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NOTES AND NEWS

In this number we have obituaries for four people who have given so much to the county:
our President, Lady Juliet Townsend, DCVO; our Chairman, Mr Christoper Davidge, OBE,
DL; Mr Edmund Brudenell; and Captain John Macdonald Buchanan. We have also heard
of the deaths of Lord Brassey of Apethorpe and Mr Geoftrey Gee. Not a good year.

* % k& k%

Delapre Abbey. By the time you read this, great strides should have been made in the
work at Delapre. To find out how things are progressing there, consult their website,
www.delapreabbey.org; sign up for their newsletters; ‘like’ their Facebook page; or follow
their Twitter feed. Or go along and have a look.

* k k k %

Leicestershire Fieldworkers. Their latest volume (June 2015) is Medieval Leicestershire:
recent research on the medieval archaeology of the county with a foreword by Michael Wood. For
information, contact Alan Clark (telephone: 07794 192464; or email him at alanclark@
hotmail.com).

* Kk Kk Xk &

The Manorial Documents Register (MDR) aims to record details of all records
produced by manor courts in England and Wales from the twelfth century to their abolition
in 1922. Started by statute in 1924 the MDR is now maintained by the National Archives
at Kew. Since 2000 the aim has been to convert the handwritten register to a database
which can be accessed online, and to this end a county by county revision has been
undertaken. In May this year the project for Northamptonshire was begun and Sarah
Charlton was appointed as a part-time project officer. Over the next two years, her aim is
to identify and enter records held both at NRO and elsewhere. There are a multitude of
manorial records at Northampton and many will require listing in more detail before they
can be entered onto the database. She is looking for volunteers at several levels: firstly, those
who might be prepared to work through medieval and early modern court rolls extracting
their dates; secondly, those who might be prepared to work through nineteenth century
court books working out when the courts finish and noting later enrolments; and finally,
those who would help write brief synopses of each manor from the Victoria County History.
If you could help or would like to know more, please contact her at scharlton@
northamptonshire.gov.uk or ¢/o Northamptonshire R ecord Office. For further information
about manorial records, the progress of the projects, and to view the register thus far, please
go to www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/mdr.

* k %k k %

Readers who appreciated Margaret Osborne’s article ‘Bishop Charles Dudley Cary-Elwes
of Billing and Northampton: a Reappraisal’ in No. 67 of this journal might like to know
that she has recently published a book in paperback format entitled An Enduring Legacy of
Cardinal Newman: The Apostolic Ministry of the Cary-Elwes Family of Great Billing 1865-1965.
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This may be obtained at the Church of Our Lady of Perpetual Succour, 1 Elwes Way, Great
Billing, Northampton, NN3 9EA, price £5.

* Kk Kk Xk &

Please keep in mind the change of deadline for material for NP&P to end of February. As
usual I would like to thank the authors and reviewers for their excellent material and David
Hall and David Harries for their support. Remember to consult the website for the latest
about the Society: www.northamptonshirerecordsociety.org.uk.

Barbara Hornby

Notes on Contributors
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6

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PAST AND PRESENT



Fifty Years of Local History in Northamptonshire:
A Personal View
RON GREENALL

When I came to Northamptonshire in 1965, having been appointed ‘resident organising
tutor in Northampton’ for Leicester University’s Department of Adult Education, I was a
total stranger to this part of England. My home town was Salford, Greater Manchester,
which I left in 1955 to go to University in London. After graduating and doing my Post
Graduate Certificate in Education, my first post was at a Grammar School in Mitcham,
Surrey, where I spent six years. In coming to Northampton my brief was to organise a
programme of part-time day and evening classes in the borough, and to teach in the
Department’s programme in Northamptonshire and Leicestershire.

Not long before I arrived, Leicester had taken over responsibility from Cambridge for
providing university adult education in Northamptonshire and was in the process of
purchasing the former Nazareth House on Barrack Road to convert it into what became
the University Centre, Northampton (UCN).This was done and UCN opened for its first
term in the summer of 1967, with me as Warden. On first viewing what had been aVictorian
home for orphans and old people, my heart sank at its grim, run-down state, Nazareth
House having moved to purpose-built premises on Harlestone R oad. However, visits from
the University’s energetic buildings officer, who had done that sort of thing before, buoyed
me up; he saw the building’s capabilities and, in no time at all, realised them.The down-at-
heel interior was transformed into well-lit classrooms, offices, a library and a common room
which served refreshments. With its handsome neo-Elizabethan frontage, it made a worthy
setting for university adult education.

My arrival coincided with the beginning of the expansion of Northampton as a ‘Mark-
Three New Town’. The first evening course I took part in, bequeathed to me by my
predecessor, was ‘“The Future of Expanding Northampton’ in which guest speakers came
to explain to a largely sceptical group of local people what was going to take place. Their
scepticism was based on the belief that such developments were inconceivable in
Northampton, a town which had rather marked time since the end of the First World War.
Where would the drive and the funding for all this come from? Gordon Redfern, the
Development Corporation’s chief planner, assured us all that it would take place, that it was
to be largely funded by the New Towns Commission and that he had done it all before — at
Cwmbran in South Wales. With the aid of coloured development plans showing where new
housing estates, industrial zones, new schools, new roads and so on would be grafted on to
existing Northampton, the other speakers revealed the future. And, over the ensuing decades,
Northampton was expanded, largely as planned.

For me, this course, which I chaired, was a good introduction to the place and its people.
was particularly interested in the first lecture, on Northampton in the last hundred years,
given by Victor Hatley, then Librarian at the Technical College. It was a masterly survey by
someone who was clearly a competent historian. [ was able to persuade Victor to teach for
us over the coming years, although not as often as I would have liked. His generosity to all
inquirers about local history was boundless and he also knew everyone who was
knowledgeable in other aspects of local studies. I was able to recruit people such as Bruce
Bailey, Geoftrey Starmer and others to teach in our future programmes.

It was not only new towns that were expanding. The next few decades were an era of
growth in many areas of education, not least in informal education, of which university
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extra-mural education (to use its old name) was a part. After the war there was a notable
growth in local authority adult education, which flourished alongside university provision
and the work of the Workers’ Educational Association (the WEA).

Following the pioneering lead of Oxford and Cambridge in the nineteenth century, in the
twentieth existing and new universities, such as Leicester, involved themselves in adult
education. Designated as ‘responsible bodies’, their work was funded not by the University
Grants Committee but by direct grant from the Department of Education. The feeling in
this sector was bullish, and the inheriting of Northamptonshire by agreement with
Cambridge was perhaps an example of this. Leicester undertook to provide a wider range
of courses than Cambridge had hitherto been able to do. My job was to bring part of this
larger provision into being.

[ suppose one reason I landed the job in Northampton was that I already had some
experience of teaching evening classes for London University’s Extra Mural Department.
As a married man with two children, I found my income from school teaching stretched
and I applied to the London Department for some part-time work. By the time I left
Mitcham I was teaching ‘The Social History of Modern Britain’, the first year of a part-
time London Diploma in Social Studies in Wandsworth and in Kingston. It was hard work,
but my students liked my teaching, and 1 liked teaching them. In fact it is hard to find a
more congenial experience in teaching than a good adult group. Although I did not realise
it then, I had found my metier.

In Northampton, the main task in hand was to run the Centre and organise and develop
the programme. In the 13 years I was Warden we expanded our provision from 28 courses
in 1964-5, the academic year before I took over, to a yearly average of 70+ courses by the
1970s. I should say that not all these were due to my sole initiative. Colleagues in the
department, academics ‘inside’ the University as well as individuals and outside
organisations, came up with ideas, or responded to our suggestions. But it was my task to
arrange details of day, time and place and to edit the brochure for the following year ready
for the printer. There was plenty to keep me busy.

University adult education had its peculiar aims, ethos and problems. The idea was to ofter
courses that were of appropriate University level and seriousness but pitched and taught in
a popular way. Ultimately, it was based on the notion of learning for its own sake and
offering what we hoped people wanted. There was nothing wrong with that, except that,
by the 1960s, it was appearing old-fashioned. There were those who wanted to be able to
study with more purpose or to change direction in their lives, but the great majority of our
courses were not award bearing. As organisers, our basic need was to recruit and then secure
the continuing attendance of a group of, say, 12 or so students, usually in weekly courses,
running for 12 or 24 meetings (although there were a number of shorter courses, one-off
lectures, Saturday schools, etc.). It was always a disappointment when a course failed to
recruit, or staggered along on minimal enrolments. Another problem for an organiser was
that, unlike most forms of education, the pattern of provision had to be difterent each year,
although some teachers developed a regular following of part-time students. If the work
was criticised by Her Majesty’s Inspectorate as ‘endless introductions’, those gentlemen
were sometimes less than helpful to our efforts to run two-year certificate courses with
essay assignments and examinations.

When the Open University appeared on the scene in 1968 we paid a departmental visit to
its Milton Keynes base and were shown how this new provider would work. A feeling was
expressed that “This is something we should be doing’ although no single university could
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ever have done so on the scale on which the Open University was to operate. And in any
case, most universities were happy to have an adult education department as ‘the University’s
oft-licence’; with few exceptions, most were, and still are, unwilling to countenance the
idea of part-time provision of award-bearing courses, or part-time degrees taught ‘after
hours’. To us, the provision of part-time certificate courses seemed the way forward, and
eventually we overcame opposition to the idea. By the 1980s, Leicester had become
something of a pioneer in awarding certificates. It should be said that most of our courses
remained one or two terms in duration, rather than being certificate courses of two or three
years in length.

In my teaching I always found some place in our provision where I could teach economic
and social history, but it was soon apparent that the kind of history which appealed most to
adult students was local history. I already had an interest in this before I came to
Northamptonshire. People who migrate to new parts of the country often begin to look
into their new place’s history as a way of getting a feel for it. I had, for instance, became
interested in the historical geography of Mitcham, which, before the juggernaut of London
engulfed it, had been part of rural Surrey.

From the start, I found Northamptonshire, with its enclosed landscape, stone-built villages,
ancient churches, country houses and small industrial towns, enjoyably difterent from what
I had known before. I soon felt at home, especially when I became involved in teaching its
history. The instigator of this was John Lowerson, then WEA tutor organiser in the county,
who persuaded me to teach a Joint Committee’ course at Long Buckby. The arrangement
was that the WEA local branch would request a course, recruit the students and the
University would provide the tutor. I taught two one-term courses in Buckby in 1969-70,
the start of a long connection with that village. Over the years I tutored at least seven
evening courses (not all on Buckby’s past), as well as giving lectures to the Long Buckby
Historical Society, a body which had come into being following a successful village history
exhibition at the end of my first course.

Not knowing anything about Buckby before I started, the approach was that I brought my
knowledge of the wider historical background plus what I had found in the libraries and
archives, and the members of the class brought documents, photographs and other materials,
together with their knowledge of local topography, roads, houses, and fields. The group
transcribed the earliest surviving parish register. Working from a microfilm of the 1851
census enumerators books, we analysed in detail the social and statistical make-up of Buckby
in that year. Both projects found their way into print. I have always felt that in starting in
Buckby, Northamptonshire’s largest village, I was lucky. There was a great deal of local
interest, good sources in the archives and in private hands. In particular, the late Harold
Clifton’s collection of old village photographs was the finest I have ever come across, and
long before I came he had purchased the microfilm of the 1851 census from the Public
Record Office.

Although I had a good first degree, which in the mind of the public carries the cachet of
‘trained historian’, I soon found this to be somewhat less than the truth. I had never been
inside a record oftice before and at first found it difticult to follow the way in which
materials were catalogued, and that documents produced as late as the eighteenth century
were disconcertingly difficult to read. My first visits to Delapre Abbey were somewhat
bewildering, although the setting was singularly congenial to the historically minded, if not
for archive care. Patrick King and his staft were not the sort to hold your hand, although
when they found you a serious student they became really helpful. The whole process was
a little like going back to university, and I soon came to enjoy my days in the archives. That
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summer there had to be plenty of them in Delapre Abbey if I was to find enough material
for my first local history course. It was also disconcerting to find that one knew so little
about certain historical institutions, such as parish vestries, manorial courts and the open
field system.

Involvement in local history in one place inevitably led to similar courses elsewhere. I spent
a good deal of time and effort over the years in Kettering. I found its history, especially its
industrial history, of great interest. The town appeared to me to have been parachuted in
the nineteenth century into rural Northamptonshire from the West Riding of Yorkshire or
industrial Lancashire.

Another place where I spent several winters was Daventry. Where Kettering industrialised
successtully in the nineteenth century, Daventry did not. It had a wholesale footwear trade
but it failed to grow beyond a certain point. As a town on ‘the Great Road from London
to Chester’ (and eventually Holyhead) it had prospered, but wayfaring was ruined with the
coming of the London & Birmingham Railway, which was engineered through Weedon
rather than Daventry. From the 1840s stagnation was Daventry’s fate. Nonetheless, the
ancient borough has remarkable historical sources on which our group worked assiduously
for several years.

I also taught in Naseby. I was contacted by a group who had organised and carried through
a hugely successful Civil War Battle exhibition; they now wished to have a course on
Naseby’s local history. The project resulted in the production of Naseby a Parish History.
Other publications which I produced as a result of these courses duly appeared (often after
considerable delays); Daventry Past in 1999, A History of Kettering in 2003. Before them, in
1979 came A History of Northamptonshire and the Soke of Peterborough in Phillimore’s Danwen
County History Series. One reason for a county approach was my realisation that life was too
short for me to keep descending on particular places using the same approach as at Buckby,
Kettering and Daventry, and I started to offer a course on the outline history of the county.
Phillimore’s interest led to me writing up my material. A second edition appeared in 2000,
and in revising the text it was apparent how much new archaeology and history had come
to light in the 20 years since the first edition.

[ became involved in two other publications at this time. Talking to John Munro, then
Deputy County Librarian, about my interest in old photographs, he proposed that the
County Libraries Service would publish a book of nineteenth-century photographs of
Northamptonshire. In the seventies, following the appearance of Gordon Winter’s
magnificent A Country Camera, books of photographs were much in vogue. I selected
pictures from the Record Office and libraries and museums collections, and also sought
out people who had collected and preserved photographs of their own particular places,
much as Harold Clifton had done at Buckby. I contacted as many of these as I could, people
such as Canon Bryan of Kings Cliffe, Fred Moore and Frank Thompson of Kettering, Cyril
Putt of Raunds, Maurice and Joyce Palmer of Earls Barton, and George Freeston of
Blisworth to see what they had. Old Northamptonshire in Photographs appeared in 1976 and
did very well. It was followed three years later by Northamptonshire Life 1914-39, which did
even better, being reprinted in 1982. My volumes were but two in a wider programme of
publications by the Libraries Service which included, amongst others, books on old
Northampton and Northamptonshire canals. There was also a range of books on several
towns and villages around the county, privately published in these years. Looking back, the
1970s were a period of great activity on the archaeological, historical and other ‘heritage’
fronts, often publicly funded. No doubt one reason was the major reorganisation of local
government, which was accompanied by an expansionary approach to what the new
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councils should be doing. It seems in retrospect like a golden age, compared with the present
policy of local government spending being cut remorselessly. One hopes that our current
era of ‘joy through pain’ might some day be reversed.

For me, this period was very busy. As well as the publishing projects, running the University
Centre and teaching my evening classes (some of which were in Leicestershire) I undertook
the writing and presenting of a radio series, “This Was Their World’, on Radio 3, ten weekly
programmes on the sources of nineteenth-century local history, using recordings from the
sound archives of the BBC. I had also become a member of the Northamptonshire Record
Society, soon taking over from John Steane as honorary editor of this journal, a duty I
carried on in this capacity for 16 years, before becoming honorary editor of the Society’s
‘main series’ of books.

Developments in Northamptonshire were part of a nationwide public interest in local
archaeology and history in these years. The writings of W.G. Hoskins and other historians
were a contributing factor to the growth and widening of local studies. These years saw the
appearance of new specialties, such as local population studies and industrial archaeology.
Not all of these were ‘top-down’. A phenomenon was the rapid growth of family history,
a movement that grew from the grass roots. The numbers involved in active family research,
the way that helpful booklets were published introducing family historians to sources
beyond the obvious, and the conferences organised for family historians, were and still are
remarkable. Industrial archaeology, another ‘new’ history, brought together engineers,
historians and people who liked the hands-on work of restoring canals and other relics of
industrialisation. Local historical societies sprang up and eventually an active
Northamptonshire federation of local history societies came into being, as in other counties.
Older organisations became moribund. One such was the County Consultative Committee
for Local History that Patrick King and I tried to breathe some life into by holding two or
three events a year, but the only people who came were the same small group who had
grown old together. One old society which continues to be productive is, of course, the
Northamptonshire Record Society.

As a result of this growing public enthusiasm for history, archaeology and allied subjects,
from about 1980 we at Leicester threw much of our energy into designing and teaching
certificate courses intended for people who wanted to carry their studies further. In length
and content these were more demanding than the usual courses we ran. There had been a
long-standing certificate in Social Studies at Vaughan College (the Department’s adult
education centre in Leicester) and new ones in archaeology, local history, architectural
history, modern social history, industrial archaeology and ecology were introduced in the
late 1970s. There were always problems in getting certificates off the ground. It was difficult
to recruit enough students who would commit to two years of study. They were asked to
sign up to something new and some were not sure whether or not they were up to the
task, or whether the proposed syllabus was what they were looking for. It was difficult to
retain students through the week-in week-out attendance required. For the organisers’ part,
it was sometimes difficult to recruit part-time teachers, especially for teaching more than
one cycle, because once a certificate course started it was not long before it was time for its
successor to be organised.

It was good if one could rely on a reasonably settled team, which I fortunately was able to
do for the local history certificate. I hesitated for quite some time over the syllabus. Should
it include medieval local history with such difficulties as the sources in Latin and their
palaeography. It seemed clear to me that teaching local history in midland England and to
leave out such things as the origins of parishes, manors or the open-fields, and start the
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syllabus at a later point in history would be a mistake. The way forward was to take a ‘history
of the landscape’ approach. My colleague Anthony Brown was already much involved in
historic field-work projects and was happy to teach the medieval landscapes part of the
certificate. I was lucky in having other colleagues, such as David Parsons and David Wykes,
to teach pre- and post-Reformation religious developments. Together with David Wykes,
I taught most of the Early Modern and Modern economic and social topics. Because
people often plunged into local history research with only the scantiest knowledge of
background history, I had always thought it essential to provide teaching about what was
happening nationally as well as locally for our students. Typically, their knowledge of
history ranged in some cases from having a history degree to having done a little or no
history at school. The keenest of ‘born-again’ amateur local historians sometimes fell into
the latter category. To ask an academic to do this was difficult because few would be
prepared to be so catholic. If asked to teach the Tudor and Stuart eras they might say such
things as ‘my speciality is the early Tudor period, not later Tudor, or early or later
Stuarts’. So, I took this upon myself, concentrating on what I thought local historians
needed to know about national developments. I think for many students these parts of the
course were very valuable.

My local history certificate was launched at the University Centre in 1982 where it ran for
more than 20 years. For reasons I never quite understood, it proved more difficult to get it
going in Leicester, but finally we took off at Vaughan College in 1988; the certificate
survived there until 2005-6. One cycle was taught in Kettering in 1992-4, but it was
impossible to recruit and retain sufficient numbers there. The first version of the certificate
in Northampton ran for three years, but experience taught that a two-year course was more
acceptable to students. Even two years, attending one evening a week for 30 weeks for a
double session of three and a half hours, was very demanding. I am amazed that so many
stuck it out.

Personally, I found that certificates were the best thing I ever did as a teacher. Students
who wanted more found their way on to further study. In particular, the Centre for the
Study of English Local History at Leicester University welcomed onto its MA course
people who had performed well in the certificate. Others, typically women rather than
men, found the certificates personally as well as intellectually satistying, opening new
directions for them.

The success of certificates led to our Department persuading the University to approve a
BA in Humanities for people who wanted a graduate qualification. Their certificate was
accepted as the equivalent to two years’ university study, which with a further three years
successful evening study converted into a Leicester BA. This started in 1989. Obtaining
validation for this was the achievement of Robert Colls, who had successfully launched the
certificate in Modern Social History (on which I taught) some time earlier. There was also
a part-time MA which some of us taught on an evening basis with members of the History
Department, though regrettably it did not last long. These developments were mainly in
Leicester, but in Northampton some of the modules in the Modern Social History
certificate were opened to part-time Nene College students for a time from 1991.

Commitment to certificate courses came along in what might be called the second phase
of my career as an adult educator. In 1978 I had been promoted to Deputy Director of the
Department (Figure 1) and eventually moved house to Leicester, the wardenship of UCN
passing to my colleague Richard Foulkes. Part of my new job was to be in charge of the
programme of history courses in the two counties, of which the certificate programme was
important (Figure 2). Although I moved out of Northamptonshire I still taught at least
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Figure 1. Ron Greenall leaves the wardenship of UCN, October 1978.
(Northampton Chronicle & Echo)

once, and sometimes twice, a week at UCN and other venues. And I kept up my North-
amptonshire connections in my research and through my work in the Record Society.

For me, and others, teaching in university adult education was one of the best educational
jobs imaginable. However, given what I noted earlier about extra-mural provision becoming
seen as old-fashioned by the 1960s, I used to muse on whether it would survive to see me
into retirement. As things turned out, it just about did. From the time of Mrs Thatcher’s
years in power, higher education was forced to change in many ways. The system through
which universities were funded on a five-year basis (‘the Quinquennial system’) was replaced
by annual funding. Government became convinced that the cost to the exchequer was
becoming too heavy, and universities began to experience financial problems. In 1988
Leicester found itself facing a £500,000-£600,000 ‘deficit’. Relationships between
universities and government, and academic departments and university administrators,
deteriorated. All departments now faced demands for operating costs to be cut. Oddly
enough, initially university adult education departments, as ‘responsible bodies’ funded by
direct grant, were safer than other departments. But when RB funding was transferred from
the Department of Education and Science to the Higher Education Funding Council
England it became clear that the days of such departments were numbered. Adult education
was ‘mainstreamed’.

Universities now decided that money for adult education might be used for other activities.
We were subjected to organisation and management reports; rolled up with the School of
Education in a ‘budget centre’; invited to come up with self~funding plans; and soon closed
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Figure 2. Presentation of certificates to Local History students, 1994-96 at UCN.
Back row, left to right: Eric Whelan, David Adams, Mark Alderman, David
Parsons (Leicester University Adult Education Department). Front row: Jill
Whiting, Ron Greenall, Angela Adams. (Leicester University Central Photographic Unif)

down. Academic staff were offered the options of moving to an appropriate academic
department (‘disaggregation’), or taking early retirement with a decent severance package.
If wanted, this included the offer of a contract for three years as a part-time teacher. In
1996, after 31 years at Leicester, I chose the latter option; my only regret was that the three
years passed too quickly. But I continued to teach the local history certificate and other
courses until 2005. My last adult education class was for my ‘Old Guard’ in Kettering. In
all, T taught history for 50 years, and never wearied of it.

The Leicester Adult Education Department finally closed in 2001. The University pulled
out of Northampton soon after, Nazareth House being sold to Bosworth Tutors in 2004.
The former Queen’s Institute of District Nursing building, a few doors away (which the
university had also acquired), was sold to the same buyers a year later. Thus Leicester
University’s adult education mission in Northampton and Northamptonshire passed into
history, and will no doubt soon be forgotten. The same thing happened in Leicester. In
2012 Vaughan College celebrated it 150th anniversary. Founded as a Working Men’s
College by the Revd. David JamesVaughan in 1862, after the Great War it came under the
aegis of the newly-established University College of Leicester, Leicestershire and Rutland.
After the Second World War, major transport developments in the city centre led to
compulsory purchase of the college and its demolition for an underpass. Using the
compensation money, in 1962 a new purpose-built Vaughan College, designed by the
architect Trevor Dannatt, opened on the Roman Jewry Wall site and soon became a listed
building. Within an indecently short period after its 150th anniversary celebration,Vaughan
College was closed. It now stands forlorn and empty next to the excavated foundations of
a Roman bath complex. (Figure 3)
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To his credit the new vice-chancellor, Professor Robert Burgess, responded to requests to
save some part-time adult education, and brought into being a successor body to the old
Department, the Centre for Lifelong Learning (now the Vaughan Centre for Lifelong
Learning). It does good work but not on the scale and scope ofits predecessor. One or two
Leicester part-time courses found a home in the new Northampton College on The
Mounts. The BA (Humanities) struggles on in Leicester, but the certificate in local history
did not last long under new management. The objective of the Higher Education Funding
Council (HEFCE) is to make ‘continuing education’ vocational and post-professional.
Courses are usually funded short-term. Its future is uncertain. Local authority adult
education struggles on, but is a pale shadow of what it once was.

