








[J GROUNDS FOR A GooD IDEA []

HIS beautifully restored Elizabethan mansion is setin
200acres of mature wooded parkland at the heart of England. The
house has a fully centrally heated complex of elegant rooms
extensively equipped with modern conference facilities. Together
with a professional management and kitchen team, Castle Ashby
is the unique setting for any business or social event.
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NOTES AND NEWS

On other occasions I have noted that nowadays we use history all the timc for all sorts of
purposes, and take centenaries as routine markers and prompters. 1988-89 gives us a fine
choice: the Armada, the Glorious Revolution, the centenary of County Councils, and
Leicester and Northampton are preparing to celebrate Acts which ‘rounded off’ their
medicval charter privileges (if there is anything to celebrate in the process which created the
‘close corporations’): still, any excuse . . . The British food and drink industrics have come
up with 1988-89 as ‘Yecar of Celcbration of British Food and Farming’, and the historical
facts on which to hang this concept (80s keyword, if ever therc was onc) are the 150th
anniversary of the Royal Agricultural Society of England (foundcd 1838; first show 1839),
and the centenary of the Board of Agriculture, forcrunner of our present Ministry of
Agriculture, Fisherics and Food. All systems arc go; organisations have been formed; headed
notepaper printed; newssheets circulate; cvents arc planned.

Ever-ready to turn anything to its own moral purposes this Journal deems this latter
celebration one worthy of its support. Not so much in aid of Agribusiness, but because the
agricultural history of Northamptonshirc has becn strangely neglected, as a glance through
the back numbers of this Journal confirms. This is particularly truc of agriculturc in the 19th
century. On the facc of it this is rather singular. Until relatively recently Northamptonshire’s
economy was largely agricultural; its land fertile; industry came late and peaked carly; to this
day the county is still largely rural; and its farmers are not numbered among the poor and
neglected of this carth.

This was not always so. If the opening of the 19th century saw them riding high, the start
of this century saw them cast down from their seats. From the great days of mid-Victorian
High Farming they had been brought low by the Agricultural Depression — which began in
the 1870s, and to all intents and purposes lasted until World War II. In my lecture to the
Socicty on 24th October last yecar (1987) on ‘Bishop Magee’s Northamptonshire’ 1 had
something to say on this. This Depression, which began with a remarkable serics of wet
summers in the 1870s, caused the ruination of many a farming family whosc intimate
conncctions with the soil went back many generations. The last thirty years of the 19th
century form one of the grecat discontinuities of English rural history. This is perhaps the
main reason why relatively few collections of the papers of farming families have found their
way into the records, though this is less truc of the papers of the owners of the land. For his
material the historian of farming is obliged to grub through many miscellancous and
fragmentary sources, and few have been prepared to face up to the vast impenctrable jungle
of the local newspapers, wherein lics many a valuable thicket of uscful information, onc or
two of which are explored later in this number. For these reasons, then, it is a pleasure to
offer our best cfforts to aid the Ycar of English Food and Farming by designating this a
‘Special Agricultural History Number’.
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My lecturc on ‘Bishop Magee’s Northamptonshire’ (he was Bishop of Peterborough from
1868-1890) was intended as a plate of hors d’oeuvres before the feast Mr Hatley’s forthcoming
volume on Magee’s Visitations 1s cxpected to offer to students of church, chapel and life
generally in later Victorian Northamptonshire towns, then growing rapidly. Ironically, as
Agriculture collapsed, the footwear industry boomed.

Mr Bailey’s lecture to the Society in May this year was intended to serve a similar purpose
for his long-awaited volume of the Eayre-Tillemans drawings, originally made in the 1720s
to illustrate Bridge’s county history, now in the British Library. Conccived as a memorial to
the late Sir Gyles Isham, a former President of this Socicty, this promiscs to be a fine pictorial
record of Northamptonshire on the eve of Parliamentary Enclosure: although most of the
subjects are architectural in nature, there are many of outstanding topographical interest.

In the business of the Record Society, this year saw the resignation of Mrs Margaret Clarke
(now Margaret Dupree), Secretary since 1982. She has been replaced by Mr Leslie Skelton,
formerly of Nene College. We wish him well in his new post, a key one in the effective
functioning of the Society.

The other notable news of 1987-88 was the Blake bequest, which was totally uncxpected,
and a memoir of the late Edward Blake appears on another page. His generous gesture scems
to me both a reminder of the love Northamptonshire people so often exhibit for their native
county, and to the pleasure that members get when gathered together for our twice-yearly
lectures. In this the tea and the ‘crack’ (to use an Irish-ism) secm almost as important as the
lecture.

I conclude by drawing attention to the range of coloured postcards of maps, watercolours
and other illustrations from the collections at Delapré, recently published by the County
Archives Service. Priced at 12p each, or 50p for 5, there are eleven different cards, available
on request from the County Archivist. They arc a most attractive first serics, and [ belicve
there are plans to make some available as Christmas cards.

