Wastell borrowed heavily from A Funerall Elegy, written in memory
of William Peter, an Oxford scholar who was murdered on 25th January 1612. The
authorship of the Elegy has been continually hashed and thrashed, despite its poor quality,
because of the possibility that it was ‘a lost poem’, written by William Shakespeare (W.S.).37
The main proponent of a Shakespearean authorship is Donald W. Foster in his book Elegy
34 William White, ed., Notes and Queries, 4th Series,Vol. 1, Jan-June 1868, London, 1868, p.31.
35 Green, Print and Protestantism, p.156.
36 That Quarles is the author, see Remains Historical and Literary, p.367f.
37 Donald W. Foster, Elegy by W.S., A Study in Attribution, Cranbury, NJ, 1989, pp.180-182.
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by W.S. The story behind the Elegy is that Edward Drew stabbed William Peter of Devon
in the back of the skull, after Edward and his brother John Drew went on a bender with
the victim. Edward was convicted of the crime, but somehow evaded prison; his brother
John was convicted as an accessory to the fact. The Elegy was written within eight days of
the murder.
The transposition of the author’s initials from W.S. to S.W., and the fact of Wastell’s
borrowing parts of it (it was believed very few at the time had read it in England), fuelled
the idea that he might have been the author. Simon Wastell’s borrowing comprised two
passages of the Peter elegy incorporated into his The Muses Thankfulnesse, which was
published anonymously as a tribute to Robert, Baron Spencer of Wormleighton, who died
in 1627. (Note that this borrowing took place 15 years after the actual murder.) Donald
Foster considers this borrowing to rank ‘among the boldest acts of plagiarism of the
seventeenth century’ and lists four other funeral poems Wastell stole almost verbatim in this
work.38 Foster attributes the borrowing to the Vicar of Daventry, who was Simon Wastell’s
son of the same name.39 But generally it’s understood the father did the borrowing.
For an overview of the various authorship ideas, Colin Burrow summarizes them succinctly.
He finds the authorship of the W.S. Elegy by William Shakespeare ‘improbable’, partly
because Shakespeare’s own brother died in the middle of the composition dates of the Elegy.
Burrows also states that the publishers of the Elegy did not attribute it to Shakespeare in
1612.40 He mentions that ‘several scholars have proposed rival candidates for its authorship
(the candidates including, most convincingly, John Ford; other possibilities have included
the clergyman William Schlater and the schoolmaster Simon Wastell)’. Brian Vickers is the
scholar who suggested Wastell.41 Caruana writes about the The Battle over Funeral Elegy,
giving a history of the main scholars involved in the discussion and the main contenders of
authorship.42 The Funerall Elegy seems to have received far too much attention for a poor
quality poem and is mainly important because of the possibility that William Shakespeare
wrote it. But it has brought Simon Wastell into the spotlight for a time.
Simon Wastell and Shakespeare’s Birthplace
By a strange quirk there was a connection between William Shakespeare’s father, John, and
a Simon Wastell, and one wonders whether this led to confusion with Simon Wastell of
Northampton. In 1885, in a series of newspaper articles in the Stratford-upon-Avon Herald,
Joseph Hill wrote about ‘Shakespeare’s Birthplace and Adjoining Properties’.43
Neighbouring tenements and land belonged to Richard Hornbye and William Wedgewood,
who also sold part of the property to Edward Wyllies in 1573.The Birthplace of Shakespeare
was bought in two parts – Edward West sold the first to John Shakespeare (William’s father)
in 1556, and Robert Hall sold the second part to John Shakespeare in 1574. A Mr Badger
owned the Swan Pub, the property on the other side.The next one, owned by John Ichivar,
sold in 1591 to Robert Johnson. The author, Joseph Hill, had in his possession ancient title
deeds of the Wedgewood, Hornby and Willies properties and mentions a court case in 1639
38 Ibid., p.181. See also Donald Foster’s two chapters: ‘The Text of A Funeral Elegy by W.S.’ and ‘A Funeral
Elegy: W[illiam] S[hakespeare]’s “Best-Speaking Witnesses”’, in, Barroll, ed., Shakespeare Studies, pp.95-114
and pp.115-140. Wastell’s plagiarism is discussed on a number of pages in this book.
39 George Smith & William Makepeace Thackeray, The Cornhill Magazine,Vol. 24, London, 1921, p.288.
40 Colin Burrow, The Complete Sonnets and Poems, Oxford, 2002, pp.154-156.
41 Brian Vickers, Counterfeiting Shakespeare: Evidence, Authorship, and John Ford’s Funerall Elegy, Cambridge, 2002,
p.68.
42 Stephanie Caruana, ‘The Battle Over Funeral Elegy: Does the Emperor Have Any Clothes Yet?’, Shakespeare
Oxford Newsletter’, Spring 1966.
43 These were put together in an old book: Joseph Hill, Shakespeare’s Birthplace and Adjoining Properties, 1885,
reprinted by Kessinger.
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of a Mr Allen Wastell of Walsall or Saltley (near Birmingham) against Thomas Willis of King’s
Norton.44 The suit was an attempt to recover a small piece of land, ‘17 foots [sic] square’
‘fronting Henley-street, purchased, together with a little backside piece, about forty years
before, by his ancestor, Edward Willis, of one Shakespeare, and which had been used to
enable Willis to pull down the two small houses and build one house in their place, which
house he called the Bell’.45 Willis bought the piece of land from John Shakespeare. There
was a great deal of litigation about this property, but the deed was never found.
In 1609, Willies conveyed the Bell property to two friends, Thomas Osborne and
Bartholomew Austyne in trust after his death for his cousin Edward Willies, nailor of
Handsworth. If Edward did not have any children, it would go to the heir’s brother Thomas
Willies of Honsworth. However, in 1611, Edward Willies granted and enfeoffed William
Wastell of Aston, Warwick and Edward Wyllys of Handesworthe in trust for his kinsman
‘Symon Wastell of Aston, cuttler, in consideration of the love he bore to him, of the land’,
bought from John Shakespeare 12 years before and on which the Bell stood. There were
two other deeds made later, with too much detail for our purposes. But it seems the property
initially went to the Willis cousins, and their heirs and the heir of Symon Wastell fought it
out in court. Ultimately the Wastells won in 1638-1639, and Thomas Willies was seized of
the land. In summary, it seems the Bell property went to the Willises, and part of the land
to the Wastells. The Wastells of Aston in Warwickshire were another clan of Wastells, who
settled there around the fifteenth or sixteenth centuries.They mainly stayed local and their
genealogy has been followed up to this day. What interests me here is the connection of a
Symon Wastell with Shakespeare’s family. The Symon Wastell of Warwick must have been
born in the late 1500s and would have been a contemporary of the one in Northampton.
One wonders whether this connection of a Symon Wastell with the Shakespeare family
encouraged an identity mix-up with Simon Wastell, author and poet of Northampton.
Simon Wastell and Chipsey’s Free School in Northampton
In 1551, according to The Records of the Borough of Northampton, Thomas Chipsey, a grocer
who had been Mayor of Northampton three times, founded the Northampton Free
Grammar School, leaving in trust all his lands in Hoton, Coton, and Pitsford with specific
instructions for the school’s provision.46 [However, another history states that the deed was
dated 1st June in the 33rd year of King Henry the Eighth (1542).47] The condition Thomas
Chipsey made was that after he died the school board should ‘provide a fit master to teach
grammar within the town to such boys who might desire to learn the same, without any
charge’. The schoolmaster was to be paid £9 per annum as a stipend. Any students of the
school, nominated by the wardens to sing in the choir at mass in the chapel of our Lady
within All Saints, were to be paid 10 shillings a year.The chief trustee was Lawrence Manley,
‘the foremost burgess of Northampton’, who had been mayor twice already and was to be
twice again. The Mayor and the Alderman of Northampton were to supervise the election
of the schoolmaster. There was a proviso that if the schoolmaster were to be negligent, the
mayors, bailiffs and councillors were to warn him once. If no improvement within a month,
he should be fined 20 shilling; then after two months he could be fired from his office.
The first site of the free school was ‘in a small tenement belonging to the fraternity of St
Mary on the west side of Bridge Street, known by the sign of the Lamb, or the Agnus Dei’.
44 The court case is recorded in extracts from old records of the Society of Antiquaries, printed in the 35th
volume of that Society’s Reports, in 1853.
45 Hill, Shakespeare’s Birthplace, pp.1-3.
46 J. Charles Cox, The Records of the Borough of Northampton,Vol. 2, London, 1898, pp.350-360.
47 Nicholas Carlisle, A Concise Description of the Endowed Grammar Schools in England and Wales &c., Vol. II,
London, 1818, p.210.
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In 1557, the mayor and parishioners of All Saints and St Gregory petitioned Cardinal Pole
to rebuild the now defunct and dilapidated St Gregory’s Church and use the materials to
build a new school and a house for the schoolmaster. The mayor and council were to keep
the school in repair. The old parish of St Gregory from then on was to be annexed to the
Church of All Saints. Cardinal Pole approved plans for a school to be built over the defunct
parish church of St Gregory, and the mayor and parishioners built school premises and a
teacher’s house on this site. The teacher’s house opened into Gold Street.
In 1557, a Mr Thackary was the schoolmaster, and the town chamberlains were to pay his
£10 wages annually out of the free school rents. A second master was added in 1568. It’s
believed that Simon Wastell became the master of the free school, succeeding a Mr
Saunderson between 1592 and 1598. In 1624, during Wastell’s years as master, Sir George
Sondes and his wife Jane (née Freeman), daughter of Ralph Freeman (‘formerly of
Northampton, and afterwards alderman of the city of London’), added to the school’s trust
three messuages in Gold Street and one on St Giles Street.
‘Symon Wastell’ was granted the freedom of the town in 1607, at his own earnest request
in order to gain ‘some special respects’ and at a cost of 20 shillings. It appears that the
freedom of the city was bought, not given to Simon Wastell in order to show the town’s
appreciations for his services. In 1612 the assembly granted an usher to help Wastell teach
the farmer’s children. The next entry is on 15 December, 1631, shortly before Wastell’s
demise:
Imprimis wheare Mr Wastell nowe schoolemaster of the freeschoole in this towne in respect of
his weakness and Sicknes wherbye he is unable to supplie his place doeth give ways for the choice
of a new schoole-mr to succeed him, Provided he may have the proffts thereto belonging while
he liveth, It is agreed and ordered that Mr Shorland Recorder Mr Lane the Towne Councell and
Mr Ball Minister of All Ste shal be moved to inquire out a sufficient schoole Mr and to prefer
one to this assemblie to be by them liked of and approved.48

Wastell had made his will the previous August, leaving his small property to his second wife
Elizabeth and small legacies for Samuel and Simon, his sons, and Hannah and Mary, his
daughters. His will states that he left a house on Gold Street and that he was to be buried
in the churchyard of All Saints.49 He only lived about a month after he was granted his
pension, dying on 31st January 1631-2. His son Simon (1602-1688) was appointed vicar of
Daventry the same year, though the appointment was brief.The assembly appointed Daniel
Rogers, M.A., to replace Wastell as the master of the free school on 6th April 1632. Later
appointments, including that of Ferdinand Archer (master of the free school from 16461695), are listed and discussed in The Records of the Borough of Northampton, Vol. 2, p.354ff.
Simon Wastell’s will is to be found in Christopher Markham, Northamptonshire Notes and
Queries, Vol.V, Northampton, 1894, p.117:
Will of Symon Wastell. – Book I., 137.
August 19 1631 7th year of K. Charles.
I, Symon Wastell of the Town of Northampton schoolemaster – body to be buried in the parish
Church Chancell or Churchyard of All Saynts. House in Gold Street to be sold by Mr Doctor
Harte my Brother Joseph Bechynoe and Nicholas Gibbs and the money disposed of as follows
unto my son Samuel Wastell £25 unto my son Symon Wastell £25 and the rest of the money to
48 Cox, The Records of the Borough,Vol. 2, p.353.
49 Isham Longden, Northamptonshire and Rutland Clergy,Vol. 15, p.191.
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be equally divided betwixt my two daughters Hannah Wastell and Mary Wastell. Debts to be paid
out of my goods as in the deed of gift of my goods is mentioned. Elizabeth my now wife to have
the £10 there mentioned and £20 which I promised her upon marriage. Elizabeth and … sonne
executors.
[The rest of the will is torn and perished. – H.I.L.]

John Wastell of Northampton
John Wastell (c. 1540-bf.1583) was probably not much more than 20 years older than Simon,
but he had died before Simon arrived in Northampton, possibly while Simon was still at
Oxford University.The Wastells who went to Oxford and Cambridge Universities all came
from the Westmorland Wastells.This makes it reasonable that John and Simon were kinsmen,
though it cannot be proven. John Wastell married Catherine Cresswell on 17th October,
1558. She was the daughter of Thomas Cresswell who was the Mayor of Northampton four
times – in 1579, 1588, 1596 and 1604. John and Catherine had three or four sons named
John who died early, causing Thomas Wastell to become the ‘sonne and heire’. Their son
Thomas (c. 1567-c 1639) and his brother William (1569-1646) were the only two sons who
survived to adulthood. Thomas was a vintner, and this was possibly a family trade as there
was a Lawrence Wastell, vintner, living in Northampton in 1494. John Wastell died before
1583, since his widow remarried Roger Higham of St Clements and Temple Bar in London
on 21st January 1583. Roger Higham was an ‘innholder’ in the following comment about
John and Catherine’s son Thomas Wastell in Northamptonshire records.50 In 1599 Thomas
Crosswell and Roger Higham (Thomas Wastell’s grandfather and stepfather), ‘pursuant to
the intention of Thomas Wastell gave one tenement in Sheep-street to St Thomas’s Hospital’.
Hospital of St Thomas
St Thomas’s Hospital was founded for the poor in Northampton in about 1450 and
dedicated to the memory of St Thomas â Becket. In fact it was probably a re-founding of
an older establishment. St Thomas â Becket had been canonized in 1173, and a chapel in
his honour had been built shortly afterwards at Northampton with a fraternity of monks
under his name during the reign of Henry III (1215-1272). The hospital was located on
the east side of Bridge Street, just outside the town walls and gate in the south quarter.51 It
was run by a senior and minor master and housed twelve poor persons who were given a
weekly allowance, with clothing, fuel and washing. In 1584, the first husband of Simon
Wastell’s first wife Elizabeth, gave 20 shillings to buy a cow for the poor of St Thomas
Hospital.
Thomas and William Wastell in London
The two brothers from Northampton – Thomas the vintner and William the mercer – both
later lived and worked in London. Thomas Wastell (1567-c.1639) first married Unica or
Vinca Lyneley, or Eunice Ann Lively, born 1584 at Skipton in Yorkshire on 8 January
1608/9. There is an IGI record of this on the Family Research website, but we know it’s
our Thomas Wastell from Northampton because the marriage and children are recorded in
Boyd’s Inhabitants of London, a series available through British Origins. Record 7453 concerns
Thomas Wastell of Saint Dunstan East in London. Boyds Inhabitants also mentions that his
wife Anne or Eunice died on 4th August 1625 in the same place. Along with Eunice, their
five children, Thomas, Jonathan, David, Emm, and Hannah, died between October 1623
and July 1625. One by one Thomas lost his whole family. Deborah Whaley is mentioned as
Thomas Wastell’s second wife, marrying at All Hallows the Less on 19th January 1625. In
50 Ibid. Also see The History of the Town of Northamptonshire with An Account of Its Public Buildings and Institutions,
Eminent Men, Members of Parliament, Mayor and Bailiffs, and the Most Remarkable Events That Have Taken Place
in the Town, Northampton, 1847, p.51.
51 Markham, Records of the Borough,Vol. II, p.341.
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Record 6380, we go back to Thomas Whaley of St Peter Cornhill with his wife Deborah,
and he is vintner at the Mermaid in Cornhill and died and was buried 11th September
1625. The children of Thomas Whaley and his wife Deborah – Deborah, Thomas and
Anna – also all died between July 1624 and September 1625. The record also tells us
Deborah is called the cousin of William Essington in his will. The other cousins were all
Ellams, so this was possibly Deborah’s maiden name.
There is a second record (6388) for Thomas Wastell of St Peter Cornhill, and there he is
listed as the son of John Wastell and Catherine Creswell, daughter of Thomas Creswell, of
Northampton. Here he has married his second wife, Deborah Whaley, widow of Thomas
Whaley, vintner of the Mermaid Inn, Cornhill.This record also mentions his first wife Ann
Eunice. The three records provide us with the whole picture. To lose both spouses and
families in such a short time, it seemed likely that the Black Death must have gone through
St Peter Cornhill at that time, and so it did (in 1625).52 Like many people bereft from the
inroads and devastation from the bubonic plague, Thomas Wastell and Deborah Whaley,
having lost almost everything, promptly remarried and started all over again. Then Thomas
Wastell the vintner took over Thomas Whaley’s work at the Mermaid Inn in St Peter
Cornhill.The couple had four more children together – Thomas, Deborah and Esther were
born from 1627 to 1630. Esther died in 1630, and a stillborn child was buried in 1632.The
last record found about this Thomas Wastell was recorded in London Apprenticeship
‘Abstracts: 1639: George Richard to Thomas Wastell, 12 Nov 1639,Vintner’s Company’.53
His son Thomas was apprenticed to William Moore, vintner on 3rd March 1645/6.
Thomas’s brother William was a mercer, a seller of fine cloth, who also lived in London.
This is validated by Boyd’s Inhabitant record 48291, which records his parents as John
Wastell and Catherine Cresswell of Northampton. I believe that William married
twice – first to Margaret Fisher (the date of the marriage, the date of the firstborn, and the
fact that they had a daughter Margaret suggest this) though only the second wife is
recorded.54 William had a number of children to the first wife, including Rebeckah, and a
Rebeckah Wastell died in the same church, St Mary Aldermary, and in the same year, 1646,
that William died. After his first wife’s death, the evidence suggests that William was married
again to Margaret Worm. The marriage to Margaret Worm, the fact that it was a second
marriage, William’s sonship to John and Catherine Wastell, and the death of Rebeckah
(likely the child of the same name in the first marriage) are all recorded in Boyd’s Inhabitants
of London.Without these disparate records, we would be unable to link all this information
about John’s two sons, Thomas and William, and it is quite remarkable that we can.
The descendents of John Wastell of Northampton fade out in the early seventeenth century.
However Henry Isham Longden records descendants of Simon Wastell still alive in Irchester
in 1726.55

52 J. A. I. Champion, Epidemic Disease in London: A Collection of Working Papers Given at the Symposium ‘Epidemic
Disease in London: from the Black Death to Cholera’ held at the Institute of Historical Research, 19th March
1992, London, 1993, p.7.
53 ‘Thomas Wastell’, London Apprenticeship Abstracts 1442-1850 at British Origins, www.britishorigins.com.
54 The birth records are listed on the International Genealogic Index (Family Research Website), with the
father William and no mother listed.The marriage record was found in Boyd’s Marriages of London on British
Origins, and it fits with the date of the first child being born.
55 Isham Longden, Northamptonshire & Rutland Clergy,Vol. 15, p.191.
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‘Steer a Safer Course’
Sir Justinian Isham: Family Life at Lamport Hall (1681-1730)
MIRIAM GRICE
Introduction
Tucked away in the corner of the drawing room at Lamport Hall in Northamptonshire is
the portrait of Sir Justinian Isham, fourth Baronet. Visitors to the Hall would be forgiven
for not noticing his portrait as their attention is drawn to the tragically charismatic figure
of his flamboyant brother, Thomas, third Baronet. His short life included a three-year tour
of Europe, when he managed to empty the family coffers and incur enormous debts as he
purchased numerous art treasures. It was Sir Justinian, however, who on the premature death
of Thomas at the age of twenty-four, found himself having to shoulder the burden of taking
care of the rapidly fading family fortunes.
Sir Justinian Isham (hereafter referred to as
Justinian) (Figure 1) took over the family
estate in 1681; the condition of Lamport
Hall was, at this time, desperate and the
family name and reputation had been
tarnished. At twenty-three, with the future
of the estate in the balance, Justinian had to
make a difficult choice: either continue in his
brother’s dissolute footsteps or imitate his
father’s example by committing his life to his
land.
The following account will seek to unfold
the life of Justinian Isham from the days
following his accession to the title, to his
death at the age of seventy-two in 1730. It
will look primarily at his role as a family man
in order to unveil snippets of daily life at
Lamport Hall from 1681 and for the fortynine years that followed.
Figure 1. Sir Justinian Isham,
Advice
4th Baronet,
Born in 1658, Justinian was the fourth child
by
Sir
Godfrey
Kneller (c.1684),
of Sir Justinian Isham, second Baronet, and
Lamport
Hall
Vere Leigh. As the second son, he had lived
his life in the shadow of a strict but loving (Reproduced by kind permission of the Trustees,
Lamport Hall Preservation Trust)
father and a handsome, much-loved older
brother, Thomas, who had been brought up
as the future heir of the Lamport title and estate. With Thomas’ unexpected death from
smallpox in July 1681, Justinian’s sudden accession to the title meant that his new
responsibility as Baronet of Lamport required a complete change of attitude, lifestyle and
priorities. At the time of his succession, however, the estate handed down to him was heavily
in debt. During these turbulent days, Justinian received valuable advice from various people
close to him, such as his Oxford tutor Doctor John Fell. In two letters, Fell warned the
young Baronet not to follow his brother’s example but lead a more responsible life:
‘consider the calamity which has overtaken your brother and the past misadventure which have
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befallen yourself…steer a safer course…You have
seen by a double experience, the ruinous effects
of a life of Pleasure; be now so just to virtue and
honour.’1

Fell continued by encouraging his charge to
imitate, instead, the example of his father, Sir
Justinian: ‘Examine the different posture of
your estate as it was left by your father, and
as you will now find it; and then determine
what course of life is likeliest to preserve
your family and fortune.’2
The other principal source of advice at this
time came from the faithful agent Gilbert
Clerke, who, from 1677, had managed the
estate during Sir Thomas’ absence. Clerke’s
counsel was fundamental in helping Justinian
to steer towards that ‘safer course’
encouraged by Fell, leading him to realise
that he was no longer the second brother but
had rather to pay serious attention to the
family estate: ‘the case is altered; you have got
Figure 2. Elizabeth Turnor,
an estate & will know how it goes.’3 At the
Lady Isham,
time of this letter, at the end of December
by Charles D’Agar (1706),
1681, Justinian was spending time and
Lamport Hall.
money in London. These words, however,
(Reproduced by kind permission of the Trustees, became the spark that ignited Justinian’s
Lamport Hall Preservation Trust)
sense of responsibility since, at the beginning
of 1682, he seemed resolved to return to Lamport in order to make the most of the
situation. Clerke wrote: ‘I am glad to hear that you have advised yourself to come to
Lamport & study Italian books & lay the bottles aside for a while…Certainly such sort of
living is not only advisable but absolutely necessary to you except you intend to run further
into debt.’4 Justinian Isham listened to the wise advice received during the first year of his
baronetcy. It proved to be so valuable that he kept to it for the remainder of his life, as well
as passing it on to his children. The following accounts will explain how he went about
steering towards that ‘safer course’ throughout the forty-nine years as Baronet of Lamport
Hall, and the effect this had on his family.
Marriage and Children
The first step of duty in Justinian’s journey as Baronet was to secure the future of the family
by taking a suitable wife. By June 1683, he had found his bride to be in Elizabeth Turnor
(Figure 2), only daughter of Sir Edmund Turnor of Stoke Rochford, Lincolnshire. On the
15th June 1683, a letter from Sir Edmund arranged a meeting with Justinian: ‘As to what
you desire in relation to my Daughter, I conceive some further discourse with you will be
first and necessary…I shall meet you this evening about 8 of the clock in St James’ Park.’5
Justinian and Elizabeth were married in London on the 16th July 1683, a match that was
in all probability an arranged one, as was customary. This match, however, soon turned out
1
2
3
4
5