The irony of the demise of Leicester’s Department is that at the time we all felt that we
were travelling in the right direction, with certificates and part-time degrees, of which there
could have been more if there had been the will for it. But in the new circumstances
universities are now absorbed in the problems of financial management and mass higher
education. Each is now an education enterprise company with a keen eye for the bottom
line and political correctness. ‘Managerialism’ and bureaucracy flourish. Old concepts of
public purpose have all but vanished. But extramural work, as well as teaching people with
no access to higher education, was itself academically innovative. Subjects such as economic,
social and local history, geography and cultural studies were all taken ‘inside the walls’ by
people who had pioneered them in evening classes.

In the late 1930s W.G. Hoskins did not teach local history to students at the University
College. He taught the economic history syllabus for the External London B.Com. degree,
Leicester then having no degree-awarding powers of its own. Hoskins taught his local

Figure 3. Common Room at Vaughan College, Leicester, 1989. At the time of
writing the College is unsold, disused and decaying. (Photo: Ron Greenall)
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history to adult education students at Vaughan College, took them field-walking at weekends
and wrote his first books. After the Second World War there was a point when the University
College came close to ending his contract. It was only when R.H. Tawney informed the
Principal that Hoskins was ‘the coming man’ in English Local History that he was retained
(but eventually went oft to Oxford as a Reader). In his absence, the noted Centre for the
Study of English Local History came into being. Hoskins later returned to Leicester, but
soon left for retirement in his native Devon.

When evening classes in it have all but disappeared (except in a few places) local history
will not fade away. There will always be academics and other individuals who will pursue
their reading and researches, even when the places they use, such as public libraries and
record offices, are under severe funding duress. Local history societies will carry on. As for
me, I still do some writing, serve on the Council of the Record Society, and have a book
on Chartism in Northamptonshire in preparation.

News has just been released (July 2015) thatVaughan College is to be purchased by Leicester
City Council and will be refurbished to be used for cultural purposes.
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Three Tudor Churchwardens’ Accounts
BILL FRANKLIN

Introduction

Churchwardens have existed since at least the fourteenth century. Nationally the earliest
surviving churchwardens’ accounts date from the fifteenth century, and in recent years there
has been an increased interest in these and other parochial documents as they present a rich
source of information regarding the running of the parish. From the reign of King Henry
VIII onwards the churchwardens of every parish were given responsibility for implementing
some of the changes associated with the reformation of the church and, from the reign of
Queen Elizabeth I, the implementation of the early poor laws. However, churchwardens
were not given a legal role in the implementation of these changes and legal power remained
with the local justices of the peace, with whom the churchwardens worked closely.

Early churchwardens’ accounts are not numerous, partly because of where they were kept
and partly because of the lack of value placed upon them by later generations. Early accounts
were often kept in the house of a churchwarden or parish official where security for the
documents and other parish valuables could be guaranteed. In 1561 with the introduction
of parish registers it was ordered that every parish had a parish chest to be kept in the
church and fastened with iron bands and three locks. From that point onwards church-
wardens’ accounts were usually kept in the chest with the registers, where over time they
suffered from damp, the action of insects such as weevils and occasionally mice. No wonder
then that the oldest account books are often in a poor condition.

The parishes and their accounts

Of the 229 or so parishes in Northamptonshire in the Tudor period only four parishes have
surviving churchwardens’ accounts of the period.! The Peterborough accounts have been
published and will not be dealt with here.? The three parishes whose accounts are described
here are Culworth, Norton by Daventry and Burton Latimer. In all three parishes, two
churchwardens were elected, one by the minister and one by the parish, as was usual in
most parishes across the country.

Culworth (Figure 1)

Culworth is seven miles north of Brackley. It has four books of accounts dating from 1530
to 1853.The first, considered here, covers the period 1530-16143 and is the earliest of the
accounts from the three parishes. (Figure 2) It begins with a memorandum, probably
written by the parish priest, regarding the duty of the churchwardens and other parish
officials for keeping their accounts, and the parishioners for attending the annual meeting
where the accounts were presented.

Hytt was agreed & ordeynd by chassent of ye hole pyshe yn the yere off owr lord god Mccccexxxj
that the churchwardeyns & also all other that shruld have any offyce belonging unto ye churche
that they shuld make theyr accompte upon the Sonday next folowyng the fest of the conversyon
off seynt paule. The peyn off thys ffor nott kepyng off thys day enactly [illegible]| fo pay xxd
apese to the churche use & also that all other that have the occupying off any off the churche
goods shall be psent att the same accompte apon the off forfeyttyng xij d apese.*

1 It should be noted that in addition to the accounts described in this paper there is also a collection of 33
papers concerning a claim by the parish of Thorpe Malsor to the commission for charitable uses for the
period 1569-1617, which contain extracts from churchwardens’ accounts which have not survived.

2 Mellows, W.T. (1939) ‘Peterborough Churchwarden’s Accounts, 1467-1573’. Northamptonshire Record Society.

3 NRO, 94p/21.

4 Note: the feast of the conversion of St Paul occurs on 25 January.
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Figure 1. St Mary the Virgin, Culworth, from the south.
(Photograph by Bill Franklin)

Churchwardens were elected from their peers and in theory the office was voluntary.
However, the elected person had almost no chance of passing it aside, irrespective of their
standing, education or ability. It is therefore not surprising that in 1597 we find the following
entry in the Culworth accounts: ‘Md yt James Stockley gave of his accoute for too yeares ye letter
whereof Jo Newall neyther rec' nor layed out any thenges but referred all to Stockley who dyscharged
all in his recoyngis do Edm Rudyerde’. It was usual for both churchwardens in a parish to keep
separate accounts of what they paid out, and it looks likely that John Newall may have been
illiterate and therefore supported by James Stockley.

In addition to the churchwardens, Culworth elected Wardens of the Town Stock,> Light
Wardens and Wardens of the Rood Loft Light who had to give account of their income
and expenditure to the churchwardens. Culworth’s accounts increase in detail through the
sixteenth century, with the number of outgoings increasing with the increased
responsibilities placed upon parishes by the monarchy; after 1600 the Culworth accounts
record only outgoings and receipts for levies and rates giving the name and amount for
each person due to pay.

Norton (Figure 3)
Norton lies two miles east of Daventry. Its churchwardens’” accounts survive in three books
covering the period 1548 to1786. Book 1°, discussed here, covers the period 1548 to1583.

5 The term ‘town stock’ encompassed a range of possessions including cash-in-hand, land, livestock and
buildings, from which the parish could have a healthy income.
6 NRO, 243p/309.
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Figure 2. First page of Culworth churchwardens’ accounts from 1530
setting out fines for not attending a meeting. (Photograph by Bill Franklin)

Burton Latimer (Figure 4)

Burton Latimer is five miles from Kettering. Its churchwardens’ accounts begin during the
reign of Queen Elizabeth I. Book 1 and part of book 2, discussed here, cover the years 1559
-1603.7

Parochial resources

The Town Stock

Throughout the medieval period, bequests of land, money and livestock were made to the
church. Sometimes specific conditions were assigned to the gift, for example poor relief,
the repair of the highway or masses to be said in perpetuity. Gifts without such conditions
were often used to increase the town stock, which was then rented out and the income
used to repair parish property or provide liturgical items.

7 NRO, 55p/55.
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Figure 3. All Saints, Norton, from the north. (Photograph by Bill Franklin)

By the Tudor period, churchwardens’ accounts frequently show a healthy income from the
town stock. The wealth of parishes did not go unnoticed by the Tudor administration, which
vested much of the responsibility for religious and social change on the parish and in
particular the churchwardens. As we shall see, all three parishes had a healthy income from
town stock.

Bequests
Burton Latimer churchwardens recorded two bequests in 1559, one made by the husband

of Alice Funybone of 20 pence which she owed in that year. The other bequest was in
memory of Henry Barwell, giving two shillings each year to the poor of the parish, this
being the rental from land. The tenant of the land had to present this to the parish in
December each year, in the sight of the churchwardens.

Recevyd of Henry Barwell iis, the xxi day of December yet to be pade to ye pore of ye town
yereleyat ye soyght of ye churche wardynnes and gowerne by Thom Smyth to pray for him Ado
Dm MCCCCClx.

In 1560 two more bequests were made by Burton people specifically for the upkeep of the
church. Someone called Jankyng gave 20 pence, and Thomas West gave 12 pence. Bequests
are rarely noted in the Culworth and Norton accounts. One of the few identified is ‘my
lade’ (My Lady’s) bequest in the Culworth account of 1540 of six shillings and eight pence,
and a bequest of three shillings and four pence left to the parish in 1537 which was inserted
above the entry ‘Yt yr was payd for ye kepyng of a chyld’.
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Figure 4. St Mary the Virgin, Burton Latimer, from the south.
(Photograph by Bill Franklin)

Land

The churchwardens were the legal guardians of all property belonging to the church,
including land the profits from which were used for the upkeep of the church and the
provision of liturgical goods. None of the three parishes had large amounts of land. All had
various headlands, balks and ways, which were rented out, probably as grazing for tethered
animals. In Culworth it is clear that most rentals were for the grass on the balks, headlands
and other ways as the first line of the rental income from these pieces of land was usually
for grass. For example, in 1530 we find the following receipts in the accounts:

Itm for the grasse off the breach way xij d.
Itm for a bawke of short woolly ij d.
Itm for shypmarke wey ix d.
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Itm for depcombe balk ij d.
Itm for pysforlong way {page torn}
Itm for a bawke in hemp crofte {page torn}

All three parishes had land known as ‘the town hadland’ or ‘the church hadland’, and it
would be easy to assume this was one piece of land, a headland. However, the receipt is
frequently for the hadlands (plural) and seems to encompass all the land from which income
was being derived; in the Norton accounts, for example, all the income from parish lands
is frequently lumped together as income from the hadlands or, later, ‘for the rent of the town

land’ .

Sometimes one or more of these small strips of land was sown with barley by the parish.
The cost of seed is shown in the outgoings. As we shall see later, the resulting crop was
probably used to make church ale. In addition to the headlands, balks and grass lanes, the
parish of Culworth also owned a piece of land known as Cornecrofte which was rented out
for ten pence per year. Also, possibly there was a meadow, for in 1536 we find a reference
to the sale of grass in ‘dolemede’, which brought in more money than the sale of grass from
the headlands and balks.® Occasionally the income from a specific piece of land was assigned
for a particular project. For example, in Culworth in1541 grass referred to as ‘Church Booke
Grass’ was sold for two shillings and four pence, the income used to pay for an unspecified
book. In 1597 the churchwardens of Culworth noted that the parish land was rented out
at two pence per yardland. The income from land rental was nine shillings and two pence,
suggesting that the parish land amounted to 43 yardlands. Culworth’s earlier accounts named
the land being rented and the amount received but did not give the name of the person
renting. By 1589 this changed and we find the names of the land rented included in the
accounts.

Norton’s early accounts are less clear than those of Culworth, and it is not until 1558 that
we find the name of any piece of land in the accounts. In that year the churchwardens sold
the grass in oldfylde. Norton’s town stock was somewhat depleted in 1564, and in that year
the churchwardens took the unusual step of selling an acre of meadow to Elizabeth Knight
in 1564 for two shillings and one penny.

The produce of the town lands, mostly grass, was sold by both Culworth and Norton.
Norton’s churchwardens also sold barley most years. This was usually small amounts of
about a bushel, some of which may have been grown on church land. It is also possible that
some may have been given in payment, as was the case in Burton Latimer in 1561, when
barley was given in payment for funerals. Burton Latimer accounts show sales of the town
corn and payments for its transportation to Wellingborough (3 cart loads in 1559). On
occasions the churchwardens lent grain to poorer members of the community to sow their
land; for example in 1559 they listed ‘Alys Plowright for a lowans [loan] of good barley’, at a
charge of two pence.

Property
Prior to the reign of Edward VI, most parishes in England had a town house, which acted

as the parish social centre, brewery and store house. Some parishes retained such a house
into the seventeenth century, albeit with a change in use to that of poor house; most simply
rented it out. The accounts of all three parishes show that each had a town house, but only
the earliest accounts, those for Culworth, show the town house in use as a social centre; for
example, it was regularly used at Whitsuntide for a celebration by ‘12 of ye young men’ (the

8 The name Dolemede suggests a meadow that was divided into strips (doles).
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young men’s guild) who paid 21 shillings for its use and presumably the church ale
consumed. After 1580 records relating to Culworth’s town house vanish from the records,
suggesting it had been sold.

Norton’s town house was rented out by 1548 and Burton Latimer’s rented out by 1561.
Both Burton Latimer and Norton had other property. Burton Latimer had a ‘Church
House’ in 1561, which was rethatched in 1564, and Norton had a cottage which it rented
out. From the Culworth accounts there are also references to a ‘store house’ and, in 1538/9,
a mill, possibly a malt mill, whose stones were replaced in 1539 and 1540. In 1559 a
grindstone trough was purchased and the accounts show that the churchwardens regularly
sold ‘swarfe’ from the grindstones. Occasionally the Culworth entries show a cost for drying
‘the Towne malt’ and in 1566 we find the churchwardens making a payment ‘ffor the kiln to
drye the town malf. Malt was regularly sold; nine strike of malt was sold for twenty-one
shillings and four pence.

Livestock

In the 1530s Culworth’s town stock of animals consisted of some cattle and sheep. The
number of animals is unclear as the accounts only show when an animal has been rented
out or sold. For example, in 1533, we find, ‘Itm res for the higher off a cow’, which brought in
two shillings. On the next line we find, ‘Itm for a shepe yt was sold’, again bringing in two
shillings. Produce of the town stock including wool, typically two pounds in weight, and
sheep skins also brought in money. In 1536 Culworth churchwardens also sold live sheep
for six pence. Similarly the town stock of Norton included sheep. In 1550 the accounts
show income ‘for the Town wolle sold to Wm Blysse’ for 26 shillings. William Blysse was at this
time also renting the town house along with a lamb for ten shillings and one penny. He
bought the town wool in subsequent years. Norton churchwardens also sold between one
and eight sheep each year. In 1564 Norton had a flock of 31 sheep and a cow, and the town
stock also included 2 todds of wool and some unwound wool.

Culworth’s town stock included a horse, referred to as the “Towne Horse’, and in1569/70,
the churchwardens bought a bull at a cost of twenty eight shillings and eight pence. The
following year’s account shows a rental income from the bull of thirty shillings, a profit of
four pence in their first year of owning the bull. Norton parish also owned at least one
horse, for in 1558 they sold a mare for thirty shillings. Both Culworth and Norton town
stocks also included bees. Norton sold some of their “Town Bees’ in 1564 for two shillings
and one penny.

Outgoings associated with the town stock included small payments to the herd and hog
herd, occasionally the Hayward, and both Culworth and Burton Latimer parishes
maintained a “Town Pound’. Burton Latimer’s was recorded from 1568 when repairs were
made to its wall and gate, and Culworth’s from 1578.° Norton had a pinfold, recorded from
1548 when its wall was repaired, and in subsequent years regular repairs were made to the
pinfold gate.

Plough
A ‘Towne Plough’ at Culworth is recorded in an account of 1603.This was probably a large

drainage plough recorded in many parishes in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries.
Norton probably had a similar town plough, for in 1548 a share and a wing for a plough
were purchased by the churchwardens.

9 In most parishes the pound was the responsibility of the manor.
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Social Events

The parish calendar in late medieval and early Tudor period was full with the celebrations
of the various saints’ (feast) days. May Day and Whitsuntide, the week after Whit Sunday,
were particular times of merriment. At Culworth in 1531 and 1532 the churchwardens
hired a minstrel at Whitsuntide, and in 1534 bought bells for the dancers. During this week
they made new or repaired the hobby horse, which was taken with the parishioners dancing
through the village. Usually the accounts give a single line, for example ‘for the hoby horse
night’ and the amount spent. In 1537 the horse was repainted at a cost of three pence.
Norton similarly held celebrations with a hobby horse through to 1576 when it disappears
from the accounts. In 1564 the hobby horse was repaired by Henry Carpenter and used at
‘twelthtide’ or ‘twelth day’. The cost of repairs to the hobby horse were more than compen-
sated for by the sale of church ales.

In May, the parishes of Culworth and Norton brewed May ale, which was sold in
celebrations during that month. This raised around 12 shillings for the parish in Culworth
and two shillings in Norton. The accounts occasionally refer to Rogation week. It is
therefore likely that the May ales were sold during the three days of the minor rogation in
that month.

All three parishes celebrated on St Hugh’s day (17 November) and both Culworth and
Norton celebrated Cross Sunday (14 September). Church ales were sold after the services
on those days. Over the course of a year the sale of church ales usually amounted to 31
shillings in Culworth and 19 shillings in Norton. Along with the social celebrations, the
parishioners of all three parishes joined in sowing and harvesting the town barley crop, for
which they were rewarded with bread and ale at the very least, and sometimes with cheese.
Despite the clear value of the church ale in bringing in revenue to the parish coffers, along
with most forms of parochial celebration it disappeared by the 1580s under the increasingly
puritanical ecclesiastical administration.

Burial Fees

Burial fees are recorded in Burton and Culworth accounts. The amount charged varied in
relation to where the person was buried, that is within or without the church. In Burton
Latimer three shillings and four pence was the average fee received by the wardens. Six
shillings and eight pence was received of Gavin for burying his wife in the church.
Culworth’s accounts record only unusual burials. These include the burial of a man that
drowned himself within the parish in 1568, in all likelihood a pauper’s burial as the cost is
given as two pence, and in 1597 a burial in the church, which cost five shillings as it involved
repaving part of the church.

Young Men’s Gild

In medieval England gilds were common and, although gilds as such are not recorded,
Culworth had between 1531 and 1579 the continued meeting and socialising of what may
have been a former gild. Many parishes had a young men’s gild'’ and we find at Culworth
receipts from the young men of the parish on May Day and at Whitsuntide. These continue
through to 1579 when along with most of the parish’s traditional celebrations they cease.

Parochial expenditure
The Church Fabric
From at least the thirteenth century it was the responsibility of the parishioners in every
parish to maintain and keep in good repair the fabric of the church excepting the chancel,

10 Duffy, A. (2001) ‘Voices of Morbath: R eformation and Rebellion in an English Village’.Yale University Press.
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which was the responsibility of the rector. This obligation was reinforced by episcopal
visitations. In all three parishes, repairs to the fabric, including the churchyard walls, were
regularly recorded in the accounts. Doors, windows and gates appear to have required more
attention than other items. As the R eformation progressed, some items which were regularly
repaired disappear from the accounts, e.g. the rood loft at Culworth. Items were clearly
removed, such as the stone altar in Burton Latimer church, removed in 1561 when the
accounts record: ‘Pade for remowyng a way of ye awter stone’, eight pence. A new altar table
would have replaced it but that is not recorded. In Culworth a wooden table for use as an
altar table was rented until 1570 when the churchwardens paid for one to be made and set
up. In 1591 they also purchased a “Tything Table’. Culworth also received payments from at
least two parishioners for a pulpit in 1597.

In 1603 the parish of Culworth imposed a levy on all those holding land of six pence for
every yard land, which was to be used for the repair and upkeep of the parish church.This
was probably the only acceptable means of raising money for the upkeep of the church
fabric once the traditional celebrations and sales of church ales had ceased.

Bells

The three churches had a variety of bells, including night bells, a Sanctus bell and a quarter
bell (Culworth), and all three had a great bell. Expenditure on bells in all three parishes
made up most of the overall expenditure on the church. Bawdricks'!, and bell ropes'? were
regularly replaced and bells repaired. In 1595 a new great bell was needed at Culworth. A
levy was made and the accounts record those who gave money and the amount given.

Bells were normally rung before services and on special occasions. During the reign of
Elizabeth I St Hugh’s day, which happened to be the same day as the anniversary of the
Queen’s accession to the throne, was an occasion when the bells were rung for most of the
day. All three accounts refer to either St Hugh’s day or the Queen’s day when payments
were made to the ringers for their services or for refreshments after the ringing.

Clocks

Clocks are recorded at Burton Latimer and Norton. Burton Latimer’s was made in 1577,
the accounts recording payment to a clockmaker to make a clock and both parishes
employed people for ‘keping the clock’ (Norton 1550). The Culworth accounts contain no
reference to a clock, only an hourglass, which in 1597 needed a new frame.

Vestments and Altar Cloths

[t was the churchwardens’ role to ensure that the church was equipped and ready for
worship. Until the Reformation this included painting the church and ensuring that
banners, altar cloths and vestments appropriate for the ecclesiastical year were available and
clean. The Culworth accounts show little expenditure on such before 1537, when a new
cloth for the high altar was ordered. The expenditure included ‘for payntyng off ye cloth for ye
hygh auter at a cost of three shillings and four pence.

The Burton Latimer accounts for 1560 give an inventory of the church goods made when
Robert Shulston and Thomas [name illegible|] were churchwardens. The items, some of
which are difficult to interpret, include:

Inprimis 1 Crosse of cupe glett 1 cross of copper gilt?
[t the crosse nasse of cupe glett The cross base of copper gilt?

11 A ‘bawdrick’ was a piece of “Whyte’ leather on which hung the clapper.
12 Hemp ropes for this purpose occur in some accounts.
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It 1 cope of rede satte
[t 1 srinte of rede suttyn
It 1 chalyce

It 1 pelow of rede sattyn in brordred wt gold

It ii corpern clapes and 1 kovrhynsse
It ii surplesses & one katchyt

[t 111 awtr cletthes

It 1111 towell

It v vessmentys

It a crismetery of coppr

[t 1 pare of sonsores

It a poaxe

It 1 [paxe?] of glasse

It 111 banner 1 glottes [ | of Robert Barnard
has one And i chorstloth

It 1 hamie & a aube

It 1 graddite of thred

It 1 noll wt a sanill
It 1 cruitt of lede
Item one hande cloth

1 cope of red satin

1 chalice

1 pillow of red satin embroidered with
gold

2 copper clasps and 1 covering

2 surpices and 1 catch?

3 altar cloths

4 towels

5 vestments

A chrismetery (holder for Chrism) made
of copper

1 pair of censers (thurible)

A pyx

A pyx of glass

3 banners and 1 ?

and 1 chalice?

1 amice and an alb

Possibly a girdle (cincture) of thread
(cord) used to keep the priest’s alb and
stole together

1 stole with a saint?

1 cruet of lead

1 hand cloth

In 1563 the Burton Latimer churchwardens sold the rood cloth' to Thomas Pey for three
shillings, although they still had a rood screen and loft, the loft being repaired in 1571.

Liturgical Books
The earliest reference to any liturgical book comes in 1534 when the Culworth church-

wardens paid five shillings and eight pence for covering their antiphon (a book of music
and chants used in the mass'*). Then in 1556 they purchased a new Bible and a communion
book'.The earliest record of a liturgical book at Norton occurs in 1571 when a new Bible
was purchased.

The royal injunctions of 1559 instructed parishes to purchase a Bible in English along with
Cranmer’s ‘Homilies’ and Erasmus’ ‘Paraphrases’. None of the parishes purchased these
immediately. Culworth purchased Jewell’s ‘Apologia Ecclesiae Polity’, a book of the Degrees
of Marriage and a book of Articles in 1583, the Bishops Prayer in 1593, and then bought
Erasmus’ ‘Paraphrases’ and a copy of Calvin’s ‘Institutions’ in 1598.All of these and a ‘Great
Bible’ appear in an inventory of the parish books in 1613.

Norton churchwardens made a number of purchases in 1571. In addition to their new Bible
they purchased the Degrees of Marriage and a book of Articles, two books of worship,
Jewell’s ‘Apologia Ecclesiae Polity’ and a book of common prayer. Burton Latimer
churchwardens purchased Jewell’s ‘Apologia Ecclesiae Polity’ in 1570, a book of common
prayer in 1572, then in 1576 they received some unspecified books from Canterbury

13 The Rood Cloth was a cloth used at certain times of the liturgical year to cover up the rood, the figure of
Christ on the cross, which stood on a beam above the rood loft and under the chancel arch.

14 Antiphon, a book of music and chant used in the mass.

15 The Bible in English became a necessity under the Royal Injunctions of 1559.
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Cathedral. They had sufficient books by 1595 to lend (for a fee) books to a Rothwell man.

Visitations

As the representatives of the parishioners, the churchwardens were required to attend the
Archdeacon’s or the Bishop’s visitations. This usually required the churchwardens to travel
some distance and occasionally stay overnight. Expenses for meals, accommodation, stabling
and horse feed were incurred. These often appear as one line in the accounts; for example,
‘at ye visitacion at Wellyngborowgl’, frequently occurs in the Burton Latimer accounts.

Visitations consisted of three stages. Firstly, the apparitor brought the visitor’s mandate of
citation and articles of enquiry to the parish, for which he received a fee. Secondly, the
priest and churchwardens produced their letters of orders, institution papers and, with the
local schoolmaster, surgeon’s and midwives (if there were any), answered the questions put
to them. Thirdly, at the visitors’ court, they received a fine for any failing on the part of the
parish. Non-attendance at the court was also punishable by a fine. Culworth churchwardens
paid such a fine in 1584 as some of the parishioners failed to wear the prescribed caps in

church.!®

The accounts of all the parishes show visitation expenses including apparitor’s fees, visitation
court fees and occasionally costs for books purchased at a visitation. The Archdeacon’s
visitations occurred twice a year. If a parish was unlucky enough to host a visitation the
costs were greater; in 1561 the Bishop of Peterborough’s visitation was held in Burton
Latimer and the churchwardens had to hire accommodation for the Bishop and presumably
his entourage, and a venue to hold the court.