R.L.G.
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THE KING’S SCHOLARS OF PETERBOROUGH CATHEDRAL
GRAMMAR SCHOOL, 1561-1733

D. K. SHEARING

It has been pointed out that in speculating
about the scholars attending grammar
school, in the ‘heyday’ of the institution,
educational historians ordinarily have no
more to guide them than ‘the personal
experience of particular individuals re-
counted autobiographically’ because boys’
names — most vital of clues — ‘are difficult
to discover except in the case of the
minority who went on to Oxford and
Cambridge and these may not have been
representative of the whole’.! Further, the
effectiveness of early schools can not be
readily assessed, because ‘we are ignorant
about so much that is relevant’.?

The odd grammar school such as Lax-
ton’s, Oundle, boasts a register, com-
menced in September 1626, during the
headship of Samuel Cobb. Though not
always conscientiously kept, it contains
valuable details regarding dates of admis-
sion of boys to the school and fathers’
occupations, and is the third oldest of its
kind, predated only by those of Winchester
and Merchant Taylors’.> The decision to
begin the register was most probably taken
by Cobb’s assistant, the redoubtable Wil-
liam Dugard, on his appointment. Dugard
went on to keep a fuller register, the finest
seventeenth century example, whilst head-
master from 1637 to 1642, of the grammar
school at Colchester (Essex). a ‘cataloguc
of scholars’ has preserved the names of the
cighty-six boys cnrolled at the Bury St
Edmunds (Suff.) Grammar School
1656.%

n

"J. Lawson & H. Silver. A Social History of
Education in England. (1973). 115, 135.

2 J. Lawson. Mediaeval Education and the Reformation.
(1967). 71

* Victoria County History. (Northants.) 2, 252/3.

* The Colchester and Bury registers were amongst
those analysed by D. Cressy in his study of social class
and grammar school access, ‘Educational opportunity
in Tudor and Stuart England’, History of Education
Quarterly, 16(3) 1976, 309ff.
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Set against Cressy’s plaint that ‘evidence
of this sort is sparse and much more
information is needed’, the lists of scholars
who were educated at the ‘New Founda-
tion’ cathedral grammar schools are of
especial import. Under-explored, these
lists provide the names of boys in attend-
ance at particular times. Thus revealed are
the identities of several hundred ‘Grammer
childer’ and ‘queristers’ who were taught
within the walls of the cathedral at Ely
(Cambs.) between 1541 and 1815.° Similar-
ly, twenty-three rolls, the first dated 1561
and the last 1733, of King’s scholars and
(occasionally) choirboys at Peterborough’s
two cathedral schools, are among sporadic
entries touching upon education in the
Peterborough diocesan visitation records.
(See appendix.) The prototype, drawn up in
September 1561 when Edmund Scambler
embarked on his primary visitation, dis-
closes that nineteen boys out of the
grammar complement of twenty paraded
for the visitor’s scrutiny as they were
required to, along with their masters
Richard Steyvenson the ludimagister and his
assistant Anthony Jescott the
hypodidascalus.®

As formal education in England was,
from its beginning, ‘the creaturc of reli-
gion’, as ‘the school was an adjunct of the
church’, and as ‘the schoolmaster was an

% For the names, and biographical snippets, see D.
M. Owen & D. Thurley (eds.) The King’s School, Ely.
Cambridge Antiquarian Records Society, V. (1982)

% Until 1541 the counties of Northamptonshire and
Rutland, with the exception of a few Peculiar parishes,
comprised the Archdeaconry of Northampton which
was a part of the vast diocese of Lincoln. In that year
Henry VIII created the Peterborough See and the
Archdcaconry became co-terminous with it. The
King’s School i.e. Henry VIII's school, was founded at
the same time. The Peterborough Diocesan Archive is
now housed at the Northants Record Office, Delapré
Abbey, Northampton. Reminders as to who should
present themselves at visitation appear periodically in
the Visitation Books e.g. 1570, V.B.2. f.2.
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breed which mirrored contemporary tem-
poral ideals.

The objectives of the King’s School,
clearly expressed in a prefix to the 1541
statutes, succinctly summarized the
humanist position:

‘To cultivate in religion and adorn with

learning alike the twenty boys of our church

. . . that piety and good literature may ever

give out shoots, increase and flower in our

church and in due season bear fruit to the
glory of God and the use and ornament of the

Commonwealth’.1°
Humanism - essentially the concept of
human perfectibility — demanded the exer-
cise of reason, the pursuit of self-reliance
and the goal of personal distinction. Arriv-
ing at these shores from, ironically, the
courts of Renaissance Italy, the novel
intellectual fashion was responsible for
subtly and gradually changing the aims of
education as well as religious attitudes.
Avidly read by those of high rank were I
Cortegiano written by the Mantuan Castig-
lione in 1528 and St Thomas Elyot’s The
Boke named the Governour published three
years later. Desiderius Erasmus rebutted
hostile theologians, arguing that because
God presided over all earthly develop-
ments, a Christan should exhibit a solici-
tous regard for all knowledge, whether
biblical or modern. Thus unwittingly
began the long ‘duel between naturalism
and supernaturalism’.!!