N.R.O. I.C. 4847 – 20th August 1681.
N.R.O. I.C. 4847 – 20th August 1681.
N.R.O. I.C. 1314 – 24th December 1681, from Gilbert Clerke.
N.R.O. I.C. 1318 – 8th February 1682, from Gilbert Clerke.
N.R.O. I.C. 1346 – 15th June 1683, from Sir Edmund Turnor.
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to be an extremely happy one and the couple were
devoted to each other for the thirty years of their
union. Of Sir Justinian, Lady Isham could write: ‘I am
obliged to you for your readiness to pay or lay out for
me whatever I would desire which many spouses
would not be over willing to do: but you are not to
be paralleled with the Common sort.’6 Likewise, there
is a touching note on the fourth page of Justinian’s
private account book, which is here transcribed in
full:
‘Memorandum that my poor dear Spouse left me at her
death above £800, besides several sums she gave me in
her life time; which is much to be admired, considering
how small an allowance she had; yet even out of that,
she would keep her children when little, and bought
great quantity of books, in which was her chief delight.
But she was a very extraordinary woman, and the best
wife to the most unworthy husband. For which I don’t
question God has rewarded her; as well as chastened me.
J Isham’7

Although Elizabeth Turnor, now Lady Isham, proved
to carry all the qualities of a suitable bride, even the
most virtuous of women would have been initially Figure 3. Sir Justinian Isham,
under scrutiny by those surrounding Lamport Hall. 5th Baronet. Marble bust by
In order to secure the succession of the title within Peter Scheemakers (c.1736),
Lamport Hall.
the family, the all-important male heir had to be
provided. The couple had to wait until July 1687 for (Reproduced by kind permission of the
the much-desired baby boy, Justinian (Figure 3), and Trustees, Lamport Hall Preservation
Trust)
five more followed during the next six years. In total,
Lady Isham bore her husband fourteen children – eight boys and six girls.
Justinian and Elizabeth seem to have been very involved with their children. The letters
give us an insight into the life of the young family, and on the occasions that Lady Isham
left her children in order to visit her husband in London, they were well looked after by
trustworthy people such as the Reverend Robert Gould:
‘how grateful it must be to my Lady and yourself to hear of the welfare of Master and Miss…
They are both very well and lively at this time, & tho the advances Miss makes towards speaking
are but slow, yet the earnestness and the many signs she makes at any mention of Mama & Pappa,
she seems only to want words to tell a very long story. & Master too (as the women phrase it)
comes on finely & is very forward…’8

When Justinian was away in London, fulfilling his role as Member of Parliament, he
encouraged his children to write to him in order to check on their progress: ‘Pray tell the
Girl I like her letter, but since she writes so short, I desire to hear oftener from her, as
likewise sometimes from Jus.’9 The Girl was Vere, born in 1686 and, at this point, twelve
6
7
8
9

N.R.O. I.C. 1757 – 16th May 1713, from Lady Isham.
N.R.O. I.L. 5273 – Sir Justinian Isham’s Private Account Book from 1702 to 1717.
N.R.O. I.C. 1420 – 26th March 1688, from Robert Gould.
N.R.O. I.C. 1565 – 11th January 1698, Sir Justinian to Lady Isham.
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years old. Lady Isham was mainly responsible for the children’s early education. The Isham
correspondence provides the reader with a regular account of the children’s progress, from
early years to adolescence and Lady Isham’s letters to her husband report Vere’s advancement
in learning: ‘Miss improves in her prayers.’10 ‘The Girl says her lessons to me.’11 ‘Miss
improves in her book daily and is able almost to read anything.’12
Although Justinian was so often away in London, it did not hinder the affection between
him and his children.Through correspondence, he was ever present in their lives and, when
at home, there was no shortage of love.Vere especially looked forward to her father’s return,
confident that he would bring her back a present of some sort: ‘I hope you have got
something pretty for the Girl or else she will be much in displeasure’13 wrote Lady Isham
acting as intermediary between father and daughter. The Isham family during these days
was close and, when away on duty, Justinian’s absence was felt: ‘My girl bids me acquaint
you that she loves you and wants you…She passes away her time with talking of you, and
I with thinking.’14 Such letters paint an intimate picture of everyday life at Lamport Hall,
setting out Justinian’s role as husband and father.
Education
While the girls were educated at home, the boys were most certainly not. During their preschool years, Lady Isham would have taught them to read and write but, as soon as they
came of age, the boys would be directed towards their individual paths of life. In the same
way that Thomas had received a different, preferential treatment to that of his brothers’,
Justinian (or Jus as he shall be referred to from now on), as the eldest and future heir of the
estate, was singled out as far as education was concerned. After being educated at home, he
was sent to study abroad. On the 2nd July 1704, at the age of seventeen, Jus arrived in
Utrecht. A year later he enrolled at the Grand Ducal Academy of Wolfenbüttel in Germany,
a popular choice for the sons of aristocratic Englishmen, where he remained for two years.
Justinian highly commended a good knowledge of foreign languages and, on numerous
occasions while Jus was in Wolfenbüttel, he took the opportunity to encourage him to
perfect both French and Italian: ‘Tis no small pleasure for me to see you take so much
delight in languages, it being the finest accomplishment any gentleman can be master of, to
be able to write and discourse in several tongues.’15 Once his education was complete,
much like Thomas had done, Jus went on the first of his foreign travels, touring Saxony,
Hanover, Hamburg, Lübeck, Denmark, and Berlin. Twelve years later, in June 1719, Jus
embarked on the Grand Tour through France, to the chief cities of Italy, returning to London
at the end of July 1720.
John and Edmund, the second and third Isham boys, were both sent to Rugby in 1699, in
the days of the Reverend Henry Holyoake who had been headmaster of Rugby School
from 1687.The correspondence between Justinian and Holyoake was compiled and printed
by Sir Gyles Isham, providing an interesting document on early eighteenth century
education at Rugby.16 On the 16th December 1702, Holyoake reported on how the ‘two
young gentlemen…continue very hopeful’ and that John showed ‘solid sense and substantial
Latin’ in his composition of prose and verse while Edmund wrote ‘judicious Latin’ and had
10 N.R.O. I.C. 4369 – 4th February (no year), from Lady Isham.
11 N.R.O. I.C. 4370 – 21st February (no year), from Lady Isham.
12 N.R.O. I.C. 4375 – 9th March (no year), from Lady Isham.
13 N.R.O. I.C. 1626 – 30th March 1700, from Lady Isham.
14 N.R.O. I.C. 4383 – 26th October (no year), from Lady Isham.
15 N.R.O. I.C. 2125 – 10th July 1706, Sir Justinian to Jus.
16 Sir G. Isham, (ed.), A Rugby Headmaster’s Letters to a Parent in the Early Eighteenth Century (Northampton, 1952).
17 N.R.O. I.C. 2725 – 16 December 1702.
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‘a very good foundation in Greek’17, all qualities that would have undoubtedly pleased their
father greatly. Professor Anthony Fletcher’s book18 gives a clearer account of the boys’
progress at Rugby. In 1705, when it was time for John to start at Oxford, Holyoake provided
the final report: ‘Mr John…am confident will shine with a peculiar figure in the University’
while Edmund ‘is not in the least inferior to him…but I think rather exceeds him.’19 This
letter seemed to predict what would become of the two young men. After Rugby, the
brothers were sent to Oxford University: John in 1705; Edmund two years later. John was
elected, in 1713, a Fellow of All Souls and Edmund, after a distinguished career which
included being judge advocate of the Court Admiralty from 1731 to 1741, became the
sixth Baronet of Lamport Hall after Jus died in 1737 (John, the second in line, had died on
the 17th November 1716 aged twenty eight), and represented the County of Northampton
as M.P. in six Parliaments until his own death in 1772.
The fourth surviving son, Thomas, born in 1692, was destined for a life at sea. He was sent
on board ship when just eleven, and travelled with the East Indian Company under Captain
Harrison’s command with the view of making him a merchant. On the 18th December
1703, Justinian paid £161 and five shillings to Harrison for Tom’s six year apprenticeship.20
Academically, he was not the brightest of the Isham boys, and the fact that he was sent on
board ship at such a young age did not improve this. Justinian, in his letters, often complained
of the illegibility of Tom’s handwriting: ‘Tom will scarce go to sea again this year, but to
school to learn mathematics and to write, which he does so ill that you can’t have a letter
from him at present.’21 After a few months at home improving his spelling, mathematics
and handwriting, the young “Captain”, as his brothers and sisters often called him, was back
at sea. After four years away from home, without having seen or heard from his family,
Thomas returned to England with a ‘small chest of China goods aboard, besides a few others
of other sorts which I hope I shall get ashore without any trouble.’22 His father’s aim in
making him financially independent was starting to take place and, in February 1713,
Thomas sailed with Captain Harrison to the West Indies as an officer.
Justinian was providing for all his boys making sure that they all received the most
appropriate education for the course of life that their father had chosen for them.
Directing the Future Heir
Justinian’s protective instinct toward his eldest boy, desiring to mould him into the best
kind of man suitable for taking over the estate, created within him certain understandable
fears. As we have seen, in 1704 Jus was sent to Utrecht and the following year to the Ducal
Academy at Wolfenbüttel, where he studied for two years. During this time, Justinian wrote
consistently to his son showering him with advice, encouragement, suggestions and
warnings, such as he had received from his father when a student, and from Fell and Clerke
when a young Baronet. One of these fears was whether Jus’ religious adherences might be
corrupted by other influences. As well as being a Tory and Royalist household, the Isham
family had always been devout supporters of the Church of England. Justinian’s concern
while Jus spent time abroad was that he might receive influences from other denominations.
Any reassurance that this was not the case was highly welcomed:
‘I am very glad of your resolution to adhere firmly to the Church of England which I can never
doubt, none of our family being any other ways inclined, and though you may meet with some
18 A. Fletcher, Growing up in England (New Haven & London, 2008), pp.169-70.
19 N.R.O. I.C. 4023 – 21st May 1705.
20 N.R.O. I.L. 5273 – 18th December 1703.
21 N.R.O. I.C. 2124 – 22nd March 1706, Sir Justinian to Jus.
22 N.R.O. I.C. 2273 – 4th July 1710, from Thomas.
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abroad of other principles which they may endeavour to instil into young Gentlemen, I dare say
their labour will be lost with you.’23

Justinian’s primary concern was whether or not his efforts in the upbringing of his sons
would be in vain. He was afraid that Jus’ foreign studies could have, as had been the case in
his brother Thomas’ experience, adverse consequence on his upbringing. He therefore
needed constant reassurance from his son that his efforts would be well remunerated. The
advice was the same: to keep the right company and spend his time wisely:
‘I don’t doubt but that you will be as good as your promise to apply yourself diligently to your
study and exercises, and not to follow the ill example of some young men who travel abroad only
to spend money and improve themselves in nothing, but come home as great Block heads as they
went.’24

The next step in Justinian’s ambition to provide the best education for his son was the
Ducal Academy of Wolfenbüttel, where Jus arrived in June 1705. Here too, Jus’ application
pleased his father, who became even more convinced that the choices he was making for
Jus were indeed the best alternative: ‘I have not brought you up at home among dogs and
horses as the generality of our Gentlemen are’ Justinian would write in 1707, ‘but have
given you an opportunity of making yourself accomplished and fit for the conversation of
the more polite part of mankind.’25 Through Justinian’s letters, it is clear that he constantly
kept the future in mind, hoping that Jus’ learning would one day be of advantage to the
Lamport estate. In the end, the outcome was the desired one. Jus was not a disappointment
to his father, rather the opposite. At the end of Jus’ education, Justinian felt that no more
could have been done. He had provided Jus with an enviable education and had managed
to direct his son, by his counsel and advice, through the ‘safer course’ that he too had
adopted in 1681: ‘I hope you can’t but say I have done all that lies in me to make you in
every way accomplished.’26
Life at Lamport
It has been possible to reconstruct day to day family life at Lamport Hall thanks to the
extensive and detailed correspondence between Justinian and Elizabeth, as well as between
their children, especially Vere and Jus.Through these letters, the reader gains an insight into
the past-times and activities of the Isham family during the first three decades of the
eighteenth century. As the permanent residents of Lamport Hall were the female members
of the family, the references to most activities come from the women, and both the positive
and negative aspects of life in the country can be gathered by what they wrote to the men.
During Justinian’s baronetcy, Lamport Hall became a very hospitable house and the Ishams
enjoyed having regular visitors, such as Major Henry Benson and his daughter Jenny, who
was good company for Vere:
‘Wednesday came the Major with his daughter Jenny.Thursday…to Lady Robinson’s and thither
we went, played at cards had a very handsome supper…Saturday Jus appointed Mr Robinson to
hunt…they came back by ten which till noon (as you may guess) was spent in coffee and chat;
the rest of the day was cards and a bottle after supper for the Major…I am now told young
Allecock is come in to dinner.’27
23 N.R.O. I.C. 2123 – 11 December 1705, Sir Justinian to Jus.
24 N.R.O. I.C. 2329 – 12 August 1704, Sir Justinian to Jus.
25 N.R.O. I.C. 2361 – 24 January 1707, Sir Justinian to Jus.
26 N.R.O. I.C. 1672 – 26 October 1705, Sir Justinian to Jus.
27 N.R.O. I.C. 1702 – 8th December 1707, Lady Isham.
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Together with the Bensons, the Isham family went to local fairs such as the ones at
Northampton or Boughton28 or simply amused themselves at home in other ways: ‘Jenny
Benson is still here and beats us shamefully at Ombre. She’s wonderfully merry, reads the
news to us.’29 Because of Justinian’s political duties calling him frequently to London, Lady
Isham was often left to receive her guests without her husband.When this was the case, she
made it clear that his skills as host of Lamport were sadly missed: ‘I know not how to
entertain the company well without you and am certain you will be much wanted by all.’30
When Jus left Lamport for Utrecht, it was up to Vere to keep her brother informed of the
daily events at home, as she corresponded regularly with him in English and French
principally and, occasionally, in Italian: ‘Je vous apprenne un peau comment nous passons
le temps ici a la Campagne. Il y a eu des comédiens cette Été a Northampton et nous les
avons été voir jouée quatre fois…& après que la Comédie fut fini nous avons resté la tout
le soir à danser.’31 As well as watching actors in Northampton and dancing throughout the
night, Vere’s favourite hobby at Lamport was hunting: ‘Le plus grand divertissement que
j’ai à présent est d’aller quelque fois a la chasse que j’aime beaucoup.’32
The interesting feature of Vere’s letters with regard to life at Lamport lies in the fact that
we receive a woman’s perspective on life in the country, an aspect that was not perceived
much by the men of the family. Life in the country could be monotonous, isolated and
frequently dull, as the eldest of the Isham children recalled time and time again. The only
one of Justinian’s daughters to marry was Hester, who in 1722 had married Francis
Raynsford of Brixworth. The other three daughters lived most of their lives at Lamport:
Susanna until 1726, when she died at Bath;Vere and Edmunda until Sir Justinian’s death in
1730, when the former moved to Fawsley and the latter to Brixworth. In many of Vere’s
letters to her brothers, she often complained of having nothing of interest to report: ‘J’ai
été tout cet hiver à la campagne ou je ne vois personne, ou je n’entends point de nouvelles
qui sont dignes de vous raconter, et ou toutes choses inspire la mélancolie car l’ou ne trouve
ici rien de gai ou de divertissante.’33 Vere talked of being bored for lack of things to do and,
as a result, considered herself to be as dull as her surroundings.34
On the contrary, Lamport Hall had been for Lady Isham an ideally suited place. Justinian’s
wife was calm and quiet, preferring to stay at home rather than savour life in the city: ‘I
find living without company is thought insane to most, except myself who am really pleased
to have a plausible excuse to keep home and enjoy myself by a good fire.’35 Her favourite
pastime, reading, is remembered in the inscription Justinian wrote for her on the monument
in All Hallows’ church, and she regularly commissioned her husband or son to buy her the
new books that she saw advertised in The Gazette. Many of these books are still in the
Lamport library with her initials, E. I., on the inside page, such as tome twenty of Monsieur
Le Clerc’s complete series, Bibliotheque Choisie, that she asked Jus to get for her on the 25th
of April 1711.36 While her husband was away fulfilling his duty in parliament, his letters
home show concern for his ‘poor Bess’ in the country. Justinian worried about having to
leave Elizabeth alone and, in order to reassure him, she often replied: ‘I live so easily and
28 N.R.O. I.C. 2130 – 25th June 1711, Sir Justinian to Jus.
29 N.R.O. I.C. 1751 – 4th April 1713, from Lady Isham.
30 N.R.O. I.C. 1644 – 25th March 1700, from Lady Isham.
31 N.R.O. I.C. 1662 – 12th August (no year),Vere to Jus.
32 N.R.O. I.C. 2333 – 11th October 1704,Vere to Jus.
33 N.R.O. I.C. 1691 – 8th February 1707,Vere to Jus.
34 N.R.O. I.C. 2159, 2160.
35 N.R.O. I.C. 1715 – 17th February 1711, from Lady Isham.
36 N.R.O. I.C. 1719 – 25th April 1711, from Lady Isham. The complete series is still in the library – Tome 20
has the initials E. I.
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contentedly at home that I never think want of company a misfortune’37, such as the time
when all the young folk had gone to Brixworth Fair, leaving her ‘all alone to solace myself
undisturbed with La Vie de Henry le Grand.’38 Together with the provisions of chocolate,
coffee, and other necessities, Justinian included his wife’s literary requests in the hampers
he sent home: the History of Europe one time; the Milan Almanac another.’39
The housekeeping was in the hands of Lady Isham and Justinian provided her with a regular
allowance, on top of her personal one, that ranged from five to twenty pounds. She compiled
the shopping list of items needed in the house and, if any were cheaper in London, she
asked he husband to buy them. Her letters are, in this case also, an interesting account of
the items that recurred most often on her list, providing a general view of late seventeenth
and early eighteenth century life in the country. Spices, oil and vinegar, chocolate, coffee
and tea were all regularly ordered, and Elizabeth knew full well where to find what she
needed at the right price: ‘Pray send down a bottle or two of orange flower water for we
use it sometimes for custards and creams. Doylly used to have very good and very cheap.’40
Elizabeth, far from being a wasteful wife, took care to make savings and avoid unnecessary
costs: ‘There is no question but what you and Mrs Turnor have pitched upon is pretty and
genteel; all my fear is ‘tis too fine and costly. I leave trimming and everything else wholly
to hers and your fancy only desire they may be slight’41 she wrote her husband in 1693,
fearing that his choice for the interior decoration was on the expensive side. And on one
occasion, when Justinian offered to replace all the blades on the knives, she reported that
not all of them needed replacing.42 However, nothing went amiss at Lamport, and the family
did not lack anything. As well as the frequent tea, coffee, chocolate and spices, the shopping
bill included candles, soap, washing powder, stockings, pickles, anchovies and capers43, ‘a
Bottle of Orange flower water and also…two pots of best Pomatum for the hair and three
pound of powder such as I used to have.’44 In case great ladies came to visit, Elizabeth saw
fit to order half a pound of Imperial Tea.45
Death of Lady Isham
The concept of mourning being a visible statement rather than simply an emotional
condition was greatly different from today, and can therefore seem a little extreme. A simple
glance at the bundles of Isham letters shows who was in mourning by looking at the wax
colour used for the seal; if a death had occurred in the family, black wax was used instead
of the more conventional red.When Elizabeth died on the 22nd of August 1713 at the age
of forty-seven, Justinian mourned his beloved Bess for a year, changing his entire wardrobe,
as was the custom, as well as putting his carriage in mourning and furnishing his dressing
room with grey.’46
Lady Isham’s illness started in the winter of 1712, when she was seized by fits. By January
1713, Justinian was already considering returning to Lamport in order to look after his
wife47 and, during the following five months, Elizabeth kept him up to date with her medical
37 N.R.O. I.C. 1692 – 8th February 1707, from Lady Isham.
38 N.R.O. I.C. 4379 – 29th March (no date), from Lady Isham.
39 N.R.O. I.C. 1749 – 3rd February 1713, Lady Isham to Jus.
40 N.R.O. I.C. 1645 – 3rd April 1700 from Lady Isham.
41 N.R.O. I.C. 1517 – 16th April 1693, from Lady Isham.
42 N.R.O. I.C. 1570 – 12th March 1698, from Lady Isham.
43 N.R.O. I.C. 4372 – 2nd March, from Lady Isham.
44 N.R.O. I.C. 1758 – 18th May 1713, from Lady Isham.
45 N.R.O. I.C. 1757 – 16th May 1713, from Lady Isham.
46 N.R.O. I.C. 1781 – 5th Dec 1713,Vere to Jus.
47 N.R.O. I.C. 1744 – 3rd January 1713, Sir Justinian to Jus.
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development; the treatment consisted of letting blood and drinking ass’s milk.48 Justinian
left his post in London in May 1713 in order to be near his beloved wife and was at Lamport
by the 26th May. During the next month, Elizabeth’s condition worsened considerably and
Justinian’s fears were expressed in the following letter: ‘I can scarce tell you for tears that
your Poor Mother grows weaker and weaker every day and…I doubt she can hold out
long…I am, with the greatest concern that I ever had in my life, your Most Disconsolate
Father.’49 As Elizabeth’s condition worsened, so did Justinian’s sense of affliction. He tearfully
advised Jus’ return on 7th of July of the same year:
‘Your poor Mother now has a fever upon her, which has seized her head, and makes her mumble
a little in her discourse…unless you make haste, I very much fear you will scarce see your poor
Mother alive again; which puts me into that distraction that I don’t know what to do with myself
and I am
Your most wretched, disconsolate Father’50