Non-parochial expenditure

Poor Relief

Prior to 1530, almsgiving was voluntary and part of each person’s Christian duty. Between
1536 and 1572 legislation and prayer book rubrics tried unsuccessfully to stimulate the
giving of alms through the provision of alms boxes and the institution of collectors at service,
then in 1597 the state produced the first poor law legislation. This was modified slightly in
1601 when a compulsory poor rate was levied in every parish. In 1575 we see one of the
few acts of giving under the old system by the Culworth churchwardens when they gave
twelve pence to a blind man. In 1579 they gave eight pence to ‘a strainge man which gethered
ffor the reparying of a church’, and the following year money was given to ‘a gathering man’. At
Culworth and Burton Latimer the term ‘gathering’ (man or women) was regularly used to
denote a person who has gone to the church seeking alms. Gatherers included scholars
from Oxford and Cambridge, poor people passing through and the poor of the parish. After
1580 the number of people seeking alms at Culworth increased and the records show that
typically they received four pence irrespective of gender.

In addition to the references to ‘gatherers’, in the Burton Latimer accounts there are also
references to payments to ‘propsters’, which appears to refer to lame persons who needed
the use of crutches to get about. Because it was on a main route, Burton Latimer gave more
in alms payments to persons from outside the parish than Culworth or Norton. In 1576,
on one page, we find payments given to men from Rushton, Stamford, Worcester and
Polbroke in Hertfordshire, plus a soldier returned from the wars.

16 In 1571 a sumptuary statute was passed for the encouragement of home manufacture, whereby any male
over the age of 6 years (with exceptions for the better oft and nobility), who failed to wear on Sundays and
Holy Days ‘one cap of wool knit, thicked and dressed in England’ could be fined. Most parts of England
ignored the statute, and where it was implemented the fines were much mitigated.
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In 1575/76, legislation provided that in every shire there should be at least one ‘house of
correction’ for rogues, vagabonds and sturdy beggars, and after 1580 the Culworth accounts
show outgoings to a house of correction, and sometimes the payments are made to ‘the
howse of correction & lame soulders’. The relief of maimed soldiers was enshrined as a parish
responsibility from 1592-93.

In addition to payments to those gathering at the church for alms, the parishes occasionally
gave money in response to ‘briefs’ (appeals) to other parishes where a misfortune had
occurred. At Culworth, references to ‘briefs’ are found in 1597. In response to one appeal,
money was given to the parish of Weedon following a fire in the town street there. Similarly
in 1561 the parish of Burton Latimer gave a donation to the people of Leicester.

Rates and Levies

The greater part of parochial income was raised by a church rate. As the Tudor regime
required more of parishes in dealing with poor relief so the amounts of rates and levies
increased, and in Culworth, after 1600, we find rates of six pence per yardland levied for
church repair and a levy of three pence per yardland to pay for the bread and wine used in
services.

Highways
From 1555 all public roads in a parish were under the care of the surveyor of the highways,

who often kept separate accounts. In Culworth and Norton this does not appear to have
been the case and some items of road repair are noted. These include repairs to various
bridges and payments for making up the town’s roadway in Norton. Norton also made
payments at Northampton for ‘the stresse of the highways’ in 1584.

Vermin

By acts of 1533 and 1565/6 every parish was to rid vermin from the fields. In response
Culworth purchased a crow net in 1568 and Norton paid ‘crow keepers’ from 1566 to rid
the parish of crows. All three parishes paid local mole catchers. In 1563 Norton
churchwardens employed mole catchers from the neighbouring parish of Badby. Norton
churchwardens also paid a man for killing foxes in 1568 and employed John Gyven to kill
badgers in Norton wood in 1572.17 In 1591 Burton churchwardens drew up a contract
with Robert Walker and William Broughton to kill moles, requiring them to ‘kill moles and
do their best endevor to destroy all the moles wthin the lordship of Burton ffrom henceforth’, for which
they were to be paid quarterly. The churchwardens recouped the money spent via a rate
from the occupiers of the land in the parish. Where possible the furs and skins of vermin
were sold by the churchwardens of Norton, who from 1552 regularly sold furs and pelts.
In 1557 they also sold snakes for fourteen pence and some drakes.

School

Only the Burton Latimer accounts show expenses associated with a parish school in the
Tudor period. In 1576 the churchwardens rented a house in the town for the creation of a
school. Building work was undertaken in 1576/7, which included a new chimney, glazing
and new timber work. In 1577 they employed a teacher, and thereafter regular works were
undertaken on the building, including repairs to doors and windows and rethatching.

Moulton Park Wall
Peculiar to Northamptonshire was the contribution made by parishes to repairing the wall
of the royal deer park at Moulton. The park was surrounded by a stone wall and many

17 Foxes, Hedgehogs, Sparrows and Magpies were also listed by the Act but not found in the accounts.



THREE TUDOR CHURCHWARDENS  ACCOUNTS 29

parishes were deemed responsible for the repair of sections of the wall.'® This usually
involved those parishes paying a fixed fee. All three parishes paid six pence per year for the
park wall, which by the 1560s was in a somewhat derelict state. Burton Latimer’s
churchwardens took the unusual step in 1586-87 of going to Moulton to look at their
section of the wall to assess what needed to be done.Then, in 1588, they employed a Mr
Thomas Greene to repair it. Between 1589 and 1601 they then opted to employ someone
to make repair rather than pay a fixed fee.

The Town Soldier

From the reign of King Edward II every parish in England was required to furnish one
foot soldier, ready armed and equipped, for sixty days. As this quota could be raised at times
of need most parishes kept a stock of armour. Culworth equipped a mounted soldier in
1536, the expenses for the Town Soldiers equipment being listed in the accounts:

Layd owt for ye Towne souldyer

Ffyrst for a whyte cote for hys cote xvij d.

It for a horse Viij s.

It for a bridal a spoure & a gurth vij d. Ob."
It for gurdyl & ale att ye settyng forth ij d.

It for new helvynge off ye bill it d.

It ye soldyer had wt hym toward ys cootes vj s. viij d.
It for medyng off his smaller & his sadle iii d.

It for iij yards off canvas xv d.

It for lynynge for hys dubblet xj d.

It for ij dosen off poynts® ifj d.

It for makynge off hys cote iiij d.

It for makenge off ys dublet & jerke viif d.

It he had to hys coots at home ij d.

It for mendynge ye towne harness itij d.

It for dressynge off ye skyn for ys jerke ij d.

Similarly the accounts give yet more expenditure on the town soldier in 1539 when they
spent:

For the Town Soldyer

It a sheff off arowys ifij s. viijd.

It for a sadell brydyll gurths & sturrop lethers iiij s. vj d.

It for a chap to the swerd i d.

It d...d to the soldyer vj d.

It for a bowe ij s. diij d.

It for a horse xviij s. x d

It for the soldyers p'st mony viij d.

It to Wodward for caryeng the harnesse iiij d.

It for a swerd gyrdyll ij d. ob
It for a dager vj d.

18 Steane, J.M. (1975), ‘The Medieval Parks of Northamptonshire’. Northamptonshire Past & Present,Vol. 5,
No. 3, Northamptonshire Record Society. pp.211-233.

19 ‘Ob’ a farthing.

20 ‘Poynts’ probably refers to metal arrowheads.



30 NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PAST AND PRESENT

It for ye dyscharge off the Kyngs caryege xij d.
It for a hempy halter”! jd.

In addition to these items, in 1543 the parish bought a new sword, and in 1565 ‘Goon
powder’, although there is no record of their purchasing a gun.

Norton evidently had armour for a soldier to use, for in 1548 we find expenditure on a
soldier’s dagger and a ‘shoting glove’. The expenses for that year also included the storing of
the town harness and mending a pike. In 1559 further expenditure was made on a cap, a
corsette, a sword, a sheaf of arrows and a glove. Then in 1564 they bought a soldier’s coat
and a ‘doublet of ffustyan’, and a ‘paire of hosen & a redd capp & scull,?* a fallet, the holle harness
wth the gorget®, swordes, gurdle & daggers, a bow & sheff of arrows, a ill, a crowne of yron’. Two
years later they sold a red cap, a doublet and coat, probably those of the soldier previously
purchased. The arms and ironmongery were still included as part of the town stock in 1566.

Town Justice

In Tudor England, parishes generally possessed a set of stocks and a whipping post, and the
parish constable was held responsible for their maintenance. Both Culworth and Norton
had stocks by the 1540s and all three parishes had a parish constable by 1560.The constables
kept separate accounts, although the repair of the stocks fell to the churchwardens.

Purveyance
Whenever the King or Queen passed through a parish or stayed within the vicinity, parishes

were expected to pay a fee known as ‘purveyance’ towards the royal carriages and other
expenses. Culworth in1536 paid ‘for the Kings caryge 12 d.”, when Henry VIII stayed in the
vicinity, possibly at Edgcote House. The parish constable was paid ‘ffor the steying of cartes
from the quenes caryage’. In 1572 Queen Elizabeth I visited Edgcote House and the
churchwardens paid for John Gardiner ‘fo serve the quene wth his carte’. The churchwardens
of Norton made similar payments in 1558 for the Queen’s carriage and in 1564 ‘payd for
the quenes kytchyn 30s.°%

In 1560 the queen stayed at Dingley Hall and held court in Kettering. The Burton Latimer
churchwardens were required to attend her court there and pay the necessary fees. That
year they also made payments for the Queen’s carriage, provided a cart with two drivers
and sent a man to Dingley Hall, presumably to act as a servant.

21 ‘hempy halter’ a horses halter made out of hemp rope.

22 A “Skull’ was a basic iron helmet.

23 A ‘gorget’ was an iron plate for the defence of the throat.

24 The queen must have been in Northampton for the next entry is for expenses in going to Northampton
‘Wt the Quenes cautes 22d.” Another payment was made to the queens kitchen in 1568.
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Textile Manufacturing
in Eighteenth-Century Northamptonshire
WENDY RAYBOULD

In 1771 the parish constable of Cold Ashby compiled a list of the men in his village, aged
between 18 and 45. This age group was eligible for the ballot to select those who would
serve in the local militia for the following three years. Cold Ashby is not a large village. The
constable might be expected to have been reasonably familiar with everyone who lived
there. On this occasion, however, he found himself constrained to add to his list.

Five woolcombers in Mr Edward Butlin’s shop who refuse to tell their names.

This small fragment serves to introduce not only an exploration of a forgotten North-
amptonshire industry, but also the single most valuable data source for examining its nature
and distribution. The industry was worsted manufacture and the source is the collection of
surviving Militia Lists for the county.

The presence of woolcombers in Northamptonshire is a key indicator that the textiles
being produced were worsteds and not woollens. Mr Butlin’s woolcombers would have
been preparing long-staple wool for spinning. The process removed the short ‘noils’, leaving
only the long fibres, which, when spun, produced a fine, strong yarn. This was commonly
known as worsted, though scouring to remove the oil in the wool converted it to jersey.
(Figure 1)

In the Middle Ages combing wool was much more common in continental Europe than
in England, and worsted manufacturing techniques developed there more widely, with
characteristic local variations. As short-woolled fallow sheep were displaced in Midland
England by larger long-woolled pasture flocks on early-enclosed sheepwalk, combing wool
became increasingly available in England. With the Reformation, and subsequent religious
unrest in Europe, waves of Protestant refugees brought their expertise to the shores of East
Anglia and the South East, introducing what came to be known as the New Draperies.

Serge became a generic name for many of the new textiles. The earliest serges were mixed
fabrics, using the stronger worsted yarn for the warp and softer woollen yarn for the weft.
They might be fulled, as woollen cloth normally was, or not — as worsted wasn’t. Fabric
names often reflected their origins. The anglicised term shalloon — a light, twilled fabric with
a slightly glazed finish, useful for linings and cheap dresses — derived from serge de Chalons.
(Serge de Nimes was, at a later date, recreated in cotton — we know it now as denim.) Tammy
was an anglicisation of the Italian term for worsted: stame.

The popularity of these new fabrics was boosted in the 1720s when the newly-introduced
cotton fabrics from India were restricted by the Calico Acts. This legislation was introduced
following intensive lobbying by worsted manufacturers protecting their own interests. Light
worsteds, such as shallooons and tammies were being supplanted, both at home and in
export markets, by Indian cottons. (Tammy was a very light, loosely-woven fabric, used in
coarser qualities for sieves and boulting cloths, but the finer qualities were hot-pressed to
produce a glazed finish as a cheap alternative to silk for dresses.) Manufacturers gained
support for their resistance to calicos from the wider public, at least in manufacturing
districts, where the worsted industry was seen as an important means of employing the
poor. A Norwich MP argued for the legislation and his concerns were reported in the
Northampton Mercury, where he claimed that:
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Figure 1. A woolcomber at work, with a charcoal-fuelled comb pot heating
the next comb ready for use. (The book of English trades, 1818)

The Poor were so much increased by the Decay of Trade that divers Persons in Norwich now
paid more for the support of the Poor than they did to the Landlord, Namely 24s in the pound
according to the Rent of their Houses, and in short, if the Bill did not pass, he saw no prospect
that the Tiade could be preserved to Posterity.!

The Bill did pass and the trade was preserved. And the New Draperies slowly spread inland.
There is some evidence for worsted manufacture in Northamptonshire before the end of
the seventeenth century, but the scale of production underwent a transformation in the first

half of the eighteenth.

... Then Kettering, a little market town in Northamptonshire, from making twenty or thirty
pieces of dyed serges weekly, fell into making shalloons, ... and sent to London market upwards
of one thousand pieces per week.>

Writing in the early years of the eighteenth century, the author is not giving an account of
mechanisation, still less the introduction of factories. This huge leap in production was the
result, not of technology, but of a substantial increase in the number of people engaged in
small workshop-based manufacturing. It is a striking example of the expansion of

1 Northampton Mercury, 2 May 1720, p.10.
2 A short essay upon trade in general, &c. (London, 1741).
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production for the market, as opposed to local or household use. Such a dramatic expansion
could not fail to have a considerable impact on the community in which it occurred.
Further, such a dramatic expansion could not have occurred without a significant proportion
of the population making choices or decisions which directed them towards manufacturing,.

John Fletcher, a Warwickshire farm labourer, arrived on the doorstep of his brother-in-law,
Facer Garrett, a weaver, in Yelvertoft in 1760.Within a year he was undergoing a settlement
examination in Yelvertoft, describing himself as a weaver, having learned the trade from his
brother-in-law, but not being bound to him as an apprentice. There must have been many
like him, learning enough, in a short space of time, to be able to turn out one particular
type of fabric, like shalloon, on a loom set up for him by a more experienced craftsman.?

Edward Gill, a Kettering sergemaker, may have employed people with skills and training
similar to John Fletcher’s. At the time of his death in 1723 he had six looms in his weaving
shop. The term ‘sergemaker’ seems to have been used in Kettering as a synonym for
‘clothier’, an entrepreneur who controlled the raw materials through all stages of production.
His probate inventory is very full and offers a useful insight into the scope of his business.*

Four workshops are listed: for sorting, combing, warping and weaving. In addition there
was wool and yarn, some already warped and ready for the loom, along with finished lengths
of fabric. Both shalloon and tammy are mentioned.

In the sorting shop, a fleece would have been divided up into its different qualities,
depending both on the quality of the sheep and the parts of the animal from which the
wool had been sheared, ready for the attention of the combers. His comb shop contained
comb pots and rings, but no combs, suggesting that journeymen combers were employed,
using their own combs, which were light and portable in comparison to the heavy
earthenware comb pots, full of hot charcoal. The rings were possibly washing rings, used in
scouring the oily wool in hot soapy water and converting it to jersey. In the warping shop
the yarn for the warp would be measured for the length of the finished piece and wound
between bars to provide sufficient threads, or ends, for the width of the piece.The yarn for
the weft would be wound onto bobbins for insertion into the weaver’s shuttles. This work
was often undertaken by children. There were six looms in the weaving shop, but a total of
12 warps, for both shalloon and tammy, ready for the loom. Some of these may have been
destined for putting out to other weavers, like John Fletcher, in their own homes.

Apart from the workshops, the listing of furniture and household goods, room by room,
suggests a conventional three-bay house, of hall, parlour and pantry, with chambers above,
and a single-storey kitchen, with a copper, tubs and wash-rings. The hall, containing a kettle,
pot and chimney irons was where the cooking would have been done, while the kitchen
was in effect a further workshop, where wool, yarn and possibly finished cloth would have
been washed. Beyond his household goods and his house cow, with the hay to feed her,
there were two sums owing to the deceased, perhaps from the sale of finished goods,
amounting to just over /12 in a total probate value of over £130 (14 pieces of tammy
were valued in the inventory at £16.16s.)

Edward Gill’s inventory offers a valuable snapshot of his premises and the working practices

3 Settlement examination of John Fletcher, 17 April 1761. A photocopy of this document was discovered
among the teaching notes of the late John Raybould. Attempts to track down the original at NRO have so
far failed.

4 NRO. Probate inventory of Edward Gill, 2 November 1723.
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Figure 2. Northamptonshire Hundreds.



TEXTILE MANUFACTURING IN EIGHTEENTH-CENTURY NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 35

of an employer, but most of those engaged in textile manufacture left no probate records
behind them and we must look for them elsewhere.

The Militia Lists

Because, in the vast majority of places, the parish constable listed not only names but also
occupations, the Northamptonshire Militia Lists provide a cross-section of the occupational
structure of the whole county. No other class of records offers this degree of detail until
the census returns of 1841, by which time the economic landscape had changed and textile
manufacturing was no longer of any importance in the county.

Of all the counties in England, only Hertfordshire has a more complete collection of surviving
Militia Lists than Northamptonshire. Northumberland has complete county coverage, but
only for one year, while Kent survivals cover several years, but not the whole county.

Following legislation in 1758, parish constables across the country were responsible for
producing lists of male inhabitants aged between 18 and 50, together with their occupations
and notes of any incapacity for militia service. From the list of eligible names a given number
would be selected by ballot for three years’ service in the militia. Further legislation in 1762
reduced the upper age limit to 45. The few exempted groups included peers, clergymen
and articled clerks. For the rest of the population, exemption extended to the infirm and
to poor men with three or more legitimate children and also, in subsequent years, to those
who had previously been drawn in the ballot.

Surviving Militia Lists for Northamptonshire run from 1762 to 1786 at varying intervals,
but coverage is incomplete within the sequence. The lists for each village and town are
bundled together by hundred. The following table and map of the hundreds (Figure 2)
will make the pattern of survival clearer.

Table 1. Surviving Northamptonshire Militia Lists by Hundred.
Hundred 1762 1771 1774 1777 1781 1786

Chipping Warden S S S S
Cleyley

Corby S
Fawsley

Greens Norton

Guilsborough

Hamfordshoe

Higham Ferrers

Huxloe (including Kettering)
Kings Sutton

Nassaburgh

Navisford

Nobottle Grove

Orlingbury

Polebrook

Rothwell

Spelho (including Northampton)
Towcester

Willybrook S
Wymersley

S
S
S

wn
wn

nunmunnunmn
nununmunmununmunvmnm
nnunmnunmnununmunmn
nununmununumunmunnn
nununmwn

wn
nunmnununn
nnwn

n
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5 P. Glennie, ‘Distinguishing men’s trades’: occupational sources and debates for pre-Census England. (Bristol, 1990).
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Some parish constables appear to have been meticulous in recording absolutely everyone.
Thus, as Victor Hatley noted in his edition of the 1777 lists, Thomas Harris at Crick
managed to produce a longer list than William Coleman and Thomas Marriott, Constables
of Long Buckby, which from other evidence would appear to have been a more populous
village.® Each list includes apprentices, poor men with children, the infirm and drawn men.
Some of Crick’s drawn men, however, were drawn in the 1760s (men were exempt from
the ballot only for the three years following their previous service), so this, and a longer list
of infirmities, may explain the discrepancy. On occasion, exempted men were listed, but
without an occupation, as at Yelvertoft and Harlestone in 1777.These omissions are doubly
unfortunate, not only because they fail to reflect a complete record of occupational structure
in the settlements concerned, but also because those exempted are largely the poorest
members of the community who are least likely to be covered by any other source. Other
lists disregard the exempted men entirely, or score through their names without indicating
the reason for exemption. Bearing these caveats in mind, the evidence of the lists is the
most comprehensive available on which to base conclusions about the nature of the industry
and those employed in it.

A more serious deficiency to consider in using Militia List evidence for the history of the
textile industry is the number of villages in hundreds with significant textile involvement
where no occupations are listed at all for some years. Nowhere is this omission consistent,
however, through the 1762-1781 sequence so that estimates may be made to fill in the
missing occupations. Mapping Militia List data relating to weavers, combers and framework
knitters for a single year offers a snapshot of the distribution of manufacturing across the
county (see Figure 3).

Kettering is clearly the leading production centre. Alan Randall, writing in this publication
over 40 years ago, called his paper “The Kettering Worsted Industry of the Eighteenth
Century’.” The Jordan family were popularly supposed to have introduced the industry to
the town:

Kettering, another of our first rate Market towns, is a Place of great Trade, and very full of people,
both which are owing chiefly to the woollen manufacture, introduced and settled there, about 50
years ago, by Mr Jordan, whose Posterity now manage a considerable Part of it.%

By 1774 the town had a very high concentration of weavers, but the centre of combing
was at Long Buckby. Northampton had a role in addition to some combing and weaving,
with its six woolstaplers and seven sorters, while Kettering also had five manufacturers, five
sergemakers, three sorters, a dyer and a woolwinder. This would suggest that Northampton
may have handled the raw material supply, while Kettering concentrated on manufacturing
and finishing.

A comparison of Militia List data with that drawn from the Sun Fire Insurance policies of
just a few years earlier emphasises the specialist role of the towns. Ranking the policies in
order of sums insured show all but one of those valued at £800 or more were urban.The
one exception is in Long Buckby and the insurer is not one of the many Buckby combers,
but a woolstapler. The highest value of all is a Northampton hot-presser, at £3,500. Of the
sixteen names in this ranking, only two, a sergemaker and a woolstapler, are from Kettering,

6 V. Hatley, Northamptonshire Militia Lists 1777, Northamptonshire Record Society publication, vol. 25, 1973.

7 A. Randall, ‘The Kettering Worsted Industry of the Eighteenth Century’, Northamptonshire Past & Present,
vol. 4, no. 5, 1970/71.

8 J. Morton, The Natural History of Northamptonshire, 1712.
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Figure 3. Distribution of textile producers. (Militia Lists 1774)
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while four are from Peterborough, four from Northampton, two from Oundle, two from
Towecester, one from Thrapston and one from Long Buckby. The most surprising inclusions
are the two Oundle clothiers, since the Militia Lists show so little textile activity in the
Oundle area. This not only emphasises the point that the capital and organising expertise
was concentrated in the towns, but also illustrates the importance of crosscutting the data
from one source with that of another for a fuller picture.’

Specialisation elsewhere in the county, reflected in the 1774 Militia List, was on a tiny
scale and concentrated in the western half. Five plush weavers at Chacombe and six shag
weavers at Middleton Cheney were presumably part of the Banbury industry just over the
county boundary. These two villages also supported a substantial proportion (30) of the
few framework knitters working in Northamptonshire at this time. Abthorpe (20) and
Towcester (6) added to the concentration in the south-west, on the road to Banbury. Other
framework knitting villages were scattered along Watling Street, from Lilbourne to
Paulerspury. These may represent the remains of an earlier knitting industry based on
Towcester. (Figure 3)

The scale of the industry

The publication of the 1777 lists for the whole county (excepting Peterborough and the
Nassaburgh Hundred) have made possible a comparison with other occupations, thus
placing textiles into the economic context of the county. (Without Victor Hatley’s patient
transcription, indexing and analysis, such a comparison would have been too time-
consuming for this study.'’)

In 1777 a total of 13,741 men were listed (including those where no occupation was given).
1,453 of these were engaged in textile-related occupations, whilst 705 were concerned with
shoemaking. Even without occupations for significant textile villages such as Desborough,
West Haddon, Wilbarston, Braunston and Harringworth in this year, these figures show that
slightly more than ten per cent of the listed workforce were involved in textiles, as against
five per cent for shoemaking.

As a comparison, we might look at similar figures for Hertfordshire. Paul Glennie has made
a study of the Hertfordshire Militia Lists, and the following analysis is based on his figures
from the 1778 lists''. These indicate that Hertfordshire had 0.8 per cent of its workforce
involved in textiles, as against 2.3 per cent for shoemaking.