The secular movement in England was
given impetus firstly by the Tudor
monarchs who broke the ancient clerical
stranglehold on the nation’s affairs, second-
ly by rational, professional statesmen
springing from the new landowning class,
like Northamptonshire’s Sir William Cecil
and Chancellor of the Exchequer Sir Walter
Mildmay, and thirdly by such far-sighted
allies as the prosperous mercantile fraterni-
ty and sections of the clergy who, thinking
that life in this world is as worthy of

' I.C.H. (Northants.) 2, 205.

"' This is a distillation of Chapter VII in J.W.
Adamson. A Short History of Education (Cambridge
1919.)

consideration as life in the next, built
almshouses for the elderly and hospitals for
the sick, but above all, founded schools in
abundance.!?

Teaching manuals, such as that written
by Roger Ascham, tutor to the young
Elizabeth, were available to guide the
inexperienced grammar school master. His
treatise resulted from a conversation over
dinner at Windsor Castle in December
1563. Cecil and Mildmay were among
those present discussing the news that
some scholars had recently run away from
Eton. Ascham, proclaiming that ‘children
were sooner allured by love than driven by
beating to attain good learning’, made the
point so well that Sir Richard Sackville,
another diner, persuaded him to put his
thoughts on paper.’?

It was Ascham who articulated the view
on upbringing later repeated by Locke,
Rousseau and others:

‘For the pure clean wit of a sweet young babe

is, like the newest wax most able to receive

the best and fairest printing, and like a new
bright silver dish never occupied, to receive
fm,chkeep clean any good thing that is put into
it.
His declaration that children should leave
school fitted to ‘serve God and country
both by virtue and wisdom’ had a familiar
ring. Yet if the devout strain runs through-
out, the book is principally a commentary
on the Latin and Greek authors, though
Ascham broke new ground in advocating a
humane disciplinary approach and in ana-
lysing methodology. In common with
others which have survived, the King’s
School’s 1561 curriculum, which Steyven-
son and Jescott would have been responsi-

2 The ‘golden flow’ of benefactions has been
comprehensively researched by Professor W.K. Jor-
dan. See Philanthropy in England 1480-1660 (1959), The
Charities of London 1480-1660 (1960) and The Charities
of Rural England 1480-1660 (1961). Giving touched
peaks between 1510-1530 and 1560-1630. Cressy, in
his article, comments on Jordan’s work.

13 R. Ascham. The Scholemaster. (1570; facs. Cornell
Univ., 1967.) 6/8. The names of all the diners are
given by W.H.G. Armytage. Four Hundred Years of
En{glish Education. (Cambridge 1964.) 270.

* Ascham, op.cit., 34.
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ble for implementing, was rigid and
talxing.15 While Latin was the mainstay, it
is noticeable that the doggerel which served
the monks had given way to study of the
unblemished language used by the most
esteemed of the ancients.

Only the most prestigious schools were
staffed by men equipped to teach Greek
proficiently and the evidence that has
surfaced locally in this respect is both
fragmentary and circumstantial. A pointer
to the curriculum at the Oakham (Rutland)
Grammar School, founded in 1584 by
Robert Johnson, is the inscription sited
above the entrance. Chiselled in Latin are
the words, ‘Learning gives sobriety to the
young, solace to the aged, riches to the
poor and distinction to the rich’. In Greek
from Ephesians vi, 4, is added, ‘Bring up
your children in the nurture and admoni-
tion of the Lord’, plus a sentence of
Ascham’s which refers to ‘the truc notes of
the best wits for learning in a child’, taken
by him from Plato. Finally in Hebrew are
the sentiments, ‘Unless the Lord build the
house, their labour is but lost that built it’,
(Psalm 127) and “Train up a child in the way
he should go and when he is old he will not
depart from it’. (Proverbs xxii, 6.)'® Johnson
was the embodiment of Reformation man.
Both Cecil and Mildmay furthered a carcer
which saw him in turn chaplain to Sir
Nicholas Bacon, Canon of Windsor 1572-
1625 and Archdeacon of Leicester 1519-
1625. Born in 1540 and reputed to be one of
the King’s School’s first pupils, he was
fluent in six languages but apparently
several were taught him by a private
instructor.'””  Wherever Johnson’s son
Abraham (b. 1577) gained his early educa-
tion, the boy was also a renowned linguist
who, like father, knew Hebrew.'®

!> For the tedious repetitive details see V.C.H.
(Northants.) 2, 208/9.

' The inscription, which is still in place, is
mentioned in V.C.H. (Rut.) 1, 270.

17 ibid., 268.

'8 F. Watson. The Old Grammar Schools. (1916), 65.

It has been said that the round of
‘religious observations, catechisms, prim-
ers and Bible-reading’ at Elizabethan gram-
mar schools ‘show the permeation of the
work with religious instruction’.’® On
taking the throne in November 1558,
following the conflicting interventions in
education of Edward VI and Mary, Eli-
zabeth faced the possibility of interminable
wrangling, even civil disturbance. Her
solution, hammered out between January
and April 1559, was brilliant in its simplic-
ity and lay in the creation of the Church of
England, product of the Acts of Uniformi-
ty and Supremacy. To this national
Church, with the monarch at its head, all
English people would in theory owe
allegiance. In practice, a majority readily
adapted, yet the sensible compromise was
cither accepted gracelessly or rejected
altogether by extremists on the flanks.
‘Rightwingers’ continued to look to fore-
ign prince or potentate as their lawful
intermediary with God, and on the ‘left’
were the puritan factions who considered
clerical hierarchies, whether native or not,
unnecessary. Conceived as a stopgap, the
Church of England proved to be — like the
Queen herself — durable.?