At the end of the page for the month of August, in Justinian’s private accounts book, there
is the following entry: ‘Hinc Lachrymae, Hinc Luctus’51.
On 22nd August 1713, Elizabeth died at the age of forty-seven, ever to be lamented by her
husband. From then on, a cloud of grief descended upon Lamport Hall, thirty years after it
had rejoiced as a result of Justinian’s wedding. The account of the following four months
has reached us thanks to Vere’s letters, as she expressed all her anguish and concern to Jus:
‘My Mother’s death has placed me in the most uneasy, uncomfortable condition in the
whole world…I find it grows every day worse and worse.’52 For two months, Justinian
remained in his chambers without seeing anyone, despite his children’s efforts to encourage
him to leave his rooms. The unhappy Vere, ever present and ever caring, described herself
in this period as a perfect recluse, as very few visitors were being allowed in the once
welcoming house. 53 The only person who was able to afford some consolation to Justinian
during this distressful period was his son Euseby54, whose gift of bestowing comfort to his
father was a foretaste of his abilities as a spiritual leader to the Lamport congregation as its
rector for twenty-five years.
Four months had to pass after his wife’s death before Justinian started writing letters again
and, by that time, his recovery still seemed a long way away: ‘This is the first letter I have
been able to write since my heavy affliction...and tho I endeavour all I can to lessen my
grief, yet this is so terrible a blow to me, that God knows whether I shall ever get the better
of it.’55 Urged by Vere and Jus, who were increasingly concerned by their father’s misery,
their uncle, John, wrote to Justinian in February 1714 in a last attempt to get him to leave
Lamport: ‘I am thoroughly convinced (Brother) that your continuance at Lamport will
make you less able to come to Town, and therefore I do most earnestly desire you to leave
that melancholy place as soon as possible.’56 The response was not what Vere wanted to
hear: ‘My Father...says a lodging would be a very melancholy place for him to be in all day
by himself, for that he does not design to go to Chocolate Houses & Taverns & spend his
48 N.R.O. I.C. 1754 – 2nd May 1713, from Lady Isham.
49 N.R.O. I.C. 2138 – 27th June 1713, Sir Justinian to Jus.
50 N.R.O. I.C. 1767 – 7th July 1713, Sir Justinian to Jus.
51 N.R.O. I.L. 5273.
52 N.R.O. I.C. 1770 – 23rd September 1713,Vere to Jus.
53 N.R.O. I.C. 1783 – 26th December 1713,Vere to Jus.
54 N.R.O. I.C. 1783 – 26th December 1713,Vere to Jus.
55 N.R.O. I.C. 2386 – 28th December 1713, Sir Justinian to Jus.
56 N.R.O. I.C. 2226 – 2nd February 1714, from John Isham.
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time vainly as he has done.’57 Although, for Justinian, Lamport Hall had become a
melancholy place after Elizabeth’s death, the fact that it was full of her memories could not
bring him to leave and resume the life he lived prior to his wife’s death. All seemed now
futile to him, and his only refuge was his faith. He started spending more time alone with
God in order to feed his spiritual needs: ‘he is the most altered man that ever was, is grown
extremely devout, reads in the Bible or some good book all day long…he cries like a child
almost perpetually.’58 Following Elizabeth’s death, Sir Justinian started to regret all the time
he had spent away from her in London and the sense of guilt for not having made the most
of the time he had with her must have been overwhelming. As a result, he punished himself
with grief.
Life at Lamport, as in any family’s case, was made of ups and downs, joys and sorrows that
helped to shape the family members into the people they later became. Through this
account of life in the Isham household, the principal objective has been to bring back to
life Lamport Hall in the days of Justinian, sharing with the reader various events from the
life of who can be called the forgotten Baronet.
Death and Legacy
Justinian was an active Member of Parliament throughout his Baronetcy, right up until the
end of his life. After the session of March 1730 was over, he left London and was home at
Lamport by the 25th of the same month. By the beginning of May, Justinian became unwell
and on the morning of 11th May 1730, after being extremely ill, he died at Lamport at the
age of seventy-two.59 His son succeeded him as the fifth Baronet.60 In his will, he provided
for all his surviving children accordingly, as well as for the poor of the various towns he
had associated himself with. His wish, to be buried next to his ‘dear and truly loving wife’
in the vault of All Hallows’ was granted him and it is there that one can see, today, his
beautiful stone monument.
As part of the initial advice received by Justinian as a young man, Doctor Fell wrote the
following in his letter of 1681:
‘I pray make the like experiment of virtuous pleasure: to try whether a serious friend will not be
more entertaining than an extravagant companion; a chaste wife more endearing than an
imperious mistress; whether regular hours of meals and sleep be not more easy than midnight
treats and morning goings to bed. Whether the menagerie of your Estate in the country be not
a wiser thing than the spending it at London. The acting as a deputy lieutenant or justice of the
peace be not more honourable and more safe than to scour the streets, quarrel in taverns or engage
in duels.’61

In his youth, Justinian could so easily have followed his brother Thomas’ example in riotous
living. Although his character was not naturally serious, his choice of ‘steering a safer course’
brought him the highly merited epitaph written by his son Jus for the monument in the
church of All Hallows’: ‘He rendered more brilliant the lustre of his ancient family by his
scrupulous attention to justice and honesty.’ It is true that Thomas’ art treasures are still
spoken about over 300 years later, but how much would have remained if Justinian had not
chosen to ‘steer that safer course’?
57 N.R.O. I.C. 1787 – February 1714,Vere to Jus.
58 N.R.O. I.C. 1787 – February 1714,Vere to Jus.
59 N.R.O. I.C. 2471 – 11th May 1730,Vere to Edmund.
60 Jus moved with his wife, Mary, to Lamport Hall. Justinian’s two surviving unmarried daughters, Vere and
Edmunda, had to move out.Vere, aged 44, moved to Fawsley Hall, Edmunda, aged 31, to Brixworth.
61 N.R.O. I.C. 4808 – 28 September 1681, from Dr Fell.
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His prolonged grief on the death of his wife ‘Bess’, in 1713 and his regret that his political
career had obliged him to spend long periods of time in London, away from her, witness
to the happiness of his marriage and must have contributed greatly to the welfare of his
children. Jus, who succeeded to the baronetcy on his father’s death, had proven his sound
character and love of learning through his travels, and was described thus in his epitaph:
‘As a young man, and again when of mature years, he voyaged into foreign parts: Whence he
brought back, untainted Knowledge of Languages, and whatever else was useful and honourable:
By those vices indeed, which are wont to corrupt travellers, he was entirely unspotted.’

Justinian’s son Edmund, who succeeded his brother to the title, also had a distinguished
career that included being a Fellow of Magdalen College, a judge advocate of the Admiralty
Court, M.P. for the County of Northampton, which he represented in six parliaments and,
from 1737, Baronet of Lamport. Sir Gyles Isham called him ‘a munificent patron of
learning’62 giving £1,000 towards the building of the library of Magdalen College63 as well
as founding the village school for Lamport and Hanging Houghton. Finally, his grandson
Justinian, who succeeded Edmund as the seventh Baronet, was the son of Euseby, rector of
Lamport for twenty-five years.
With such a legacy, Justinian had lived up to his family and friend’s expectations. In
Elizabeth, he had found the ‘chaste wife’ recommended by Fell and throughout his life,
which had generally been a healthy one, he had taken care of estate finances in a way that
avoided useless expenses. His many responsibilities, both local and national, led him to be
highly esteemed by his peers. Two days after Justinian’s death, Henry Stratford could write
to Jus praising his father and asking him to take his place as M.P.: ‘our friends…all agree in
desiring you to supply the place of your father.’64
It would be wrong to attribute the turning fate of Lamport to anything other than Justinian’s
wise choice back in the early 1680s, which laid the foundations for the future. In an age of
dubious morality and general indolence among the gentry, it is admirable to find a genuine
scholar whose ‘learning in literature was marked beyond most men’s’ and who ‘frequently
occupied himself with the classical authors, Horace and Cicero were his intimates: for many
years before his death, he devoted himself especially to works of divinity and theological
exposition.’ Of the able politician, his epitaph continues by saying:
‘When he himself was so far from canvassing for this office, which many eagerly seek for by evil
wills…the people bestowed it upon him spontaneously, nobody opposing him for a period of
nearly 25 years.’

Not to mention the man who was described as ‘generous, hospitable and kind’, a ‘loving
husband and most indulgent father’. It is no wonder that when he died on 11th May 1730,
his death was calm and almost free from pain at the age of seventy-two. His earthly voyage
ended at Lamport Hall, the family seat and his home that he had loved and taken care of,
and where he had been a master, husband and father for forty-nine years. Far from being a
shadowy figure, Sir Justinian Isham, fourth Baronet, was one of their most illustrious
members.
62 Sir G. Isham, (ed.), A Rugby Headmaster’s Letters to a Parent in the Early Eighteenth Century (Northampton,
1952), p.3.
63 H. Isham Longden, ‘The Diaries (Home and Foreign) of Sir Justinian Isham, 1704-1736’, Transactions of the
Royal Historical Society, 3:1 (1907), p.183.
64 N.R.O. I.C. 2145 – 15th May 1730, Henry Stratford to Jus.
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Sulby Hall and its Owners 1700-1950
HEATHER BIRD
Nothing now remains of the once impressive Sulby Hall except for the stables and lodge,
traces of the former gardens and the ornamental lake and bridge. Scattered houses and farms
occupy the parkland which once surrounded the house. Sulby Hall near Welford was built
in 1793-5 and demolished in 1949. During this period the house and its surrounding estate
had several owners and varied fortunes.The first owners were the Paynes, a Northamptonshire family who rose to wealth and position over several generations as landowners,
merchants and bankers. This rise was followed by an equally common sequel, when their
acquired wealth was squandered by the determined spending of a later generation.

Figure 1. Parkland at Sulby. View from the bridge over the ornamental lake.
The stonework on the bridge is reputed to have come from Pytchley Hall. It
was moved to Sulby when Pytchley Hall was demolished in the early
nineteenth century. (Photograph by H. Bird)
The downfall of the Paynes of Sulby led to opportunities for others who sought to acquire
a country estate and follow their sporting activities, particularly hunting, in the Shires.Two
World Wars and changing economic times saw the decline and demolition of many country
houses and the break up of the agricultural estates which surrounded and supported them.
Sulby parish is small, about 650 acres (263 hectares), and lies in northwest Northamptonshire
on the border with Leicestershire. Sulby is adjacent to the parishes of Welford, Naseby and
Sibbertoft. In the twelfth century a premonstratensian abbey was established on the rich
grazing land in the south of Sulby parish. Over time, the abbey was responsible for
depopulating the original agricultural hamlet of Sulby. Hollow ways and house platforms
belonging to the deserted hamlet can still be traced in the fields above Welford Reservoir.
By 1428 there were only ten houses remaining in the parish and by 1720 all the land was
enclosed and used largely for grazing sheep1. Sulby Abbey was dissolved in 1538 along with
other smaller religious houses.
1 Bridges’ History of Northamptonshire Volume 2 1791.
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In the seventeenth century the parish contained several farms and at least one manor
house, referred to in deeds from 16802. The
Paynes, already landowners in the area, started
to buy land at Sulby in the late seventeenth
century. Tracing this family is complicated by
the popularity of the name John. Fathers,
sons, cousins, nephews, uncles and godsons
carried the name of John Payne and were
often contemporary with one another and
lived within close proximity.
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In 1672 John Payne of Cottesbrooke was
described as a yeoman and by 1682 a John
Bridleway
Payne was described as a Gentleman, indicatNaseby
Private roads
ing a family on the rise.The Paynes were also
landowners in Welford and two indentures3
show that John Payne of Cottesbrooke purch- Figure 2. Sketch map of Sulby Parish.
(H. Bird)
ased further holdings of land in Welford and
Sulby by 1685. Initially he bought land to the south and west of Sulby, around the area of
the former abbey site. A John Payne Gentleman, of Welford, died in 1707 and left 71⁄2
yardlands (well over 200 acres) of arable and pasture in the open fields of Welford and 33
acres of enclosed land in Sulby. Having left monetary bequests to his three daughters and
his wife, Elizabeth, the residue of the estate was left to his only surviving son John.

In 1696 John’s son, John III, was bound apprentice for seven years to John Jenkins,
haberdasher of London, an indication that the family were looking beyond farming to
increase their wealth. A pocket book belonging to this John Payne was discovered in the
mid nineteenth century in the vaults of the Smith Payne Bank (see below). The pocket
book sets out his careful expenditure over the period of his apprenticeship in great detail
and we find he was already lending money to and borrowing from family members. After
completing his apprenticeship this John married Lydia Durrant, from Kent, in 1706 and
their son, John IV, was born in 1708. The family wealth was increasing rapidly now, based
in the first place on land and grazing, then on merchant trading in London and elsewhere
and eventually, by the mid eighteenth century on banking. Successive generations, however,
continued to invest heavily in land in their native Northamptonshire and in the adjoining
counties.
John III’s will dated 1747 shows that he still owned land in Sulby and Welford, had estates in
Sherrington in Buckinghamshire, Husbands Bosworth and North Kilworth in Leicestershire
and also had a house in Bow Church Yard in the City of London. He bequeathed his son
John IV £2000 to ‘bring into stock and partnership’. It was this John who acquired a one
third partnership in the bank of Smith & Payne by an agreement signed in 1758.4
Smith, Payne & Smith Bank, Lothbury
Abel Smith & Sons were originally bankers in Nottingham and the East Midlands. Samuel
Smith, a Goldsmith and a relative of Abel, acted as their agent in London. In 1758 this
arrangement was changed, probably because of some dispute between Abel and Samuel
2 Northamptonshire Record Office (NRO) Reference SG 301-304.
3 NRO S.G. 83 Indenture 1685 and S.G. 630 Indenture 1685.
4 Harry Tucker Easton, The History of a Banking House (Smith, Payne & Smith), published by Blades, East.
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Smith. John Payne, described as Merchant, Linen Draper and Chairman of the East India
Company, took over the London end of the business which was established in Lothbury.
The bank became known as Smith & Payne, later Smith, Payne & Smith. The bank moved
to the sign of the Hare, 18 Lombard Street and in 1776 to George Street, just behind
Lombard Street. For a short period the bank issued notes, although its real purpose was to
service the investment of deposits from the linked regional banks in Nottingham, Lincoln,
Hull and Derby5. This included investing in trading opportunities overseas. John Payne the
Banker married Elizabeth, daughter of Louisa de Bonfille.The couple gave their eldest son
the name of Rene, presumably because of the French origins of his mother.
Despite the trading and banking interests which kept him largely domiciled in London
John Payne was closely involved with his Northamptonshire estates and had acquired the
advowson of St Mary’s church in Welford. There are several letters between him and the
Bishop of Oxford in the period 1747-57 concerning the appointment, and apparently
unsatisfactory nature of successive incumbents of Welford. In recommending Henry
Chalmers as a suitable vicar John Payne wrote ‘I have great reason to think (the people of
Welford) stand in need of good instruction and one whose example may tend to make
them better people’6. There were long disputes over the state of the vicarage and who was
responsible for repairing it. John IV continued to purchase land in the area, for example he
bought 65 acres of land in Welford from John and Elizabeth Woodford7 in 1740. This
purchase has a particular significance in the family story as the Woodford’s daughter, Martha,
was to have a long term liaison with Rene Payne.
John IV’s will, dated 17648, left an estate at Dunton Bassett in Leicestershire to his widow
Elizabeth for her life. Their second son, another John, was left an estate and £5000, a third
son Edward had a similar legacy and ten grandchildren were left £1000 each.The remainder
of the inheritance, including land at Sulby and Welford, went to the eldest son Rene. Rene
also succeeded his father as partner in the Smith & Payne bank. By 1764 the Payne family
had built up a considerable fortune and were established landowners.
Rene Payne worked in the family bank and was also in partnership with his uncle Edward
Payne, another banker and one time Governor of the Bank of England. The balance sheet
of the Smith, Payne & Smith Bank in 1798 stood at nearly £1 million, an indication of the
real wealth of the Payne family for whom this was just one enterprise.9
Martha Pearce
Rene Payne had a long standing relationship with Martha Pearce, daughter of John and
Elizabeth Woodford of Welford, with whom he had children. His will10 left substantial
bequests to John, Edward,William and George Pearce. It is unclear if all the fours sons were
children of Martha and Rene, although it seems likely that they were. After Rene’s death,
as requested in his will, Martha and all four sons adopted the name of Payne. There must
have been a significant obstacle to a marriage. Perhaps she used the name Pearce 11 as a
convenience to obscure their liaison and protect the children or possibly there were religious
differences. Rene provided extensively for Martha in his will, describing her as ‘Martha
5
6
7
8
9

Royal Bank of Scotland Archives Reference SPS.
NRO ZB 868 Various letters 1747-57.
NRO S.G. 635.
Harry Tucker Easton, The History of a Banking House (Smith, Payne & Smith), published by Blades, East.
Bank of Scotland Archives, Study in 2006, shows Edward and Rene Payne were owners of a Coffee Plantation
in St Paul’s, Dominica.
10 Public Record Office Ref Prob11/1323.
11 I have not so far been able to find a record of the marriage of Martha Woodford.
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Figure 3. Sulby Hall, south front. Undated, possibly late nineteenth century, as
the conservatory was a later addition.
(Courtesy of Leicestershire County Council, Market Harborough Museum)
Pearce whom I consider as my wife’ and requiring her to ‘take upon her and use my
surname to which she is justly entitled’.
Sulby Hall
Rene was in a position to build a country house at Sulby on land which he purchased
around 1793. He, like many other city traders, was returning to his roots.
By the late eighteenth century, landowners in Sulby12 were Mr Washorn (or Wassorne), Mr
Temple of Sibbertoft, Sir Edward Nichols, Mr John Paine [sic] of Welford and Mr Peyto
and Mr Tuckfield of London, the latter being described as ‘the most comfortable estate’.
John Mastin, vicar of the adjoining parish of Naseby, wrote his memoirs which covered his
life from 1747 to his death in 1829.13 The following entry for 1793 shows that the
acquisition of a house at Sulby was a long held goal for Rene.
‘About this time commenced Mr Mastin’s acquaintance with Mr Payne the banker, he was very
desirous to purchase, or even rent, Sulby House near Welford the then residence of Miss Wade …
this place he had admired as a boy (as he told Mr Mastin) when he was taken by the hand of his
mother to drink tea with Mrs Washorn, the then Mrs. of the house. … Sulby was bought but
wanted surrounding with more property. … Mr Mastin soon heard of, and purchased for Mr
Payne, a Farm adjoining together with a fine grazing close, all in Sulby…a new Mansion was
erected upon the estate’.

Rene’s first will, dated 23rd October 1792, does not mention a house at Sulby. However a
codicil dated 24th January 1797 includes a request to his trustees that they shall allow Mrs
Martha Pearce to live in ‘The messuage or tenement lately erected by me with Out Offices
Barns Hovels Stables Buildings yards and gardens at Sulby … and land around not exceeding
10 acres as Mrs Martha Pearce shall choose. … She to live and reside there for life as long
as she remain unmarried’.
12 Bridges’ History of Northamptonshire,Vol. 2 published 1791.
13 NRO ZB1276 Memoirs of Revd. John Mastin.
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Sir John Soane
Sir John Soane, a friend of Rene’s, was commissioned to enlarge the existing manor house
to make it more suitable for the needs of the family. A series of drawings at the Sir John
Soane Museum dated 1792-1793 sketch proposals for alterations at ‘Sulby Lodge’14. These
give the impression that Rene Payne was not an easy client. Many ideas were sketched and
submitted making it complicated to unravel the final plans. The indications are that the
existing house was not large and that the alterations, costing £5530, produced a square
house, with a new kitchen and servants quarters and additional reception rooms.The house
was built on three floors and with a full size basement.
The size and plan of the house as finally built for Rene Payne is confirmed by later sketches
made by John Soane in 1824, showing proposed enlargements to be added to the house.
Soane’s Bill Book15 sets out the charges for making drawings for the stables which were
built by 1795.These may have been built separately from the house and not in an adjoining
‘stable court’ as shown in the 1793 drawing. The Bill Book also notes that in April 1797 a
set of four sketches showing design for a new bridge were submitted to Mr Payne at his
house in Lothbury. A further note adds that these were rejected. In September 1798 John
Soane went with Mr Payne to Sulby to survey the site for the new bridge and waterfall
showing that Rene continued to improve the house and gardens until his death which
occurred in 1799.
Death of Rene Payne
Rene’s will of 1792 provides further information about Martha’s sons. John Pearce was
described as ‘of the Temple’, Edward was serving as a Lieutenant in the Navy, William was
living in Virginia and George, then aged about 12, was boarding ‘at the house of Mr Sparrow
in Walthamstow’. Rene Payne continued to amend his will until the very hour of his death
in 1799 and appointed and then changed several executors. His complicated will with its
four codicils of different dates, is difficult to unravel. Whatever happened to the older sons,
and so far it has not proved possible to trace their subsequent history, it was the youngest
son, George, who became the eventual residual legatee of the whole of his father’s substantial
estate.
The fact that Rene and Martha had not married and the youngest son at least was under
age when the earlier wills were made must have given special cause for concern. Rene
carefully made provision to pay his debts and left legacies to family members and to named
clerks and servants ‘living in our service’. He even included a bequest of £100 per annum
for life to Martha’s mother, Elizabeth Woodford, still living in Welford. Rene wished Martha
to live at Sulby Hall for at least four months of the year. The final codicil, drawn up on the
day of his death, was never signed and witnessed.The lawyer provided a deposition on oath
stating that he was summoned to the house where, although clear as to his intentions, Rene
was actually on the point of death and unable to sign. On 11th April 1799 Mastin records
‘he lost his good friend Mr Payne who died in London rather suddenly of Gout of the
stomach and was buried at Welford’16. The burial is recorded in the Parish registers at
Welford. Martha lived for a further 13 years and was also buried at Welford, described in
the register as ‘Mrs Martha Payne age 71, Relict of the Late Rene Payne’17.
George Payne
George Payne married Mary Eleanor Grey and their eldest son George II was born at Sulby
14 Sir John Soane Museum Drawer 7 Set 2 34-66.
15 Sir John Soane Museum Bill Book 4/6/1794 and 20/1/1795.
16 J Mastin. Op. cit.
17 NRO Bishop’s transcripts of Registers. Welford. 11th March 1812.
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on 3rd April 1803. They had at least three
other children. The family lived mainly at
Sulby Hall (as the house was now called) and
enjoyed the grounds and sporting activities,
particularly hunting. George was a member
of the Pytchley Hunt which had been
established as a gentleman’s club based at
Pytchley Hall in 1752. He purchased
Pytchley Hall in the early nineteenth
century. George was not involved in the
family’s banking interests which ceased with
the death of Rene. From now on the family
were living on accrued wealth and rents
from tenant farmers. In 1811, at the early age
of 31, George was killed in a duel on
Wimbledon Common, reputedly over
allegations concerning his attentions to a
governess. The inquest recorded a verdict of
wilful murder against some person or persons
unknown, so presumably his adversary fled
the country. He was buried at Welford,
leaving a very young family, the eldest son,
George Payne II, being just six years old.
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Figure 4. Painting of George Payne
and Henry John Rous
by G. Thompson. Oil on millboard.
George Payne is on the left of the
portrait. Henry Rous was MP for
Westminster in 1841 and a steward of
the Jockey Club, as was George Payne.
(NPG2957 National Portrait Gallery, London)