In addition to the men earning their living as weavers, woolcombers and sergemakers etc.,
there would have been many women and children relying on textile processes for an
income. The Golden Fleece, an anonymous pamphlet published in 1736, set out the dangers
of allowing raw wool to be exported from England to the continent of Europe at the
expense of employment opportunities for the poor.'? In doing so, the writer supplies useful
data on employment and costings:

... And here I can’t forbear taking Notice of the Number of People employ’d in working a Pack
or 240 Pound-weight of Wooll into Stuffs for the Spanish Tiade. These Stuffs are made of a

9 S.D. Chapman, card index to the Sun Fire Insurance policies 1755-1770, kindly lent.
10 V. Hatley, Northamptonshire Militia Lists 1777, Northamptonshire Record Society publication, vol. 25
(Kettering, 1973).
11 P. Glennie, ‘Distinguishing men’s trades’: occupational sources and debates for pre-Census England. Bristol: Historical
Geography Research Group, 1990.
12 The Golden Fleece: or the Trade, Interest and Well-Being of Great Britain. ... London, 1736, p.8.
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The textile district, showing all settlements with 10 or more
textile occupations, where these constitute 20% or more of
their total occupations in the 1777 Militia Lists.

(Totals for 1774 substituted for Desborough, Harringworth
and West Haddon.)

Figure 4. The major settlements of the textile district 1777. (Militia Lists 1777)
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longer and larger sort of Wooll than that is of which we make Cloth, and commonly grows in
Lincolnshire, Leicestershire, Northamptonshire and Kent, to make such a Pack of long Combing
Wooll into Fine Stuffs, Serges, Sagathies, Calimancoes, &c would, upon a moderate computation,
employ for one Week 302 Persons who will earn £43 10s | £43.50] thus:

7 Combers 03.10s
Dying 05.00
250 Spinners 18.00
20 Throwers and Doublers 05.00
25 Weavers and Attendance 12.00
302 persons 43.10

Such a Pack, if wrought into the Finest Stuffs would employ Double the Number of Hands, in
the Spinning and Weaving especially.

Allowing for a degree of exaggeration on the part of the author to make his case, this still
represents a considerable contribution to the budgets of the poor and hence savings to the
poor rate. The ratio of spinners to weavers and combers suggests that the 1,453 textile
workers listed in the 1777 Militia Lists must have been supported by more than 14,000
women and children. These figures are only estimates which cannot be checked objectively.
In particular, the ‘invisible’ spinners, bobbin-winders and the like were doubtless spread
over a much wider age range than the Militia listed males and may have been employed on
a more occasional basis than their male counterparts. Nevertheless, by the second half of
the eighteenth century it is clear that textile production was a significant sector in the
county economy.

The textile district

As Figure 4 shows, it is in the wool-growing Uplands that we find the chief portion of the
textile district. There are significant extensions into R ockingham Forest and the northwestern,
upper end of the Nene Valley. The Hundreds of Fawsley, Guilsborough and Rothwell are
wholly within the Uplands, with Nobottle Grove extending down into the Nene Valley, while
Corby covers the remnants of Rockingham Forest. The textile district covers the highest,
coldest and agriculturally least rewarding portion of the county. (Figure 4)

The location of Kettering, in Huxloe Hundred, can be seen to be marginal rather than
central to the textile district. Its strategic importance is as an entrepot between three pays,
exchanging the grain of the valley for the wool of the uplands and the charcoal and timber
of the forest. There are no other towns in the textile district except Daventry, which shows
minimal evidence of textile activity in the Militia List data; both Northampton and
Wellingborough, outside the district, show more.

An upland, pastoral location for the textile district is entirely what one would expect from
proto-industrial models put forward by, among others, Pat Hudson and Michael Zell.!?
Further, in her survey of rural industry, Joan Thirsk linked early enclosure for pasture with
small independent farmers, weak manorial control and little or no cooperative farming.!*
This pattern is not reflected in Northamptonshire. However, early enclosure in a region

13 Pat Hudson, ‘The regional perspective’. In Regions and Industries: a perspective on the industrial revolution in
Britain. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1989; Michael Zell, Industry in the countryside: a Wealden
society in the sixteenth century. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994.

14 Joan Thirsk, ‘Industries in the countryside’. In Essays in the economic and social history of Tiudor and Stuart England,
in honour of R.H. Tawney, edited by EJ. Fisher. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1972.
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which is extensively pastoral and with low fertility such as Yorkshire or the Kentish Weald
has different consequences from piecemeal enclosure in the Midlands. This is an area where
mixed farming is also possible, and pastoral parishes, controlled by substantial commercial
graziers and wool-growers, rub shoulders with open fields and open parishes. The Uplands
of Northamptonshire are so called relative to the rest of the county as it drops down towards
the Fens, but are more hospitable to small scale arable or mixed farming than the large
pastoral tracts of the highland zone in the country at large. The mix of open and close
parishes within the Uplands will be seen to be significant in the process of rural
industrialisation.

Dennis Mills and Alan Rogers looked at early enclosure in relation to framework knitting
villages in Leicestershire and Nottinghamshire!>. They appear to equate enclosure with the
generation of freeholder villages and the consequent free market in land cited by Hudson,
Thisk and Zell as a prerequisite for industrialisation. Because very few, if any, early-enclosed
villages went on to industrialise, they dismiss enclosure as a factor in industrialisation. A
similar examination of early-enclosed parishes in Northamptonshire would produce the
same result.

But the subsequent history of the enclosed village itself is not the only place to look for
the effect of enclosure. Early enclosure, in Northamptonshire sheep country at least, was
generally initiated by one, or a small number of landlords within a parish, converting land
to sheepwalk and depopulating the village, replacing open field tenants by a smaller number
of larger tenants or engaging in large-scale commercial production using employed
shepherds and labourers. These are not the villages, on the whole, that were to become
industrialised. Instead their surplus populations made their way either into a nearby town,
or into an open village, which, without a strong manorial court to keep them out, tended
to grow, both in population and poverty. Thus, the depopulating, wool-growing settlements
were the engineers of the large, land-poor populations which, having reached critical mass,
were inclined to trigger industrialisation and the processing of that basic raw material
produced in abundance by those same woolgrowers. Morton had noticed this pattern in
1712, but even then it was not an original observation. In 1663 Samuel Fortrey considered
the results of enclosure for pasture:

one hundred acres of which, will scarce maintain a shepherd and his dog, which now maintains
many families, employed in tillage. Nor surely do any imagine that the people which lived in
those towns they call depopulated, were all destroyed, because they no longer lived there. . .they
were only removed to other places...and employed in the manufacture of the wool that may arise
out of one hundred acres of pasture.'®

Morton’s attitude to the situation is almost celebratory, as he rounds on those opposed to
the enclosure process:

And as to the Depopulation which is so much complained of on this account; it appears by several
instances here, that as the towns in the enclosed Lordships have been depopulated, so the
neighbouring towns that are not enclosed, and especially the market Towns, have since that
enclosure been impopulated, if I may so speak, the number of people in them much increased,

15 D.R.. Mills, ‘Rural industries and social structure: framework knitters in Leicestershire, 1670-1851", Textile
History 13,n0.2 (1982); A. Rogers, ‘Rural industries and social structure: the framework knitting industry of
South Nottinghamshire, 1670-1840°, Textile History 12, no.1 (1981).

16 Samuel Fortrey, England’s Interest and Improvement, Cambridge, 1663, quoted in R.C. Allen, Enclosure and the
Yeoman, 1992.
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and the higher the rents of the land and houses; there especially where the woollen manufacturers
are encouraged."”

Figure 5 shows those parishes in which fewer than five freeholders voted in the 1748
parliamentary election, and makes an interesting comparison with the map of the textile
district (Figure 4). The green-shaded ‘close parishes’ form a startlingly clear negative image
around the white spaces of the textile district, illustrating clearly where the industrial labour
force came from. One surprising parish to be shaded green was the town of Kettering. The
explanation of this is probably to be found in the large number of wills in which copyhold
tenures were surrendered. As copyholders, the manufacturers of Kettering would not have
been entitled to vote. Further, they would have faced large entry fines as property was passed
from one generation to the next, which would have made a dent in any capital accumul-
ations. This circumstance may have materially influenced the development of the town of
Kettering as an industrial centre. (Figure 5)

Using the Militia Lists to trace the progress of manufacturing

Since Northamptonshire enjoys not only countywide coverage in surviving Militia Lists,
but also a time series, it is possible to trace the chronology of textile manufacturing for at
least a short period. Only the years 1771, 1774 and 1777 are covered for every hundred. Of
those hundreds most involved in textiles, Corby, Huxloe and Rothwell run from 1762 to
1781, and Nobottle Grove and Spelho, lacking a list from 1762, both run on to 1786.

Table 2.Total numbers employed in textiles recorded in Militia Lists for selected
hundreds.

Hundreds Corby  Fawsley Guilsborough Huxloe Nobottle Rothwell Spelho

Grove
1762 249 219 246
1771 194 149 343 297 124 217 174
1774 200 143 336 246 116 247 147
1777 199 130 326 260 109 231 96
1781 136 [115]* 66 224 75
1786 48 56

*Totals incomplete. Kettering’s list for this year has a section missing.

[t seems clear that by 1781 textile manufacturing in Northamptonshire was declining. The
number of textile-related occupations in the Militia Lists for this year illustrate the situation
clearly. In Corby Hundred, 199 textile workers in 1777 had been reduced to 136 by 1781
and in Rothwell Hundred, 231 had been reduced to 224, an insignificant drop, but
consistent with the trend elsewhere. The 1786 Lists surviving for Nobottle Grove and
Spelho (including Northampton) show continuing reductions. Nobottle Grove’s 109
workers in 1777 had become 48 by 1786 and in Spelho, 96 had dwindled to 56.

Fabric types

Sources for information on Northamptonshire fabrics at this period include the Militia
Lists where we find sergemakers, harrateen makers, plush and shag weavers; probate records,
which contain evidence for tammies, morines (moreens); figured pieces; and miscellaneous
items in the Northampton Mercury. Here we find, for example, an advertisement from Henry
Knight, a weaver in Spratton, appealing for information regarding an absconded apprentice.
As a reward he offers ‘one lasting thrum’, suggesting he is a producer of everlastings.

17 John Morton, Natural History of Northamptonshire, 1712.
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Figure 5. Distribution of ‘close parishes’ (five freeholders or fewer) in 1748.
(Northamptonshire Poll Book, 1748)
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Figure 6. Moreen hangings at Canons Ashby. (Photograph:W,J. Raybould)

Everlasting was, as its name suggests, a stout, tightly-woven worsted, used for items subject
to hard wear. A thrum was the waste yarn left on the loom after the completed piece had
been cut oft — this may have had some recycling value, or was it perhaps a comment on his
valuation of the worth of this apprentice? (Payment in kind rather than cash —is this a
reflection of the transitional stage to a wholly money economy in rural Northamptonshire?)
Coincidentally, the boy is described as wearing ‘a brown cloth coat and red and white
everlasting waistcoat’™'®. So, within one news item we have an example of both a producer
and the use to which his product might be put.

There are further examples of the term being abbreviated to ‘lasting’, including one in
another newspaper advertisement. This gives a further use for the fabric, where in 1771 a
shoemaker ofters ‘Women’s supetfine lasting and callimanco shoes and pumps, as good as bespoke,
at 4s 3d a pair, common ditto 3s 6d.”" This item draws attention to the fact that not all
shoemakers worked in leather; shoe tops, particularly for women, were frequently made
from coloured and patterned textiles at this period. There are also seven manufacturers of
‘tammies and lastings’ listed for Kettering in Bailey’s British Directory for 1784.%°

Moreen was a worsted fabric which was finished by watering and hot-pressing to produce
a furnishing fabric faintly echoing the effect of silk moiré. Some of this, possibly locally-
made fabric, may still be seen in bed hangings at Canons Ashby. (Figure 6)

18 Northampton Mercury, 20 April 1767, p.18, col. 3.
19 Northampton Mercury, 29 April 1771, p.27, col. 3.
20 Bailey’s British Directory 1784, vol. 2, p.381.
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The products of Northamptonshire were largely lightweight clothing fabrics, or soft
furnishing fabrics, either cheap and functional, like shalloons, or a cheap alternative to more
expensive options. In addition to moreen for moiré, harrateen was hot-pressed with an
engraved roller to imitate silk damask, and tammy could be glazed as a substitute for dress

silk.

The Northamptonshire industry flourished for about a century, at a time when the
manufacture of worsteds nationally was growing rapidly. Export markets were expanding.
Textile producers in Norwich, Devon and Yorkshire were in a position to move their
products overseas easily through the ports of Yarmouth, Exeter and Hull; landlocked
Northamptonshire did not share that advantage. There was a lively market in London as
the fashion-conscious consumer society grew and spread throughout the provinces; but the
fashionable consumers were more likely to delight in the colourful and ever-changing
designs from Norwich, than the more modest and predictable products of Northampton-
shire. At least Kettering’s shalloons and tammies were relatively inexpensive, but in
comparison with the West Riding, Northamptonshire’s output was small and thus did not
enjoy Yorkshire’s economies of scale. So Devon had both an export and a home market to
switch between as trade conditions fluctuated; Norwich, though in decline, had a reputation
for high quality and innovation; and Yorkshire could ofter cheaper prices.

In addition, the attractions of the light worsteds were paling in the face of the re-entry of
cotton on the fashion scene by the 1770s. (The Calico Acts failed to quash a consistent
enthusiasm for the new textile.) The fabrics produced in Northamptonshire were, for the
most part, at the cheaper end of the market: used for inexpensive clothing and domestic
soft-furnishing purposes, with some specialisation in cheap imitations of luxury fabrics.
Ominously, Robin Thornes remarks of the Yorkshire industry, ‘cheap cottons came to
replace cheap worsteds for everyday labouring clothes’ at the end of the eighteenth
century.”’ He might also have mentioned the rising popularity of colourful (and washable)
cottons for soft-furnishings such as bed curtains. The popularity of cotton fabrics in both
clothing and furnishing were a threat to the Northamptonshire industry.

At the beginning of the eighteenth century, Kettering production was estimated at half that
of Halifax. But Halifax, and the rest of the West Riding, had an energetic band of entre-
preneurs, either acquiring specialist sales skills in the piece halls at home or travelling abroad
to maintain or even create new export markets. They were also trying out variations on the
new machinery being used increasingly in cotton on the other side of the Pennines.

Kettering had graziers. The Jordans retired early from textile manufacture to a more genteel
lifestyle as country graziers. In the second half of the century the last fulling miller for
whom there is evidence did the same. Other manufacturers diversified, either out of wool
into silk, or out of textiles altogether into any trade that appeared to offer better
opportunities. Country craftsmen went into farming or shopkeeping as the industry faltered.
No one, it seems, had much of a stake in keeping things going, let alone in innovating and
making new markets. The Wilson family of Kettering seemed to see the way the wind was
blowing, moving by the end of the century away from the manufacture of fabrics, into the
sorting of fleeces, despatching a range of sortings to the West Country and Leicester as well
as'Yorkshire.?> Thus the industry in Northamptonshire ended, much as it began, by supplying
raw materials to the nation’s leading textile producers.

While it lasted there were those who made a reasonable living from it, though there were

21 R.C.N.Thornes, West Yorkshire: “A Noble Scene of Industry”. Wakefield, 1981.
22 NRO ZB 310/3 & 4 Wilson wool account book 1788-1829 and letters.
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always those for whom it was merely an alternative to poor relief. It allowed unprecedented
numbers of women a degree of independence, giving them a money income in their own
right, be it just the meagre wages from spinning or the opportunity to continue the business
of a deceased male relative. For both sexes it had offered an expansion of employment
opportunities and a chance to participate, at one level or another, in the new consumer
society.

Among the county’s landed families, the rise of the graziers to feed the multitudes of
London led to the embellishment of farmhouses and maintained the attractions of country
life. As the industry declined, among the poor weavers and combers there was little but the
poor rate to fall back on. In the early decades of the nineteenth century, however, the urban
shoemaking concerns of Northampton and Wellingborough, finding themselves like the
New Drapery producers of the seventeenth century with more demand than they could
satisty, looked for a supply of labour, desperate and therefore cheap, but with habits of mind
accustomed to outwork and the disciplines of industrial production. And thus the poor
weavers of Rothwell and Desborough, and the combers of Long Buckby, became the
clickers and closers of these emerging shoe towns. In the villages that turned to intensive
agricultural production for the London market, the men were employed as labourers, as
long as it suited the farmers, and their wives and daughters made lace, or went into domestic
service. And in the village of Hollowell, in 1803, the stock in trade of ‘Mr Edward Butlin,
moreen manufacturer, draper &c’ was put up for auction.

Consisting of woollen cloths, velveteens, cords and thicksets, fancy waistcoat pieces, flaxen and
Irish cloth, flannels, dimities and calicoes, shawls, silk and muslin handkerchiefs, cotton and worsted
hose, with a variety of other articles; oak counter 14 feet by two feet six inches, fitted up with
drawers; nests of drawers and shelves; upright wool skips and combs &c.

The household furniture comprises mahogany four-post bedsteads with printed cotton furniture. ..?

When a moreen manufacturer chooses to hang his bed with printed cotton, then it really
is time to put up the shutters and move on.

23 Northampton Mercury, 8 October 1803, p.3, col. 2.
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Model Housing in Victorian Northamptonshire
MARTIN GASKELL

‘I think nothing is a greater ornament to a Country, or gives more the appearance of comfort, or
the idea of rural happiness, than a display of neat and decent cottages built with economy, but
with lasting materials.

William Pitt, ‘General View of the Agriculture of the County of Northampton’, 1809.

At the outset of Queen Victoria’s reign, however, there were very few homes for rural
workers which provided any real degree of comfort. By the 1840s most housing in the
countryside was erected solely to achieve a quick return on a low outlay. Given the
vicissitudes of agricultural wages, there was no financial incentive to improve the quality of
rural housing.

In this, Northamptonshire was no exception. Though the proportion of the population
living in the countryside declined, the actual numbers continued to increase until at least
1860.There was real pressure on rural housing, especially given the dilapidation and decay
of much of the old, existing housing stock. This was no idyllic or romantic alternative to
the urban slums of the nineteenth-century industrial centres. But here and there are to be
found the pretty villages of the great estates. They stand out from the generality of vernacular
cottages in local stone. And, though these reforming endeavours of a few great landed
proprietors were the exception, they remain nevertheless instructive and influential.

Such model housing reflects very much the concerns and commitments of Victorian
Britain. It brought together a practical response to the problems of the environment and a
sense of social awareness with that abiding passion for instruction and improvement. The
model house was not to do with an unattainable ideal, but rather with the realistic
alternative. It had thus a dimension beyond those of architectural creativity, patronage and
philanthropic endeavour.!

As such, Victorian model housing brought together different historical and intellectual
traditions, with a realism and practical concern for the health and morals of society. On the
one hand, the impetus behind such villages originated in the improvement of both
agricultural estates and parks in the eighteenth century. Often entire communities were
uprooted and rehoused in planned settlements which served to embellish the estate and
might, at the same time, enhance the aesthetic appeal of the ‘improved’ landscape. The
connection between Vlllage development and gardening meant that by the late eighteenth
century, as Picturesque theorists took hold of taste, estate cottages were viewed increasingly
as part of an idealised rural landscape evoking traditional associations — ‘the pattern of village
green, scattered, thatched and overgrown cottages, watched over by the church spire’.> The
model village could therefore involve either the restoration and renovation of an existing
settlement, or the design and building of a new community on lines which would not only
demonstrate the wealth and power of the landowner but also reflect the latest taste and
fashion.

At the same time, the ideal of the community appeared as a consistent element in utopian
thought and practice. What certain ardent reformers most desired was the opportunity to

1 S.M. Gaskell, Model Housing from the Great Exhibition to the Festival of Britain (London, 1986), p.3.
2 G. Darley, Villages of Vision (London, 1975), p.8.
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start from scratch and build communities that they considered best suited to life and work,
and that avoided past errors. Here was the opportunity for successful fusion of theory and
practice, and in the early nineteenth century the building of new communities, particularly
in the emerging industrial context, provided the opportunity for experimental schemes of
social improvement.

These aesthetic and social concerns were paralleled by the beginning of the nineteenth
century by mounting concern over the intemperance and immorality occasioned by
inadequate accommodation. Information on this situation was increasingly available through
the writings of local parish ministers, egalitarian reformers, as well as in the reports of the
Board of Agriculture. There was a beginning of an awareness that bad housing could
endanger both physical fitness and life expectancy. As a result, the direct correlation of the
quality of housing and the productiveness of labour in a truly Benthamite sense had begun
to gain expression by the 1840s.%> Closely allied to arguments for the provision of gardens
and allotments, the subject of ‘model cottages’ was firmly on the agenda of public debate.
And for those involved in the provision of social housing, the architectural and aesthetic
impetus was being paralleled by a practical concern arising from an appreciation of the
debilitating effects on workers of a poor home environment.

This promotion of housing reform through the creation of model communities was,
inevitably in the nineteenth century, seen most significantly in the industrial environment.
And the spirit of that endeavour was captured quite precisely in the funeral oration of
perhaps the most famous of the founders of Victorian model industrial communities, Titus
Salt: ‘He showed how the graces of the old feudalism that was being supplanted, could be
grafted on and exemplified by the men who brought forth and moulded the better age.™
The selt-sufficient model villages of the textile manufacturing centres of the West Riding
of Yorkshire, as exemplified in Akroyden and Saltaire in the 1840s and ’50s, were modified
throughout the century and reached their apogee in the considerable achievements of Port
Sunlight, Bournville and New Earswick. The industrial character of Northamptonshire,
however, was not the preserve of large manufacturers with individual responsibility for
extensive workforces. The footwear industry only became factory-based towards the end
of the century; for the most part, increased output was achieved by an extension of
traditional methods, and the years through to 1895 saw a vast increase in hand-work and
small-scale production. In this it differed significantly from other great industries of the
time, and footwear was the only industry of any size in Northamptonshire.> As a result, the
county has only two small examples of housing created and provided by an industrial
employer, and both from the very end of the century. In 1890, in the far south of the county,
the junction between the Great Central Railway and the Midland and Stratford Railway
was created at Woodford Halse, with 35 acres of sidings, engine sheds and extensive wagon
repair shops. As the population more than doubled, several streets of some 200 terraced
houses, in uncongenial brick contrasting with the local stone of surrounding villages, were
built by the start of the twentieth century in order to house the influx of railway workers.
And 1in addition to houses, churches and shops had to be provided;in 1898 a Railwaymen’s
Club was opened in a large black-and-white half-timbered building.® Meanwhile, around
the turn of the century at the other end of the county in Corby, with the first appearance

3 Report from His Majesty’s Commissioners for Inquiring into the Administration and Practical Operation of the Poor
Laws, 1834.

4 R. Balgarnie, Sir Titus Salt, Baronet: His Life and Its Lessons (London, 1878), p.313.

5 R.L. Greenall, A History of Northamptonshire (Chichester, 2000), pp.116-119.

6 B. Bailey, N. Pevsner and B. Cherry, The Buildings of England: Northamptonshire (New Haven and London,
2013), p. 684. G. Kingscott, The Lost Railways of Northamptonshire (Newbury, 2008), pp.26-27. A. Jordan, The
Stratford-upon-Avon and Midland Junction Railway (Oxford, 1982), p.39.
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of the ironstone industry there, Lloyd’s Ironstone Company built 16 houses for its workers
in Lloyd’s Road These did not emulate the vernacular designs of some contemporary garden
villages, but laid out in blocks of four, with hipped roofs and stone dressings to relieve the
brick facades, they avoided the uniformity of the traditional terrace. However, the
inhabitants remained dependent on a communal pump for their water supply. And as a
community development these remained an exception; the Company, as its quarries
expanded, relied essentially on employees drawn from the neighbouring villages. Neither
of these one-off developments in Northamptonshire were exemplars of model housing in
any real sense.”

Nor, unlike some counties, is Northamptonshire rich in rural model communities, those
‘villages of vision’ that Gillian Darley catalogued across the country. Some of these were
completely new villages established on fresh sites because a landowner wished to remove
or replace an older village which had become an unsightly impediment to the development
of his garden or park. But the majority were more likely to be villages that were partly re-
sited and subject to large-scale redevelopment, modernization and ‘prettification’ by their
owners:

Estates administered by conscientious landowners began to turn their attention to bettering
standards and many prosperous Victorians accompanied their new mansions with a village,
underlying the fact that they had ‘arrived’ in style.®

The motives were thus partly aesthetic, partly philanthropic, and also practical — the belief
that a well-housed and contented labour force would be more stable and more efficient
than a miserable and discontented one.Village and cottage improvement was not, however,
restricted to the landed aristocrat, as appeals to social responsibility were backed by the
pursuit of philanthropy. Nevertheless, the efforts of the gentry to keep up with the nobility
in this respect were beset by difficulties; whereas the latter could dispose of whole
communities as private possessions, the former had to overcome the obstacles of individual
property rights and the resistance of tenants. In these circumstances the creation of a model
village could not be a matter of mere whim, but resulted from a conscious determination
to ‘improve’ over many years.