Also in 1559, acting on the precedent set
by her father in 1536, Elizabeth issued her
own injunctions on the upbringing of
children. Some of them, designed to
thwart devotees of Calvin no less than the
Jesuits, were similarly worded. Typical are
these:

‘XL. Itemn, that no man shall take upon him to

teach, but such as shall be allowed by the

ordinary, and found meet as well for his

learning and dexterity in teaching, as for
sober and honest conversation, and also for
right understanding of God’s true religion.

XLI. Item, that all teachers of children shall
stir and move them to the love and due

19 F. Watson. The English Grammar Schools to 1660.
(@nd ed., 1968.) 60.

2" The significance of her own chance longevity in
ensuring the institution’s survival should not be
underestimated. See the remarks of S.T. Bindoff.
Tudor England (Harmondsworth 1966) 183/5.
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reverence of God’s true religion now truly set
forth by public authority.

XLIL Item, that they shall accustom their

scholars reverently to learn such sentences of

Scriptures as shall be most expedient to

induce them to all godliness’.?!

The 1571 canons of the Church of
England indeed ordered schoolmasters to
accompany their scholars to church on
sermon days,** and school statutes enjoin-
ing corporate church attendance often
supplemented the law. Boys at the King’s
School had to participate in divine worship
at the cathedral daily at 5am in summer and
6am in winter before commencing their
work proper. On festival days they were
bound to attend services in clean surplices
at matins, litanies and vespers with their
masters. They had to be present too at the
annual commemoration service for Henry
and at the requiem mass for him next day.
When routine sermons were given, the
usher ‘for the most parte’ was expected to
be there to see ‘good order observed’ by the
boys ‘and to warne as many as can wright
to make vi or vii sentences . . . and theye
that can not to note iiii’.??

Determined for obvious reasons to
quickly improve both the number and
standards of clergy at parochial level,
Elizabeth’s commissioners had issued the
following edict to the Peterborough dean
and chapter in 1559.

‘You shall elect such to be scholars in your

grammar school as be most apt and towardes

in learning and poorest of birth, without
bearing any respect unto kinship or
friendship; and especially such as are like
hercafter to be ministers in the church, and by
that vocation to serve God and the

Commonwealth’.%*

The lists of King’s scholars show that this
objective was not realized. Of the twenty

2 Quoted by D.W. Sylvester. Educational Docu-

ments 800-1816. (1970.) 125.

2 Lawson. Mediaeval Ed., 94.

2 I.C.H. (Northants.) 2, 204, 209.

2 W.T. Mellows (ed.) The Foundation of Peterbor-
ough Cathedral. (Northants Record Society, XIII,
1941.) Liv; V.C.H. (Northants.) 2, 207.

boys seated on the cathedral grammar
school benches a mere two years later in
1561 — that year of keen inspection hard on
the establishment of a national church —
none can be claimed with certainty to have
adopted a career in the church locally. Only
two, William Browne and John Cole,
perhaps achieved the goal.®

A frustrating gap of nine years between
the first two visitations for which records
have survived, that is 1561 and 1570, plus
another of twelve years from 1573 limit the
checks that can be made. The April 1570
list however, includes one Robert Abbot.
A student of this name went up to Christ
College, Cambridge, in June 1573, gaining
a Bachelor of Arts degree after three
years.?® Also on that list was a Leonard
Shephard who likewise could be the 1576
graduate of St John’s  College,
Cambridge.?’” Each took holy orders in the
Peterborough diocese but nothing more of
their careers is known. John Smith, Wil-
liam Crispe and John Newman may have
entered the priesthood locally®® but not one
of the remainder did. The low return
affords a hint of the gulf between London
ambition and the provincial reality with
which Scambler had to cope.

Shortly after accepting office, the bishop
was forced, embarrassingly, to concede
factional strength and the political weight
of local magnates. In 1564 he reported to
the Privy Council that Edmund Elmes, Sir
Robert Law, George Lynn, Sir Walter
Mildmay, Edward Montague and Mr
Montgomery were ‘earnest furtherers of
religion’ but he complained that most chief
constables, instead of stamping out any
form of dissent, were ‘fawtors (favourers)
of naughty religion’. Moreover, ‘gentle-

% H.I. Longden. Northamptonshire and Rutland
Clergy, 1500-1900. (16 Vols., Northampton 1939-
1943.) 2, 261 lists a William Browne and 3, 193 a John
Cole, both admitted deacons in the Peterborough
diocese in March 1574/5.

26 ibid., 1, 5.

27 ibid., 12, 139.