George Payne II, the Gambler
In 1824 when he was 21 this George
inherited all or most of his grandfather
Rene’s estate which had accumulated under
trustees during his 14 year minority. The
estate included land acquired by generations
of the Payne family, Sulby Hall, extensive
estates in Sibbertoft, Pytchley Hall, an annual income of around £17,000 and £300,000 in
cash and securities, a huge fortune for a young man. Welford and Sulby Reservoirs had
been built to feed into the Welford Arm of the Grand Union which was opened in 1814.
The trustees agreed to sell an area of the Sulby estate land for this purpose.
George was educated at Eton and at Christ Church Oxford which he left early without
taking a degree. His coming of age celebration was an elaborate large party held at Sulby
Hall. A peal of four bells was donated by him to St Helen’s church at Sibbertoft, the largest
of which, the tenor, still hangs in the tower. George Payne devoted his life entirely to horses,
hunting, racing and above all gambling, particularly at cards. He bred some well known
mares and stallions and won some races but also lost hugely, reputedly £30,00018 on the St
Ledger. From the age of 21 until his death, George always had horses in training, another
expense.
He also set about enlarging and improving Sulby Hall. A map dated 182319 shows the estate
immediately surrounding the house, a total of 520 acres. At that date there was no lake in
front of the house although the stream which led into the reservoir and the Avon ran
through the grounds.
18 Thoroughbred Owners and Breeders. George Payne by A. J. Byles www.bloodlines.net
19 NRO. Map 1646. Property of George Payne 1823. This shows an ice house in the park and kennels.
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Figure 5. Portrait of George Payne of Sulby on his Chestnut Hunter ‘The
Clipper’ with the Pytchley at Full Cry, c.1820 by John Fernley (1782-1860).
(Wikimedia)
In 1824 John Soane was producing further designs20 showing a much extended house with
the large portico which was such a feature of the front elevation and new and much enlarged
servants’ quarters.This house was much grander than the original with an impressive dining
room and ballroom. The grounds were also landscaped. This necessitated the diversion of a
footpath through the estate which passed too near the house and the newly created lake.
The diversion was drawn up, publicised and approved in 182921. (The new footpath is now
part of the Jurassic Way long distance footpath through Northamptonshire.) In 1829 George,
age 26, was already in trouble with gambling debts. He sold the lead off the roof at Pytchley
Hall and that house was demolished and the land around it sold.
‘A true English gentleman’
George Payne was a dashing Regency man, tall, athletic, a lover of all sports. He dressed
habitually in a plain black frock coat and black and white chequered neckerchief and
adopted black and white for his racing colours. (Figure 4) It was written of him ‘George
Payne was a true English gentleman, large hearted, high spirited, the pink of chivalry and
the soul of honour… a man of a most lovable nature’.22
A portrait of him by John Fernley, a Leicestershire-based sporting artist of the time, shows
him galloping on his chestnut horse The Clipper while out with the Pytchley Hunt, a
magnificent sight.23 (Figure 5). George Payne served as Master of the Pytchley Hounds in
1835-38 and again in 1844-48, a position which required a deep pocket.The post of Master
was one which was willingly given to ‘new blood’ with money to spend. Paget later
observed ‘to what sorry use he put all the gifts the gods had so lavishly bestowed’24. During
20 Sir John Soane Museum Drawer 7 Set 2 1-33 1824.
21 NRO. QSR 2/238, map, declaration and final notice. June 1829.
22 Thoroughbred Owners and Breeders. op. cit.
23 I have been unable to locate where the original painting is hung. It is depicted on the website
http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:George_Payne.This is a free media repository site for illustrations
which are in the Public Domain as being out of copyright.
24 Guy Paget, A History of the Althorp and Pytchley Hunt, published 1937.
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his mastership hounds were moved to newly built kennels at Sulby Hall and George had a
large stable yard with accommodation for coaches, grooms and coachmen.
Selling the Estate
By 1849 George Payne had spent the greater part of his fortune. Most of the Sulby and
Welford estate, including Sulby Hall, had to be sold. He never married, despite many
inducements to do so. His brother, William Ralph, of whom he was apparently very fond,
died in 1848 and he seems to have been deeply affected by this. George had sold about
1200 acres of land at Dunton Bassett and Husbands Bosworth in 1837. He was not in
residence at Sulby at the time of the 1841 census. Four female and two male servants are
recorded. After selling Sulby Hall in 1849, he rented various hunting boxes around the
counties of Northamptonshire and Leicestershire and travelled extensively on the
continent.25 He retained ownership of farms and cottages around Sibbertoft for some years
and remained attached to the area.
There are surviving letters between him and his agent which show a more thoughtful, even
melancholy side to his personality. An elderly tenant, Thomas Bates, had to leave his farm
in Sibbertoft on his retirement and find somewhere else to live.Two years after selling Sulby,
George wrote to his agent on the subject in 1851. ‘I should like to see him tolerably
comfortable…. Bates will not like the idea of quitting Sibbertoft village … we will not
press that point … it is very natural that he should have strong feelings of attachment to
the place he has resided all his life’. Perhaps George was describing his own sense of loss at
leaving the countryside of which he was so fond.When discussing the rent of a new cottage
for Bates George proposed making him an allowance and wrote ‘I can enter into his feelings
and have much compassion for him … although I am a very poor man … in matters such
as this I beg you will not consider £5 either way…’26 In 1857 discreet negotiations were
underway to sell the final block of land at Sibbertoft and George again wrote to his agent,
thanking him for all his work. ‘The many regrets I have experienced in parting with this
property include the fact that it will sever a relationship which I have valued and
appreciated.’
In the summer of 1878 it is pleasant to note that George won a considerable sum in the
Derby with his horse Sefton, bred and raced jointly with his friend Colonel Jonathon Peel.
This was to be his last win. George died at his house in Mayfair on 2nd September 1878
and was buried, with some pomp, in Kensal Green cemetery in London. The Prince of
Wales attended his funeral and he was mourned by the hunting and racing circles in which
he had lived. A long obituary appeared in the Northampton Mercury of 187827 from which
the following quotes are taken.
‘His father died early and when George came of age he became one of the largest landowners in
Northamptonshire. An ardent patron of field sports he was master of the Pytchley and it was said
the style of his management “was never surpassed even in Lord Chesterfields’ day”.’ The
newspaper report describes how in 1846 six hundred farmer and tradesmen of Northamptonshire
had presented him with a silver epergne ‘as a testimonial to their high esteem of him, and in
gratitude for his unceasing efforts to promote the manly and healthy sports of the county’. The
obituary continues, ‘for upwards of 50 years he was to be seen at every race meeting of importance.
25 Letters to E. Fisher (See footnote 26 below) indicate George Payne lived temporarily at Pitsford Hall, the
home of his brother William, and at Lubenham Hall, and he wrote to his agent from various locations on
the Continent, including Paris, Florence and Rome…
26 NRO FS 36/1 Letters from George Payne to his agent Edward Fisher.
27 Northampton Mercury 7th September 1878. Thanks to R. Greenall in particular for several references and
information about George Payne and the Villiers.
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He first began to race his horses in 1823. It was said there was never a hint of scandal attached to
his conduct as an owner yet he spent a fortune on the sport.… There is not a capital in Europe
that will not bear testimony to him as a Whist player.… An immensely popular figure in racing
circles he was a very close friend of Lord Glasgow28, who bequeathed him his share of his race
horses and colours and of Admiral Rous, both prominent figures of the turf.’

His sister Lady Elizabeth Martha Goodricke was the residual legatee of an estate now worth
less, possibly considerably less, than £35,000.
Later Owners of Sulby Hall
Sulby Hall and some of the land around it had been bought in1849 by the Honourable
Frederick Child Villiers, third son of the 5th Earl of Jersey and his wife Lady Elizabeth
Sophia Vere, youngest daughter of the Earl of Athlone. Villiers was MP for Weymouth in
1847 and Sheriff of Northamptonshire in 1869. The Villiers were responsible for much of
the tree planting around Sulby and Sibbertoft, and many of their specimen trees survive in
the landscape today.
They kept a large household. In 1851 the census records them in residence; Frederick was
35 and Lady Elizabeth 29 years old.They had a house guest and his valet, a butler, four male
servants and eight female house servants. In addition there was a head groom with four
under grooms, a coachman, gardeners, bailiff and gamekeeper. Frederick Villiers was twice
Master of the Pytchley, from 1851-52 when a severe fall curtailed his master ship and again
as joint master from 1856-1861. When George Payne, under continual financial pressure,
was forced to sell the remainder of his Sibbertoft estate in 1857 this was also bought by
Frederick Villiers. Elizabeth Villiers survived her husband by 25 years and continued to live
at Sulby Hall in some style. In 1881 she was in residence with nine indoor servants, a
coachman, groom and stable hand29. In 1872 she extensively restored St Mary’s church,
Welford, in memory of her husband.
The Villiers had no children. After Elizabeth’s death in 1896, their estates at Sulby, Sibbertoft
and Welford were left to her half niece and god-daughter, Miss Elizabeth Henrietta Mansel,30
whose family came from Dorset. Elizabeth Mansel had two brothers, who both served in
the army. She must have lived at Sulby for a while as she built the small Reading Room in
Sibbertoft and dedicated it to the memory of these two brothers who died in 1910 and
1911 respectively. The dedication plaque can still be seen above the door and the room,
now extended, serves as the village hall in Sibbertoft.
Having inherited Sulby Hall and the estate from Elizabeth Villiers, it seems that preparations
were in hand by 1908 to sell. A rent roll for the Villiers estate at Sulby shows that in 1906
the total acreage, including some outlying land, was 3749 acres31. By 1908 various farms
and cottages had already been sold, either to Guy Paget or to sitting tenants. Miss Mansel
finally sold the remainder of the property including the Hall and Home Farm in 1911. It
was bought by Major Guy Paget, who was already renting the Hall as a hunting box. The
1911 sale catalogue32 details the house, gardens, parks, farms and cottages, including maps
of the whole estate.
28 This was James Carr-Boyle 5th Earl of Glasgow an unsuccessful and eccentric racing owner, inclined to
shoot any of his horses which, in his opinion, failed to perform. He left his racing stable jointly to George
Payne and Colonel Jonathon Peel and they continued to race his horses, rather more successfully.
29 1881 Census record for Sulby.
30 There is a large deposit of Mansel papers at Northampton Record Office which have not yet been examined.
This is a future project.
31 NRO ML 772 Rent Roll Sulby Hall Estate c.1906-1911.
32 Original 1911 Sale Catalogue Sulby Hall and Estate. Lent by the late Michael Westaway of Naseby.
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The estate then consisted of 2936 acres of land.The house had eight large reception rooms
including a ballroom and conservatory. There were 14 bedrooms, with a separate bachelor
wing, nine servants’ bedrooms on the top floor and extensive domestic offices ranged round
a kitchen court. The stables held 16 horses and housing for four coaches; there was also a
heated garage and a full range of harness and store rooms. The tennis and croquet lawns,
ornamental lake and boat house provided entertainment and the two acre walled kitchen
garden, lined with glass houses, kept the kitchens supplied with grapes, figs, peaches and a
range of vegetables and cut flowers. Sulby was a self-contained country estate.
Wartime Sulby 1909-1949
Guy Paget also enjoyed hunting and country life and had political ambitions. The family
held parties for the Pytchley Hunt Ball and other local events. He built an additional storey
to part of the house to provide further bedrooms.
In the Great War Sulby Hall was used as a recuperation hospital for wounded soldiers. The
Paget visitors’ book covering the period 1909 to 1930 survives33 and provides another view
of life at Sulby Hall. It contains the signatures of the people staying there for various hunt
balls and dinners from 1909 up to the outbreak of war. Later the signatures of convalescent
soldiers start to appear, giving their name, rank and number and as time went on personal
comments were written too. This book is a story in itself; the comments include much
praise for the care, peace and good cheer the soldiers found at Sulby after their war time
experiences, one soldier going as far as to write that he would not mind ‘another Blighty
one’ if he could return to Sulby.
By 1919 the Paget family had resumed life at Sulby. A surviving photograph of the hunt
meeting on the drive in front of the portico may date from this period. The final entry for
the Paget visitor’s book on 1st January 1930 reads ‘here endeth 20 years of friendship. Except
for the war most names appear often. Old Friends are the best’. Guy Paget and his family
moved to Wheeler Lodge, a smaller house on the Sulby Estate, and the Hall was rented to
Mr Frederick Pearson, another follower of the Pytchley Hunt.
In 1930 Guy Paget had allowed the use of a 40 acre field on the Sulby Hall estate as a
private flying club, setting a precedent for the use of the park and estate for an aerodrome
and accommodation for service personnel in World War II. Later a camp for Polish refugees
was established using the wartime buildings. Some wartime structures survive in a crumbling
form today, hidden in the woods and overgrown tracks of Sulby.
Once the Polish camp was closed the house became a co-educational school and it was
finally sold for demolition sometime around 1949. After many years of neglect, like so many
other large country houses at this time, it was impractical to restore it and no use could be
found for it. A photograph34 of the building at this time shows the neglected garden and
shuttered, ivy-covered house. Fortunately a full survey of the house was carried out before
it was comprehensively demolished35. The original core of the John Soane designed house
can be identified in the drawings along with the additions made by George Payne, the huge
ballroom, dining room and servants’ wing. The Hall stables became Park Farm, which still
stands and is a listed building.What survives today are the drives and former entrance lodge,
the old laundry, many of the estate buildings, some of the landscaping and the estate farms
and cottages around Welford, Sulby and Sibbertoft.
33 NRO ZB 1272/1 Paget Family visitors book.
34 Sir John Soane Museum, London Sulby Hall cuttings book. Undated photograph.
35 Plan of Sulby Hall circa 1948. Market Harborough Museum.
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Mutuality in Victorian Northampton:
The Friendly Societies’ Medical Institute
R. L. GREENALL
Standing on Broad Street, Northampton, about 100 yards north of the Mayorhold multistorey car park, is a neat brick building which once played a useful part in the life of the
town, but has for many years stood empty. Below a handsome Dutch gable, inscriptions
explain what it was – the ‘Friendly Societies Medical Institute’, ‘Erected 1883’. (Figure 1)
The Institute was founded ten years earlier when a number of the town’s Friendly Societies
got together to improve medical care for members and their families. In time, it grew to be
the largest such Institute in England. It functioned for 76 years, until the advent of the
National Health Service terminated its existence.
Victorian Northampton had a range of social
institutions, well-known among which were the
Royal Victoria Dispensary, established in 1839, the
Artizans’ and Labourers’ Friend Society, founded
in 1842, and the Northampton Town & County
Freehold Land Society, launched in 1848.The first
two were charitable provident institutions, whilst
the Freehold Land Society was a mutual
organisation the aim of which was to enable
members to acquire a plot of land through saving
with the Society; it later expanded to become a
building society. Alongside these three existed a
wide range of other clubs and societies. By far the
largest group was Northampton’s Friendly
Societies. There were so many of these clubs that
trying to trace all of the town’s sick and burial
societies has proved a mammoth task.
In general, Friendly Societies fell into two
categories, the first and oldest being local clubs
formed and run by their members.1 A list of such
bodies in Northamptonshire, published in 1857 by
the Registrar General of Friendly Societies,
supplies details of sixty-two local clubs in
Figure 1. The Northampton
Northampton, and probably there were others that
Friendly Societies’
chose not to come under the Registrar’s aegis.The
Medical Institute building,
vast majority of these were located in public
Broad Street, in 2008.
houses; it appears that almost every pub in
(Photo: the author)
Northampton had its own sick and burial club.
Also listed were three societies connected with churches or chapels, one Friendly Society
of Out-Pensioners of the Royal Hospitals of Chelsea and Greenwich, two Protestant
Confederate (Orange) lodges (probably formed by soldiers in the barracks), and a single
Female Friendly Society.2 The second category consisted of branches of the so-called
1 R.L. Greenall. ‘Village Friendly Societies in Nineteenth Century Northamptonshire’ in Northamptonshire
Past & Present, No. 62, 2009, pp.69-79.
2 A List of Friendly Societies in the County of Northampton whose rules have been enrolled and certified under the
Friendly Society Acts (1793 to 1855) and are in the custody of John Tidd Pratt, Esq. Registrar General of Friendly
Societies in England. H.M.S.O.,1857, Northamptonshire Libraries Local Studies Collection, Northampton.
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‘Affiliated Orders’, societies that had originated in particular localities but by 1857 were
spreading out across the country. Although these Orders were beginning to attract attention
in the press, the Registrar General listed only four in Northampton – three ‘lodges’ of the
Ancient Order of Oddfellows (Manchester Unity) and a ‘court’ of the Ancient Order of
Foresters.2 However, over the next 40 or so years the number of branches of the Affiliated
Orders in the town and county expanded markedly.
Table 1. The Extent of the Main Affiliated Orders in Northamptonshire in 1894
Affiliated Order
Manchester Unity Oddfellows
Nottingham Unity Oddfellows
Ancient Order of Foresters
United Order of Free Gardeners

In Northampton
14
6
9
11

In the county
48
29
65
33

In round figures, there were in 1894 about 11,000 Oddfellows, about 4,000 Foresters and
roughly the same number of Free Gardeners in the county. Within Northampton, there
were 2,773 Manchester Unity Oddfellows, another 600 in the Nottingham Unity, some
2,700 Foresters and, in Northampton and District, 3,300 Free Gardeners. Good Templars
and Rechabites, both temperance societies, also had a presence although with significantly
smaller memberships.3
What differentiated the Affiliated Orders from
local sick and burial clubs were not only such
attractions as the benefits available, but initiation
ceremonies and regalia, modelled for the most
part on Freemasonry. In Oddfellowship and
Forestry there were a range of degrees and offices
through which members could pass, and, by
undertaking the responsibilities of these positions,
activists could earn the trust and respect of their
brethren. In addition, members had the
satisfaction of belonging to bodies that were
organised into districts, from which delegates
were elected to an annual moveable conference
held each year in a different town.
Figure 2. William Brigstock Trasler
In the second half of the nineteenth century, (The Foresters’ Miscellany, July 1886)
William Brigstock Trasler was one of the bestknown working-men in Northampton. (Figure 2) An active figure in the Ancient Order
of Foresters, he played a leading part in the formation of the Medical Institute. A native
Northamptonian, Trasler was born in 1842 and started work as a boot-closer at the age of
nine. In the 1850s, he went ‘on the tramp’, as young hand-sewn men did and worked in
several footwear towns before returning home at the age of nineteen. Shortly after, he
married and eventually he and his wife were to have a family of seven surviving sons and
three daughters.
In 1861 he became a Forester, initiated into the newly formed Court Forest Oak. Although
Trasler had a mere four years elementary schooling, like many intelligent artisans he pursued
educational self-improvement after work. Known as a student of Shakespeare and other
3 Figures published in the Northampton Herald (NH) 19th May 1894 on the occasion of the Manchester Unity
Oddfellows holding their Annual Moveable Conference in Northampton.
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Figure 3. George Knight.
(The Foresters’ Miscellany,
October 1882)

poets, his ability to recite, perform in plays and speak in
public undoubtedly equipped him for his future
activities. Trasler was one of those men who devoted
most of their spare time to Friendly Society business. In
due course, he was elected through the offices of Court
Forest Oak – Auditor, Secretary (a post he held for fortythree years), Senior Woodward, District Secretary, Chief
Ranger, and eventually, when the High Court (‘the
Foresters’ Parliament’) came to Northampton in 1881,
High Court Treasurer. By 1894 he had attended eighteen
High Courts, outings that took him to such places as
Manchester, Newcastle-on-Tyne and Dublin. Within
Northampton Forestry he was known for establishing a
Juvenile Foresters’ Society, which he served as secretary
in the early years of its existence. Within his own lodge,
he perceived the inequality of uniform contributions for
members of all ages and, largely due to his efforts, Court
Forest Oak adopted graduated contributions.4

In the other courts in the town there were men with similar commitment to the cause of
Forestry. Two who played a prominent part were George Knight (Figure 3) and Edwin
Bridgewater, (Figure 4) whose lives followed similar patterns to Trasler’s. Born in Raunds
in 1827, George Knight spent time in Leeds before settling in Northampton. In 1858 he
enrolled in Court Centre of England and was its secretary for thirty-five years. In 1871 he
became District Chief Ranger, and was to attend some 25 High Courts. Bridgewater, born
in Oxford in 1837, migrated to Northampton with his father at the age of sixteen to work
in the footwear trade. In 1859, the year he married, he also became a Forester, his Court
being United Brothers and he was to devote a great deal of his time to its business. In
particular, as secretary, he cleared up a messy financial situation left by a previous secretary
who had absconded. Bridgewater rose to be Chief Ranger of United Brothers and was
frequently elected to the District Meetings. From 1871 he too regularly attended High
Courts, being High Chief Ranger in Dublin in 1880, and the following year Knight and
Bridgewater held High Court office alongside Trasler when the Foresters’ High Court was
held Northampton.5
All three were in at the start of Forestry in Northampton and their courts were the three
earliest. Although Forestry arrived in the county in 1841 and spread in certain small towns
and villages, it took time to establish itself in the county town, the first court (United Brothers)
not being formed until 1857. Before that, Northampton was Oddfellow territory, the first
lodge of the Ancient Imperial Order (Nottingham Unity) starting in 1826, and the first
Manchester Unity lodge, Good Intent, two years later. However, after its late start, Forestry
expanded and by 1860 there were four courts in existence. For some years there was rivalry
between Foresters and Oddfellows in the town.
In the early 1870s, Medical Associations were established in a number of places, the first
being in Preston, Lancashire. The declared object of all such bodies was to secure effective
medical treatment for their members and, what was new, to extend it to their wives and
families.The idea was that, by combining, town Friendly Societies could employ doctors to
4 The Northamptonshire Guardian (NG) of 31 July 1886 reprinted an informative article on Trasler’s life and
activities from the Foresters’ Miscellany.
5 For Knight’s obituary, see the Northampton Mercury 5 July 1895; for Bridgewaters’s, see the Northampton Daily
Reporter 8 August 1896.
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visit and treat patients in their own homes. Applying
economies of scale, Medical Associations could purchase
drugs in bulk, employ a qualified pharmacist and supply
medicines from their own dispensary. This development
arose out of a growing awareness of the power of
combination within the world of Friendly Societies, Cooperatives and trades unions.
There were other reasons. The original Preston
Association was apparently formed when Preston ‘club
doctors’ got together and resolved to raise their fees, a
move condemned in Preston as an example of ‘trade
combination.’6 There were always tensions between
Friendly Societies and their doctors, who often
complained of being ‘sweated’. In an ideal world, rather Figure 4. Edwin Bridgewater
(The Foresters’ Miscellany,
than being paid employees, doctors would have liked to
January 1882)
practice as independent professional men, as the betteroff and better-connected were able to do. For young
doctors, without connections or the money to buy a practice, working for a Friendly Society
gave them an income and a chance to make a name in the place where they settled.
At a meeting of societies in Northampton in 1872 it was resolved that a Friendly Societies
Medical Institute should be established, and an ‘Amalgamated Committee’ was elected.
Premises were taken in St Giles Street and a medical officer appointed. At the Institute’s
opening, it was explained that the idea had originated with the Foresters, who had lobbied
other working class organisations. Details of the payments for wives and families of members
were explained7 and in July that year the United Friendly Societies held a demonstration
and fête to promote and raise funds for the new Institute. Involved were all eight courts of
Foresters, two ‘habitations’ of Free Gardeners and five other clubs, one of which was the
Amalgamated Tailors Union. A procession assembled at the Corn Exchange, walked round
the town with bands and banners to the Castle Grounds, where the fête took place.8 From
the start the Institute was a success. Two years later, the second annual report indicated that
there were now 19 societies supporting the Institute, which now had 1,632 male members,
together with 575 wives, 1,198 children and 39 ‘other relatives’ (a total of 3,445). The
number of home visits had more than doubled and already the doctors were grumbling of
the ‘comparatively trivial nature’ of some of the illnesses that they were called in to treat.9
In 1883 the Institute opened the Broad Street Dispensary and eventually another one in
Colwyn Road to serve the East side of the town.
When it started, the Medical Institute was seen as a potential rival of the Royal Victoria
Dispensary. However, the two bodies operated on differing principles and were aimed at
different parts of the working-class. Although the R.V.D. boasted that the contribution of
its ‘free members’ rendered it financially self sufficient, in reality it relied almost entirely on
the subscriptions of ‘honorary members’, who did not claim benefits and supported it from
charitable motives. As with most charities, the management committee was composed
6 Noticed in the Salford Weekly News 14 January 1871.
7 For a wife with no children, the charge was three shillings and sixpence a year; for a family with two children,
five shillings; for one with more than two, seven shillings. For a family with no mother but up to two children,
two shillings, and for a motherless family with more than two children, the charge was four shillings, (a child
being defined as under-fourteen). Northampton Mercury (NM) 18th Jan 1873.
8 NH 19th July 1873.
9 Many were cases of ‘dyspepsia’, attributed by the doctors to ‘the effects of tobacco’. (NM 13th Feb 1875).
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entirely of honorary members.10 In contrast, the Friendly Societies Medical Institute was
proud of the fact that it had no honorary members, and was paid for, and run by its members
(although underwritten by its member Friendly Societies). These two organisations served
different parts of Northampton’s working population: those who were poor, or poorly paid,
who had to rely on charitable assistance, and those who were able to organise and pay for
help for themselves.The R.V.D., which operated on a larger scale, never really suffered from
competition from the Medical Institute.11
By 1881 the Medical Institute was supported by 26 societies – nine courts of Foresters,
seven habitations of Free Gardeners, two lodges of Nottingham Unity Oddfellows, one of
the Manchester Unity, one ‘tent’ of Rechabites and six local Northampton sick and benefit
clubs. By then, membership amounted to 4,367 and grew steadily to the end of the century.
Table 2. Membership of the Friendly Societies Medical Institute
Year
1875
1881
1884
1889
1892
1897
1901
1914