Such was the commitment of Lady Overstone at Sywell (Figure 1) after her husband’s
acquisition and steady extension of the estate in the middle of the nineteenth century. The
village was largely rebuilt between 1860 and 1864, with extensive estate cottages: ‘a
combination of simple double ironstone cottages and rows of more elaborate stone and
brick’. The school and school house were also rebuilt. To enable this re-creation, cottages
to the east of the church had been demolished to allow for a village green, and a new main
street had cut through earlier cottages and farmsteads. And a rough sketch in the Overstone
Papers shows that the model village had indeed been designed and laid out for Lady
Opverstone, to the apparent dismay and disapproval of her husband. The untidy and unhealthy
accumulation of centuries was to be replaced by neatness and social order. The village was
resolutely ‘improved’.’

The rebuilding, let alone the repositioning, of a whole village was rare; but even rarer was

7 The Victoria History of the Counties of England, A History of the County of Northampton,Vol.VII (London,
2013), p.45.

8 G. Darley, op. cit., p.vii.

9 NRO, Sywell Tithe Map and Schedule, 1843-46. NRO, O.384. B. Bailey, N. Pevsner and B. Cherry, op. cit.,
p.602. D. Slater, Sywell: The Parish and the People (Northampton, 2002), p.93.
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Figure 1. Sywell: model village of the 1860s built by Lady Overstone.

the conceiving and planting of a totally new community. Improvements to housing were
to be witnessed on the aristocratic estates of Northamptonshire in varying degrees in the
nineteenth century, as this paper will examine. But none of these was a complete by-product
of landscaping activities, or an object of aesthetic pleasure for their owners. Those
characteristics of the most famous model villages of the eighteenth century had to wait in
this county until the very end of the nineteenth century for their re-emergence in a different
architectural guise through the differently derived wealth of the Rothschilds. The village of
Ashton, near Oundle, was created by the Hon. Charles R othschild on the estate bought by
his family in the 1860s. (Figure 2) It was a whim that few but a Rothschild could afford
to indulge. Along with the manor house, model farm and other estate buildings, it was
designed as an entity in the Tudor style by William Huckvale. The cottages for some 200
inhabitants were built of local stone with deep thatched roofs, clustering round the village
green, and, most unusually for the time, were supplied with electricity, filtered water supplies
and bathrooms. A chapel and inn were also built to cement the new community together.
The idealised vision of an ‘old English village’ was further enhanced by the provision of
underground wiring. Though this was the twentieth century, the concept was purely
Picturesque.!®

The roots of such activity lay in the realization of a romantic attitude to nature; a sense of
exploration and self-abandon. R ejecting any visible control of nature, beauty was attributed
to every kind of scenery and to every object. Thus the humble labourer’s cottage achieved

10 W.T Pike (Ed.), Northamptonshire in the Tiventieth Century (Brighton, 1908), pp.53, 116. B. Bailey, N. Pevsner
and B. Cherry, op. cit., pp.96-97. G. Darley, op. cit., p.124.
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Figure 2. Ashton: village cottages in a Tudor style
built for the Hon. Charles Rothschild.

its place in the application of this visual appreciation of nature in relationship to building.
This was not just stylistic escapism, but also concern for an idealistic lifestyle. As William
Howitt had encapsulated it in the early Victorian period: ‘Ah! Cottage Life!... these rustic
abodes must inspire us with ideas of a peace and purity of life, in most soothing contrast
with the hurry and immorality of Cities.”!!

And in their turn, model cottages from the beginning of the century encouraged the return
to local vernacular styles. To a large extent this process went no further than the
ornamentation and beautification of a gentleman’s estate in the latest fashion. But out of it
did emerge a serious attempt to reinstate the architectural values of small-scale buildings.
The model cottage, as the prototype of nineteenth-century improvement, translated fantasy
into practicality. The concern was to achieve an idealized cottage style with some roots in
tradition, and the emphasis was on an overlay of decoration and detail deriving from a
debased sense of the vernacular and, at first, an imperfect understanding of the Gothic style.
There was no attempt to provide any practical remedies to housing problems; the concern
was with the exterior rather than the internal domestic comfort of these dwellings. Deep
eaves and tiny, ornate windows served to exclude much light, while patterned roofs and
fretwork verandas presented problems in terms of repair. The excesses of the first model
cottages were far from practical.

In Northamptonshire, examples of this genre are to be found at Laxton, the village on the

11 W. Howitt, The Rural Life of England, 3rd ed. (London, 1844), p.142.
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Figure 3. Laxton: picturesque cottages laid out round a green
on the estate of Lord Carberry.

estate of Lord Carberry. (Figure 3) Cottages of stone with thatched roofs were prettily
gabled and arranged around a green, though behind the picturesque facades the back rooms
were single-storey lean-tos. Nevertheless, William Pitt, in his 1809 account of labourers’
cottages in the county, found them both comfortable and ornamental. They were the work
of Humphrey Repton and his son, who had been engaged on the Hall and subsequently
provided designs for the school and parsonage. These cottages, like so many of their genre,
were the product of the benefice of the Lady of the estate. Costing between /60 and £70
each, and with annual rentals of no more than /2, the financial return on this venture,
however beneficial to the overall value and operation of the estate, could not have been
more than three per cent per annum.'?> Nevertheless, such ventures on the part of the landed
classes had considerable influence because of the extent to which their standards and fashions
were emulated, and because of their subsequent impact on housing improvement.

The problems of housing the rural labourer were widespread and well known by the onset
of the Victorian age.The rural slums were the consequence not only of the rapidly growing
population, but also of the fact that the actual amount of cottage accommodation had
contracted, owing to the consolidation and improvement of estates along with the operation
of the Poor Law and Settlement Acts. Cottages were actually pulled down, parishes
depopulated and migration prevented. At the same time, there was a steady upward
movement in cottage rents. As a result, overcrowding intensified the problems of ill health
and disease occasioned by damp, badly built and badly maintained cottages with inadequate
drainage and sewage.

12 W. Pitt, General View of the Agriculture of the County of Northampton (London, 1809), pp.30-31. B. Bailey, N.
Pevsner and B. Cherry, op. cit., p.387. G. Datley, op. cit., p.142.
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At the outset of the nineteenth century, William Pitt in his ‘General View of the Agriculture
of the County of Northampton’ observed that the labourers’ cottages there demonstrated
little in terms of either convenience or comfort.'”> Their construction provided the
minimum of protection from the weather and accommodation for the most promiscuous
living conditions. Old ones were remnants of cowsheds and pig sties, whilst new ones were
to be found in dreary brick rows, frequently with access to air and light only at the front.
And such accommodation, under pressure of the Poor Laws and cottage demolition,
continued to characterise the open villages of the 1840s, where dispossessed labourers and
squatters were to be found huddled together.

However, by that time, the ‘housing problem’ in the countryside, as well as in the towns,
was on the agenda of reformers, and thereby some landlords. Most notable of these was the
Seventh Duke of Bedford, who succeeded in 1839, and who set himself to build substantial
cottages with two or three bedrooms, a kitchen range and copper, and a garden. His views
on housing set the tone for the more enlightened landowners during the rest of the century,
when he said: “To improve the dwellings of the labouring class, and aftord them the means
of greater cleanliness, health and comfort, in their own homes, to extend education, and
thus raise the social and moral habits of those most valuable members of the community,
are among the first duties, and ought to be among the truest pleasures, of every landlord.”!*

In Northamptonshire, the cause was espoused by the Fourth Earl Spencer, who in 1839
became the first President of the English Agricultural Society, which two years later became
the Royal Agricultural Society. His concern was to bring the benefits of scientific research
to ordinary farmers, whose ‘honest virtues’ he extolled in his extensive correspondence
with the Duke of Bedford. In 1848 the Earl accepted the invitation to become Patron of
the Friendly Society for Farmers in Northamptonshire.' And in the closed villages around
Althorp he provided housing for those on his estates. For the improved methods of
cultivation, extensive drainage and general improvement in husbandry that was underway,
along with the breaking up of inferior grasslands and the conversion of woodland into
tillage, had occasioned a significant increase in the numbers employed, and consequently
an increased need for cottage accommodation.

Between 1844 and 1851 estate cottages were erected in Church Brampton and Chapel
Brampton, in Lower Harlestone, and in Great and Little Brington.'® (Figure 4) Following
an original design by the architect Edward Blore, these semi-detached cottages are
characterised by their gables, patterned chimneys and leaded lights. In their approach to
accommodation, they accord with the practices promulgated by the Duke of Bedford: ‘I
therefore directed my surveyor to prepare a series of plans of cottages suitable for families
of different sizes and descriptions, sufficient to satisfy the reasonable wants of the labourers
and their families, and to be so constructed as that (avoiding all needless expense) the
cottages should be substantial and not subject to premature decay, or likely to require costly
repair.’!’

As a result, Earl Spencer secured comfortable practical dwellings whose layout and appear-
ance clearly reflected their purpose, and in this they followed the principles laid down by
John Claudius Loudon in his ‘Encyclopedia of Cottage, Farm and Villa Architecture and

13 W. Pitt, op. cit., p.30.

14 J. Caird, English Agriculture in 1850-1851, 2nd ed. (London, 1852), p.442.

15 NRO SOX 80, 1 June 1846, 5 Oct. 1845.

16 B. Bailey, N. Pevsner, and B. Cherry, op. cit., pp.168, 175,296-297, 317. G. Datley, op. cit., p.142.
17 Journal of the Royal Agricultural Society of England, X, 1849, pp.185-191.
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Figure 4. Great Brington: model cottages displaying continuity of design on
the Spencer Estate.

Furniture’.'® Architecturally, the principal expense had been ‘correctly’ bestowed on
porches, windows and chimneys; style was consistent and relatively simple, as was considered
appropriate to the occupation of the inhabitants; ornament, while restrained, had not been
lacking. In their construction and facilities the cottages were well provided: the walls were
strong and solid ensuring greater dryness and warmth than traditional labourers” dwellings;
the designs allowed for the greatest amount of accommodation within the available floor
space; cottages were not placed directly against the road but set back to give an informal
appearance and to allow an appropriate alignment for the sun; the minimum number of
three bedrooms allowed separate sleeping arrangements for boys and girls; the accommo-
dation included a workroom and a living room, but no underused or unused parlour.

The nature of the accommodation in these cottages, their mode of construction and the
materials employed were matters of detailed correspondence between Earl Spencer and the
Duke of Bedford, with, for example, consideration of the respective qualities of different
tiles. As the Duke wrote in 1848: ‘I am full of ye cottage question — on which I have written
and received volumes.”"” Questions of costs and of financial returns were of pre-eminent
concern. The Duke, again: ‘Cottage-building (except to a cottage speculator who exacts
immoderate rents for scanty and defective habitations) is, we all know, a bad investment of
money; but this is not the light in which such a subject should be viewed by landlords, from
whom it is, surely, not too much to expect that, while they are building and improving
farmhouses, homesteads, and cattle-sheds, they will, also, build and improve dwellings for

18 J.C. Loudon, An Encyclopedia of Cottage, Farm and Villa Architecture and Furniture, new ed. (London, 1842).
19 NRO SOX 80,9 Oct. 1847, 18 Nov. 1848, 26 Oct. 1850.
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their labourers in sufficient number to meet the improved and improving cultivation of the
land.”°

Earl Spencer reflected this attitude in recognizing the undeniable advantages of making the
rural population contented with their condition, and of promoting mutual goodwill
between the landed proprietor and the tenants and labourers on his estate. So, for example,
whilst many landowners discouraged home cultivation as both a distraction and a loss to
the estate, here the gardens were of such a size as enabled the tenants not only to produce
vegetables and potatoes, but also to keep a pig and poultry. The gardens were an important
adjunct to the model cottage for, as Loudon had argued, they allowed for ‘recreation that
was not idleness, but rather a change in kind and degree of labour and occupation’.!
Gardens, it was hoped, would improve the standard of living of the rural labourer and
strengthen his links with the social fabric of the country.?

This was seen as particularly important when elsewhere the engrossing of farms had tended
to destroy the ‘old spirit of village companionship’, and widen the gulf between rich and
poor. But such aristocratic altruism was probably more evident in public reflection rather
than in the reality on the ground, where it is evident that cottage rebuilding always presented
the opportunity to evict those disapproved of. The Earl’s land agent, John Beasley, was more
concerned with ensuring obedience amongst his workforce, reporting on tenants who had
got into debt through extravagance, idleness and intemperance, and always alert to the effect
upon other tenants of those who encountered misfortune through their own faults. Letting
on weekly terms meant that notice of eviction could be given immediately to undesirable
tenants. At the same time, families were rewarded who were deserving of ‘his Lordship’s
humane and benevolent generosity’. In 1856, the land agent was required to draw-up a list
of those tenants worthy to receive five shillings each upon Lord Althorp’s coming of age.?
Housing, along with more direct interference in the social behaviour and leisure pursuits
of the tenants, was a means of exercising control and encouraging conformity.

Such tight control over the residents on his land was the compensation for the Earl’s lack
of financial gain from his cottage-building. With costs between £90 and £100 and, with
letting at 1s to 1s 6d a week, according to whether they had two or three bedrooms, it was
reckoned they gave a return of nearly three per cent on outlay. But as there were no site
costs, and as there were economies of scale from using estate labour, this would tend to
support the claim of other landowners that the building of good cottages for labourers
could not be indulged in without financial loss.

A similar sense of reality had prevailed much earlier in the century on the estates of the
Duke of Grafton in the south-east corner of the county. In 1809, William Pitt recorded that
the Duke never made cottages an object of revenue, expecting only that they should repair
and support one another. They were accordingly let for twenty to twenty-five shillings; ‘this
liberality deserves imitation’.* Concern for the comfort of the occupiers and not outward
appearance was the object in view.

20 Royal Agricultural Society, op. cit.

21.C. Loudon, op. cit., pp.1252-1253.

22 S.M. Gaskell, Gardens for the Working Class:Victorian Practical Pleasure, Victorian Studies,Vol. XXIII, no. 4,
1980, pp.479-501.

23 NRO SOX 80,27 Oct. 1856, 29 Aug. 1857, 12 Sept. 1857, 18 Sept. 1857, 22 Sept. 1857. Northampton Mercury,
11 July 1874, 18 July 1874. R.L. Greenall, Three Northamptonshire Agriculturalists, Northamptonshire Past
and Present,Vol.VIL. No. 6, 1988-89, p.459.

24 W. Pitt, op. cit., pp.29-30.
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This approach continued later in the century, and, though there was a great deal of new
building on the estate following the Inclosure Award of 1821, the defining characteristic
was the collection of model farmhouses built in the early 1840s. To be found around
Abthorpe, Blakesley, Green’s Norton, Paulerspury, Shutlanger and Stoke Bruerne, (Figure
5) they are, as The Buildings ofEngland Northamptonshire records, recogmzable by their
spacious, regular and rational planning and their plain but sound architecture’.?> These were
erected where the Duke was the principal landowner, and were customarily sited either on
the edge of villages or on enclosed common field land outside.

In some cases just the outdated farm buildings were replaced with quadrangles of barns,
stables and cattle-sheds, built of coursed rubble limestone. But normally, the new farmsteads
were built of stone with slate roofs, and followed standard designs and layout, with the
houses having three bays and then lower wings continuing in line with the house or recessed
or at right angles, and the farm buildings grouped in an orderly way to the rear.

This vigorous policy of rebuilding and replacing farmsteads throughout the estate is probably
seen most strikingly in Stoke Bruerne where three large farmsteads were built on new sites
following enclosure. As on the Spencer estates, the Duke’s land agent, John Gardner, was
keen to promote such model buildings, despite criticism in some quarters, in order to attract
better tenants who paid better rents (with the farm rentals on the estate increasing from
about £14,500 per annum in 1836 to around /18,700 in 1844).26

These significant improvements to the agricultural efficiency and economy of the Grafton
estates were, however, model farms (though the term is not found in contemporary estate
papers), and not model houses or villages. The only other major aristocratic estate in
Northamptonshire on which such domestic innovations were introduced in the Victorian
period was that of the Marquis of Northampton at Castle Ashby. The site of the present
village had been established in the 1760s with the clearance of the park to permit Capability
Brown’s new landscape, but the cottages of the time were replaced from the 1850s onwards.
And these are indicative of the change in architectural tastes and fashions with the prevalence
of the High Victorian Gothic Revival and the emergence of a new veracity. Here the origins
are less in local style than in observations of foreign buildings, such as the brick of medieval
Germany. And the wealth and confidence of the estate is reflected in the choice as architect
of G.E. Street, already undertaking major commissions in the capital and elsewhere.

The plans were approved in 1856 in what The Buildings of England: Northamptonshire
describes as ‘Picturesque Tudor, banded and with steep roof and big chimney-breast on the
front’.?” Along with the cottages there was a school and vicarage. In these buildings Street
used a considerable amount of structural polychromy and cottage features such as hipped
gables, hooded dormers and tall chimneys. Unlike his contemporary William Butterfield,
he was prepared to introduce ‘foreign elements’, such as Italian and French Gothic features,
into these modest structures. But most importantly, as he stressed in a lecture on domestic
architecture given in 1853, he sought to emulate medieval builders who ‘strove as much as
they could to simplify their plans’.?

25 B. Bailey, N. Pevsner and B. Cherry, op. cit., p.54.

26 NRO G 3901, G 4073, G 4101/1-6. C. Fitzroy and K. Harvey (Eds.), Grafton Regis: The History of a
Northamptonshire Village, (Cardiff, 2000), p.245. The Victoria County History of the Counties of England, A
History of Northamptonshire,Vol.V (London, 2002), pp.30-31, 245.

27 B. Bailey, N. Pevsner and B. Cherry, op. cit., p.159.

28 Ecclesiologist,Vol. X1V, 1853, p.78.
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Figure 5. Stoke Bruerne, Stoke Plain: Grafton Estate farmhouse
of typical design.

This is very definitely a sophisticated architectural expression, and as such has moved a long
way from the pretty cottages and picturesque villages of the earlier part of the century. But
whatever their form, all such villages on the great estates were exceptional in every way.
Much the more common provision for agricultural workers across Northamptonshire was
the ‘tied cottage’ built by farmers on their own land for the use of their workers and
available only during their employment on that farm. This system produced considerable
resentment, and labourers frequently rejected the advantages they offered, such as gardens
and closeness to work. They preferred to walk some miles at the end of a long working day
to live in villages where the cottages might be worse and the rents higher, but where they
had independence from their employer, schooling for their children and the society of their
fellows.

The consequent situation in Northamptonshire is well characterised in this account of
Brixworth in the 1864 ‘Inquiry on the State of Dwellings of Rural Labourers’:

‘At Brixworth most of the houses have been rebuilt, and most have two bedrooms,
but are very small. The village is growing for it is the only place in the neighbourhood
where people may build... There are few gardens in any of these villages: no special
suitability attracts the people to such villages, but sheer necessity drives them. Even in
these villages it is difficult to get a house, and ‘when you get one, there you must stick’.
Houses were pulled down at a great rate a few years ago at Cottesbrooke and other
places, and now people who must work in Cottesbrooke must give whatever rent the
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owner of the neighbouring villages chooses to ask, the alternative, on refusal, being an
extra two or three miles of daily walk to some other village. The owners are mostly
very small people. To make the most of their ground some of the houses have garrets;
the privies are insufficient and the houses crowded... Had they been Sheffield cutlers,
each might have had a garden, but living as they do by their agricultural strength, the
farmer will not have their competition, and still less their independence; and in such
villages not one labourer in ten has a yard of garden on which to grow a potato.

At the lower end of Brixworth were single-bedroomed houses for families of a married
pair with four children, a pair with five, and a pair with six. Barlow’s houses are let at
1/-a week; they having no back opening; the yard in front is only four feet wide with
a high wall opposite the house, a filthy drain and a rubbish heap in front, a dilapidated
privy behind...’?

Clearly, the growing weight of evidence about deplorable rural housing conditions had
produced very little improvement. The most pressing imperative remained that low
agricultural wages did not allow rents which would reward investment in housing, and that
it was in the interest of landowners to reduce the number of cottages to minimize the
burden on the poor rates. As a result, country dwellers remained in houses without indoor
sanitation or water supply, and most often in conditions of damp and discomfort.
Throughout the Victorian period, reformers continued to castigate the want of decent
dwellings as the cause as to why many men left the country districts and why immorality
and bad health remained rife among those who were left behind.*

Admittedly some landed proprietors, especially those like Earl Spencer, already active in
public life, were distressed at revelations of squalor existing on their own estates. At the same
time, there was a growing sense of the duties that the ownership of land brought with it, as
well as a public recognition of responsibility for the condition of the labouring classes. The
motives underlying the solicitude of local grandees were, therefore, somewhat mixed, and
their concern perhaps no more than an extension of paternalistic control. Nevertheless,
some of the great landlords of Northamptonshire, as elsewhere, were keen to project an
image of themselves as model employers, with an idealised vision of ‘a harmonious, friendly,
unified community under the loving care of a lord’.%!

Such a concept of beneficent paternalism does not, however, explain why that effort was
directed in the way it was by some and not others, when generally the aristocracy and
gentry of Northamptonshire only expressed their public spiritedness through seasonal soup-
kitchens and distributions of coal. One has to ask, therefore, whether the motivation arose
from either simple straightforward philanthropy or was a form of self-interest and
expediency. As Gillian Darley has reflected, ‘genuine philanthropy was a rare motive in
village rebuilding or foundation’.?> The notion of philanthropy was, nevertheless, a
‘bandwagon’ which in early Victorian England attracted a variety of adherents. The fact
that improvements benefited donors financially, if albeit indirectly, does not disprove their
charitable inclinations. The early Victorian upper classes thought of charity as promoting
the harmony of economic interests and thus supporting the social pyramid. For whatever
reason, some took up the idea that the labourer should be housed by the employer and

29 Inquiry on the State of the Dwellings of Rural Labourers, Dr H.J. Hunter, Seventh Report of the Medical
Officer of the Privy Council, 1864.

30 The Builder,Vol 77,4 Nov. 1899, p.409.

31 D. Roberts, Paternalism in Early Victorian England (London, 1979), p.119.

32 G. Darley, op. cit., p.44.
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recognised that, in order to achieve this, recourse should be had to professionals with notions
of style. As a result, the building of model cottages and the redesigning of villages across
Northamptonshire were undertaken, along with the extension and landscaping of the
gardens of the manor house, as an integral part of improving the estate. The motivation to
achieve this was sufficient to overcome the many problems and practical difficulties,
whatever the mixture of financial self-interest and philanthropic idealism, of public
promotion and paternalistic responsibility, of social and religious endeavour and enlightened
reforming zeal.
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Ashby St Ledgers Enclosure of 1764
DAVID HALL

Ashby St Ledgers, famous for its associations with the Catesby family and the Gunpowder
Plot, is an attractive village in the west of the county. Its manorial history is given by Bridges
and Baker! with further information made available in 19952 In the 1995 account, the open
fields were examined in great detail and no more need be said other than it was a typical
Northamptonshire township with a three-field system in the eighteenth century, as it had
been since the fourteenth century. The eighteenth-century owners were the Ashley family,
successors of Joseph Ashley, a London tailor who supplied the army with uniforms and
moved to Ashby when he bought it for a country estate in 1703. Jane Ashley, widow of
John Bentley Ashley, held the manor in dower after 1761. About one fifth of the parish
formed a separate estate of old enclosure, belonging to George Arnold, and was not
concerned with the Parliamentary enclosure that took place, other than to have its tithes
commuted.

In 1764, nearly the whole of the open-field land belonged to Jane Ashley. She or her agents
initiated a Parliamentary enclosure with approval of the tenants. The progress of the Bill
through the Houses of Parliament to become an Act was rapid. A petition to present a Bill
was made on 18 January 1764 reciting the standard items that the lands were dispersed and
incapable of improvement. If enclosed there would be benefit to the tenants who would
take down some of their barns, stables and outbuildings in the village and set them up in
the enclosures. Leave was given for a Bill and Sir Thomas Cave?® and ‘Mr’ (James) Hewett*
were to prepare and bring it in.> The Bill was read for the first time on 9 February. At the
second reading on 13 February it was passed to a committee of 38 MPs plus all the members
for the counties of Northampton, Leicester, Warwick and Huntingdon, and they were to
meet at 5pm in the Speaker’s Chamber.

The progress of the Bill was potentially hindered on 20 February by a petition from George
Arnold (aged 90), of Ashby Lodge estate, stating that he was owner of very considerable
estate and if such a bill was passed it would injure his property and he asked to be heard by
himself or through counsel against the Bill, or have such relief as the House would see fit
to make. The petition was ordered to wait until the report from the committee stage was
completed, then the petitioner could be heard by his council against the Bill, if he thought
fit. The committee reported on 7 March, and found the parties concerned had given their
consent (except George Arnold owner of one half yardland and some odd lands in the
fields). The whole of the fields was about 32% yardlands and a few lands. The committee
had studied the Bill and made several amendments which were read though twice and
accepted by the House. The Bill was then engrossed, read a third time, passed, and carried
to the House of Lords on 15 March 1764.° It was presented to the Lords on 16 March, and
read the first time on 19 March. There were no amendments reported by the committee
on 3 April. The Bill was passed at the third reading on 4 April and the Royal Assent was
given on 5 April 1764.7

1 J. Bridges 1791, The History and Antiquities of Northamptonshire, ed. P.Whalley (Oxford) i; 14-17; G. Baker,
1822, The History and Antiquities of the County of Northampton, (London) 1; 241-8.