2 ibid., see 12, 217; 3, 209; 10, 67 respectively.
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men of evil persuasion’ were acting as
patrons to schoolmasters ‘of corrupt judge-
ments’ who were doing ‘exceeding great
hurt’. He then named Mr Catesby, Sir John
Fermor, Edward Griffin, Sir Thomas
Griffin, Valentine Knightley, Thomas
Lovett and Sir John Spencer as ‘great letters
(hinderers) of religion’.?® Of the latter
group, as Anstruther says, Knightley and
Spencer were devoted not to the Roman
Catholic but to the Puritan cause.

At every visitation of the cathedral
throughout the late sixteenth century, the
Peterborough bishops directed to the dean
and chapter ten ‘articles of enquiry’ to
which written replies were mandatory.
Number four, reflecting Scambler’s effort
to ensure the orthodoxy of the King’s
School master at least, asked:

‘Whether your schoolmaster of the free

grammar school be of sound religion and do

teach his scholars such authors as are allowed
by the Queen Majesty’s injunctions® and
what number of choristers there be and by
whom are they instructed and what stipend is
allowed unto him for their learning?’
Sadly, not one set of answers for this
period can be traced but as down the years,
the same questions were put word for
word, we can safely prognosticate that in
the display of formality, ritual played no
small part.

Perhaps responding to the exhortations
voiced by charismatic preachers like John
Stockwood, himself the sometime master
of Tonbridge (Kent) Grammar School,
Scambler was eager to eradicate supersti-
tion and ignorance, and must personally
have effected a dramatic increase in the
stock of local schools, conscientiously
asking pertinent questions about the train-
ing of children wherever he went. On his

2 G. Anstruther. Vaux of Harrowden. (Newport,
Mon., 1953.) 79.

30 Probably being referred to here are William Lily
who for St. Paul’s School ¢.1515 compiled a standard
grammar, authorised for all schools by the 1559
injunctions, and Alexander Nowell whose catechism
(published in two forms of very different length in
1570) masters were obliged to use under the 1571
canons.

1573 tour, for instance, he noted with
disapproval that St Peter’s Church in
Northampton lacked a copy of Erasmus’s
Paraphrases of the Gospels,® an aid to
literacy that was supposed to be universally
displayed. During the same visitation he
discovered that the ‘youth’ of the village of
Earl’s Barton were ‘not instructed accord-
ing to the injunctions’ while they ‘were not
instructed at all’, in, for example, the
county’s villages of Bulwick, Thrapston,
Twywell and Strixton.>

On Scambler’s translation to Norwich in
1585, Richard Howland the bachelor vice-
chancellor of Cambridge University, took
charge of the Peterborough diocese, his
hand strengthened by recent tough legisla-
tion. At least forty-three masters, probably
anxious about the stance he would take,
were impelled to present themselves during
his primary visitation held that year but his
supervision of the King’s School proved,
on occasion, less than thorough. For
example, the 1589 list of scholars contains
only seventeen names and the reason
appears to have been a laxity in filling
vacancies. From 1567 the dean was given
the right to choose eight boys and the six
canons two each, without favouritism, of
course. This rule was obviously flouted by
Richard Fletcher, the sometime bishop of
London, dean of Peterborough for six
years from November 1583. It is said that
he nominated his three sons, that one of
them, John the later playwright, together
with Robert Cotton the later collector of
manuscripts and coins, were both taught
by the eminent Simon English, who died at
Epiphany 1592/3 and is buried in the
cathedral.*® On 24 October 1597 it was
agreed that Walter Johnson ‘should have
the next scholership that would fall into the
deanes bestowinge’ and on 10 October
1605 a similar promise was made respect-

3 PD.A, V.B3, 5.

32 ibid., f£.23v, 271, 31r, 33v. Within a brief span,
however, typically Robert Hynde began teaching at
Earl’s Barton and a Mr Greene at Thrapston. V.B.4.

(unfol.)
33 Mellows, The Foundation, liv.
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ing Henry Atkinson.** The 1585 and 1589
rolls confirm the dramatist’s attendance but
of his brothers there is no sign and while
young Johnson accepted the place reserved
for him, Atkinson apparently did not. The
break of twelve years from 1573 impedes
the search for Cotton, born in January
1570/1. His stay must have been brief as he
‘was sent at an early age to Westminster
school” where, under Camden then second
master, he ‘doubtless first acquired his
antiquarian tastes’.%

Like their grammar counterparts, boys at
the cathedral singing school were elected.
Thus, at a chapter meeting held on 28
October 1589, Joshua Brown and Josias
Thomas were chosen ‘quiristers’ with
immediate effect and William Speechley
was to have the next vacancy.*® The last
two names and a ‘Joseph Browne’ can be
seen on the chorister list for 1594, by which
time they would have experienced five
years of ‘elementary’ schooling. A choir-
boy could transfer to the King’s School
provided he was between the ages of nine
and fifteen, though the upper limit might
be exceeded ‘when suitable’. A glance at
the rolls indicates that Nicholas Browne,
who had entered the choir in October
1599, did accomplish the transition by
September 1607, eight years later. Hope-
fully, he then exhibited no ‘great stupidity’,
‘dullness’ or ‘natural disinclination for
study’. Such a boy, following an investiga-
tion by the dean, was liable to ‘be expelled
and sent away to another place, lest like a
drone, he consume the honey of the

bees’.38

3* Mellows & Gifford, Tudor Documents, 43, 50.