Nos. of Societies
19
26

39
27

Membership
3,445
4,397
8,000
12,756
14,369
15,960
16,336
9,181

The great period of growth was the 1880s. By then, the Institute claimed to be, and was,
the largest Medical Association in the country.12 However, by the end of the century,
Friendly Societies generally were running into difficulties, and the Institute soon faced
competition from a new direction.
When the Amalgamated Committee was formed, Trasler, Knight and Bridgewater were all
involved and proved to be men who were in it for the long haul. Trasler served briefly as
the Institute’s first secretary, but just over two decades later it was noted with appreciation
that Brother Knight, the secretary, and Brother Trasler, the president, had each occupied
their positions for 21 years.13 Bridgewater was one of the Trustees. By then, these three had
involved themselves in other developments. As local rivalry faded, in the spirit of fraternity
William Trasler become an Oddfellow, and in 1892, when the Manchester Unity came to
Northampton for their Annual Moveable Conference, he served on the organising
Committee. His main allegiance was always to Forestry but he assisted the United Order
of Shepherds, a kindred body, to establish itself, and for twenty-five years he was treasurer
of Sanctuary United Brothers.
In the 1890s,Trasler and Knight also played a part in the formation of a new Working Men’s
Club.Trasler was secretary of the Friendly Societies Hall & Club Company, a joint initiative
launched by Foresters, Nottingham Oddfellows and Free Gardeners. Sufficient capital was
raised in £1 shares and the Friendly Societies Club duly opened in purpose-built premises
10 NH 8th Mar 1873.
11 In 1885 the Royal Victoria Dispensary had a membership of 16,360 and the Medical Institute 8,388. (NG
7th March 1885).
12 The Foresters’ Directory for 1901.
13 NH 20th Oct 1894.
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on the Upper Mounts in 1894.14 Almost inevitably, Trasler became its first secretary, a post
he held until 1901.
These men were also actively involved in wider Northampton matters. Knight went on to
become secretary of the Hospital Week Fund, a popular charity. Representing the town
Friendly Societies, he also served for six years on the Northampton School Board. In his
fifties, the career of Edwin Bridgewater took off in an entrepreneurial direction. After
working some years for the firm of Messrs Bostock, he left footwear to become the landlord
of the Plumber’s Arms in Sheep Street, and subsequently served as secretary of the
Northampton Licensed Victuallers’ Benevolent & Protection Association and was known as
a stout defender of ‘the Trade’. This connection was to lead eventually to a directorship of
the Northampton Brewing Company. Bridgewater’s connection with the drink trade should
come as no surprise. In 1894 all eight Foresters’ courts in Northampton held their monthly
meetings in public houses.15 In his early forties, Bridgewater went into business in partnership
with E. Whatcott as a wholesale boot and shoe manufacturer. Other dignities awaited him;
in 1887, welcomed as ‘one who had risen from the ranks’, he took his seat on to the borough
council as Liberal councillor for the West Ward and in November 1890 was chosen Mayor.
The heyday of Friendly Societies was the second half of the nineteenth century, within the
lifetimes of Trasler, Knight and Bridgewater. By the 1890s Friendly Societies and the Medical
Institute were experiencing difficulties. All clubs found that, if they were not careful to
recruit younger members, they could face financial problems, a subject on which Trasler
wrote pamphlets, including Our Decaying Courts and what should be done with them and District
Investment Funds. There were also problems over the valuation of assets. In the first decade
of the twentieth century, expansion in the Institute’s membership slowed, and by 1914 had
fallen. In any year, membership of the Institute could and did fluctuate, as members died or
withdrew because of unemployment or for other reasons. In 1900 the Institute’s annual
report pointed out that while 632 new members had joined the Medical Institute at Broad
Street and another 552 at Colwyn Road, 2,000 members had left. That year, two of the
three medical officers also resigned and the Institute’s report accused them of ‘using strong
endeavours to induce members to join their clubs’. The balance sheet showed that income
was £2,023 against expenditure of £2,061, an adverse balance of £38. However, the
Institute had assets of £4,709, against liabilities of £2,736.16
There was another reason why by 1914 the Institute was losing members. For twenty years
a major political question had been how to respond to the claim made by the Socialists that
a century of capitalism, in which Britain had become the richest country in the world, had
failed to reduce the extent of poverty, a claim borne out by the social surveys of Booth and
Rowntree. It was argued that the state should step in where individual and mutual aid had
fallen short.This was widely opposed, not least by the Friendly Societies. It fell to the Liberal
government of 1905-14 to pass legislation now seen as ‘the origins of the Welfare State.’
Old age pensions for those on very low incomes were introduced, and in 1911 the National
Unemployment and Health Insurance Act was passed. The latter was fiercely opposed, and
Lloyd George had a tremendous battle to bring National Insurance into existence. In the
end, he bought off Friendly Society opposition by integrating them into the new system.
The Northampton Medical Institute lost some members, but became one of the agencies
through which the new benefits were delivered. The Institute’s medical officers soon
complained of a great increase in their medical work and bureaucratic form-filling.17
14 NH 24th March 1894.
15 The Foresters Directory for 1896.
16 NM 3rd August 1900.
17 NM 4th August 1914.
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Neither Trasler, nor Knight and Bridgewater lived to see the coming of National Insurance.
Knight died in 1895, Bridgewater the following year. Trasler lived longer, carrying on as
secretary of Court Forest Oak until 1906, four years before his death. He had enrolled his
sons in Forestry, and one of them, Frank, succeeded his father as court secretary. Frank also
gave years of service in the running of the Medical Institute, an acknowledgement of which
was made in the Institute minutes in 1946, on the occasion of his death.18
The Friendly Societies’ Medical Institute carried on its work until 1948. Its twentieth
century activities are harder to follow than its nineteenth century ones. No manuscript
records have been located save for one volume of the Executive Committee’s minutes, for
1947 to 1949; and the local newspapers, so rich a source down to 1914, no longer devoted
much space to such minor local matters as the annual reports of the Medical Institute after
the Great War. In August 1914 the Northampton Mercury reported the 41st annual meeting,
in which the secretary noted that the Insurance Act had materially affected the membership,
but he saw no cause for alarm. He gave details of the number of state insurance scheme
members who came via the Borough and County Insurance committees (2,794 and 141),
for whom the Institute was paid capitation fees for administering their benefits.19 In the
inter-war years there were some changes, but essentially the system carried on until the
coming of the National Health Service.
With the election of a Labour Government in 1945 it was made clear that the National
Health scheme ‘left no proper place for indirect agencies such as Medical Aid Societies.’ At
the time of dissolution, the Institute had a healthy bank balance. After compulsory grants
were made to the two medical officers, the pharmacist, the secretary and the late secretary,
the premises at East Park Parade and Broad Street were sold, as were drugs and medicines
in stock. A 50 per cent bonus was repaid to the eleven Friendly Societies that had made
loans to the Institute (the sum repaid amounting to £1,720). The contract doctors were
informed by the Ministry of Health that it would be open to them to apply to the local
executive council to go on the list of medical practitioners undertaking to provide general
medical services under the N.H.S. All Institute members were advised that they would be
entitled to medical treatment under the National Health Service.The final surplus funds in
the Institute’s hands were to be divided equally between adult members fully paid up to 30
June 1948. In all, payments were made to 6,465 individuals, most receiving one pound
fifteen shillings.20
Thus ended a Victorian local health service, organised on the basis of mutuality and nonprofit making, which served its members in Northampton for three quarters of a century.
Forgotten today, the only reminder of it is that forlorn building on Broad Street.
The author wishes to thank members of the staffs at the County Record Office and Northamptonshire Libraries
and Information Service, at the Local Studies Library at Abington Street, Northampton for their patience and
help in locating sources, and Dr Roger Logan, Honorary Director and Secretary of the Foresters Heritage Trust
at Southampton for photocopying material from their archive, particularly from The Foresters’ (Monthly)
Miscellany.

18 Northamptonshire Record Office, Minute Book of the Northampton Friendly Societies’ Medical Institute,
Minute of 7th July 1947.
19 NM 4th August 1914.
20 Northamptonshire Record Office, ML 2759, Northampton Friendly Societies’ Medical Institute, Minutes
of the Executive Committee 1945 to 1949.
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Evangelical, Liberal, Labourer:
Joseph Rowell of Oundle and Brigstock
CHRIS HAMSON
Chance finds can lead in interesting directions: following my father’s death, I found many
fascinating things including all sorts of family papers in the house where he had lived for
64 years. Most notable was the journal of my great grandfather, Joseph Rowell, together
with addresses written for the Brigstock Mutual Improvement Society in the 1880s. The
journal detailed life from his birth in 1851 to the death of his father in 1897. This set me
off researching the family’s history, finding that much of it was located in Oundle and
Brigstock. For me, family history is of limited interest unless put into the context of social
history, and this led me to spend many hours researching the events surrounding Joseph’s
life through documents in the local Record Office and newspapers of the time.1
By most standards, Joseph Rowell led an ordinary life. He never travelled further from home
than East Anglia and Leicestershire, working as a shoemaker and later as a fellmonger – an
unsalubrious occupation involving the preparation of the hides of newly slaughtered
animals. He is not numbered among the great and the good, yet was in many ways an
extraordinary man. With very little education, he displayed a determination to improve
himself and, in his own sphere, sought to make a difference to the world around him. Many
of his words resonate still in the twenty-first century, 100 years after his death. As a society
we can be grateful for such forbears, people of principle standing for what they believed
was right, living principled lives in villages and towns throughout the country. (Figure 1)
Childhood and Education
Born in Oundle in 1851 to William and Mary Ann, the seventh of ten children, Joseph
remained there until he was 12 when he left for Melton Mowbray to be apprenticed as a
shoemaker to his uncle. Already at work for two years by then, he had made the best of a
limited education, judging from the erudition of his later writings, which display a
fascination with facts and figures. One example from his journal reads: ‘Came across this in
a paper; According to the latest statistics it is calculated that the World’s consumption of
Coal is 50,000 Tons an hour or 1,200,000 Tons a day or 438,000,000 Tons per year; this
amount of coal Loaded in Railway trucks 7 Tons in each Truck & 32 Trucks to each Train
would require 1,955,357 Trains & would reach 171,100 Miles’.There is no mention of the
resultant carbon footprint! On a more serious note his essays present clear arguments
marshalling facts expertly. Where did Joseph get this education?
The Rowell boys would not have received their education at the Oundle School. There
were, however, three other establishments there – a National School; a Blue Coat School
(both supported by the Church of England and both set up in 1837, catering for 120 boys,
160 girls and 130 infants); and a British School established in 1843 to cater for 170 children.
British Schools were set up to provide education in an unmistakably non-conformist
Christian context, the curriculum providing reading, arithmetic and Bible education,
together with practical skills such as sewing instruction for girls. Joseph would have attended
this school, his family being in the centre of the dissenting cause in Oundle.
The contrast in educational establishments and opportunities was particularly marked in a
town like Oundle. The Public School, increasingly dominated the town and provided
education to a class of boys who could expect to remain there until 17 or 18 when they
1 Birth, marriage and death records have been accessed through the General Register Office; census records
have been accessed both online and at the NRO where parish registers have also been consulted.
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were likely either to go up to university or
begin their training for one of the professions
and were expected to fulfil a leadership role in
society.
By contrast, boys of Joseph’s class might expect
education up to no more than ten, to fit them
for little more than a life of manual labour to
drive the great Victorian economy. For girls,
education was geared to preparation for a life of
service, with domestic arts high on the agenda.
There is a tendency to hark back to the
Victorian era as a golden age when Christian
values held sway, moral standards were on a
higher level and there was a sense of order with
everyone in their rightful place. Looking a little
more deeply, however, we see that this is far
from the case.There was a fundamental attitude
of exploitation and oppression much in
evidence and nowhere is this more so than in
the field of education, where inequality was so
entrenched.
Victorian evangelicals were increasingly
Figure 1. Joseph Rowell. This photo associated with the politics of reform,
was probably taken in October 1896 recognising that action on a number of fronts,
from pulpit to debating chamber to community
when he would have been
action, was necessary if the New Testament
45 years old.
rallying point of ‘All One in Christ Jesus’ was
to be made reality in their age. One of the issues focussed upon was child labour. It was
axiomatic that with no social benefits, the children of the so-called lower classes had to go
to work at a very early age. Child labour was a matter of survival. Large families were the
norm, with no real means of limiting family size, even if infant mortality reduced the
numbers. So children as young as five found their way into mine and factory, with all the
attendant horrors in terms of death, injury and the ruin of health.
Though a number of acts passed through Parliament to mitigate the worst effects of child
labour, none of them outlawed it.This would anyway have been unwelcome since a source
of income, precarious enough anyway, would have dried up for hard-pressed families. Indeed
many women, forbidden by the Mines Act to work underground, were very angry at the
concomitant loss of income. In rural East Northamptonshire, the worst excesses of child
labour were probably not so evident, back-breaking agricultural labour perhaps not being
in the same class as conditions endured in the factories of the great cities.
Nevertheless, in better conditions or worse, children of the poor were discriminated against
in the loss of their childhood by at least the age of ten. Campaigners began to see that the
promotion of education was one of the keys to a fairer society. Though an advance over
what was offered to previous generations, it is arguable that the introduction of a limited
level of education was not intended fundamentally to alter the status quo, with the fairly
basic skills taught. Once begun, however, there was bound to be continued progress. The
taste of advancement illuminated the range of possibilities available with improved education
in a society gradually becoming more democratised.
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To the general issue regarding working-class
education was added the non-conformist
dimension. National Schools retained an emphasis
on catechism at a time when the strengthening
dissenting denominations were rejecting the
notion that education should take place in an
Anglican context. Dissenters had been
discriminated against in terms of higher education
for generations, forced to set up their own
academies. Why should they remain in thrall in
basic education to a church system with which
they had little sympathy, being taught doctrines
which they had rejected in their worshipping
communities?
In this context, a Quaker named Joseph Lancaster
inaugurated the first of the pattern of British
Schools which used a system involving pupil Figure 2. Datestone on the British
teachers guided by a schoolmaster, enabling far School at Oundle, which Joseph
attended until he was 10.
more children to receive education than would
otherwise have been the case since funding teaching staff was always precarious. If one paid
member of staff (or perhaps two if his wife was included) led a team of monitors, and could
therefore be responsible for large numbers of children, this was solved. Support was readily
forthcoming and the movement thrived under the banner of the British and Foreign
Schools Society, the name adopted in 1814.
The Oundle British School
The minute book of Oundle’s British School committee dates from 1844, but records
nothing about its establishment in 1843, its first entry being an account of the first annual
meeting when basic structures were inaugurated.2 The first secretary was the Independent
minister, Alfred Newth. At this meeting it was recognised that subscriptions would be vital,
the committee resolving to approach likely parents. By June the high point in terms of
attendance was reached with 202 on the school roll. There was a decline from thereon,
many of the minutes recording the struggles of the school to establish itself on a firm
footing. (Figure 2)
Since it was a non-conformist school, the committee kept a firm grasp on what they saw
as appropriate connections. In 1845, disapprobation was expressed of the schoolmaster
regarding his attending club processions. Nothing more explicit is recorded, but this probably
related to a connection with the drinks trade. The committee was also firm about which
community groups should be allowed to use its facilities – the Oundle Mutual Improvement
Society was welcome, as was the Temperance Organisation, but the Spiritualists were not.
A resolution was at one stage passed denouncing all government interference with the
religious part of education.
Staffing was through the paid schoolmaster, supplemented by his wife who took care of
the girls’ sewing classes. Following the Lancasterian model, apprentice teachers drawn from
the most able pupils, selected whenever there were vacancies, assisted the schoolmaster; in
1850 three were set on. Initially there was reluctance to pay them, though later a scale was
established at £7/10/- in their first year, rising by £2/10/- for each year of service. One
2 Minutes of the Oundle British School are held in the NRO.
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of the later pupil teachers became the schoolmaster after attending the BFSS training
college, so it is clear career advancement was a possibility. During the 1850s, the
schoolmaster’s salary was £55 per annum, including £7 for the wife. In 1862 this was raised
to £92 to meet the recommendations of the committee of the council on education.
The school was funded by subscribers, many of whom had constantly to be chased for their
subscriptions, which ranged from £1 per annum up to £5 or £10, and income from pupils,
who in 1857 were charged 2d per week. 1856 was a difficult year; attendance had dropped
in the middle years of the decade to less than 90, with many subscriptions in arrears. A
resolution was passed in December that ‘as the School is established on a free basis and its
benefits are shared in by all the different bodies of Non-Conformists in the town, the
Ministers of the several Congregations of Dissenters in the town be invited to make a public
collection for its fund’. This appeal must have fallen on deaf ears, since in April 1857 it was
reported that there was no money to pay the schoolmaster.
Income from the 2d charge was subject to the vagaries of attendance, and when there were
agricultural tasks to be carried out, this dropped quite markedly. A solution was sought in
1857 with a resolution to charge 2d whether or not the child attended; it’s not recorded
with what success. At the same time a reward system was established for pupils on the basis
of attendance and behaviour. At harvest time the school closed for four weeks to allow the
children to help with reaping, probably responding to the inevitable slump in attendance.
Exact dates varied from year to year, being decided by the schoolmaster presumably on the
advice of local farmers that the harvest was ready. The only other holiday was a week at
Christmas.
Fairly irregularly school examinations were undertaken, again decided from year to year,
seemingly according to whether there was a stable teaching staff. There was regular
inspection by Her Majesty’s Inspectors. One of these was reported in the local newspaper,
the Peterborough Advertiser, in December 1866, during a year in which “125 were presented
for examination according to the requirements of the Revised Code”.3 To the modern eye,
the situation looks chaotic, but it must be remembered that Forster’s Education Act was
still fifteen years in the future, and there was no compulsory attendance.
Children like Joseph had reason to be grateful to men of vision who had at least established
and maintained schools in difficult circumstances. Joseph sat under three masters, Mr
Holloway until about 1857, Mr McMichael until 1859, and Mr Dennison until Joseph left
in 1861.Without question the school gave him an effective start, although he prefaced one
of his lectures with the statement that he had ‘not had the advantage of much education’.
What little he had he put to good use, and he must have engaged in a fair amount of self
teaching. Our awareness of the heavy demands of work makes one wonder where he found
the time to learn.
The Peterborough Advertiser covered events at the school, and just a few months before Joseph
left, reported as follows: ‘BRITISH SCHOOL. A public examination of this school took
place on Tuesday last week before Mr W. Milne (of the British and Foreign School Society)
assisted by Mr Norton of Adwalton. The examination was hugely successful, giving proof
of the exertions of the master, Mr Dennison, for the progress of the school. At the close of
the examination more than 50 prizes were distributed to the children, after which Mr Milne
addressed the parents and friends. The chair was occupied by the Rev Mr Brocksop, the
Wesleyan minister.’4
3 Report of inspection by Mr Alderman in 1st December 1866 Peterborough Advertiser.
4 Report of public exams in 1st December 1860 Peterborough Advertiser.