2 D.Hall 1995, The Open Fields of Northamptonshire, Northamptonshire Record Society, 38, 140-53. Available
on the Society’s Website <http://www.northamptonshirerecordsociety.org.uk>.

3 Of Stanford Hall, 5th Bart; lawyer and antiquarian, MP for Leicestershire.

4 Lawyer, king’s serjeant, MP for Coventry (L. Namier and J. Brooke, History of Parliament, 1754-90 (1964)).

5 J. House of Commons. Vol XXIX, 1761-1764,717a.

6 1d.798b, 837a, 848b, 913b, 951a.

7 J. House of Lords XXX, 506a, 511a, 544b, 548b, 553b.
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It is not clear why George Arnold opposed the Bill. Although the enclosed estate of Ashby
Lodge was 396 acres (21 per cent of the parish), he only possessed half a yardland in the
open fields to be enclosed. Perhaps he was worried that he would only get a common right
allowance for the open land, whereas the enclosed Lodge Estate also had its own rights in
the open meadows.® In 1715 the Lodge belonged to Charles Leigh, but the meadow
fieldbook of that date only lists tenants so it is not possible to identify precisely which
meadow strips belonged to the Lodge. Arnold’s opposition may well have been largely
malicious, since there had previously been disputes such as an alleged assault on John Ashley
in 1749 and Arnold had claimed the right to take gravel and sand by manorial custom. He
was further accused of trespass and having wagon horses unyoked.’

During the enclosure process, much of the land was put down to grass. A letter from Jane
Ashley’s agent discussed the matter (3 April 1764). He wrote to Causton, Suffolk, to find
out two good seedsmen to sow the grass seeds at Ashby and seed was purchased from Rugby
market where it was recommended that eight pounds of clover and half a strike of ryegrass
should be sown per acre. He also informed her “We have gone through the committee in
the Lords to day so that the Bill will pass in a few days.” The grass seeds were to be paid by
‘you Madam... I have seen nothing of Lord Suffolk but we got the Bill through without
him.’10

The Act states that the commissioners appointed were John Newcomb of Brincklow, Warks,
gent, Clement Wilson of Watford, gent, and William Godfree of Braunston, gent. A survey
was to be made before 24 July 1764 or as soon after as convenient and reduced to writing
and laid before the commissioners; allotments were to be made before 29 September 1764.1!

The commissioners had their first public meeting ‘at the dwelling house of Mrs Jane Ashley’
on 19 April, and the surveyor was William Sutton of King’s Newnham Warks.!> Sutton was
an experienced land surveyor, he (or his father of the same name) had surveyed Woodford
(1730) and Twywell (1734) for the Duke of Montagu.!> William Sutton junior was an active
surveyor during 1743-78.

Each allotment was to be separated by quickset hedges with ditches four feet wide. The
expenses for the whole process, £653 12s 3d, were apportioned on the proprietors
according to the area allotted, excluding the vicar'*. The Award gives very little information
as to what the allotments were for. It says the vicar’s allotment was for ‘tithes’, but it was
for vicarial small tithes, and one third of the great tithes from what had once been dispersed
manorial demesne land, plus land and common rights of the vicar’s two-yardland glebe!>.

Jane Ashley’s first allotment was for the great tithes of the impropriate rectory, formerly
belonging to Laund Abbey, Leicestershire. The allotments awarded are summarised on Table
1, there being 22 in all. Thirteen of them (90 per cent of the area) were made to Jane Ashley.
There were only seven proprietors, four of them institutional. The Act states that there were

8 Hall 1995, 142-46.
9 NRO ASL 302-5.
10 NRO M (F) 70.
11 NRO ASL 420.
12 Award NRO, Enclosure Enrolment Volume A, p.601.
13 A.Toseland 2013, Estate letters from the time of John, 2nd Duke of Montagu, 1709-39, Northamptonshire Record
Society, 46, xxxvi-xxxvii, 294-5 and 337-8.
14 Award pp.609-10. Much of the expenditure was the cost of getting the Bill through the Houses of Parliament.
For Hargrave in 1802 the second reading cost /28 in the Commons and /54 in the Lords (NRO ZA 538).
15 Hall 1995, 147.
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Figure 1. Ashby St Ledgers enclosure allotments in 1764.

cow commons belonging to several cottages in Ashby. No specific allotment was made for
them so it is likely that they belonged to Jane Ashley and were allowed for in her allotments.
No commons are stated to belong to the townland in 1764, although in 1651 it was stated
that its half yardland had one cow common belonging to it.!® No area is given for Allotment
21 in Foxhalls Field, to William Armstone being the ‘mill bank on which the windmill
there now turns’.

The field pattern resulting shown in Figure 1 is most unusual. Normally at this date straight
hedges were planted to divide the plots, as they were for some of the frechold allotments
(nos. 16, 20). However, the land of Jane Ashley was divided into eleven areas, many large,
with curved hedges that exactly followed the open-field furlongs.!” Several of them were
assigned open-field furlong names. As was normal, the larger plots were divided into smaller
fields after the formal enclosure had been completed, probably immediately afterwards. In
a rental of 1784, seven out of 12 farms can be directly related to those of 1808, probably
indicating that the farms and small fields of 1808 were already there in 1784.

The smaller fields of the Ashley estate come to view with certainty in a detailed rental and
survey made in 1808,'8 Table 2 and Figure 2. It shows the large plots infilled with hedges.
These also followed the lines of the open-field furlongs. The survey gives the land-use of
the fields showing that much land had been put down to grass, only 36 per cent of the
1764 open land being arable in 1808.That the pasture was permanent is indicated because
‘pasture’ and ‘meadow’ are distinguished from ‘convertible’. Only two fields were
convertible (nos. 38 and 54) which are put with the arable on Figure 2. The permanence

16 NRO ASL 901.
17 Compare Hall 1995 fig. 2.
18 ASL 352.
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Table 1. Ashby St Ledgers Enclosure Allotments 1764

No. on
Fig1 Proprietor Piece name Area  Subtotal Per cent
(acres)
1 Charles, John, vicar Glebe, & tithe of 2.5YL 66 66 5.4
2 Ashley, Jane for Impropriate tithes 0.25
3 for Impropriate tithes 148
4 Nos 4-13 & 22 for 32.75
yardlands 136
5 Woolspit 87
6 Washpit 35
7 Statfold 108
8 Deadmoor 107
9 Foxholes 136
9a Statfold Meadow 8
10 Ballands 107
11 Parkside 120
12 Windmill 35
13 Mill hill 50
14 Town leys 26
22 Lane between hedges 3 1,106 90.4
15 Braunston church
highways, ] Clarke 10 10 0.8
16 Poors, Soloman Ashley 21 21 1.7
17 French, Edmund 2 2 0.2
18 Arnold, George 1.5
19 Arnold, George 4
20 Arnold, George 13 18.5 1.5
21 Armstone, William A windmill bank 0  no area given
Total 1,224 1,224 100.0

of the pasture is further proved because many of the fields so marked in 1808 still lay in
ridge and furrow in 1947 when recorded by vertical aerial photography'” and in 1979 when
archaeological survey of the open-field remains was made. Another purpose of the 1808
survey was to further subdivide some of the small fields, as indicated on Figure 2.

The 1808 survey probably had a plan but it no longer survives. It is arranged by farms and
gives the name of each tenant followed by field number, close name, cultivation (land-use),
and the area of each. All this is placed on the left-hand pages of the book. On the
corresponding right-hand side there are notes. Thus for William Baucott (field no 40, Stone
Pit Close) was to be divided by a quickset fence, the landlord to find quicksets, the tenant
to plant and guard them at his own expense, and to weed and cleanse, but he was allowed
materials for gates at the landlord’s expense. In arable land, the tenant was not to take more
than two crops without a summer fallow, and to seed the fallow down next spring with
clover and grass to remain for two years at least. The tenant was not to mow old pasture
more than once yearly.

19 RAF CPE/UK/1994, frames 1479-81 and 2349-55; copies held by English Heritage, Swindon.



()4 NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PAST AND PRESENT

Figure 2. Ashby St Ledgers fields and land-use in 1808.

Figure 2 uses the numbers of the 1808 survey, but no attempt has been made to identify
the farm premises and small paddocks. Hence the total of Table 2 is less than the survey
total of 1,311 acres. The fields can be located from the almost identical names given with
the 1902 sale catalogue plan.?’ The farms of 1808 fit almost entirely within the allotments
made to Jane Ashley in 1764. Thus the 1764 plot numbers 4, 7, 8, 9, 11 comprised five
individual farms in 1808 (compare Figures 1 and 2). For example in 1764 plot number 4
was the 1808 farm of William Baucott, (Figure 2, field numbers 36-40). It is concluded that
the1764 allotments were specifically designed for the tenants’ new farms and had remained
stable for over 40 years.

Another survey made in 1838 by P. Wilson, of Kettering gives occupiers’ and proprietors’
names, close names and area, but has no land-use. It was probably made for church rates
since it covers the whole parish (Figure 3).?! By that time various belts of trees and
plantations had been made. The area surveyed, including fish ponds, gardens, roads and
bridleways, was 1,903 acres. The 1838 field-pattern is the same as marked on the First
Edition of the Ordnance Survey in the 1880s and was still much the same in 1955 and
1979.22 With the change in agricultural regimes since 1980 many hedges have been
removed, so that the pattern recorded on the Ordnance Survey Explorer series (no 222
[1999]) or visible on satellite images has reverted more towards that of 1764 than 1808 and
no ridge and furrow survives in 2014.

Comment
As at Arthingworth the process of passing an enclosure Bill through Parliament was rapid

20 ASL 768.
21 NRO ASL354.
22 OS sheet 56 NE, 1:10560.
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Figure 3. Ashby St Ledgers fields and farms in 1838.

(it was the same 1761-68 session). Arthingworth had temporary disapproval from the
neighbouring gentry, William Hanbury of Kelmarsh Hall who held land there. Similarly,
Ashby had a petition, by the very elderly George Arnold of Ashby Lodge, against the
enclosure which got as far as a presentation to Parliament. No more is heard of it after the
committee stage, when it was clear that Arnold’s open field holdings were small. Allotments
were made for the vicarial and impropriate tithes, hence tithes were abolished except for
the core of ancient enclosure around the village and manor-house amounting to 156 acres.?

Cottage commons at Ashby were mentioned but seem to have been in possession of the
lady of the manor and not labourers. Nearly all the poor would have worked for the Ashley
estate or its tenants and were not in a position to pay for a lawyer to act quickly and present
an opposing case to Parliament. Nor, presumably, did they wish to jeopardize their
employment. Of the 18 people eligible for the militia in 1777, seven described themselves
as farmers,?* and would have been tenants of the Ashley estate. Their immediate descendants
are named in the 1808 survey holding farms of 100 acres or so (Table 2). These are
presumably the families referred to in the 1764 Bill petition, supporting the enclosure to
the extent of saying they would move farm buildings out into the new allotments.

The sowing of grass during the enclosure process was most likely to prevent those working
on the new allotments making ditches and fences from having to deal with mud, should
the season prove wet and if the enclosure continued through the winter (which it did not
in this case). It may be interpreted that it was intended to put much of the open-field land
into permanent pasture, since so much ridge and furrow survived in this part of the county

23 NRO T127, map dated 1848.
24 V. A. Hatley, Northamptonshire Militia Lists 1777, NRS 25 (1977), 33.
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until 1940.% However grass was similarly sown at the enclosure of Hargrave in 18022,
where little permanent pasture was laid down.

The hedge pattern of the enclosed landscape is unusual in that it had curved hedges
following the open-field furlongs. A parallel is Willoughby in Warwickshire next to
Braunston in this county, where the Parliamentary enclosure similarly resulted in many
curved hedges. The Ashley estate-records allow reconstruction of maps showing the infill
of hedges to make the patchwork of small fields familiar from 1808-1980.The land-use of
1808 shows that by that date 64 per cent of the old open field land was left as permanent
pasture lying in ridge and furrow.

Enclosed farm sizes on the 1764 Ashley estate allotment sizes were mainly in the range 100
to150 acres (7 out of 13), with one at 87 acres and 5 below 50 acres. In 1808 there were 13
farms (tenancies) on the Ashley estate, one less of 34 acres and six each of 75-99 acres and
100-124 acres. Evidently farms of about 100 acres were preferred. In 1838 there were on
the Ashley estate 11 farms of which 7 were in the range of 51-150 acres, i.e. around 100
acres. For the whole parish of 1,671 listed acres, there were 18 farms with 11 of them at
51-150 acres. So this seems to remain the preferred size of tenancies, although it was less
dominant than in 1808 and one Ashley holding was 310 acres.

Appendix
Tables 2 and 3, being the field names relating to the numbers on Figures 2 and 3.

Table 2. Ashby St Ledgers Field-names, 1808.

No. on Figure 2 Land-use Field name Area Subtotal
Elliot, Joshua 124
3 p Dairy ground 28
4 p Choak pitt field 30
5 m Blackwell meadow 19
6 a First woolands 24
7 a Farther woolands 23
Cure Joshua 111
9 p Statfold close 12
10 p ‘Whitenell close 15
1 p Stonehill close 75
12 m Lensa close 9
Montgomery, Jas 90
14 p Gore leys 28
15 a Old inge field 17
16 a Mill butts 10
17 P Black miland 11
18 a Midril field 16
19 m Thornolds close 8
Falconer, William 106
22 m Town leys close 12
23 p Mill hill meadow 12
24 p Stockwell close 18
25 a Pentebadby field 21
26 a East and west 24

25 Hall 2013, figure 32, in Partida, T., Hall, D., and Foard, G., Northamptonshire: An Atlas of the Medieval and Early-
Modern Landscape (Oxford: Oxbow).
26 NRO ZA 538 refers to 364 acres sown with seeds.
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27
Cure Joshua
30
31
32
33
75
Baucott, William
36
37
38
39
40
Cole, William
43
44
45
46
Capell, Edward
49
50
Montgomery, Thos
53
54
55
56
57
Montgomery, Will.
61
62
63
64
65
66
Capell, Thomas
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
Ashley, Jane
105
110
112
114
Capell, Richard
116
117
118
119
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Field name

Hollowell close

Meadow by road
Stockwell close
East stone close
West stone close
Rowley close

Grass croft field
Priest bank field
Bennets moore field
Hunger land close
Stone pitt close

Wools pit close
Plash field
Bryans pit field
Stamnel close

Wash pit close
Short clay meadow

Older hill close
Gravel pit leys

Foulsland close
Miller meadow
Miller meadow

Deadmore field
Meadhill close

Great Feydy field
Little Feydy field
Great Feydy field
Enger lands meadow

Middle foxhole
Middle foxhole
Foul slade close
Lamb cotts close
Baccus meadow
Spinney

Englands meadow

Horse close
Park meadow
Upper park

Ballands close

Lodgers end close
Upper park
Statfold meadow
Millfield

Area

19

24
14
20
18

35
20
25
22
29

11
23
17
37

21
17
18
13
10

28
24
35

33
17
43
25
0.4

16

— O U1

10

63
1,247.4

67

Subtotal

77

131

88

34

79

105

138

78

86
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Table 3. Ashby St Ledgers Field-names, 1838.

Occupier
Southam, Joseph
(tenant of Lady Senhouse)

Elliot, Joseph

(tenant of Lady Senhouse)

Cowley, Lovell
(tenant of Lady Senhouse)

Capell, William
(tenant of Lady Senhouse)

Philips, Will. & Th.
(tenants of Lady Senhouse)

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PAST AND PRESENT

Number on Fig. 3

O 0NNV WD~

10
11
12
13
14

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27-28
29
30
31
32
33
34

35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43

44
45
46
47
48

Name

Large paddock
Woolspit close
Hanging Woolspit
Plashfield meadow
Plashfield pasture
Ryhill

Middle ground
Gravel pit close
Bryan pit field

Meadow
Grass close
Plough close
Grass close
Grass close

Mill field

Lower horse close
Upper horse close
Great ground
Upper fedy meadow
Lower fedy meadow
Fedy meadow
Hungerland meadow
Whitnell

Statfold close
Statfold meadow
Lensor

Hill close

Barn close
Lower bush leys
Upper bush leys
Upper deadmoor
Deadmoor

Blackhouse meadow
Englands meadow
Hill ground

Dairy ground, bottom
Dairy ground, top
Lower foxholes

Street road close
Upper foxholes
Lamcutts meadow

Far meadow
First meadow
Spinney close
Olderhill

Sheep pen close

Acres



Occupier

Goode, William
(tenant of Lady Senhouse)

Montgomery, John
(tenant of Lady Senhouse)

Montgomery, Jos
(tenant of Lady Senhouse)
Faulkiner John

(tenant of Rev Banson)

Faulkiner, William
(tenant of Lady Senhouse)

Hall, John
(tenant of Lady Senhouse)

Gilbert, Joseph
(tenant of Lady Senhouse)
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Number on Fig. 3
49
50
51
52
53

54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61

62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69

70

71
72
73

74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82

83
84
85
86
87
88
89

90
91
92
93

Name

Bean furlong
Gravel pit leys
Barn close
Far close
Fordslade

Blackwell meadow

Far close

Pit close

First woollands
Second woollands
Dairy ground

Second Choakpit close
First Choakpits

Mill ground
(Second seeds)
(First seeds)
(Turnips)

Black Milland
Old plough close
Meadow

Gore leys

Bottom paddock

Prestage
Box furlong
Big ground

Painty badby
East and west
Middle ground
Hill ground
Stockhill ground
Cross elm
Meadow

Mill hill

Bottom ground
Middle ground
Top close

Top close
(Wheat)
(Beans)
Stonepit close

Clay close

Top close

Top hungerland
Bottom hungerland

69

Acres

18

17
11
12
10
14
27
19
12

17
15
36

11

18
22
13
12

22
14

10
12

10

10
12
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Table 3 continued.

Occupier Number on Fig. 3 Name Acres
94 Prest bank 21
95 Bennets moor 11
96 Bennets moor meadow 12
97
98 Grass croft
99 Grass croft 21
100 Grass croft meadow 12
Parish, The
(tenant of Lady Senhouse) 101 Bennetts moor 3
102 Poor land 21
Wall, Simeon,
(tenant of G.H. Arnold) 103 Winterfield close 25
104 Winterfield meadow 5
Pittam, W.P.
(tenant of G.H. Arnold) 105 Top ground 14
106
107 Barn close 7
108 Dairy ground 16
109
110 Stanhill close 7
111 Turnpike close 6
Colledge
(tenant of G.H. Arnold) 112 Dry ground 52
113 Middle close & house
114 Middle close & house 6
115 Middle close & house meadow
next the road 5
Mason, Edward
(tenant of G.H. Arnold) 116 Lawpit close 15
117 Croft 4
118 Front acre 35
119 Walk ground close 33
120 Walk ground meadow 6
121 Front acre meadow 6
122 Front acre meadow 5
123 Wales ground 28
Arnold, G.H., himself
124 A meadow 16
125 Park 105
Senhouse, Lady, herself
126 Ballands bottom 14
127 Ballands top 16
Total 1,671
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H.B. Lees-Smith: Northampton’s ‘Pacifist’ MP
JOHN BUCKELL

The Union of Democratic Control

When Britain declared war on Germany on 4 August 1914, a minority in the Labour and
Liberal parties opposed the war. Prominent among Liberal opponents was Charles Trevelyan
MP, who resigned his government position in the Board of Education on 4 August. Trevelyan
and two other Liberals, Norman Angell and E.D. Morel, with Labour’s Ramsay Macdonald,
set up the Union of Democratic Control. They blamed secret diplomacy for the war, and
campaigned for parliamentary control over foreign policy, the establishment of an inter-
national organisation to prevent future conflicts, and peace terms that did not humiliate the
defeated nation or rearrange frontiers in a way that could lead to future wars. The UDC
did not advocate peace on any terms, or that Britain should stop fighting unilaterally; it was
not, therefore, a pacifist organisation. It was composed mainly of politicians and intellectuals
who regarded the war as a mistake, and wished to draw lessons from it. One of
Northampton’s two MPs, H.B. Lees-Smith, was later counted among its supporters.!

H.B. Lees-Smith MP

1910 was the year of the last two British general elections before the outbreak of the First
World War. (Figure 1) There would not be another until 1918, after the Armistice. In those
days Northampton was a two-seat constituency, and thus returned two representatives to

Parliament. These could be from the same or different parties; in both contests in 1910, two
Liberals were elected, Charles McCurdy and H.B. Lees-Smith.

The issue in January 1910 was the so-called ‘People’s Budget’. H.H. Asquith’s Liberal
government had embarked on a programme of social reform, the beginnings of what we
now know as the welfare state, financed by a tax on big landowners. When the Conservatives
attempted to block this tax in the House of Lords, Asquith called a general election to secure
a fresh mandate. The result of this election, and a second one in December, was a minority
Liberal government, dependent on the Irish Nationalist MPs.

Both the Liberal candidates in Northampton stood on a radical programme. The infant
Labour party was beginning to challenge the Liberals for the working class vote, and two
socialist candidates, James Gribble and Harry Quelch, opposed the Liberals in Northampton.

Lees-Smith was an admirer of the radical, but anti-socialist, politician, Charles Bradlaugh,
who had been Northampton’s MP in the 1880s and 1890s. Lees-Smith, a teetotaller and
nonconformist, shared Bradlaugh’s radicalism and interest in India, and had been the first
Englishman since Bradlaugh to address the Indian National Congress. The Northampton
Independent noted his ‘fighting style of speech which has aroused the anger of the
Conservatives more than it has ever been stirred since Bradlaugh’s days.?

Hastings Bertram Lees-Smith was born in India in 1878, the son of a major in the Royal
Artillery, and grandson of a Deputy Commissioner for India. On the death of his father, he
returned to England to attend Aldenham School. He was briefly a cadet at Woolwich, but
decided against a military career and embarked on an academic one. He studied economics,
constitutional law and politics at Queen’s College Oxford, became a Fellow, and helped to
found Ruskin College, of which he was Vice-Principal. Later, he lectured at Bristol and
London universities, and the London School of Economics.? In 1909 he visited India to

1 www.spartacus.schoolnet.co.uk/FWWudc.htm
2 Northampton Independent, 15 January 1910.
3 Manchester Guardian, 19 December 1941.
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Figure 1. McCurdy and Lees-Smith cartoon.
(Northampton Independent, 22 January 1910, courtesy of Northamptonshire Newspapers)
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advise the Bombay administration, lectured at Bombay University and wrote two books

on Indian economics. As an MP in later years, India would be one of his main interests and
4

causes.

From the beginning of his time as an MP, Lees-Smith opposed what he called ‘the gross
and appalling inequalities in the distribution of wealth’. He championed trade union rights
and women’s rights, demanded reductions in minister’s salaries and improvements in old
age pensions, national insurance and other benefits.?

The Hospital at Yvetot

On 4 August 1914, when Britain declared war on Germany, three government ministers
resigned in protest. Lees-Smith supported the war at first, to defend Belgium and France.
At home, he joined the local training corps, the Oxford University Volunteers.® However,
by October 1914 he was in France, engaged in hospital administration work for the
government. During this time he visited a camp for German prisoners, and a letter he wrote
to his Northampton constituents was published in The Times on 28 October. It shows his
humane attitude even at this early stage of the conflict. He wrote:

I have spent this morning among 800 recently captured German prisoners of war,
conversing with them through a French soldier-interpreter. They had all been
wounded more or less severely. The most striking thing about these Germans was the
good-humoured relations between them and the French soldiers. All to whom I spoke
told me that they were grateful for the kindness with which they were treated,
although some of them had quite believed that the next thing their captors would do
would be to shoot them.... They impressed me as soft, sentimental and malleable men,
victims of an evil system, but human material, capable under good influences of being
moulded into almost any shape. It was difficult to believe that the mass of them would
be deliberately guilty of atrocities and outrage.

His sympathetic description of German prisoners contrasts sharply with the way the enemy
was often demonised at this time.

Lees-Smith’s humanitarian concerns continued to inform his war work. In January 1915,
the French government inaugurated a military hospital atYvetot, near Rouen, and the MP
took a leading role in supporting it. On 22 March that year, he addressed a ‘largely attended’
meeting in Northampton Town Hall to appeal for voluntary subscriptions. Although his
main theme was the need for more hospital accommodation for wounded soldiers in France,
he began his appeal on a patriotic note, and his speech was punctuated by cheers
throughout.”