3 D.N.B., 1V, 1233.
At the King’s School, Ely, where the rights to
nominate its twenty-four grammar scholars were
similarly vested in the dean and prebendaries of the
cathedral, favouritism was also displayed. Here too,
lists occur irregularly. Owen & Thurley, op.cit., 3, 5.

*® Mellows, The Foundation, 1ii.

7 ibid.,

8 ibid., 114.
A number of pupils at the King’s School, Ely, had
previously been choirboys. Only rarely can they
subsequently be found as graduates. Owen &
Thurley, op.cit., 7.

In receipt of a small cash allowance —
1:84 at the time of Henry’s foundation and
probably for their ‘commons’ — King’s
scholars were expected to stay four years
or, with the consent of the dean and
headmaster,  five.* It may be
stretching credulity to suggest that the
Richard Robinsons of 1561, 1570 and 1573
were one and the same but it is plain that
several remained longer than the period
stipulated by statute.*’ Nicholas Howland,
perhaps a relation of his bishop, and
William Hills typically, were both listed in
1591, 1594 and 1597.

The rolls of King’s scholars afford a rare
opportunity to assess the proportion of a
grammar school intake who might proceed
to university. The boys in attendance in
October 1602 were, as a sample, particular-
ly habituated to learning, because ten of
them at least had been at the cathedral
school in June 1600 and two in May 1597,
while three were still present in September
1607. Yet of this well schooled twenty,
whose names were relatively distinct, only
two can be traced amongst university
alumni.*! Conversely, a quarter of the June
1631 pupils, five boys, went on to a higher
education.*? Organizational stability is
again demonstrated by the fact that thirteen
of that year’s twenty had been in school
since May 1629 or before.

During this successful period, solicitous
regard for a youngster’s long term interests
was frequently exhibited by the body

3° V.C.H., (Northants.) 2, 204/5.

A boy called Steward figures on both the 1541
and 1551 King’s School, Ely, lists but the latter
provides only surnames. Owen & Thurley, op.cit., 3.

*! They were Simon English’s son Nicholas who
went up to Caius Coll., Camb; J & J.A. Venn. Alumni
Cantabrigiensis, Pt. 1. (4 Vols., Cambridge 1922-1927.)
2, 104 and George Murray to Queen’s Coll., Camb.,
3, 229. It is remotely possible that two other scholars
on the 1602 list were the John Browne, a Rutland
native, who was at Trinity Coll., Camb., in 1606; 1,
234 and the Richard Hills at the same college in 1608;
2, 372.

2 They were Clement Gregory, William Ellis, John
Manton, Robert Newcombe and Steven Dixon, all of
whom can be found in the pages of either Longden or
Venn.
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politic. In February 1634/5, for instance,
the cathedral authorities apprenticed Daniel
Bull, of the choir school, to barber Richard
Meek who had entered into a previous
agreement about training the boy musically
with minor canon Francis Standish, the
‘chantor’ or choirmaster.*® In November
1638 the sub-treasurer was told to expend
twenty shillings on clothing for another
choirboy, Samuel Woodward.** One of the
Peterborough feoffees who consented to
spend forty shillings on ‘putting widow
Tayleby’s son to an apprenticeship’ in 1639
was James Wildbore,* the then headmaster
of the King’s School and a distinguished
townsman.

The 1631 list is, unfortunately, the last
surviving one until 1649. Charles’s insist-
ence on the ‘divine right of kings’ un-
leashed a momentous chain of events in
which, locally, Peterborough diocesan
schools, a bishop, schoolmasters and cx-
scholars were to become embroiled. In
April 1643, the interior of the cathedral was
wrecked by Cromwell’s soldiers. An cye-
witness, Francis Standish, the master of the
King’s School at the time, testified to their
‘strange furious and frantick zeal as cannot
be well conceived but by those who saw it’.
Fresh targets were found daily in a frenzy
of destruction lasting a fortnight with the
result that ‘the fair and goodly structure
was quite stripped of all its ornamental
beauty and made a ruthful spectacle’. The
bishop of Peterborough, John Towers,
suffered several uncertain years, being
‘continually alarmed by threatenings and
molestations’. First he was expelled from
the palace, then imprisoned and finally
allowed to reside in the sanctuary of
Oxford where he died in January 1648/9.
Further acts of vandalism, following
Towers’s death, included the ransacking of

*3 Mellows, The Foundation, liii.

* ibid.