evangelical, liberal, labourer: joseph rowell of oundle and brigstock

79

Prizes on a future occasion also reported by
the paper consisted of desks, writing cases, and
ink-stands for older boys, workboxes and
reticules for older girls, toys for younger
children, and ‘every child who had gained
sufficient marks to be entitled to a prize was
awarded with a cake’.5 Mr Dennison left in
1865, the paper recording that ‘the pupils to
mark their sense of the many kindnesses
experienced at his hands, presented him with
two books bearing an appropriate
inscription.’6
William Rowell’s Struggles at Oundle
The Rowell family became prominent figures
in the Oundle Baptist Church7 (Figure 3)
with Joseph’s father William elected deacon in
January 1867 but disagreement over the
process leading to his election led to some
withdrawing from fellowship. That election
was rescinded, but another restored him. Later,
in 1870, there was dissension over an
unauthorised reception into membership, and
in a subsequent church meeting seven
Figure 3. The façade of
members ‘left the meeting in a most disorderly
Oundle
Baptist Church,
and reprehensible manner declaring they
now
a
private
dwelling
but built as a
would no longer remain members of the
chapel
in
1852.
church’. One of these was the complainant
about William’s election; there was obviously a power struggle going on.
William did not remain a member and deacon for long. In March 1873 it came to the
church’s attention that he was involved in the sin of intemperance. Dismissed as a deacon,
he was suspended from fellowship. He renounced his sin and was readmitted but was soon
reported to be drinking again and suspended for six months.The matter was discussed again
in November 1874, when it was reported that ‘there is not any evidence that he has given
up indulgence in the sin for which he was set aside’, and in August 1876: no resolution of
the matter was ever reported in the minutes.
It is very apparent from this episode that for the Baptists of Oundle the public face of
morality was pre-eminent over the private hurt of the individual member.Throughout the
1870s William was nursing a sick wife. Joseph recorded in his journal: ‘1876. My Mother
died in September leaving a Husband and nine grown up children. She had been ill for 6
years and was in her 60th year.’ The death certificate recorded her death as being due to
‘cancer of the neck, 6 years’. Given the pressures that her illness might have produced, it’s
perhaps not surprising William turned to drink, but there is no sense of understanding in
the minute book. What gave rise to this attitude?
Evangelical history is full of debate between different factions. Some of these debates led
to a strange understanding of the need, or otherwise, for the Christian to live a sanctified
5 Report of prizegiving (desks, etc.) in 3rd January 1863 Peterborough Advertiser.
6 Report of Mr Dennison’s leaving in 13th January 1865 Peterborough Advertiser.
7 Oundle Baptist Church records are held by the Strict Baptist Historical Library in Dunstable, Bedfordshire.
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life. Calvinists – and most evangelicals followed Calvin’s teaching to a greater or lesser
extent – believed in the pre-selection of the believer to be among God’s chosen. Because
they were chosen, salvation was theirs no matter what their behaviour. It was a matter of
faith, rather than good works. They were then accused of ignoring moral teaching, a gross
distortion of the actual position in Calvinist fellowships. Their defence was to demonstrate
the fallacy of such accusations. What better way than not only to behave to a high moral
standard, but to impose this standard on members of the fellowship?
Dissenting causes had been difficult to establish, often facing great opposition by the
established authorities; members in the past risked imprisonment. Whilst that threat was
long gone by the 1870s, fellowships still felt under pressure to avoid giving others the
opportunity to point the finger, therefore seeing it as imperative to maintain the moral high
ground. A charitable attitude to the foibles of individual members was a casualty of that
need, even in extenuating circumstances. Records of non-conformist churches from the
nineteenth century are full of accounts of this sort of discipline, which was a statement to
the world.
Six months after his wife’s death, William remarried to the great disapproval of the family.
Joseph’s journal never mentions the event and another family memoir talks of Father being
‘a source of trouble to us all’ in the 1870s, either a reference to the drinking, or to the remarriage, or perhaps both. Susannah, the new wife, was the sister of William’s first spouse.
It did not become lawful to marry the sister of your dead wife until the Deceased Wife’s
Sister’s Marriage Act of 1907, so that may explain the upset. It would not have been apparent
to those officiating that Susannah was related since she would have been using her previous
married name.
The marriage took place at a time of enormous debate over the issue. Bills were put to
Parliament each year from the 1860s onwards and passions ran high. Clearly in an age of
high mortality and no social benefits, if your wife died you needed to find another to look
after what may well be a substantial family. Who would be more suitable than a maiden or
widowed sister-in-law, well known to the family and perhaps more readily accepted by
them? The Established Church however was implacably opposed, branding these
relationships incestuous, despite the lack of any blood tie and even though the practice was
clearly normal in biblical times. Despite the church’s opposition, many vicars flouted the
law and were prepared to carry out such marriage ceremonies.
The prohibition had only come into civil law in 1835, harmonising temporal with canon
law. Eminent figures such as the painter Holman Hunt fell foul of it, and even royalty was
affected, though compliance with the law prevented a proposed marriage in that case. Queen
Victoria’s daughter Alice died in 1878 of diphtheria, leaving a family of five children,
including the daughter who would ultimately become Tsarina of Russia and perish after
the 1917 revolution. A solution to this issue of motherless princes and princesses was
proposed by the Prince of Wales (later Edward VII) whereby Victoria’s youngest daughter,
Beatrice, would marry Alice’s widower, Louis, even though he was 20 years her senior.
With Victoria acquiescing, the only obstacle was the law. Great efforts were expended by
the Prince of Wales into ensuring that the Bill before Parliament in 1879 succeeded in the
place of the failure of the previous 15 years. A petition was established, the Bill passed the
Commons, but foundered on opposition in the Lords, with the Bishops prominent. Nearly
another 30 years passed before repeal was finally achieved, by which time Louis was dead,
and Beatrice a widow. Strangely men did not attain an equivalent position as regards widows
marrying a deceased husband’s brother until the 1920s, surely one of the few examples in
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English law of men being discriminated against. By the time of the royal foray into this
issue, William and Susannah had been married for over a year.
Life in Brigstock
Joseph had lived in Melton Mowbray for 18 years when, in 1881 at the age of 30, he
relocated to Brigstock. He now had a wife, Elizabeth, and two sons, William and Joe. What
brought about the move was Joseph’s decision to work for his younger brother Jabez, by
then establishing a fellmonger’s business, later developing into agriculture. Though hard,
the farming operation must have been more pleasant than fellmongering, a dirty job
involving lots of water, smells and chemicals. At the time slaughtering was a local affair
carried out in each village rather than the modern mechanised operation. The major trade
was in sheepskins which were put through a series of processes involving various noxious
chemicals before being sold to the tannery. In an age when health and safety considerations
were rudimentary, one wonders to what health hazards workers were subjected.
Jabez had arrived in the village in 1875. He and his father William worked for an Oundle
fellmonger but the business failed in the mid-1870s. Jabez determined to set up on his own,
finding premises in Brigstock. By the early 1880s business was thriving and he approached
Joseph; it was never a partnership, it was always very much Jabez’ business. By April 1881
Joseph’s family were in the area where the chapel people lived, known locally as ‘Holy
Corner’. Jabez had met his wife Eliza, daughter of the then Baptist minister at Oundle in
1867, when he was 11 and she 14, carrying a torch for her from their first meeting. By
1881 they had three young children living having lost another in 1879. Their fertility
contrasted with that of Joseph and Elizabeth, who produced just three children. The last of
Jabez and Eliza’s fifteen was born in 1897, though four died in infancy.
Working life was particularly hard, the day extending to many hours. An entry in Joseph’s
journal during 1889 reads, ‘Monday 17th June went to Doddington Trolley and Wagon
with 4 Horses started at 4 in the morning & what with various hindrances; great loads etc.
etc. managed to reach home by 1⁄2 past 11 at night we considered we had 5 tons weight of
stuff.’ This 191⁄2 hour working day was not totally typical, but there were many very full
days. There were good times too. The journal paints a picture of a family which got out
and about at weekends visiting various relatives in the county. There were also trips to
various chapel events; one of these in Suffolk was combined with a holiday in Felixstowe.
A day trip to Hunstanton is also mentioned. The railway age must have greatly facilitated
outings which would have been very difficult just a generation before.
Throughout the 1890s, the weather is chronicled in great detail as it was obviously very
important for the business. Hard winters, floods and high winds happened regularly; one of
their cottages flooded, and in March 1895 the roof was blown off the chapel in a hurricane.
One of Jabez’ sons recorded that the children were anticipating Sunday evening off from
chapel, but were sadly disappointed when Jabez rounded them up and marched them off
to the Anglican church instead. Sunday worship was an absolute in the family. Efforts to
repair the damage, discussions over required materials, and fundraising to cover costs are
recorded in the chapel’s minute book.
Chapel Life
Though both brothers and their families were deeply involved in the Congregational
Chapel, Joseph was more central, at least until 1897, with Jabez’ energies taken by the
business and his large family. They were people whose movements and decisions were
motivated by their Christian devotion; the pattern of life at church encouraged a great
degree of commitment. There were two Sunday services, morning and evening, and an
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afternoon Bible Class, which Joseph addressed regularly. Among his papers are notes for six
talks which he gave during 1888. Leading members of the church would take these
meetings, and the clergyman would be responsible for the chapel services.
There were also church meetings mid-week, an amalgam of business discussions and
devotional content. Each Saturday evening there was a prayer meeting (suspended in some
years for the summer season). The Mutual Improvement Society, probably linked to the
church, met monthly on a Monday evening, but probably not in the summer months when
the demands of a farming economy took precedence.The church minute books also record
the establishment of Christian Endeavour (a young people’s movement) and later the Band
of Hope (a temperance organisation).
The Congregational Chapel in these years was successful though Joseph recorded a division
which led to some members forming a separate fellowship in January 1890: this lasted only
five years with Joseph recording the reunion in October 1894. The minute book which
recorded events causing the division has not survived. However, the reconciliation is
recorded in a later one when a motion proposed by Joseph that the time had arrived ‘for
re-union of the two causes of non-conformity in the village’, and that ‘a united effort would
better serve the spiritual and moral good of the people’, was carried unanimously. A letter
was received in return, looking to ‘a united labour of love to the salvation of souls and to
His own glory’.8
Joseph attended many local non-conformist conferences, and enthusiastically wrote about
the meaning of non-conformity. Quoting Revd. T. Phillips at the Kettering & District
Sunday School Union conference in 1896, ‘To be a real nonconformist you must give up
all for Christ and receive all from Christ, no half way, no Pope, no Queen, no Priest, between
the Christian and his Lord.’ Church minutes are full of his interventions encouraging the
membership to greater devotion. He became a deacon in 1895 but did not remain so for
long, resigning unexpectedly in September 1897 and refusing to reconsider. It looks as if
there might have been some disagreement over church government. It would have been
typical of Joseph’s whole-hearted approach that he would resign rather than accepting what
he could not agree to.
Joseph’s theology was evangelical. Coming from Strict Baptist roots, any other position
would have been surprising. He did not, however, take on the rigid Calvinist theology of
that denomination, his writings taking the position of the universal availability of Salvation,
as did his interventions in church meetings where he encouraged an outward-looking
Christianity. Entirely consistent with the pattern of his life he saw faith as a struggle; life
was hard work in an age of self-improvement where working people recognised the
potential in themselves if they would take hold of it and develop it. Formal education had
been very limited, and anything beyond the basics would have been attained as a second
priority to work.
Attitudes,Views and Motivation
If Joseph was primarily motivated by his faith, he was also politically aware. The journal
refers to elections both local and national. Chapel folk were generally Liberal, whilst church
folk tended to be Conservative. Joseph bemoaned the Liberal defeat in 1895, and mentioned
the retirement of Gladstone in 1894 – ‘England’s greatest statesman’. He also noted in 1891
the passing of Charles Parnell, Irish ally of Gladstone in the struggle for Home Rule, a
subject close to Joseph’s heart. His essays bring together social concerns and faith, mixing
evangelical Christianity and socially reformist philosophy. He was widely read, with his
8 The minute book of the Brigstock Congregational Chapel is held by the NRO.
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Figure 4. Notebooks containing Joseph’s writings.
primary text always the Bible. One essay arguing against capital punishment was particularly
forward-looking with many of his arguments being deployed until the sentence itself passed
into history in the 1960s. Another argued for widening the magistracy to include tenants
as well as landowners (probably quite revolutionary in a village at the time). However, his
essay also argued against women’s suffrage, which was not so progressive. (Figure 4)
An 1885 essay on temperance comes out strongly against the use of alcohol, argued from
his belief that drunkenness was out of control in society. The Temperance Movement had
begun much earlier; the Band of Hope, an organisation targeting working class children
with the message of total abstinence and seeking to provide them with wholesome activity
was founded in 1847. Many other Christian missions had nailed their colours to this mast.
As with many issues of the age, religion and politics were linked. Liberal thought came
down on the side of control. Conservatives, often being allied to business and therefore to
the breweries, fought against this, aided and abetted by the Church of England, whilst nonconformists lined up with Liberals. The Salvation Army was founded in 1878 focussing on
abstinence. Both it and the Quakers were active politically in attempts to introduce
restrictive licensing laws, and the National Temperance Movement of 1884 became closely
allied with the Liberal Party. One survey found that of 3000 Congregational ministers, 2500
were teetotal.
To provide for the alcohol needs of Brigstock’s 1891 population of 1000 (including
children) there were six inns, public houses and beer sellers. In this small world, Joseph
played his part in promoting abstinence. In October 1892, he put a paper to the
Congregational Chapel urging the formation of an adult total abstinence society. This was
taken forward and the society flourished. He gave a progress report in 1895, and the church
minutes refer to temperance and the Band of Hope ten years later. He must have been
deeply disappointed when at the end of 1894 his widowed sister-in-law married a publican.
Joseph also had personal cause to be wary of excessive drinking, having seen its effects on
the life of his own father in the 1870s.
If total abstinence was one of the causes he espoused it is not surprising that Sunday
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observance was another, especially considering the very heavy weekly workload. He saw it
both in religious and social terms. Addressing the Improvement Society in 1886, he
remarked ‘Sunday to the English working man is his most priceless blessing; it is a divine
institution commanded by God to be kept holy, a day of rest to our bodies and of
invigoration to our minds’. Many of the arguments leading up to the Sunday Trading Act
in 1994 were being discussed over 100 years before, with a Sunday Society arguing for
secularisation of the law, advocating in particular Sunday opening of museums for the
edification of the working man.
In his address, Joseph reviewed parliamentary activity, where House of Commons divisions
had united Disraeli and Gladstone in consistent votes against liberalisation.The Lords were
less emphatic, voting for liberalisation in 1886. Joseph’s view was that this would be the
thin end of a very big wedge; opening places of amusement on a Sunday would deny the
day of rest to those who had to service them. These arguments were still in play 100 years
later when the right not to work on a Sunday was enshrined in the Employment Rights
Act of 1996. Perhaps Joseph was right to fear the erosion of workers’ rights in an age when
the trades unions still had meagre power. He quoted the example of the owner of Siemens
Steel forcing employees into Sunday working, threatening dismissal for anyone refusing.
For Joseph, Sunday was crucial, both as a day of rest and of worship. Profoundly disagreeing
with the Catholics on many issues, he would have found unanimity with the submission of
their Bishops’ Conference in 2006 to government that ‘Even with the progressive
secularisation of society, Sunday remains a different day and still has overtones of its religious
meaning. The different atmosphere of Sunday has a positive value even in a secular society.
It allows individuals space for rest and renewal and time for family and friends. It offers
workers a break from their work.’ Joseph wrote in similar terms 120 years before, the address
demonstrating how widely read he was for someone leaving school at ten. He was in touch
with parliamentary debates, quoted from Lords Macauley, Russell and Shaftesbury,
marshalled and developed arguments, pointing to inconsistencies in the opposing position.
What comes over too is a dry sense of humour.
Other addresses give further insight into Joseph’s motivation. One is a philosophical
examination of what makes up the conscience. Beginning by accepting that lectures to the
village Improvement Association must avoid issues of politics or religion, within a few
sentences he was onto that very ground, obviously passionate about both. The paper was
presented in 1888 at a time of great debate over Ireland, with national politicians deeply
divided over Home Rule. Gladstone had presented his Home Rule Bill in 1886, but lost it
in the Commons, split his party and lost the subsequent general election, which may well
have been only the second in which Joseph was able to vote as suffrage had only been
extended in county areas to householders paying a minimum £10 annual rent in 1884.
Joseph was very clear where his sympathies lay: ‘The nation of Ireland abounds with men
who are willing and are suffering immensely for conscience sake, and I say to them ‘Go on,
the strife though sharp will not be long’ and then I believe the victory will be theirs but
the advantages will be shared by us not only in having more time to manage our own affairs,
but far above that to know that we have done justice to a suffering people and to have
taken away from ourselves the reproach of not having done our duty to our poor few weak
struggling neighbours.’ The theme of justice here is just as strong as in many of his other
writings, always connected to the notion that God would honour a society which did right.
Ireland had to wait another 30 years for the incomplete solution of partition.Gladstone
failed in another attempt at Home Rule in 1893, retiring in 1894 at the grand old age of
85.
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Liberal as he was, some of Joseph’s attitudes were suspicious of innovation. In another essay
he refers to progress with an underlying feeling of criticism over the failure of humankind
to be content: ‘It seems…that as possibilities are proved we directly want what is impossible.
We seem as if we must be always advancing…we must go on ever restless, pacing to and
fro, hurrying hither and thither with our minds bent for the most part in doing things a
little better, or a little quicker, than the preceding generation’. Particularly conservative in
his attitude to Vaccination Acts, he declared it a ‘perfect monstrosity that in the year 1888
men should be sent to jail for not having their children cut about at the amusement of a
part of the medical profession…some for fear have the farce performed and perhaps a good
many have it done thinking it does them good.’
He had a significant blind spot here, failing to see vaccination as a step forward in health
care, in an age where mortality was a constant companion; so much so that deaths are
recorded with little hint of sadness. One entry from 1893 is striking for this lack of emotion:
‘During September Diphtheria broke out at Brigstock & carried away several children 4
from one house. Mr S V lost one child a man named Starsmore was took with it & died in
about 3 days. Brother Jabez bought a Pony called it Billy.’ This epidemic brought the deaths
of 60 children in the village, and according to a history of the village school, the school was
closed for three months while the epidemic raged. Death was so ever-present that the
purchase of a pony seemed equally notable.
Of course, in 1893 there was no vaccine against diphtheria which just had to be nursed
and controlled, without antibiotics.This was difficult in large families living in close quarters
with a highly contagious illness. Diphtheria was one of the scourges of community life
until the 1940s when vaccination almost eradicated it. It’s easy to imagine the sense of panic
that would spread throughout communities as sore throats were reported and mainly
children succumbed to this distressing condition; up to 20% died, with small children and
vulnerable adults most at risk. Although diphtheria gained a hold in poorer and less well
nourished communities it was by no means unknown amongst the more affluent; a daughter
and a granddaughter of Queen Victoria died of the disease in 1878.
Brigstock’s population in 1891 was 1037, 359 younger than 16. Although our Victorian
ancestors were accustomed to infant mortality, the loss of one in every six children must
have been a bitter blow. One can imagine the steady traffic of mourners from church and
chapel to the burial ground only recently opened in April 1893. Eight of these can be
identified from dates in the autumn of 1893 on headstones including seven children ranging
from five weeks to 15 years old, with two sets of siblings among them. More poignant still,
the indexes of the General Registration Office record the deaths of ten children named
Swan ranging in age from two years to ten. Tracing them on the census from two years
earlier, it becomes apparent that these came from the same extended family. One can
imagine the horror in the family as the epidemic claimed all these victims, some of whom
perhaps played together as cousins as the disease was taking hold, and introduced it into
their homes. Attempts at quarantine control were too late for this family, and the devastation
they felt must have been total.
Regarding the Vaccination Acts, Joseph’s views seem to modern ears to be surprisingly
reactionary for a man with generally progressive views. Again, however, we see a parallel in
modern society with the debate over the MMR vaccine, and the existence of a strong group
of refusers (though of course present day sceptics do not risk imprisonment). Why was
Joseph so adamant? In addition to his inclination to support anyone standing against the
tide because of their personal beliefs (especially non-conformists, with vaccination refusers
including a number of Salvationists), there is also a clue in his sister-in-law’s memoir: in
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1887, ‘we had a trying time for our baby was very ill with Erysipilus through vaccination
and for a fortnight the Doctor came every day from Oundle, expecting each day that it
would prove fatal’. Joseph had seen in his family serious illness put down to vaccination.
Again we find parallels among some older people in the present day: my own father
steadfastly refused to be vaccinated against the flu, because injecting you with the flu strain
gave you flu, and he always felt bad after it.
Generally Joseph had an optimistic view of the times he lived in but was unhappy about
the level of criticism directed at public figures, pronouncing “Another man enters the
political arena: his speeches are criticised, his every act examined; and the more that man
rises in that sphere of life, the more are the eyes of the whole world set upon him…If that
man makes the least mistake it is puffed up till it appears in the eyes of the multitude a gross
blunder.” This is yet another of Joseph’s views resonating to the present day. His philosophy
is summed up in another pronouncement: ‘We want to see justice to all, oppression to none.
We want to see men stand out in their true colours and show themselves to be what they
are, and not only what they seem…we want to go on in the direction of all that is
emancipating and elevating.’
Final Years – a Life Cut Short
Though Joseph had a limited education, by the time his children were of a sufficient age,
elementary education was compulsory and his three children were all educated at the village
school. Whilst Jabez’ sons benefitted from a secondary education, William left school at 12.
Joseph was doubtless proud of him returning home one day to report that he had been
hauled out in front of the class by the vicar: the school history records: ‘On 6th March
1888, the Rev. Sandlands was giving scripture lessons and called out W. Rowell (nonconformist) from the class because it was thought he purposely avoided answering a
question. Mr W. Rowell’s sister told me the question was “Who are your God parents?”
And he told the vicar he had no God parents which was quite true. This caused trouble
between the non-conformists and the church people. Later the chapel people who nearly
outnumbered the church children had their scripture lessons in another room.’9 One
hundred and twenty years on, we find this firm adherence to principles difficult to relate
to. At the time the hard-won acceptance of the dissenting cause was still sufficiently fresh
to make it feel essential to maintain a sense of distinctiveness.
Joseph lived long enough to see just one grandchild, William’s first child, born in 1907.
Two years later Joseph was dead. William recorded that he had a seizure which ‘practically
incapacitated him from active work or duties’, followed by a fatal second one. He died on
2nd December 1909. He was just 58. He had had a very hard life; the length of working
days and the heaviness of the work lugging hides about in all weathers must have taken its
toll.There is very little left of the inscription on his gravestone in Brigstock cemetery, with
ivy having eaten away most of it. Judging from other family headstones which have fared
better the inscription would have pointed to Joseph’s eternal hope: his father William had
‘fallen asleep in Jesus’, sister Lizzie’s stone was inscribed with a Psalm, and Jane’s expresses
the confidence that she will be ‘forever with the Lord’. I have no doubt that Joseph was
sure of his own eternal destiny.