There are decisive turning points in all wars, he declared. One such had already occurred
when the retiring Allies turned on their pursuers on the banks of the Marne. Another
mighty moment was looming, when the great advance of the Allies would begin. In all
probability, he continued, 20,000 young soldiers were now being trained in Northampton
for that day. We shall be charging an enemy protected by trenches, an army which has been
preparing for us for almost a year.To charge trenches is the bloodiest form of warfare known,
and we must realise the number of casualties this operation will entail, greater than any

4 The Times, 19 December 1941.

5 Hansard, 17 June 1910.

6 Army Service Record, National Archives, WO 363.
7 Northampton Mercury, 26 March 1915.
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known in previous stages of the war. Preparations must be made for that, he said, and the
people of Northampton are asked to take their share. The French Red Cross had found
double the number of wounded they had expected, and hospital resources were ‘strained
to the uttermost’. We have to face the fact that ‘incalculable numbers of wounded, dead
and dying men will be carried mangled from the battlefield.’

France could not cope with this task without Britain’s support, he told his listeners. French
commerce and industry were paralysed by war. In Britain, by contrast, business was
proceeding and money was being earned. The wounded soldier has the right to demand
the same care and consideration as the highest in the land. We must have skilled, experienced
doctors, and trained, qualified nurses. All over France, he explained, a number of hospitals
were being established to supplement the existing system, partly under the French
government, and partly under the Red Cross and St. John Ambulance. These hospitals were
for British soldiers as well as those of ‘our allies’. They would be staffed by ‘British surgeons,
British physicians, and British nurses, under British management, and maintained by British
subscriptions.” If that chain of hospitals was completed in time, every wounded soldier
would have the greatest care modern medical science could provide.

Now he came to the practical point of his speech. He told his audience that the French
government had handed over to the British a monastery at Yvetot, with responsibility to
equip it as a hospital for 500 men until the end of the war. He had pledged that the people
of Northampton would maintain and equip a wing of this hospital for 50 to 100 beds. He
asked the town to guarantee /50 to £100 per week for the remainder of the war. £1 a
week from an individual or group would entitle them to name a bed in the Northampton
wing. The Mayor would receive all subscriptions and donations.

He ended by appealing to their altruism.The surgeons were working without payment, he
informed them. One of them, who had given up an income of many thousands of pounds
per vyear, had said, ‘This is real work for humanity, and T will never get such a chance of
doing it again.” Lees-Smith concluded, to applause, ‘For every bed you maintain, you can
be sure you are saving at least one human life. When the war 1s over you will be proud of
the fact that in the dark and dreadful days you were assisting in the noblest work for your
fellow countrymen, for your allies, for humanity, to which any man can put his hand.’

Following this rousing address, the meeting passed unanimously a resolution to maintain a
Northampton wing of 50 to 100 beds at Yvetot, for the duration of the war.

In May, Lees-Smith visited the hospital, accompanied by the Mayor of Northampton,
Councillor EC. Parker. The local newspaper, Le Reveil d’Yvetot, commented on the
‘remarkable organisation and perfect working of this building which we owe to the untiring
generosity of our English and American friends.” The Mayor was the bearer of a donation
of 25,000 francs from Northampton. He, the MP and other ‘British notabilities” were given
a tour by the chief officials of the hospital’s seven rooms, including the operating theatre,
and the newly christened ‘Northampton Ward’. Later, at the Sous-Prefecture, they were
presented to the local representative of the French government. The hospital was by now
in constant use. During the party’s visit to the neighbouring convalescent hospital atVeules-
les-Roses, a medical member of the group was recalled urgently to Yvetot because of the
arrival there of wounded soldiers. The hospital was named Hoépital de I’Alliance.?

8 NM,7 May 1915.
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Service in the RAMC

In September 1915 Lees-Smith joined the army. Throughout the war, he would show deep
sympathy for the common soldier, and seek to represent his interests. Perhaps it was in order
to identify with the ‘ordinary Tommy’ that he now joined the Royal Army Medical Corps
as a private. A number of MPs served as officers in the armed forces during the war. Lees-
Smith was unique in joining as a private, and remaining one of the ‘other ranks’ throughout
his service. This was surely remarkable for one of his class and background. The RAMC,
though, was an obvious choice given his valuable hospital work. He expressed his intention
to engage in anti-typhoid work at the front, and hoped to enlist others for that service.’

The following month Lees-Smith was promoted to Lance Corporal, and then in December
to Acting Corporal. In the meantime, in November, he had married Miss Joyce Holman.'"
He would be promoted again to Corporal, on two shillings and nine-pence a day, before
the end of his service. Posted to the 8th Sanitary Section of the RAMC, he arrived in
France on 10 May 1916, and joined the 41st Division on the Somme.The task of his section
was to maintain clean water supplies, cooking facilities and billets. According to his military
record, he had ‘good power of command’, and was ‘tactful in his way of handling men’.
Lees-Smith served in France until the last week of November, before taking extended leave
on parliamentary business.

Lees-Smith’s exposure at the front had brought on a tendency to attacks of asthma and
bronchitis (he would die from asthma in 1941). Although he remained in the army for the
remainder of the war until demobilised in April 1919, he was never medically fit enough
to return to active service.!' 1916, therefore, was the key year of Lees-Smith’s army service.
[t was also the year in which he began to dissent from the majority view of the war, even
before his overseas service. He authored a UDC leaflet, A Soldier’s View,'? and in parliament,
from January 1916 onwards, he consistently opposed the introduction of military
conscription.

Conscription and the Military Service Acts

On 27 January 1916, Parliament passed the long awaited Military Service Act. It would
come into force on 2 March, making unmarried men between the ages of 18 and 41 liable
to conscription. For the first time in modern British history, the state gave itself the power
to compel its male citizens to fight. Before the Act came in, Lord Derby’s scheme had
already encouraged voluntary enlistment, urging men of military age to attest their
willingness to be called up at a later date.

Many opponents of conscription argued that this scheme made conscription unnecessary,
and that voluntary recruitment was to be preferred. Lees-Smith did not speak in the debates
on the original bill, although he voted against it in all its stages.!”> He was the only
Northamptonshire member to oppose the bill. Charles McCurdy, his fellow Liberal MP
for Northampton, was absent due to a ‘longstanding engagement in another part of the
country’, but made it clear that he would have voted for the bill.™ It was passed by 431
votes to 39. The local press in Northampton supported the bill. The Mercury, which had
previously supported the voluntary system, argued that ‘they would be ill supporters of the

9 NI, 2 October 1915.
10 NI, 2 October 1915.
11 NA, WO 363.
12 Peace Pledge Union Archive.
13 The Times, 4 May 1916.
14 Northampton Daily Echo, 13 January 1916.
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voluntary system who allowed the volunteers to be deprived of reinforcements because a
small minority declined to render military service except under compulsion.’>

The Northampton Independent took the opportunity to attack a radical MP for whom they
had never had much sympathy. Under the headline ‘Political Suicide of Mr. Lees-Smith’, it
claimed that his action in voting against conscription had ‘created very hostile feeling against
him, even in his own party, who place patriotism above politics. Not only has he voted
twice against the bill, but he was reported to be ready to second the rejection. Such an
attitude on the part of one who has joined the RAMC seems incomprehensible. The temper
of the town seems to indicate he has signed his own political death warrant. He has failed
to realise that in a war of this character, fighting for national existence, we must subordinate
personal views to national necessity.” The writer acknowledged all that Lees-Smith had
done in saving life by his work for the Allied Hospital, but accused him of ‘doing the nation
a disservice by protecting those who refuse to serve their country. Northampton stood
supreme among towns in its response to the Derby Scheme. Slackers and slackers’
champions will get short shrift here. The cabinet and Kitchener say compulsion is needed.
Apparently Mr Lees-Smith thinks his knowledge is superior and the right of the individual
is above the need of the state. The ideals he holds so precious will soon be shattered if we
do not crush the enemy. It fills one with burning indignation that any representative of our
good old borough in this hour of greatest peril should pose as a champion of those who
are playing the coward.’!°

Lees-Smith must have been uncomfortably aware that there was some truth in the assertion
that he was risking ‘political suicide’. He had taken a stand with an unpopular minority,
members of the UDC and others, who were frequently accused of ‘pacifism’ and worse.
Indeed, he would find himself without a parliamentary seat in 1918.

In May, a second Military Service Bill came before the House, extending the call-up to
married men in the 18 to 41 age group. On 4 May 1916, R.D. Holt, the Liberal MP for
Hexham, moved the rejection of the bill. In RAMC uniform, to emphasise his patriotic
credentials, Lees-Smith addressed the House, to second the rejection.’”

The bill, he argued was a gamble, likely to weaken Britain’s contribution to the war effort.
Britain, he argued, was the financial reserve of the Allies, and there was a limit to the number
of men who could be spared from industry. That limit had almost been reached, and the
bill would exhaust financial resources by a further draft of 200,000 men.

Lees-Smith acknowledged there was popular demand in the country, but it was based on
the idea that compulsion was necessary to secure equality of sacrifice. However, the real
issue was between equality of service and voluntary service, and he believed voluntary
service was the finer and nobler of the two. It had given the nation self-dependence,
initiative and a spirit of freedom. We should be proud that over 96 per cent of Britain’s
forces in the present war had been raised by voluntary recruitment.

Finally, and characteristically, he voiced the concerns of those who had attested under the
Derby scheme. ‘I hear what they are saying,” he said, drawing on his own military
experience. ‘The stigma of conscription is stamped upon them all. Men who have made

15 NM, 7 January 1915.
16 NI, 15 January 1916.
17 NM, 5 May 1916.
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great sacrifice in order to respond to Lord
Derby’s appeal are being robbed of the credit to
which that sacrifice entitles them.’

Lees-Smith’s fellow Liberal MP for Northamp-
ton, Charles McCurdy, (Figure 2) supported
conscription and disassociated himself from the
views expressed by his colleague. While paying
tribute to Lees-Smith’s patriotic motives, and
the sacrifice of his civil career in order to serve
the country in a military capacity, he felt that in
serving at the front Lees-Smith had lost touch
with his Northampton constituents. Conscrip-
tion, he argued, was ‘a measure which will not
only be welcomed but which for weeks and
months past has been demanded by the great
and overwhelming majority of the constituents
of Members of this House.” There was no
servitude in it, he asserted, because it had been
freely chosen by a free people.'®

‘The Pacifist Group of MPs’
The local press and public opinion in
Northampton sided with McCurdy. Lees-Smith,

?)ovl\{ever, Wali now - part i)f fzil mangmty " Figure 2. Charles McCurdy, Lees-
arliament who were critical of Lloyd George’s Smith’s fellow Liberal MP for
conduct of the war. The group included the
Liberals John Burns, E.D. Morrel, Arthur
Ponsonby and C.P. Trevelyan; the Labour
members were J. Ramsay MacDonald, Philip
Snowden, Fred Jowett, J.R.. Clynes, Will Thorne
and J.H.Thomas. The press soon dubbed them, inaccurately, ‘the pacifist group’. Over the
next two years, these men would scorn unpopularity, and urge the government to pursue
a policy designed to bring the war to an end through negotiation, and establish a just and

lasting peace.

Northampton. (Northampton
Independent, 15 January 1910, courtesy of
Northamptonshire Newspapers)

At a time when the Allies — Britain, France, Russia, Italy and Japan — had as their prime
objective outright victory, Lees-Smith and his colleagues urged the British to commit to a
set of democratic war aims, and a vision of a fairer, more peaceful post-war world. They
believed this would give Allied soldiers a cause worth fighting for, but also increase the
possibility of an early, negotiated peace. They also championed the idea of an international
organisation to resolve conflicts.

Lees-Smith and War and Peace

In December 1916, the German Chancellor, Bethmann-Hollweg made tentative proposals
for negotiations with the Allies. Lees-Smith’s speech in the House of Commons at the end
of that month expressed in the clearest terms his view of war and peace, and is worth
summarising here.

He welcomed the Chancellor’s Note, and the fact that the British Prime Minister’s response

18 The Times, 4 May 1916.
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had not ‘closed the door’. He wished the Germans to bring forward their proposals, and
hoped that any Note in reply would not be couched in language that would make it
practically impossible for them to do so. If the proposals are sincere, he said, the possibility
of peace comes in sight. If not genuine, let them be made public to show the German
people they are suffering and dying in a war of aggression. Such a realisation on their part
would be more effective than military victories.

Next he addressed the opinion that if the British secured peace now they would have failed
to achieve the purpose for which they entered the war, because the security of Europe
could not be achieved without a definite military decision. He had recently returned from
the front, having been there seven or eight months, serving in the ranks, and he was certain
‘the men out there’ would form a more realistic judgement than ‘any body of men in this
country’.They would carry a proposition for a serious peace effort with practical unanimity.
A military decision was only possible by a war of attrition, the grim exchange of a life for
a life until the German lines thinned so that they fell back to shorter lines, and the process
began again — ‘a frightful prospect’. When it was all over there would still be 100 million
men penned in behind hostile tarift barriers, prepared to take advantage of any shift in
alliances to recover their position. To think this would provide security was the ‘wildest
delusion’. It would prolong the war for months or years, and send tens of thousands of his
‘fellow countrymen’ to mutilation and slaughter.

Security, he argued, can only be achieved by a scheme by which the nations of Europe and
outside agree together that all will guarantee each, and each will guarantee all. The purpose
of the war will be achieved not by military victory, but by the creation of a league of nations,
a settlement with an absolute veto on aggression and with consideration of the legitimate
claims of any nation. “We are standing upon the threshold of a new order ... a moment in
history when mankind never so clearly has held its own fate for good or ill in its own
hands.” If you ‘hold the Central Empires down by military decision followed by economic
strangulation ... you will make war more inevitable and deadly than ever.”"”

His words would prove to be prescient, but were unlikely to win him support in
Northampton. Three weeks earlier, a large crowd in Northampton Town Hall had cheered
speeches by the Labour Leader, Arthur Henderson MP, and Charles McCurdy, denouncing
‘a patched up peace’ and calling for peace through victory,?® a view echoed in all the
Northampton papers.

The following April the United States entered the war on the Allies’side. ‘How about
pacifism now?’ crowed Jupiter in the Independent. “What will Mr. Lees-Smith and his peace
admirers say now that America has intervened?’?' But Lees-Smith and his peace admirers
welcomed America’s entry. In January, President Woodrow Wilson had stated his belief that
the war should end in peace without victory. ‘Victory would mean peace forced upon the
loser, a victor’s terms imposed upon the vanquished. It would be accepted in humiliation,
under duress, at an intolerable sacrifice, and would leave a sting, a resentment, a bitter
memory upon which terms of peace would rest, not permanently, but only upon quicksand.
Only a peace between equals can last.” (14 points, 22 January 1917.)> These prophetic
words echoed the position of the so-called ‘pacifist group’ in the British House of
Commons.

19 The Times, 31 December 1916.

20 NM, 8 December 1916.

21 NI, 7 April 1917.

22 www.historylearningsite.co.uk/woodrow_wilson1.htm
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Another of their concerns was the national rights of populations in territories aftected by
the war. In June 1917, Lees-Smith raised the issue of Epirus, a district of Albania, whose
people, he said, were ‘a civilised population with Hellenistic sympathies’. To the proposal
to make the district a protectorate of Britain’s ally, Italy, he demanded whether steps would
be taken to ascertain the wishes of the inhabitants.?* Later that month, he sought similar
assurances before Alsace-Lorraine was returned to France.?

Siegfried Sassoon’s ‘Soldiers Declaration’

In July 1917, Lees-Smith received a visitor. It was Second Lieutenant Siegfried Sassoon of
the Royal Welch Fusiliers. Sassoon, later famous as a war poet, had enlisted as a private in
1914, tought bravely, been wounded and awarded the Military Cross. Now, disillusioned
with the purpose of the war, he had written a letter to his commanding officer, and given
a copy to Lees-Smith.

On 30 July 1917, the radical Liberal MP for Haggerston, Henry Chancellor, called attention
to the breaking up of a pacifist meeting at a church in Islington two days earlier. He blamed
‘hooligans’, aided by a number of Canadian and Australian troops, and claimed the police refused
to intervene. He did not share the views of the pacifists, but defended their right to express
unpopular opinions. The Home Secretary, Sir George Cave, said the police did their best to
defend persons and property, and the House would not believe a word against the soldiers.

Lees-Smith rose to his feet, Sassoon’s letter in his hand. The communication should be
considered, he said, in the light of the differential treatment meted out to soldiers who
broke up meetings and to soldiers having such a distinguished record in the field as this
young officer. He then proceeded to read out Sassoon’s A Soldier’s Declaration:

[ am making this statement as an act of wilful defiance of military authority, because
I believe that the War is being deliberately prolonged by those who have the power
to end it. [ am a soldier, convinced that I am acting on behalf of soldiers. I believe that
this War, on which I entered as a war of defence and liberation, has now become a
war of aggression and conquest. I believe that the purpose for which I and my fellow
soldiers entered upon this war should have been so clearly stated as to have made it
impossible to change them, and that, had this been done, the objects which actuated
us would now be attainable by negotiation. I have seen and endured the sufferings of
the troops, and I can no longer be a party to prolong these sufferings for ends which
I believe to be evil and unjust. I am not protesting against the conduct of the war, but
against the political errors and insincerities for which the fighting men are being
sacrificed. On behalf of those who are suffering now I make this protest against the
deception which is being practised on them; also I believe that I may help to destroy
the callous complacency with which the majority of those at home regard the
contrivance of agonies which they do not, and which they have not sufficient
imagination to realize.

Lees-Smith then challenged the motives of a Medical Board diagnosis that Sassoon was
suffering from nervous shock, and the decision to send him to a hospital for officers with
shell shock. Sassoon had asked him to follow up his case, and had impressed the MP as ‘a
man of unusual mental power and extraordinary determination of character’. There was no
evidence of nervous shock in his statement, and the Board’s decision was political not
medical.

23 The Times, 1 June 1917.
24 The Times, 28 June 1917.
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He contrasted Sassoon’s action with soldiers who broke up meetings with the tacit approval
of the authorities. The latter misrepresented the feeling in the army, he claimed, going on
to cite peaceful meetings of soldier delegates from several battalions demanding that the
government state its war aims. Such meetings had been accused of breaking King’s
Regulations. The House should prevent Sassoon’s action being stifled and discredited by
the ‘absurd doctrine’ that it was caused by nervous shock.?® Once again, Lees-Smith’s
sympathies clearly lay with the serving soldiers. However, it was not to them, but to the
voters of Northampton, that he was accountable.

Locally, he had continued to draw criticism for being out of step with his constituents. In
March and April, he had spoken in Stockton-on-Tees and Aberdeen respectively on behalf
of bye-election candidates endorsed by the UDC, standing on a negotiated peace platform.
‘Let him call a public meeting in Northampton for the same purpose!’ thundered Jupiter
in the Independent. ‘He would soon have his eyes opened to the temper of Northampton
concerning his action.’?® As late as December 1917, a Conservative speaker was able to
accuse him of failing to face his constituents on the question of the war.?’

Arguing for a Negotiated Peace

The German conditions for peace in December 1916 proved unacceptable to the Allies,
but there were several other peace proposals during the war: from Pope Benedict XV in
August 1917,% and even earlier, from the Berne and Hague conferences of 1915. In the
British House of Commons the ‘pacifist group’ continued to use every opportunity to
argue their case, which was for a just peace, and certainly not for a peace at any price. They
consistently insisted on satisfactory guarantees of the independence and restoration of
Belgium, the evacuation of other occupied territory, an equitable solution to the problem
of Alsace-Lorraine and the devising and enforcement of effective international machinery
for the avoidance of future wars.?

On 29 November 1917, the case for a negotiated peace received support from an
unexpected quarter when a letter was published in the Daily Télegraph. The correspondent
was Lord Lansdowne, a former Governor-General of Canada,Viceroy of India, Secretary of
State for War and Foreign Secretary. After 1906 he became the Conservative leader in the
House of Lords, and in 1915 a minister in Asquith’s coalition government. With growing
misgivings about the conduct of the war, he wrote to express his support for a negotiated
peace and his opposition to ‘the annihilation of Germany as a great power’.* The following
February, he founded the Lansdowne Committee to promote these views, and was
supported by Lees-Smith and others.’! Later the same year they would support Asquith’s
unsuccessful censure motion on the Lloyd George government.??

Meanwhile, on 5 January 1918, Lloyd George had published Britain’s war aims. These
included Belgian and Polish independence, the restoration of Alsace and Lorraine to France,
self-government for the nationalities of the Austro-Hungarian Empire, self-determination
for the German colonies, and for Turkey’s middle eastern possessions, ‘recognition of their
separate national conditions’. The last was not clearly defined. Most importantly, however,

25 The Times, 31 July 1917.

26 NI, 24 March 1917;7 April 1917.
27 NM, 28 December 1917.

28 HSC Online.

29 The Times, 6 November 1917.

30 History.com

31 The Times, 7 March 1918.

32 The Times, 11 May 1918.
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the Prime Minister committed his country to the establishment of an international
organisation as an alternative to war as a means of settling international disputes.>® Lees-
Smith supported the first and last of these, but believed insisting on the others made a
negotiated peace more difficult to achieve.

The Russian Revolution

In March 1917, revolution had broken out in Russia. The Tsar was overthrown and replaced
by a provisional government committed to democracy. Although the new government
proposed to continue the war against Germany, it declared its commitment to a peace
without annexations or indemnities based on the rights of all nations to settle their own
affairs. This was welcomed by the ‘pacifist’ group in the British House of Commons. In
May, during a debate on war aims, Lees-Smith seconded an amendment moved by Philip
Snowden:

That this House welcomes the declaration of the new government of Russia,
repudiating all proposals for Imperialistic conquest and aggrandisement, and calls on
His Majesty’s government to issue a similar declaration on behalf of the British
democracy and to join the Allies in re-stating the Allied terms in conformity with the
Russian declaration.?*

Lees-Smith would later attribute Russia’s military collapse to the Allies’ failure to do this.
In November, however, a second revolution brought the Bolsheviks to power. With the
slogan ‘Peace, Bread and Land’, they were determined to take Russia out of the war, and
opened negotiations with the Germans. Russia was exhausted, starving and divided, and
the Germans took full advantage, demanding a heavy price for peace. The Russians were
forced to concede vast swathes of territory. Although Britain was in a much stronger
position, the precedent was far from encouraging to British advocates of a negotiated peace.
With the exception of Poland, Lloyd George excluded Russian territories from his war
aims.

In April 1918, when British and Japanese troops were landed from warships at Vladivostok
to protect the British Consulate and Japanese citizens, Lees-Smith sought assurances that
they would be withdrawn as soon as order was restored. It was the beginning of military
intervention by the Western Allies in the Russian Civil War, on the side of the anti-Bolshevik
forces.®

The Radical Council

The opposition to the war had forged a strong alliance between radical liberals and socialists.
On 25 July 1918, Lees-Smith was present in the House of Commons at the launch meeting
of the Radical Council. The meeting adopted a policy statement on war and peace, and
was specific in its demand that ‘international conversations should not be restricted to
socialists but adopted as a distinctive feature of Liberal foreign policy’. Within a year or two,
however, many of the Council’s Liberal supporters, including Lees-Smith, would be in the
Labour Party.

With regard to reconstruction after the war, the meeting called for a ‘fundamental
reorganisation of society’, and set out means for achieving this under 32 headings. These

33 Statement by The Right Honourable David Lloyd George, 5 January 1918, WWI Document Archive.
34 The Times, 16 May 1917.
35 The Times, 12 April 1918.
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included a capital levy, a retention of excess profits duty, complete free trade, a minimum
wage, state ownership of mines, railways and munition factories, free education from nursery
school to university, industrial self- government by the creation of industrial parliaments, an
increased old age pension at an earlier age, home rule all round, and the abolition of the
workhouse, conscription, hereditary titles and the House of Lords.*

Lees-Smith and War Aims

Two days earlier, at Northampton Town Hall, Lees-Smith had addressed Northampton
Liberals at his own request, to explain his position on the war. (Figure 3) He had, he
declared, supported Britain’s original war aims, the restoration of Belgium, the evacuation
of France, the recognition of the rights of subject nations, and the creation of a League of
Nations. These, he said, were obligations of honour for which a country must be prepared
to fight to the end, and if they had remained Britain’s sole war aims, the government would
have had very little criticism from him. His views began to diverge from the Government’s
towards the end of 1916, after the Somme offensive, when President Wilson thought a just
conclusion might be reached, but Lloyd George had decided the war must go on until the
Germans were ‘knocked out’. Lees-Smith’s alternative policy was that the Allies should
insist on their original war aims, but respond positively to any peace offers. Issues that had
arisen since the war began — questions such as German and Turkish colonies, Dalmatia,
Trieste, Alsace-Lorraine, Poland, the Czechs and Yugoslavs — should be considered by
conference and negotiation. He opposed the policy of ‘the knock-out blow’, which he
believed resulted from ‘entanglements with our allies’, exposed by the Russians’ publication
of secret treaties.”’

The Post-war World

In the end, the First World War was not brought to an end by negotiation, as Lees-Smith
had hoped, but by the collapse of Germany. With its army weary of war, its civilian
population starving and revolution in the streets, the German government was forced to
request an armistice. 1918 had seen a massive German oftensive, followed by an Allied
advance, and more casualties than in any other single year of the war.