S W.T. Mellows (ed.) Peterborough Local Adminis-
tration; Feoffees’ Accounts, 1614-1674. (Northants Re-
cord Society, X, Kettering 1937.) 109.

the cathedral library,* though whether it
was ever resorted to by the King’s scholars
is not known.*’

Yet throughout the troubled era, the
King’s School carried on. It prospered in
fact, under Wildbore and Thomas Wright,
both of whom passed boys on to universi-
ty. From April 1649 the school apparently
continued to receive its due revenues as the
Act of that date, which abolished deans and
chapters, decreed; furthermore, both mas-
ter and usher were awarded handsome
augmentations of salary.*® For the Peter-
borough diocese, as is the case elsewhere,
there are no Church of England visitation
records for the interval 1641-1660. A 1649
survey, which was very likely inspired by
the Act, shows fortuitously a full comple-
ment of twenty scholars, who too were
now paid a much improved honorarium of
£2-13-4 per annum.* One or two of these
boys might just possibly have been the
friends of a King’s scholar (whose name
remains unknown) killed in a tragic acci-
dent at the cathedral in 1643. The son of ‘a
parliament officer’, he had climbed to the
top of the minster seeking fledgling jack-
daws. Descending unwarily, ‘his pockets
filled with those inauspicious birds’, he
trod through rotten boards and plunged

from a great height, to be ‘slain outright’.*°

4 T. Ireson, Northamptonshire. (New edn., 1974)
154/8 quotes from contemporary accounts. This
Francis Standish should not be confused with his
namesake. See Longden, op.cit., 13, 37.

* Interestingly, the Oakham Grammar School
master John Love reported to Christopher Wasc on 29
May 1675 that his school once boasted a ‘plcasantly
sited’ library but most of the best books had been
‘rifled and stolen in the time of the rebellion’. Bodl.
CCC 390. Oxon., 2, f.131. Such libraries werc often
intended for the use only of adults.

% I.C.H., (Northants.) 2, 210.

* P.D.A., Miscellaneous Volume 2 (part B) ‘A
copy of the dean and chapter’s manor of Peterborough
(1649), particulars of leases, freechold and copyhold
rents and rent charge payable to the free school with
names of master, usher and scholars, with sums
payable to ecach’. A 1642 list survives for the King’s
school, Ely. Owen & Thurley, op.cit., 64.

*'S. Gunton. The History of the Church of Peterbor-
ough. (1686). 338.
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The peripheral event, rather than direct
interruption, is illustrative of that extra
dimension which the years of turmoil lent
to education locally. Few Peterborough
citizens would be unaware of the misfor-
tune which befell former King’s scholar
Dove Williamson. Perhaps named after
Howland’s successor as bishop, Thomas
Dove, he appears on the rolls of 1617, 1620
and 1623. Williamson, who became the
rector of Elton-on-the-hill (Notts.) in 1634
and of Fulbeck (Lincs.) in 1635, ‘lost his leg
by a cannonball at Newark’. For his
sometime persecution of Nonconformists,
especially Quakers, the war casualty suf-
fered further discomfort on being de-
nounced by opponents in a tract, The
Ravenous Beast Discovered.>® His 1620 con-
temporary on the school benches, Edward
Rainbow, after studying at Cambridge was
appointed master of Magdalene College in
1642 but was deprived in 1650 for refusing
to sign a ‘protestation’ against the executed
sovereign. In more settled times he became
a chaplain to Charles II and was the bishop
of Carlisle from 1664 to 1684.52

Shortly after the re-establishment of the
national church, Wildbore in his new
capacity as Peterborough attorney was
instructed to recover for the town any
monies — some due conceivably to the
King’s School — which might have been
embezzled in the recent past. A small sum
traditionally collected every ‘feast of the
Virgin Mary’ was the £6-13-1 in rent for a
piecce of land bestowed by Simon
English.>® With the rcturn of admini-
strative normalcy in the sphere of edu-
cation, the dean and chapter drew up for
the episcopal visitations of July 1664 and
July 1667 the last two lists of King’s
scholars that we have for the seventeenth
century. John Brimble, admitted a sizar to
Christ’s, Camb., in November 1667°* was
one of five boys named on cach occasion.

>! Longden, op.cit., 15, 107.

52 Larrett, op.cit., 18; Longden, op.cit., 11, 124
53 Mellows, Peterborough Local Admin., 76, 166.
5% Venn, op.cit., 1, 219.

These post-Restoration lists are the first to
differentiate between the dean’s chosen
eight pupils and the others, who are
bracketed in pairs with their sponsorial
canons, one of whom was the chronicler
Simon Gunton. Another was a ‘Mr Halls’,
whose 1667 nominees were John Large and
John Pocklington. The latter was one of
three sons of the royalist Dr Oliver
Pocklington of Higham Ferrers. All werc
sent to the King’s School in turn and from
there on to St John’s Coll., Camb.> Not
only the social background of the boys
now at the school but also its wide
‘catchment area’ lend partial support to
Cressy’s view that entry to many a
grammar school gradually became res-
tricted to the well-born so that ‘by the
beginning of the eighteenth century educa-
tional opportunity was, perhaps, more
rigidly stratified than it had been since the
Reformation’.”®

At the King’s School in 1683, during
William Lloyd’s episcopacy, eight ‘orders
to be observed by the schoolmaster, usher
and scholars’ were publicly displayed. The
first three struck an old chord.

‘1. In primis. That the scholars . . . shall be at

morning prayer.

2. That the schoolmaster and usher shall goe
from church to school, the scholars all
following in decent order.

3. That the schoolmaster or usher in his
absence, shall begin their employment at
school with a short prayer’.

Two of the orders were innovative:

‘6. That the choisters shall goe to the
grammar school and be taught there at
such times when not obliged to be at
Church or singing school.