9 J. Elliot Bailey. Brigstock, a Past History of Schools and Scholars, held by NRO.
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Louisa Knightley and the Royal Household
PETER GORDON
There are few women with Northamptonshire connections, apart from those holding
official royal posts, who were on intimate terms with Queen Victoria and other members
of the royal family. Of equal importance is the shortage of information on the day-to-day
happenings within court circles in the nineteenth century, and their reaction to people and
events.
One such person who combined the roles of a friend to the princes and princesses and
who had a sharp eye for observation was Louisa Mary Bowater, who was born in Sotterley,
Suffolk, and who became chatelaine of Fawsley Hall, Northamptonshire, after her marriage
to Sir Rainald Knightley in 1869.1 (Figure 1) We are fortunate that there has been
preserved in the Northamptonshire Record Office (NRO) the correspondence of Louisa
to her mother, Lady Emilia Bowater, which provides us with a wealth of information on
the royal household, and her visits to royal palaces and houses during the second half of the
nineteenth century.2 Louisa’s family’s initial connection with royalty, however, dated back
some years before. Her grandfather Edward was an admiral and was chosen to be one of
the pall-bearers at Lord Nelson’s funeral.3 Her father, Major-General Sir Edward Bowater,
a distinguished soldier in the Peninsular War, was a neighbour of the Duke of Clarence,
who lived at Bushy House, Middlesex, a part of the Hampton Court estate. On ascending
to the throne as William IV in 1830, Clarence appointed Bowater as one of his equerries.
Later, after Victoria’s wedding, Bowater became Groom-in-Waiting to Prince Albert and
was granted a grace-and-favour house in Richmond Park. It was here that Louisa and her
family lived.
Her first encounter with the Queen, in May 1854, when she was thirteen years old, was
not an auspicious one. The occasion was a juvenile ball held at Buckingham Palace. ‘At
supper,’ wrote Louisa, ‘I made a dreadful mistake. I went up to the top table where the
Queen was going, not knowing that it was the top.’ Victoria vainly attempted to put the
young girl at her ease.4
Louisa, a vivacious and intelligent woman, became well known to Prince Albert. His eightyear-old son, Prince Leopold, later the Duke of Albany, was a haemophiliac who was sent
to convalesce in Cannes for the winter of 1861. Louisa accompanied her parents on the
journey, and tended to the boy on their arrival.Tragically, almost immediately after reaching
their destination on 14 December, Louisa’s father died. The news then came through that
five hours earlier the same day, Prince Albert himself had also died.5
It was considered that it would be wise for Leopold, accompanied by Louisa and her mother,
1 For the earlier background, see J. Cartwright (ed.), The Journals of Lady Knightley of Fawsley, 1856-1884
(London, 1913). For fuller details of her later Northamptonshire activities, see P. Gordon, Politics and Society.
The Journals of Lady Knightley of Fawsley, 1885-1913 (Northampton, 1999).
2 Northamptonshire Record Office (NRO) Knightley Papers, K2827-2867.
Louisa did not regard the letters as a permanent record. She wrote to her mother from Balmoral, ‘It would
be very nice if you were to keep all my letters together in their envelopes and docket them…I could just
look them over and then could destroy them together.’ 20th May 1865, K2843(2).
3 W. Marson to Rear-Admiral Edward Bowater, 2nd January 1806, BL Add. MS. 46358 f.171.
4 Louisa Bowater, ‘An account of my first ball’, 1st May 1854, K 2826.
5 Prince Albert in his last letter to General Bowater wrote, ‘I am very sorry to hear from you that you feel so
much shaken by your journey and so unwell…We are very much pained to think that a service undertaken
on our behalf should have had so prejudicial an effect’. 27th November 1861, BL Add. MS. 46358 f.138.
Both men died on the 14th December.
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to stay on in Cannes until the following March. It was
during those few months that a warm friendship
developed between Louisa and the boy. After their
return to England, Louisa corresponded regularly
with Leopold and she was a recipient of news of the
royal family, as well as of his visits to relatives. Events
such as family weddings, as that of his sister Alice to
Prince Louis of Hesse, were described. Sending her a
piece of wedding cake, Leopold wrote, ‘You must put
some of it under your pillow to dream of who will
be your husband, and tell me in your next letter what
he is like.’6 (Figure 2)
Louisa’s entrée to the inner circle of the royal family
began shortly after her return from France with the
young prince. Together with her mother, she was
summoned to Osborne by the Queen who wished
to know the details of Leo’s health whilst at Cannes.
It was during these five days in April 1862 that Louisa
forged lasting friendships with the Princesses Alice, Figure 1. Lady Knightley, 1869.
Helena, Louise and Beatrice and, to a lesser extent,
(The Royal Collection © 2010
with the Queen. Subsequently, Louisa was invited to Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II)
a number of royal residences from the 1860s onwards.
Through her letters to her mother, written from the different establishments, we can build
up a picture of everyday court life.
The movements of the royal court followed a regular pattern. January and February were
spent either at Windsor or Osborne, followed by a holiday abroad in March. The Queen
would return to Osborne in April and July and August. Windsor and Buckingham Palace
were largely used on ceremonial occasions.7 The major part of her time was spent at her
favourite house, Balmoral. Purchased by Victoria and Albert in 1852, it represented to the
couple the quintessence of Scottish romanticism where, being so far from London and
affairs of state, they could relax. A cold and ugly building with a series of small rooms, it
was disliked by politicians who were summoned there by the Queen. In contrast, Osborne
House, on the Isle of Wight, designed by Thomas Cubitt, was pleasantly situated and
surrounded by rolling parkland. After Albert’s death there, Victoria retreated to the house
which she turned into a shrine dedicated to him.8
Louisa’s first major introduction to the royal family was at the wedding of Edward Albert,
Prince of Wales, to Princess Alexandra of Denmark in March 1863. There was great
excitement as this was the first royal wedding to take place at Windsor since Henry I in
1121. Louisa, who was staying at the house of Lord Kirkcaldy, a former aide-de-camp to
the Queen, wrote excitedly to her mother two days later, ‘We saw the 4 Princes, Crown
Prince, Prince Louis of Hesse and our two little ones [Arthur and Leopold] drive
down – both the latter I thought looking pale… We really had a very good look at the
Princess – she stopped immediately in front of us while the Mayor handed her the address
…she is much prettier than her photos.9 The Prince of Wales has gone off in looks.’10 Louisa
also remarked that ‘the place seems to be overrun with excursionists from town.’
6 Prince Leopold to Louisa Bowater, 14th July 1862, BL Add. MS. 46358 f. 34.
7 W. M. Kuhn, Henry and Mary Ponsonby. Life at the Court of Queen Victoria (London, 2002), p.7.
8 J. Matson, Dear Osborne. Queen Victoria’s Family Life in the Isle of Wight (London, 1978), p.73.
9 8th March 1863, K2827.
10 9th March 1863, K2828.
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Figure 2. Prince Leopold with Lady Bowater (left) and Louisa (right), at the
Villa Leader, Cannes, 7th February 1862.
(The Royal Collection © 2010 Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II)
The famous soprano, Jenny Lind, ‘the Swedish Nightingale’ had been invited to sing at the
service.11 Louisa, who had a wide musical background, was pleased to make her
acquaintance. Lind described to Louisa the scene in St George’s Chapel, which was
‘perfectly beautiful and overpowering. The Queen, she says, looked very well – she wept
bitterly when the Prince of Wales came in, but at each “I will” she smiled. She wore a
widow’s cap of silk for the first time.’12
We can gain some insight into Louisa’s personality at this time from her diary, which she
kept all her life. Now aged 21, she had recently received three proposals of marriage, all of
which she had turned down. After confiding with her cousin she wrote, possibly with
tongue in cheek, ‘Dear Edith has been warning me again of an old fault – looking down
upon people who are not quite equal to me in refinement and intellect. I know I do, and
I know I ought not. I wonder whether there is any use in struggling against a growing sense
of one’s own mental superiority?’13 Social rank had been an important factor in her rejecting
suitors. A revealing remark in her diary makes this clear. In one instance she declared, ‘Even
if Mamma approved – and she is strongly averse to the idea of marriage with an officer in
a marching regiment – I do not think my decision ought to have been otherwise.’14 After
a ‘long, long talk’ with a girlhood friend, Louisa ‘reached the melancholy conclusion that
although we should be quite willing to marry our respective lovers, if they had £10,000 a
year, we are not unhappy to feel that under present circumstances marriage is out of the
question for either of us, and that consequently this cannot be the true sort of love.’15
Louisa’s visits to royal residences were in a purely private capacity. Though as will be seen
later she fully participated in the different activities enjoyed by the princes and princesses,
her relationship with the royal household was an ambiguous one.The Queen was attended
by aristocratic women, holding posts in strict hierarchy. It consisted of eight ladies, Women
of the Bedchamber, better known as Ladies-In-Waiting, eight Maids of Honour and one
11 10th March 1863, K2829. The emotional temperature of the proceedings was raised when Jenny Lind sang
a chorale composed by Prince Albert. R. Maude, The Life of Jenny Lind (London, 1926), p.198.
12 10th March 1863, K2829.
13 Journal, 30th September 1863, K2888.
14 Journal, 14th July 1864, K2889.
15 Journal, 3rd April 1866, K2890.
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Mistress of the Robes. Ladies-in-Waiting were married or widowed, the Maids of Honour
were always unmarried and had to resign on marriage. They worked in rotation with one
Lady-In-Waiting and two Maids of Honour in attendance on the Queen for one month at
a time. It was a fairly boring existence when they were not assisting guests, visiting royalty
or attending Drawing Rooms.16 These duties left much spare time for the ladies and there
were strict rules to ensure that there was segregation between the sexes in the Household.
However, writing from Osborne, Louisa stated, ‘You may well say, dear mother, that an illdisposed girl might get into all kinds of scrapes here. You are just nobody’s business, and
may chaperone yourself.’17
As Louisa was not of the peerage, she was barred from holding a Household post. But in
1882 when Prince Leopold, now the Duke of Albany, married Hélène, the daughter of
Prince Waldeck and Pyrmont, he asked Louisa to accept the post of Extra-Lady-in-Waiting
to his wife. ‘The duties would be very light, viz, to accompany my wife occasionally to a
dinner, party, ball or Court, and sometimes to come to Claremont [their home] if we have
a party in the house.’18 Louisa readily agreed to accept the post.Two decades earlier, Princess
Helena revealed to Louisa that ‘when there was a vacancy among the Maids of Honour
she had asked the Queen to appoint me and she would have done so, but for the rule about
Peers’ granddaughters.’19
Louisa enjoyed the daily routine at Court with the family. From Osborne, she wrote:
I breakfasted with the household all right – then went out walking with Princess Helena –
afterwards sat with Princess Louise, who has a cold, & cannot go out, then down to the Council
Room to ‘assist’ at the 2 Princes’ dancing lesson – given by the 2 Miss Lowes – I danced with
our darling [Leopold], & had such fun. After luncheon Princess Helena went out with the Queen.
I sat with Princess Louise in their room, where were also Princess Hohenlohe, Countess Blücher
& Lady Caroline. Afterwards I played quartetts of Beethoven with P. Helena – fancy what luck
for me that Miss Lentz [her governess] made me read them all in days of yore!20

She was also present at many family events. When she was dining with the Queen at
Osborne in January 1864 a telegram arrived announcing the birth of a boy, the future Duke
of Clarence, to Princess Alexandra and the Prince of Wales at Frogmore House. ‘After dinner
Princess Helena whispered to me “Alix is unwell”… The Queen is in a great way at its
having happened when she was not there, & nobody knows whether any Minister was
there, or even a Doctor.’21 The next day Louisa added, ‘The Queen’s physician, Dr Farre,
not having been present [at the birth] is to be called Dr Further’.22
It is clear from Louisa’s letters that she was well liked by Queen Victoria. ‘I was so flattered
tonight,’ she wrote, ‘the Queen called me Louisa & I have heard you say that it is a special
favour. I think it is not impossible I may have to stay on here [Osborne]. My head is quite
16 For further details, see K. D. Reynolds, ‘A Busy and Suspicious “Cabal” or “Head Housemaids”? The Ladies
of Queen Victoria’s Household’, in Aristocratic Women and Political Society in Victorian Britain (Oxford, 1998),
pp.188-219.
17 7th January 1864, K2837. Louisa informed her mother two years later, ‘I can assure you, you need not be
the least afraid of my setting up a flirtation here, there is no danger. It never passed through my mind that it
wasn’t right to go into town with Miss M., & I have just asked Princess Helena about it & she says the
Maids of Honour always go out shopping together.’ 27th May 1866, K2853.
18 Duke of Albany to Lady Louisa Knightley, 27th February 1882, BL Add. MS. 46361 ff.106-112.
19 9th January 1864, K2839.
20 6th January 1864, K2836.
21 8th January 1864, K2838.
22 9th January 1864, K2839.
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turned since the Queen declared I was like the Queen of Portugal who died.’23 It was very
much in Louisa’s favour that she spoke and wrote fluent German, the Queen’s native
language.When German visitors came, such as Princess Hohenlohe, the Queen’s half sister,
Louisa was pleased to entertain them. On a more strictly educational basis, Louisa wrote
letters to Princess Helena in that tongue.24
Apart from the official royal residences there were other delightful houses to which the
royal family could retreat. A particular favourite was Cliveden, which was lent to the Queen
by the Duchess of Sutherland25 during Ascot Week and political crises, when it was
considered unwise for the Queen to be as far away as Balmoral.26 ‘It is too delightful to
escape [from Windsor], these great state drawing rooms without a single book or paper or
anything to look at when once the view is shut out. Here, every room is full of books and
our dining room opens into a little conservatory wh. is a blaze of white and pink azaleas.’27
Cliveden presented the opportunity for relaxation and less formal entertaining. Queen
Victoria noted in her journal, ‘Only the Duchess of Atholl and Louisa Bowater (come here
on a fortnight’s visit) dined, and the Duchess read afterwards.’28
Louisa remarked that at Cliveden, ‘all the Royalties are pagan today, as naughty General
Grey [the Queen’s private secretary] expressed it, i.e. for some unknown reason none of
them go to church.’ However, Louisa looked forward to a sermon to be delivered the
following Sunday by Charles Kingsley, a favourite of the Queen – ‘I am told he stutters
fearfully’29 – and hoped to dine with him. In an era when the public provision of women’s
education was hardly recognized, Louisa was eager for self-improvement. Even whilst on
royal visits, she wrote essays on a large number of disparate topics and sent them to
individuals to be criticized. As an independent spirit, she resented the patronising views of
leading figures towards women’s education. She describes church services for the royal
family held at Balmoral in May 1865 with two sermons given by the distinguished scholar
and theologian, Dr John Caird.The first ‘appealed more to the feelings as the morning one
did to the intellect, one was preached for women, the other for men.’30
Louisa had also been invited the previous year to hear lectures at Osborne given by Max
Müller, who became the first holder of the chair in comparative theology at Oxford. The
opening lecture, ‘Origin of Language’ was held in the Council Chamber for the entire
company.The Queen, who had not attended a lecture for more than ten years, came in last.
Müller afterwards proudly reported to his wife, ‘She listened very attentively, and did not
knit at all, though her work was brought.’31 Louisa, whilst admitting that the lecture was
interesting, found it ‘a simple, clear recapitulation of all one has read: of course, adapted to
the children’s comprehension. I don’t know that it taught one anything new.’32
Louisa’s most exciting time with the royal family arose from an invitation to Balmoral for
three weeks in May 1865. Prince Leopold warned her, ‘I was delighted to hear that you
23 10th January 1864, K 2840.
24 Ibid.
25 Harriet, Duchess of Sutherland, former Mistress of the Robes, 1837-61. For her life, see D. Stuart, Dear
Duchess (London, 1982), p.57.
26 National Trust, Cliveden (London, 1994), p.32.
27 27th May 1866, K2853.
28 Queen Victoria’s Journal, 20th May 1866, Royal Archives.
29 F. Kingsley (ed.), Charles Kingsley. His Letters and Memories of his Life (London, 1890), p.222.
30 29th May 1865, K2843(9).
31 N. C. Chaudhuri, Scholar Extraordinary. The Life of Professor the Rt. Hon. Friedrich Max Müller, P.C. (London,
1974), p.185.
32 5th January 1864, K2835.
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were coming with us to Scotland in May; it is generally rather cold there in May and no
doubt there will be snow! I am sure you will be enchanted.’33 On her arrival at Balmoral,
Louisa was greeted by the Queen, shaking hands with her on leaving the carriage. Louisa
told her mother, ‘[I] am glad to say the widow’s cap has given place to a narrow white frill
under the bonnet.’34
She was impressed by the views from her room, which had usually been occupied by Prince
Alfred. ‘I can see the Dee gurgling blue and white over the stones and beyond a hill covered
with larch and fir not 50 yards from the house. I will, I think, make a sketch.’35 Louisa even
praised the architecture of Balmoral. ‘The house is very nice, pretty & simple, not like a
Palace at all. There are a dining room, billiards room, drawing room and library, en suite:
the Queen dines in the library and we go there afterwards. The drawing room is now
unused.’36
Primarily a family home from the beginning, Balmoral became a centre for social and leisure
pursuits rather than a place for political business and affairs of State. There were local
excursions with the Queen and other members of the Household, walks with Princess
Louise, piano duet playing with Princess Helena and entertaining the still sickly Prince
Leopold. Some evenings were spent in the billiards room where ‘[we] have grand games at
bowls or curling on the billiard table. It is a capital game, and one of which I have often
heard the Prince Consort was very fond.’37
The party attended the Scottish kirk services which Louisa did not dislike ‘with the
exception of the standing instead of kneeling during the prayers.’38 The sermon was
preached by the Queen’s Chaplain-in-Ordinary and editor of the popular magazine Good
Words, Dr Norman Macleod. Louisa wrote afterwards, ‘I am charmed with him. He is a
great big, burly, good-natured, large-hearted man, such a contrast to the puritanical-looking
Dr Caird and with a quiet vein of humour running thro’ all he says.’39 The Queen,
describing the occasion, remarked, ‘The singing and the whole service brought tears to my
eyes. I felt so alone! All reminded me of former blessedness.’40
It is interesting that Louisa makes only two references to that controversial figure, John
Brown. On 26th May, Louisa was commanded to accompany the Queen and Princess
Louise on a ride. Of the former she wrote, ‘I must say I was somewhat alarmed when the
order came, but it was not so bad when we got off. She did not talk a great deal, but was
very kind. She is in capital spirits & looking very well – grown too large indeed. It is such
fun to hear her talk to the gillies. John Brown & John Grant are most important personages
here, I can assure you.’41 The previous month, Brown had been promoted to the post of
‘the Queen’s Highland Servant’.Victoria told Vicky, her eldest daughter:
I have taken good J. Brown entirely and permanently as my personal servant for out of
doors – besides cleaning my things and doing odd ‘jobs’… He comes to my room after breakfast
and luncheon to get his orders – and everything is always right: he is so quiet, has such an
33 Prince Leopold to Louisa Bowater, 8th April 1865, BL. Add. MS. 46358 f.63.
34 20th May 1865, K2843(2).
35 Ibid.
36 Ibid.
37 28th May 1865, K2843(8).
38 Ibid.
39 12th June 1865, K2843(22).
40 Queen Victoria, More Leaves From The Journal of a Life in the Highlands. From 1862 to 1882 (London, 1884),
p.215.
41 26th May 1865, K2843(6).
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Figure 3. Photograph taken at Windsor in March 1863 before the marriage of
the Prince of Wales to Princess Alexandra. Left to right: Prince and Princess
Christian; their eldest son, Prince Frederick; Princess Alice; the Crown Prince;
Prince Louis of Hesse; Princess Helena; Princess Alexandra; the Prince of
Wales; the Crown Princess; Princess Dagmar; Princess Louise; and Prince
Christian’s son, Prince William.
(The Royal Collection © 2010, Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II)
excellent head and memory, and is besides so devoted, and attached and clever and so wonderfully
able to interpret one’s wishes. He is a real treasure to me now, and I only wish higher people had
his sense and discretion.42

By the following year, Brown’s growing influence over the Queen and the royal household
had become a major talking point. Louisa, writing from Windsor, told her mother, ‘Oh!
The stories about John Brown!’43
The pace of life at Balmoral was slow and the royal attendants had much spare time to fill.
Louisa listened with amusement to the lengthy conversations between General Grey, the
Queen’s private secretary, and the Duke of Argyll, the Minister in Attendance to the Queen,
on the merits and demerits of Tennyson. ‘Argyll is a devoted Tennysonian and Genl. Grey
is as vehement against him & it is such fun to hear them squabble away.’44 She was also the
recipient of current political news. Argyll, then Privy Seal in Palmerston’s government, told
Louisa with regard to the crisis between England and the United States over the exploits
of the Confederate ship, the Alabama, ‘that he did not think they would attack us.’45 An
outspoken supporter of the Northern States in the Civil War, Argyll attempted in vain to
change Louisa’s views ‘in hopes of curing me of my Southern proclivities.46 The latest news
42 R. Fulford (ed.), Your Dear Letter. Private Correspondence of Queen Victoria and the Crown Princess of Prussia,
1865-1871 (London, 1971), p.21-2.
43 10th May 1866, K2844. See ‘Queen Victoria’s children and their antipathy to John Brown’, in R.LamontBrown, John Brown. Queen Victoria’s Highland Servant (London, 1939), pp.169-71.
44 8th June 1865, K2843(19).
45 28th May 1865, K2843(8)
46 7th June 1865, K2843(17). See also E. Argyll (ed.), George Douglas, 8th Duke of Argyll, 1823-1900, vol. 2
(London, 1906), pp.171-5.
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about changes in politics and diplomacy was closely followed in the royal household –
understandably, given the familial links with the crowned heads of European countries.The
Schleswig-Holstein question concerning the annexation of Schleswig by Frederick VII in
1863 led to Austria and Prussia invading that country. Louisa was told by one of the Ladiesin-Waiting of the reaction of the royal family to the situation:
It seems the Prince of Augustenberg is son-in-law to Princess Hohenlohe, & both she & the
Crown Prince were very hot upon the subject: the little Princess of Wales, tho’ very much
annoyed, behaved very well, & the Prince was also very Danish – so at last it was agreed the subject
shd be tabooed much the wisest plan. But the children are all very German. As to Princess Helena
her political confessions sent both Countess Blücher & myself into fits last night, they were so
deliciously inconsistent.47

At a Household dinner at Windsor the following year, Louisa discussed the topic with Lord
Clarendon, the Foreign Secretary:
He is most entertaining & delighted my small mind not a little by declaring that the Danes were
in the wrong at the beginning of the Schles. Hol. quarrel to say nothing of the folly of their
conduct at the time of the Conferences in London, where they might have obtained so much
better terms than those which they were obliged
eventually to content themselves.48