There had not been a general election since 1910, when Lees-Smith and Charles McCurdy
had both been elected. Now a new election was called for December, but Northampton’s
representation in Parliament had been reduced to one seat, and Lees-Smith decided not to
stand in the town. In the heady atmosphere of victory, the local Liberals chose McCurdy,
supporter of the war and the Lloyd George Coalition government. A small minority
opposed his selection, ‘chiefly from the pacifist element in the party’, according to the
Independent,® a sign that Lees-Smith retained some support in the town. Nevertheless,
McCurdy undoubtedly represented the dominant view in Northampton. He was
subsequently elected with a large majority.

The Liberal party split, and Lees-Smith stood as the Independent Radical candidate for the
Yorkshire constituency of DonValley. He was one of 12 ‘Asquith Liberals’ fighting Coalition
candidates in Yorkshire seats where Labour was also standing. On 30 December The Times
revealed the results of the election. ‘Every Liberal pacifist member of the last parliament
was beaten out of hand’, it reported. ‘Mr. Holt and Mr. Lees-Smith changed their
constituencies but not their fate.”® It was the first general election in which all adult men

36 The Times, 26 July 1918.

37 NM, 26 July 1918.

38 NI, 22 November 1918.

39 The Times, 30 December 1918.



H.B. LEES-SMITH: NORTHAMPTON’S ‘PACIFIST’ MP 83

Figure 3. Lees-Smith speaking in the 1910 election campaign.
(Northampton Independent, 22 January 1910, courtesy of Northamptonshire Newspapers)

had the vote, but the votes of the soldiers he had championed did not save Lees-Smith.
Labour MPs who opposed the war, such as MacDonald, Snowden, Jowett and Lansbury,
also lost their seats. The split permanently damaged the Liberal Party, and Lees-Smith and
others, including Charles Trevelyan, joined the Labour Party, which within a few years
became the official opposition.

“We are standing on the threshold of a new world order’, Lees-Smith declared, explaining
his decision to join Labour. In Britain, he believed, a cooperative commonwealth was
required to tackle inequality. Abroad, the harsh terms of the Versailles Treaty had increased
the danger of a new war, he argued, and only the election of labour and socialist
governments across Europe could prevent it.*

In 1920, a bye-election was called in Northampton following C.A. McCurdy’s appointment

40 John Shepherd — “The Flight from the Liberal Party’, Journal of Liberal History 67, Summer 2010.
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as Food Controller. Three parliamentary
hopetuls were shortlisted for the Northampton
Labour Party nomination. They were Margaret
Bondfield, E.L. Poulton and H.B. Lees-Smith.*!
Lees-Smith, the former Liberal, and Poulton
were unsuccessful. Bondfield had spoken at
Northampton Labour meetings during the
war, and like Lees-Smith had supported a
negotiated peace. She was adopted as the
Labour candidate, and elected at her second
attempt in 1923. In 1931 she would become
the first woman cabinet member as Minister
of Labour in Ramsay MacDonald’s Labour
government.

By the time of the 1922 General Election, the
public mood had changed. Many of the Labour
ex-Radical Liberals, including Trevelyan and
Ponsonby, were elected to Parliament again.
Lees-Smith became MP for Keighley,* a
marginal seat he would hold on-and-oft until
his death in 1941.

Figure 4. Hastings Bertram Lees- 1y, public euphoria that greeted the armistice
Smith. (Northampton Independent, in 1918 had faded, to be replaced by grave
15 January 1910, courtesy of misgivings about the future. In Germany there
Northamptonshire Newspapers) was bitter resentment of the Versailles Treaty.
The Allies had imposed reparation payments
on Germany, which in 1921 were fixed at 132 billion gold marks. The British economist,
J.M. Keynes, warned that this would make a stable liberal civilisation and economy in
Europe impossible. In 1923 France occupied the Ruhr to enforce reparations, precipitating
massive inflation. The value of the mark was reduced to practically zero. By 1929, Germany’s
debt would be one-and-a-half times its national income. The Wall Street crash of that year
would be hardest felt in Germany, leading to the rise of the Nazis. Meanwhile, the United
States refused to join the League of Nations, which had no effective means of enforcing its
decisions. The dangers of a vindictive peace imposed by one victorious side on the defeated
enemy, of which Lees-Smith and others had warned, were becoming clear for all to see. As
President Wilson had said, ‘Only a peace between equals can last.”

During the inter-war years, Lees-Smith served on the Executive Committee of the UDC.
He supported the League of Nations and collective security, opposed military alliances, and
argued for self-government for India, and secondary education for all. He served as Post
Master General and President of the Board of Education in the same cabinet as Margaret
Bondfield, and briefly as Acting Labour Leader in the House when Attlee joined Churchill’s
wartime coalition. When the new conflict he had feared and warned about became
inevitable, he wholeheartedly supported the military eftort against Hitler. In the words of
his obituary in The Times: ‘He devoted himself assiduously to advocating a vigorous
prosecution of the war, and his well-informed and constructive speeches ... often received
tributes from members of all parties.’*3

41 George Attewell, unpublished ‘History of Northampton Labour Party, Part 1, 1914-1945’.
42 The Times, 17 November 1922.
43 The Times, 19 December 1941.
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H.B. Lees-Smith was a man of peace, though never a pacifist in the strict sense of the term.
He hated war, and argued for practical political solutions to end one terrible war, and to
prevent another. Never afraid to voice unpopular opinions, his politics was rooted in a deep
belief in the human potential for good. At the height of the First World War he declared:
‘Trust yourselves boldly to those decent, kindly, humane forces which are to be found in
every man and in every nation ... I believe that those who put their trust in the great moral
forces, which lie latent in the hearts of man, will find that, in the long run, they have never
failed mankind.’* (Figure 4)

44 The Times, 31 December 1916.
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Charles Lamotte — an Addendum
PETER McKAY

In my essay on Charles Lamotte in the 2014 issue of Northamptonshire Past and Present
(Number 67), I made the point that the sort of textual emendation that was commonplace
in the editing of classical texts in previous generations, and was beloved by Lamotte, was
seriously out-of-fashion by the time Lamotte died in 1742. 1 recently came across a piece
by Lord Chesterfield (1694-1773), he of The Letters fame, which supports this view in an
amusing way. The piece is entitled Dialogue between Horace and Dr Bentley and may be found
in Volume V (Miscellanies) of The Letters and Works of Philip Dormer Stanhope, Earl of
Chestetfield, edited by Lord Mahon, (1892), pp.404-10.There is no indication of the date of
composition but the context would imply that it was after Bentley had died (also 1742)
and probably after the Earl retired from politics in 1748. It may therefore date from 1753-
56 when Chesterfield was writing essays for The World. (Bentley’s edition of Horace was
published in 1711.) A brief extract of the dialogue follows:

Horace: ...I never liked critics, commentators and emendators, who, under pretence
of restoring and correcting the works of an author, make him say just what they
please...

Bentley: ...you was never understood till I restored, corrected, and explained you. I
was the first who discovered and gave your true meaning.

Horace:Your own rather, which you peremptorily asserted was mine, or if not, ought
to have been mine.

Bentley: True. And is not that a proof of friendship?
Horace: Or of vanity, which my vanity does not think itself obliged to you for...

Horace then accuses Bentley of an inadequate grasp of the Latin language, (‘I do not
understand one-half of yours’), and makes the point that no surviving manuscript is
earlier than ‘six or seven hundred years’ after the originals were composed.

When Horace is asked whether he had ‘ever read my edition of your works?’
Horace replies: As I told you before, I could not understand above half of it; but in
what I did understand, there seemed to be some ingenious conjectures.

Bentley: Conjectures! By Hercules, not a single one! I do not deal in conjectures. I
advance nothing but what I demonstrate to be true.

Horace: There spoke the true spirit of a commentator... let me tell you at parting,
that conjectures are generally the offspring of too much vanity, and too much leisure,
and the parents of fanaticism of all kinds. They mislead the human mind, and bewilder
it in the wilds and wastes of fancy. They are cherished and fondled by selt-love into so
many demonstrations, for the truth of which the heated imagination of their author
would willingly not only inflict but suffer martyrdom.

Charles Lamotte would probably have been forced to agree — reluctantly.
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Amongst the plethora of books, films, television programmes and art installations comm-
emorating the centenary of the start of the Great War, Naseby Lion chronicles the impact of
that and the Second World War on one Northamptonshire village. Its author lived all his
life in Naseby and, as farmers do, he knew the lie of the land and pretty well all the village
inhabitants in his lifetime.

Michael Westaway was always fascinated by Naseby’s history and was an enthusiastic
member of an evening class on local history I taught there in the early 1970s. This was a
follow-up to an outstandingly successtul exhibition organised by Naseby people on the
Civil War battle there in 1644. Michael had a particular interest in military history and
weaponry, and was able to revisit the battle of Naseby more recently with Glenn Foard and
the modern Battlefields Research group who have greatly added to the sum of knowledge
of historic battlefields. He was also a local guide to the makers of a television series on
battlefields of Britain, and Peter Snow contributes a brief tribute to him in Naseby Lion. In
retirement, Michael spent a great deal of time and energy researching the lives of local men
who fought and died in the two World Wars. At his own death in 2009 he left a manuscript
which his family have seen into publication in time for the Great War centenary.

Half the book traces the fortunes of Naseby in the twentieth century down to the end of
Hitler’s war. Matters, such as the forces of economic and social change, affecting village life
are seen through the eyes of a boy and young man.These chapters are historically informed
and laced with humorous asides. One chapter, ‘The Lion’, recounts how church and chapel
divisions caused Naseby’s war memorial to be located outside the churchyard rather than
within, and to be topped with a lion instead of the more conventional cross.

The other half of the book is a gazetteer of what is known about ‘Our Boys’, the eleven
who died in the First World War, and the two who lost their lives in the Second. Each gets
an essay on their lives, families and village connections, together with maps of the sections
of the Western Front on which they fought and died, and extracts from company and
battalion diaries and other sources. In addition to his work in the archives, the author visited
the graves of these men, and the book i1s illustrated with many photographs of them and
their headstones in the military cemeteries and of old Naseby itself. Being a smallish village
the death toll in Naseby was less extensive than in more populous places. But to the families
and community the loss of these men was felt just as painfully as elsewhere. The commem-
orative events of 2014 have reminded us of the huge scale of national grief and loss. This
well-produced volume sums up these events and feelings in microcosm.

Ron Greenall

We have received Stamford and Magna Carta: the start of the road to Runnymede by Henry
Summerson and published by the Stamford and District Local History Society with
Stamford Town Council, ISBN 978-1-84549-650-0.
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The Autumn/Winter 2014 number of Cake and Cockhorse, magazine of the Banbury
Historical Society, contains an interesting article on ‘Nepotism in Action: Seventeenth
Century Clergy in Greatworth, Marston St Lawrence, Thenford and Warkworth’. In the
Spring 2015 number is an article by Deborah Hayter on Kings Sutton Surveyors’ accounts.
The magazines are in the NRS library and can be purchased from Jeremy Gibson,

jeremy.gibson@ethbroadband.net.
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Lady Juliet Townsend DCVO 1941-2014

Lady Juliet Townsend had served as President of the Society since 2008. For much of her
life she lived in the county, in the home and estate in Charlton-cum-Newbottle established
by her paternal grandfather, EE. Smith, a barrister and Unionist politician, who was elevated
to the peerage as Lord Birkenhead. Her maternal grandfather was William Berry, who
became Lord Camrose, for many years proprietor of the Daily Telegraph. From them, and of
course from others of her family and circle, she inherited her verbal dexterity, her vivacity,
her great interest in literature and the stamina to be involved in public office. She wrote
two books, her Shell Guide to Northamptonshire (1968) being perhaps the one best known
to members of this Society.

After graduating in English at Somerville College, Oxford, she was Lady-in-Waiting to
Princess Margaret for a number of years. In 1970 she married John Townsend and with
their three daughters returned to live in Charlton after the early death of her brother, Robin.
With her husband she opened the Old Hall Bookshop in Brackley, and, more recently a
butcher’s shop, selling meat sourced from their estate.

In 1991-92 she served as High Sherift of Northamptonshire and until 1998 she was also
chairman of the Northamptonshire branch of the Council for the Preservation of Rural
England. On stepping down, she became Lord Lieutenant of Northamptonshire, serving in
that capacity until 2004.As Lord Lieutenant she held the position of president of St Andrews
Hospital in Northampton and served on the governing body of the University of
Northampton. She was appointed LVO in 1981 and DCVO in October 2014 shortly before
the onset of her final illness.

Ron Greenall

Lady Juliet had a long-standing interest in the history and archives of the county and was
committed to the interests of the Society, attending meetings that chairmen are often unable
to find the time to attend. We first met at the meeting of a committee set up by Patrick
King to consider records still in the hands of parishes that ought to be deposited in the
diocesan archive in Northampton. Later, | surveyed the Newbottle Estate for archaeological
remains, and Lady Juliet was most interested in the results and helped with contacts for
neighbouring landowners.

David Hall

Christopher Guy Vere Davidge OBE DL 1929-2014

Christopher Davidge was Chairman of the Society for 25 years until his death on 22
December 2014 at the age of 85. He had joined the Council in 1983, and one of his early
aspirations was to see the establishment of a Finance Committee. A group was set up later
that year as the Finance & Investments Committee, with Christopher as Chairman. In this
role his wide knowledge of financial matters came to the fore, and the once-a-year meetings
at his home were orderly, constructive and full of goodwill; gatherings to which members
of the Committee always looked forward with pleasure.

Christopher Davidge was born in the family home at Little Houghton and his upbringing,
in a house with a fine library set at the heart of an old Northamptonshire estate village, no
doubt influenced his interest in history, and together with his extensive knowledge of the
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county, made him a natural choice as a member of the Council. He already knew of the
Society’s work, as his father had served as Chairman for 13 years until his death in 1981.

But many people will remember Christopher Davidge as one of the outstanding oarsmen
of the mid-twentieth century. He had become interested in rowing whilst at Eton, and
pursued the sport with vigour when he went up to Oxford to study law. A popular stroke,
he took part in the Boat Race three times, and his involvement with the Henley Royal
Regatta became almost legendary. His awards included no fewer than nine medals and other
honours, and he later devoted much of his life to the cause of rowing. For almost 40 years
he was a Committee member of the Royal Regatta, and from 1967 until his death was a
Steward, having acted in that capacity less than two months before he was taken ill. He was
also, for ten years, Chairman of the Leander Club.

In 1952 his ability as an oarsman had come to the attention of the Olympic National
Selection Committee and, although he had little international experience, he was offered
a place in the British team for the Helsinki Games. He was again selected for the Games in
Melbourne in 1956 and in Rome in 1960.

Having retired from active participation in rowing at the age of 31, he then devoted much
of his time to the Olympic cause. He was a natural negotiator, and on more than one
occasion was sent in to smooth troubled situations. Perhaps the most notable of such
incidents occurred before the 1980 Games in Moscow; the Government had brought huge
pressure upon British rowing to boycott the Games because of the Soviet Union’s invasion
of Afghanistan. Christopher, as President of the Amateur R owing Association at the time,
spoke against the ban, and was summoned to the Foreign Office to give account of himself
to the then Foreign Secretary, Lord Carrington.

His case was simple — if the Government would stop trading with Russia, then Rowing
would support the boycott, but the sportsmen were not prepared to be used as a whip for
protest. ‘He was very gentlemanly about it,” remembered Christopher, ‘and said “I quite
understand your position. But we must agree to disagree.”” The team went to the Games.

Chet de Mission for several Olympics, his commitment to the work of Olympic Rowing
spanned no less than 36 years. Not for nothing was he described as ‘a brilliant oarsman, a
fine leader; a man with an impeccable rowing career, but no trace of vanity...” In 1988 he
was elected a Freeman of the Company of Watermen and Lightermen of the River Thames.

An active life in the City had to be fitted into his many other activities; he was an under-
writing member of Lloyds and sometime Director of Lloyds of London Press, whilst locally
was for 20 years a Director of Mixconcrete Limited, at the time one of the leading gravel
extraction and concrete manufacturing concerns in the country, with origins on his own
Estate at Little Houghton.

Following in his father’s footsteps, Christopher Davidge was appointed High Sherrift of
Northamptonshire in 1988, and two years later became a Deputy Lieutenant of the County.

For over 40 years he was a Governor of St Andrew’s Hospital in Northampton and served
two terms as its Chairman, and as co-founder of the Three Shires Hospital was for 25 years
its Chairman. In 2002 the University of Northampton made him an Honorary Fellow in
recognition of his work, particularly in the field of finance. He was appointed OBE in 1982.

Apart from his many other interests, his most important work may have been for the comm-
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unity in which he lived. He worked tirelessly to enhance the character and environment of
his local village whilst at the same time keeping an open-minded approach towards progress;
he knew just how far to go without disturbing a natural balance, and as a landlord was well
thought of and respected by his tenants.

But in particular Christopher Davidge was passionately proud of his native county. That
may be the reason why he devoted over 30 years of his life to our Society. His leadership,
wise counsel and sound judgment, his keen sense of humour and above all the warmth of
his companionship and generosity of spirit, which he so freely shared with us all, will be
greatly missed, but his work stands testimony to a life devoted to the benefit of his fellow
men.

John Ford

The Brudenells Of Deene: Edmund 1928-2014 and Marian 1934-2013

The Brudenells have been at Deene for 500 years and Edmund lived to celebrate the fact
in 2014, sadly without Marian by his side, she having died suddenly and unexpectedly in
the August before.

Edmund and Marian married in 1955 and lived at Deene while his parents were still alive.
Marian was the daughter of Sir Reginald Manningham-Buller, later Lord Dilhorne, and
the Manningham-Bullers wondered what Marian had taken on. Deene was then a rather
empty stark house, the older Brudenells seemingly unaware how uninviting it was. Mrs
Brudenell senior would prepare food in the kitchen at one end of the house, put the
containers into her bicycle basket and cycle to where they were going to eat at the other
end of the house. There was no sensible heating and hardly a sign of electricity. Edmund
did persuade his parents to extend the primitive electricity supply in the mid-1940s, but it
was only when he inherited in 1962 that he and Marian took on the challenge of both
updating services and transforming Deene into one of the most attractive and hospitable
houses in the county.

Almost everything needed attention: new electricity, new plumbing and bathrooms,
Collyweston stone-tiled roofs needed relaying and furniture had to be found to dress the
rooms as there was little then existing. Initially they employed a designer, but very quickly
it became apparent that Marian’s own taste of colours, fabrics and interior decoration was
equal to any designer they might employ. So began a partnership, which by 1967 had put
into order the ground floor rooms to a degree that they began to open the house to the
public. Marian’s eye also turned to the garden, and where there had been just grass and a
few shrubs, there arose new hedges and herbaceous borders and, most effectively, planting
against the south facing walls of the house. Her most dramatic invention, together with the
designer David Hicks, was to carve up the front lawn in 1990 and make an ornamental
parterre with shaped beds, topiary and an abundance of roses. Another challenge was the
huge Ballroom, at the end of the house, built by the famous Lord Cardigan after his return
from the Crimea. By the 1970s it had every sort of decay: dry-rot, beetle and damp, as well
as being a huge space only usable for teas for visitors and tenants’ lunches. With some daring,
the Brudenells put in an application for its demolition, and by extensive canvassing of
numerous experts and advisors, many of whom had by then become personal friends, they
won the appeal and the Ballroom was demolished, being replaced by a small conservatory,
incorporating panels of the Victorian heraldic glass which had been in the Ballroom
windows.

Both Edmund and Marian were intensely proud of the Brudenell heritage, and most especially
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of the library, which dated back to the earliest days of the Brudenells at Deene in the
sixteenth century. In 1970, delving in the family archive, Marian discovered a hitherto
unknown copy of the 1215 Magna Carta made in 1297.This was eventually sold in 1983
to Ross Perot in America, and the proceeds made it possible to pay oft the numerous
borrowings which had been taken on board to achieve the restoration of the house. Edmund
frequently told the tale in his later years that he had an overdraft when he was 21 and was
proud that he still had it! This was typical of this shrewd, quiet but frequently witty man.
Edmund commissioned a catalogue and history of the Deene library, initiated by Nicolas
Barker, who had realised that the collection incorporated a large number of volumes which
had belonged to the famous Sir Thomas Tresham. It was eventually published privately for
the members of the Roxburghe Club in 2006, an impressive tome of over 500 pages.

The Brudenells loved entertaining and there were endless weekend parties when the house
would be full of guests. They had an extraordinary knack of putting together a mix of people
from various circles: the aristocracy, politicians, writers, artists and historians. Their hospitality
was renowned. Marian had no idea how to cook but she knew about food, and meals on
the weekends were talked about for weeks after. Edmund loved hunting and shooting, and
they always went north in the late autumn for stalking in the Highlands. There were
numerous explorations abroad, and Marian always knew someone who could get them into
some palace or chateau that was not on the public circuit.

Edmund did not play a large part in county life but he was High Sheriff of Leicestershire
in 1969 and of Northamptonshire in 1987. Marian, for many years, served as a magistrate.
Their passion was their house and its estate. Edmund himself largely managed the latter and
brought it back into an equitable state.

They loved having people at Deene who knew about pictures, furniture and tapestries, and
any young student would be greatly encouraged. I first went to Deene in 1968 when Joan
Wake was working on her NRS publication on the letters of the eighteenth-century Deene
steward Daniel Eaton. Miss Wake wanted an estate map with all the place names mentioned
in its text marking, and I was sent to Deene to scan the large series of estate plans which
Marian had rescued from the archive and had had framed for the corridor walls at Deene.
This began a close and enduring friendship with them both, with numerous sharing of
experiences in travel and research. I also treasure many afternoon cups of tea. Edmund
hardly passed a day when he did not take tea around four o’clock. He drank from a large
Victorian blue and white cup and his fondness for tea became legendary, so much so that
when the south parterre was being created its topiary stands were topped by huge teapots,
and a Millennium obelisk in the centre of a new north avenue at Deene is topped by what
appears to be a ball — but no, get closer, it is a teapot!

Sadly, Edmund’s last years were blighted by the onset of Parkinson’s Disease, but his spirit
was never dulled. He had an extraordinary memory for names and dates, and even in his
final years he would recall some visitor or incident. Edmund’s obituary in the Independent
ends with the statement: ‘Edmund was the last of the eccentrics. Eccentric yes, but a hero,
with Marian, of the national heritage’. I wholeheartedly agree. They will both be greatly

missed.

They leave two sons and a daughter.
Bruce Bailey
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John Macdonald Buchanan 1925-2014

Following in his family’s footsteps, John Macdonald Buchanan became a member of the
Northamptonshire Record Society in 1983, becoming a Vice President in 1993. He was
educated at Eton and Sandhurst and awarded the Military Cross in 1945 whilst serving
with the Scots Guards. As leader of a tank battalion during the push towards Berlin, his tank
received a direct hit and had to be evacuated. Fighting continued on foot, but John realised
that an important code book had been left in the tank. Under covering fire he went back
to the tank and retrieved this precious book, which if captured would have been invaluable
to the enemy. After his retirement from the Army in 1952, Captain John farmed the family’s
estates at Cottesbrook Hall and continued his lifelong love of horses, taking over the
Lavington Stud, founded by his grandfather Lord Woolavington. Many extremely successful
winners on the flat were bred, the Captain became Senior Steward of the Jockey Club and
hunted with several Hunts, including the Pytchley Hunt. During the 1960s he led the
Pytchley branch of the Pony Club.

The Captain gave great service to Northamptonshire, as High Sherift'in 1963 and as Deputy
Lieutenant. His interests in the county were diverse, Governor of St Andrews Hospital,
member of Victim Support for Northampton and patron of the Northampton and Lamport
Railway Preservation Society. He was made an Honorand of Northampton University in
2000. He was a founder member of Northampton Five Charities Association, and from his
family trust his philanthropy quietly spread across the county. To the newly-established
Northamptonshire Gardens Trust he suddenly sent a gift which enabled the Trust to establish
an education fund to encourage children and young people to enhance their school
environment and grow their own produce.

The Captain was extremely proud of his family home at Cottesbrooke Hall, caring for its
historic fabric and wonderful collection of sporting art, yet modernising the family’s
accommodation. The landscape was enhanced, viewpoints were carefully considered, a view
cut through distant woodland, and a long lime avenue planted in memory of his father. His
mother’s development of the gardens was continued, talented designers employed, new
plants grown in the cherished herbaceous borders, and exotic trees set within the formal
gardens. It was a great privilege to be led by the Captain through the wild garden in the
parkland where tranquillity reigned. This love of the garden and parkland landscape was
shared by his wife, Jilly, and they were particularly delighted to be chosen for the Garden
of the Year Award in 2000 by the Historic Houses Association and Christies. Captain John
passed on his home and the Lavington Stud to his son Alastair and his family who have
continued with John’s endeavours.

Jenny Burt
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