Louisa commented on the Queen’s choice of artists and sculptors who were employed at
Balmoral. She met William Theed, the sculptor, who had worked on the African frieze on
the Albert Memorial and other well known groups of London statues, who had come ‘to
see about the Prince’s Statue which is to be placed on the banks of the Dee. It is a bronze
replica of the very beautiful one in marble wh. stands at the foot of the Queen’s staircase
here, but to judge by the cast which was put up yesterday, it will not look at all well out of
doors: it is so dwarfed by the hills.’49 Louisa was even more critical of Carl Haag, the German
born Court painter to the Duke of Saxe-Coburg and Gotha, whose elaborate paintings of
European subjects were highly regarded by the Queen. ‘Last night,’ Louisa wrote on 28
May, ‘Carl Haag appeared on the scene. He is a clever little man & has plenty to say for
himself, so much indeed as to be somewhat obnoxious, so the poor little wretch is to be
put thro’ a process of snubbing which I own I think he fully deserves.50
Perhaps the greatest pleasure for Louisa was to be in the company of the royal children.
The five women ranged from Vicky, who had married Fritz, Crown Prince of Prussia, in
1858, to Beatrice, who was 17 years younger.The remaining three, Alice, Louise and Helena,
proved to be Louisa’s life-long friends. Although each had their own character and
developed in different ways, all shared the ability to be charming in company, whilst, with
the exception of Alice, suddenly and without apparent reason withdrawing, often giving
offence.
Princess Alice, Louisa’s near contemporary, had an arresting personality. She devoted much
of her time and energy to comforting her mother after Prince Albert’s death, often a
thankless task.51 Five years later, after her marriage to Louis, the Grand Duke of HesseDarmstadt, there was much anxiety in royal circles when the Seven Weeks’ War between
47 9th January 1864, K2839.
48 20th May 1866, K2846.
49 7th June 1865, K2843(17).
50 28th May 1865, K2843(8).
51 G. St Aubyn, Queen Victoria. A Portrait (Oxford ,1992), p.406.
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Prussia and Austria broke out. Louisa, writing from Windsor, noted, ‘Only think of Prince
Louis being obliged to join the Austrian Army while the Crown Prince takes the command
in Silesia!’52 The mother of seven children, Alice died tragically of diphtheria at the age of
35. Louisa shared the princess’s interest in charitable work, which ranged from founding
hospitals and orphanages, to women’s rights, education and the housing of the poor, and
wrote a moving tribute to Alice after her death.53
Helena, who was three years younger than Alice, was the least physically attractive but
possibly the most intelligent of the daughters. Known in the family as ‘Lenchen’, Helena
took over many of her mother’s official duties in her widowhood; from 1865, and at the
age of 19, she deputised for Victoria at a Drawing Room. Louisa noted that Helena was
often unnecessarily criticized by her mother. The following year, she was married to the
kindly but ineffectual Prince Christian of Schleswig-Holstein who habitually counted up
to 30 before making a decision. Following a shooting accident when he lost an eye, he
proudly displayed to guests his case of glass eyes.54 But after a visit to Frogmore two years
later, Louisa wrote, ‘The more I see of Prince C. the better I like him. He is so pre-eminently
sensible, the very thing for her (Helena’s) impetuous nature.’55 Helena, like Alice, took a
great interest in charitable work, particularly nursing and the emigration of women. Their
friendship spanned fifty two years.
Louise,Victoria’s fourth daughter, seven years younger than Louisa, was a high spirited and
independent young woman, who caused much trouble because of her temperament.56 Their
friendship was forged through the loss of their respective fathers which led to a sisterly
bond developing between them. In 1862 the princess wrote to Louisa, ‘I think of you very
often indeed, and how you must miss your dearest Papa. I always think that grief has made
me love you so much… I write to you as one of my best friends.’57 She was a gifted artist
and sculptor and a friend of Burne Jones, Whistler and Lord Leighton.58 Victoria informed
her eldest daughter, ‘[Louise] is a clever, dear girl, with a fine strong character…unselfish,
affectionate, a good daughter and with a wonderful talent for art. She is now doing a bust
of me, quite by herself, which will be extremely good.’59 According to Louisa, Louise
‘declines marrying Prince Albert of Prussia & was bent on an Englishman.’60 She made an
unfortunate marriage to the Marquess of Lorne who in 1878 was appointed GovernorGeneral of Canada. Thanking Louisa for her letter of congratulation, she replied, ‘I know I
shall find my position difficult at first, but I should trust to a higher being to help me to
behave as I shall.’61
52 23rd May 1866, K2849(6).
53 ‘Her Royal Highness Princess Alice of Hesse’, Englishwoman’s Review, 13th January 1879, pp.1-4.
54 D. Williamson, Brewer’s British Royalty (London ,1996), p.189.
55 7th March 1868, K2861(8).
56 One witness at Osborne declared, ‘Princess Louise has just arrived. She is fascinating but oh, so ill-natured.
I positively dread talking to her, not a soul escapes.’ V. Mallet, Life with Queen Victoria (London, 1968), p.40.
The Queen blamed Louise’s French governess. ‘She has done Louise a terrible deal of harm, made her
deceitful.’ Vicky commented, ‘French women are seldom to be trusted entirely, even the best of them: it’s
not in their nature to be upright and straightforward.’ R. Fulford (ed.), Dearest Mama. Letters between Queen
Victoria and the Crown Prince of Prussia, 1861-64 (London, 1968), p.246.
57 Princess Louise to Louisa Bowater, 22nd May 1862, BL Add. MS. 44631 ff.12-13.
58 J. Roberts, Royal Artists from Mary Queen of Scots to the Present Day (London, 1997), p.158.
59 Fulford, Your Dear Letter, op. cit., p.179. There is a full-size statue of Victoria by Louise outside Kensington
Palace.
60 20th October 1870, K2867.
61 Princess Louise to Louisa Bowater, 24th October 1878, BL Add. MS. 46361 f.69. Whilst in Canada one of
her ears was ripped off in a tobogganing accident.
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Beatrice, the youngest of Victoria and Albert’s daughters, had a much more equable
disposition but was painfully shy throughout her life. When Beatrice announced at the age
of 28 that she was to marry Prince Henry of Battenburg, her mother refused at first to
speak to her.62 As Victoria said, ‘A married daughter I must have living with me and must
not be left to look about for help, and to have to make shift for the day, which is too
dreadful.’63 Beatrice filled this role to perfection. Prince Henry and Beatrice agreed to live
with the Queen rather than have their own establishment. In old age, the Queen was greatly
comforted by Beatrice, who acted both as her companion and secretary. Beatrice was also
a talented pianist, sharing with Louisa her love of music, and was a student of Charles Hallé,
the conductor and founder of the orchestra.64
The royal household was the source of the latest political, social and business rumours. From
Windsor, on 10th May 1866, Louisa reported ‘the very greatest fear of a commercial panic
in the City,’ following the collapse of Overend & Gurney, the wholesale discount Bank –
‘£13,000,000 they say… the pressure in the City is so great that if one house goes there
will be a tremendous crash.’65
Louisa was a loyal supporter of the royal family.The many rumours which circulated around
the Court concerning their conduct were not voiced in her correspondence. The only
exception was the news surrounding the marriage of Princess Mary Adelaide of Cambridge,
the Queen’s cousin, to Prince Franz of Teck in June 1866. His father had contracted a
morganatic marriage with an Austrian countess who was killed when her horse ran away
with her whilst attending a military review and she was trampled to death by a squadron
of Austrian cavalry.66
Mary’s enormous weight of over 250 pounds had gained her the title of ‘Fat Mary’.
Marriage prospects were unlikely until she met the handsome Prince of Teck some four
years her junior.They rapidly married and became the subject of much gossip. Just prior to
the wedding Louisa stated, ‘Princess Mary announces that she means to be the Queen of
English society & to reform it.’67 However, a few days later Louisa, who was staying at
Windsor, reported:
The Royalties seem to have been considerably crowded there, the great attraction being Prince
Teck, who seems to have excited universal admiration among the ladies. Col. Home Purves told
Mrs Bruce that the more he saw of him the better he liked him & and that he was determined
to keep the fair lady in order – no easy task if all I hear of her temper & if the squabbles between
her and her sister be true. The trial of strength seems to have begun already, as she appeared
yesterday with very red eyes, & a thick veil, while he looked extremely grave.68

Louisa’s friendship with Helena deepened after the latter’s marriage to Prince Christian in
July 1866. Two years later Louisa was invited by the princess to accompany them to
Germany for seven weeks, where they visited several of her relatives. Louisa was asked by
Helena to write an account for the Queen of their official reception at Schloss Primkenou
in Silesia. She began, ‘I take up my pen to do so, as well as I can, but I must beg of Your
62 E. Longford, Victoria R.I. (London, 1964), p.600.
63 N. Epton, Victoria and Her Daughters, (London, 1972), p.109.
64 R. Beale, Charles Hallé. A Musical Life (London) 2007), p.197.
65 10th May 1866, K2844, 11th May 1866, K2845.
66 C. Kinloch Cooke, A Memoir of Her Royal Highness Princess May Adelaide, Duchess of Teck (London, 1900), vol.
2, p.413.
67 10th May 1866, K2844.
68 23rd May 1866, K2849(23).
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Majesty to excuse me if I do not succeed in conveying so good an idea as I could wish of
this little ceremony.’69
Louisa was now approaching 27 and she considered that she was unlikely to marry.
However, in March 1869 she met Sir Rainald Knightley, the third baronet, of Fawsley Hall,
Northamptonshire, whom she described as ‘a very good, average sort of man: clever, without
being a genius; good, without having a very high standard – in short, not unlike myself.’70
Rainald, some 23 years older than Louisa, had been an Independent Conservative M.P. for
South Northamptonshire since 1852, hated Disraeli and was contemptuous of rural
democracy. Matters moved swiftly. By October, six months after they had first met, they
were married and took up residency at Fawsley, where Louisa remained until her death in
1913. The Queen, writing from Balmoral to ‘My dear Louisa’ with her congratulations,
added, ‘I need not say that I shall always take the warmest interest in your welfare. The
accompanying Locket contains the likeness and hair of Leopold, the poor little boy who
you were so kind to…I hope you will often wear it in recollection.’71
Louisa quickly adapted to her new role as lady of the manor, changing the direction of her
life from one mainly devoted to pleasure-seeking to involvement in philanthropic and
political activity.72 She began her work for the Girls’ Friendly Society in Northamptonshire,
the Working Ladies’ Guild, the National Union of Women Workers, the Freedom of Labour
Defence League, and was closely associated with the British Women’s Emigration
Association and the South African Colonization Society, of which she was president. She
was active as a parish councillor for the nearby village of Badby and as a co-opted member
of the Northamptonshire County Council Education Committee. She was also a leading
light nationally in campaigning for women’s enfranchisement by non-militant means.
Perhaps the most remarkable aspect of her activities was in connection with the Primrose
League, where she founded the Knightley Habitation and became a member of the
executive committee of the Ladies’ Council of the League. In an age when politics were
almost entirely a male province, she campaigned as a speaker in support of Sir Rainald in
the 1885 General Election, helping to save his seat by her endeavours.73
In her later years, Louisa’s friendship with the royal children still remained strong. The
couple were invited by the Queen to stay at Osborne, and they were present at many formal
and informal royal family occasions. After Prince Leopold’s early death in 1884, Louisa and
Hélène worked together on a number of philanthropic causes, and Beatrice joined Louisa
in her activities in the Working Ladies’ Guild.74 Outliving both Rainald and the Queen, it
was appropriate that Louisa’s last two visitors to Fawsley, only weeks before her death, should
be members of the royal family, the Duchess of Albany and Queen Mary, the daughter of
Mary of Teck.75
The author is grateful to Lord Gage of Firle Place, Sussex, for permission to publish extracts from Lady
Knightley’s letters.
69 Louisa Bowater to Queen Victoria describing the reception at Schloss Primkenau, Silesia, of Princess Helena
and Prince Christian of Schleswig-Holstein, 24th August 1868. Draft letter, K2878.
70 Journal, 2nd April 1869, K2892.
71 Queen Victoria to Lady Louisa Knightley, 22nd October 1869, BL Add. MS. 46360 ff 1-2.
72 See P. Horn, Ladies of the Manor. Wives and Daughters in Country House Society, 1830-1918 (Stroud, 1991),
pp.126-30.
73 P. Gordon, ‘Lady Knightley and the South Northamptonshire Election of 1885’, Northamptonshire Past and
Present, vol. 6, 1981-82, pp.265-73.
74 Louisa was also warmly appreciated by the Duchess of Albany’s only daughter, Princess Alice, and attended
her wedding in 1904. 3rd February 1904, BL Add. MS. 46360 ff.117-18.
75 Lady Knightley died on 2nd October 1913. Julia Cartwright, Journal, 5th November 1913, Cartwright of
Edgecote Papers, C.E. 396, NRO.
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BOOK REVIEWS
A SAVIOUR OF LIVING CARGOES:
THE LIFE AND WORK OF CAROLINE CHISHOLM
by Carole Walker
Wolds Publishing Ltd, 2010
ISBN 978-0-9564724-0-3
Illustrated, 289 pages
Price £15.99
It is only since the modest 1977 centenary celebration of her burial in Billing Road
Cemetery, Northampton, that modern Northampton has become aware of the
internationally renowned Caroline Chisholm and her work in Australia and Europe. The
naming of the new school in Wootton Fields as the Caroline Chisholm School by the
County Council, after years of prodding by Wootton Parish Council, has definitely put this
social pioneer’s name firmly in local people’s minds. Dr Walker’s book is only the second
biography to be published in England. First published in Australia late in the year 2009, the
book had its English launch on Australia Day, 26th January 2010, at Caroline Chisholm
School. The previous English biography, Caroline Chisholm, the Emigrants Friend, by Joanna
Bogle was reviewed in Northamptonshire Past and Present Volume IX No. 1, 1994-95 p.87.
This new book is a good coherent narrative account of Mrs Chisholm’s life and work. Dr
Walker’s research over the past eighteen years, in Australia as well as England and Ireland,
has been very thorough. She is the first researcher to have tracked Caroline’s father,William
Jones, from Wootton to Duston to Northampton and noted his four marriages. A good
indication of his, and his successive families’, increasing prosperity is that all his seven
children by his fourth wife, Sarah, survived into adulthood, in stark contrast to the children
of his earlier marriages.
This biography is aimed at, and succeeds in, giving a good overview of Mrs Chisholm’s life
and work. Inevitably it hints at aspects of the subject’s life where further work to fill in
detail could be useful. Where was Caroline educated, when precisely did she become a
Catholic, how did she meet Archibald Chisholm, are some of the unknowns. Again,
regarding Captain Chisholm and India, the author explains the Hon. East India Company’s
Native Regiments but not its European Regiments, or why Archibald visited Northampton
in the first place.Was the heavyweight prizefight between a Scot and an Irishman in Salcey
Forest in June 1830 the initial attraction to this area? Are some of the answers to the
unknowns to be found in the Gunning family papers and archives at Northampton
Cathedral?
A general historical point which can be deduced from the extent of Mrs Chisholm’s
journeys throughout the British Isles between 1846 and 1854 is the ease and comfort the
new railway system had brought to inland travel since she left England in 1832. Her practical
skills and ideas, organising schools, founding the Family Colonisation Loan Society,
designing improved passenger accommodation for ships, should also be noted.
The book’s one blemish is that the author, like most historians from 1900 onwards writing
about 19th-century persons, credits Caroline Chisholm with ‘Victorian’ values and ideas.
This is odd because Mrs Chisholm grew up and was educated in Georgian and Regency
England. She did not experience Victorian England until 1846 when she was a mature
family woman.
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This book is a useful and important biography. It is to be hoped that besides introducing
Northamptonshire’s public to one of the outstanding Englishwomen of the nineteenth
century it will stimulate further research into Caroline Chisholm’s life, work and
background. The book should be in every Northamptonshire school.
John Rigby
‘GRATEFULL TO PROVIDENCE’ THE DIARY AND ACCOUNTS OF
MATTHEW FLINDERS, SURGEON, APOTHECARY AND MAN-MIDWIFE
1775-1802. II. 1785-1802
Edited by Martyn Beardsley and Nicholas Bennett
Published by Lincoln Record Society & The Boydell Press, 2009
ISBN 9780901 503855
xiii +305 pages.
Price £30.00
The first volume of Matthew Flinders’ Diary, reviewed in Northamptonshire Past and Present,
Number 61, 2008, pp.95-96, traced his medical activities in the small Lincolnshire village
of Donington. This second volume completes the story from his second marriage to his
retirement and death. As in the first volume it is full of interesting insights into late
eighteenth-century rural life, written by a keen observer of the scene.
Flinders’ medical practice continued to flourish. He left an estate equivalent in modern day
terms of £360,000, though the addition of five more children from his second marriage
added to his financial burdens. His son, later the famous naval officer and hydrographer,
became a pupil at the grammar school at nearby Horbling in 1785, with fees of 18 guineas
per annum. This was to last only three years when he joined the Navy.
Flinders played a major part in local affairs, including the establishment and conduct of
committees, such as the Association for the Prosecution of Felons, which supervised law
and order in the days before the existence of the police force. In his professional capacity,
Flinders was one of the movers in 1796 for the founding of a local Society of Physicians
and Surgeon Apothecaries, which met monthly to discuss medical subjects, and raise money
for the purchase of a library of relevant books. Although the meetings eventually lapsed,
this venture indicates that there was not always rivalry between different types of
practitioners at this time.
The Diary also shows Flinders’ wide range of interests which were reflected in his expanding
library, though he expressed disappointment in 1794, when he ‘purged’ his collection of
37 volumes and sent them to his bookseller. Later he wrote, ‘I have just got a Letter
informing me, they are an unsuitable parcel & can only allow me 14s for them – which by
no means satisfy’s me.’ Flinders records the series of poor harvests and bad weather, and
the wars with America, Holland and France, which resulted in food shortages and inflation.
The poor of Donington were badly affected, and Flinders was prominent in raising
charitable subscriptions for them.
On the other hand there were occasions which called for celebrations in the village. The
recovery of George III’s mental capacities was marked in 1789 by a public dinner at the
Rose and Crown; a sheep was roasted, and there was a parade of singing and dancing and
a hogshead of ale was given to the participants. A particularly outstanding event for Flinders
in 1794 was the ‘Glorious First of June’ sea battle in the Atlantic, when the English Fleet
was victorious over the French. Flinders’ son took part in the engagement in which over
1000 English lives were lost. There were further celebrations four years later on Nelson’s
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brilliant triumph over the French Fleet in Aboukir Bay, Egypt, resulting in a majority of
the enemy ships being sunk.
The Diary entries note his son’s steady progress in his naval career, starting with the
circumnavigation of the world in 1791 under Captain Bligh. Three years later, on a visit
to Donington, he broke the news that he was about to sail to New Holland (Australia)
which would entail an absence of between four and five years.The elder Flinders remarked
in his Diary that ‘he thinks he has a better chance of Promotion than staying in the home
Service.’ At the same time, he told his father that his younger brother, Samuel, wished to
join him in the Navy and would be going on the voyage with him. Samuel was only 12
years old. Flinders had hoped that either Matthew or Samuel would succeed him in his
apothecary work but that was not to be. He commented at the end of 1797, ‘My Family
continue much as last year, as to my two poor Boys in a far distant Country, I hope
Providence protects them.’ To add to his father’s worries, the young Matthew informed
him that he had been ill with a kidney disorder, which was to lead to his premature death
at the age of 40.
The Diary for the last two years of the elder Flinders’ life records an increasing number of
problems. His son John had to be sent to York Lunatic Asylum, and his daughter Susanna,
who was having business difficulties, pressed him for £150. Matthew, having been promoted
commander and captain of the Investigator, formerly the Xenophon, requested £200 from
his father. A further surprise was in store. Matthew was about to leave once more for
Australia but in April 1801 ‘suddenly and unexpectedly’ announced his marriage which
had taken place the day before. His father refused to be reconciled to the situation, writing,
‘I wish he may not repent his hasty step’ (The couple’s daughter Anne gave birth to William
Flinders Petrie, the renowned archaeologist and Egyptologist.) In March the following year
the elder Flinders, after 30 years in practice and now in declining health, put the business
up for sale. He died in May 1802 at the age of 54.
This detailed day-to-day account of a rural apothecary provides us with a good picture of
medical practice and village life in the late eighteenth century. As with the first volume, the
Diary has been immaculately edited, with many informative footnotes and illustrations, and
is a very useful addition to the history and literature of the period.
Peter Gordon
We have received from the Banbury Historical Society their latest publication, Turnpike
Roads to Banbury by Alan Rosevear. It is available from the Society c/o Banbury Museum,
Spiceball Park Road, Banbury OX16 2PQ for £15 + £3 p&p. Quoting from the dust
jacket, ‘This book describes the many turnpiked roads leading to or through Banbury,
usually as part of much longer routes … The roads ran through adjoining counties including
Northamptonshire … chapters cover each county in turn. Other chapters describe the
turnpike system (“turnpike” comes from the pole that formed the Toll Gate)’. There are
indexes to personal and place names and a lengthy list of Turnpike Trustees named in various
Acts of Parliament.
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OBITUARY NOTICES
Sir Ian Vere Gyles Isham, 13th Baronet of Lamport, 1923-2009
Ian Vere Gyles Isham was the elder son of Vere Arthur Richard and Edith Irene Isham born
17th July 1923. He succeeded his distant cousin Gyles on 29th January 1976, acquiring the
title but not property, for the estate came under the newly formed Lamport Hall
Preservation Trust to protect its continuance from destructive taxation.
After schooling at Eton College, Ian attended Worcester College, Oxford, before being
called-up for Army Service in 1941 where he joined the 4th County of London Yeomanry,
a tank regiment. He was severely injured when his tank was blown up during the Normandy
invasion in the advance on Caen. Flown home, he spent many months in hospital in Wales
receiving treatment for burns.
After his discharge he took up duties with the British Army of Occupation of the Rhine
until he was demobbed in 1948 with the rank of Captain. By now his family had emigrated
to Buenos Aires in Argentina and he joined them and worked for a British accountancy
firm.
Although he was asked by Sir Gyles to help in the restoration of the family seat at Lamport
(this having been left in a deplorable condition after it had been commandeered as an Italian
prisoner of war ‘camp’), Ian felt that he could not greatly contribute much to the task and
returned to London working for Rediffusion in the early days of television. He worked in
market research and as a cartographer and became a member of that Institute.
As Sir Gyles had converted to Roman Catholicism he was not able to accept the patronage
of the living of the parish church of All Hallows’ at Lamport. Over the years this role was
to be willingly and diligently performed by Ian.
At most lectures of the Record Society, Sir Ian would bring guests. Often these would be
visitors from abroad who were following the path to Lamport from where their forebears
had originated. Sometimes it was to Pytchley to see the church and where the famous
Pytchley Hall once stood. From here, where the family had been since Saxon times, came
Henry Isham, the progenitor of several ‘first families of Virginia’ and founding families of
the United States of America (e.g. Randolph, Eppes, Jefferson, Lee, Marshall) as well as more
recently celebrated American-born British descendants (most notably, Nancy, Lady Astor,
and her niece Nancy Lancaster, once resident at Kelmarsh Hall).
Picnics were a great delight for Sir Ian. Those friends of his who were bidden to celebrate
his July birthday with him in the gardens at Lamport will find immeasurable joy in the
remembrance of those occasions for they were followed by an erudite guiding through the
house with an exemplary distillation of the art and the family connections.
Sir Ian Isham died on 20th October 2009 in Hampshire. He is succeeded by his brother,
Norman Murray Crawford Isham, the 14th Baronet. A Service of Thanksgiving was held
at Lamport Church on 8th June 2010.
Rosemary Eady
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The Reverend Simon Tebbutt 1927-2009
Simon Tebbutt who died in October 2009 had been a member of the Northamptonshire
Record Society for sixty years, having joined in 1949. It reflects his intense pride in his
local town and county.
He was born in Northampton in 1927 into a family well known in the local boot and shoe
industry. He joined the family firm on leaving school and stayed with it until his brotherin-law’s death in December 1951 led to the firm’s merger with his wife, Christina’s, family
business. Simon and Christina (née Pettit) had married in 1950. Simon had studied at the
Leathersellers’ College in Bermondsey and gained work experience in all departments of
the firm before taking over the running of the company. It is a measure of the respect in
which he was held that he became President of the British Leather Federation.
Simon shared with Christina a deeply held Christian faith. Both were well informed on all
matters relating to the Church of England. Christina was a member of the General Synod.
Both were long standing and well loved members of the Modern Churchmen’s Union (as
it was then known) and Simon was one of the few lay members of its council.
In the course of time, a conviction, latent for some years, grew upon him that he had a
vocation to ordination, and Bishop Westwood of Peterborough accepted him as a candidate
for Holy Orders. He went to Queen’s College Birmingham in 1988. He was ordained in
1989 and served as a non-stipendiary curate at St Matthews Northampton from 1989 to
1992. In 1992 he joined Canon Peter Garlick at Duston. Later he took charge of a group
of parishes centred on the Houghtons. Later still he was invited to join the team of clergy
at All Saints Northampton. In all his parishes, Simon displayed his remarkable pastoral talents,
diligent in visiting and infinitely generous and understanding and consequently well loved
by the people in the parishes. The large congregations at the funeral service at Boughton
and the subsequent Thanksgiving Service at All Saints were testimonies to the respect and
affection in which he was held.
Simon’s lively and inquiring mind led him, after ordination, to undertake a five-year study
course at Westminster College Oxford which gained him an Oxford BTh. He read widely
and critically and I recall his telling me of his interest in the contemporary American
theologian, David Tracy.
Simon loved music and was an active member of the St Matthews Music Society and a
loyal supporter of ‘Fiori Musicali’. Another passion was gardening, especially in the
magnificent garden at ‘Home Close’, Boughton.
He was associated with the local Boughton branch of the Royal British Legion. His deep
interest in local history, evidenced by his long membership of our Society, and his concern
for our local Christian heritage inspired his unremitting work for the Holy Sepulchre
Church Restoration Trust.
We in the Record Society will miss his genial presence at our meetings and all our sympathy
goes, in all its inadequacy, to his beloved Christina and his daughters, Rosalind Lund and
Helen Burgess, and their families.
Geoffrey Carnell
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