7. That the choristers shall goe to the
grammar school and be taught there at
such times when not obliged to be at
Church or singing school.

55 N. Groome. The Grammar School. (Higham
Ferrers 1971.) unfol.

3¢ ‘Educational opportunity’, 317.

57 V.C.H., (Northants.) 2, 212.
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Any consequent changes did not necessari-
ly result in a lowering of standards as,
under headmaster William Waring, the
King’s School in 1692 despatched four boys
to the single College of St John’s, Camb.>®
The final lists of King’s scholars pro-
duced by the cathedral authoritics and
copied in to the visitation records are dated
1726, which coincides with the episcopacy
of White Kennett, and 1733, some five
years after his death. The former again
provides the names of patrons, amongst
whom Kennett is represented. Materializing
after a barren six decades, these two lists
were very likely inspired by a keen bishop’s
desire to tighten procedures. In 1723 not
only was the ‘Form and Manner of an
Episcopal Visitation’ spelled out but also
twenty-two ‘articles of enquiry’ were
addressed to the cathedral’s officers. Num-
bers two, fifteen and twenty-one dealt
broadly with the affairs of the King’s
School; all elicited satisfactory answers.>’
Kennett’s long-standing interest in school-
ing is made manifest in part of a letter,
seven sides in length, addressed in June
1724 to ‘Good Mr Dean and my other
Rev’® Brethren of ye Chapter’.
‘Fourthly, I must desire you to have an Eye
upon ye school and ye good education of
youth in it, especially at this time when ye
head master is by necessity called away for a
season and I presume you will commit ye
whole care of ye school (during ye season) to
ye usher if you believe him to be (what I hear
of him) a capable and diligent man. But if you
do him yt favour, I hope ye will enjoin him to
take a double care to exert a more than
ordinary industry among ye boys committed
to him; and more especially to improve ye
Kings scholars (in Letters, good manners and
religion) by exacting their constant appear-
ance at ye hours of school and church, with an
attentive and decent behaviour in ym and
grounding them in ye true principles of faith
and practice according to ye catechism of the
Church of England. You should have an
especial regard to ye nominating of such boys

58 jbid., 213.
5 P.D.A., V.B.22 (unfol.)

to be Kings scholars, who are designed for ye

university, or for some liberal profession, and

if there be any now in ye place of Kings
scholars, who are kept at home by their
parents, or idly forbear to come daily to

school, and upon appointed days to Church, I

must insist upon it, yt you remove and eject

all such boys, and put others in their room,

who shall better observe ye standing rules and

orders of ye school, which I hope continue to

be seen in a table hanging within ye school

house, and are enquired into at ye visitation of

ye school upon ye opening of every audit’.®
Despite Kennett’s strictures, since not one
of the forty boys at the King’s school in
1726 and 1733 appears to have entered the
Church locally or attended university,
ambition once more seems to have outrun
reality.

The Cambridge admission registers car-
ry details of several College entrants,
including Henry Bedell to Caius in April
1612, Robert Beale to Christ’s in October
1634 and john Sparkes and Thomas Strong
respectively to St John’s in April 1730 and
November 1735, who gave their schools as
‘Peterborough’.®! As these four can not be
traced in the comparatively numerous and
relevant lists of King’s scholars for their
periods, they might have been educated to
a good standard at a second school in the
town, perhaps in the Longthorpe district
where masters are known to have
operated,®? or privately.®®> It is most
probable, however, that they had been
fee-payers at the cathedral grammar
school, where they would have studied side

% P.D.A., V.B.7. The letter is written on unnum-
bered pages at the back of the book. The headmaster
referred to was probably John Poole. It is not possible
to identify the usher.

¢! Venn, op.cit., 1, 115/6; Longden, op.cit., 12,
279., 13, 99.

2 Masters who worked there come to light in the
visitation records. For instance there was a Mr Law in
May 1617 and Robert Fogge, M.A., in May 1623.
P.D.A., V.B.7, ff. 141r, 173r. Fogge was later to
serve as ‘chaplain to Col. Mytton of the parliamentary
army’. Longden, 5, 73.

% An example of a boy being educated privately at
Peterborough is Richard Reynolds who entered Sid.
Suss. Coll. Camb., aged 14, in December 1689.
Longden, 11, 177.
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by side with the free boys.®* The entirely
unstatutory, yet intriguing, preference for
King’s scholars given in 1731 to those ‘who
live in the town’ before those who ‘come
out(side) of the town’,* is testimony to the
petty jealousy that a place on the founda-
tion could give rise to.

It is a mystery why from 1733, after
almost two centuries, the lists ceased to be
written for the visitor. Although they lack
the completeness of the Oundle and Col-
chester ‘running’ registers, they neverthe-
less commence at a much earlier date. Of
general interest are names down the years,
in addition to English, such as Baker,
Bradfield, Dixon, Morrey, Reade, Sparke,
Standish and Thirlby, which suggest that
masters put their sons through the King’s
School, while the Edward Elmes of 1573
could be related to Scambler’s Edmund
Elmes or to Mr (Edward) Elmes the
hypodidascalus referred to in the particularly

®* There were paying scholars, besides foundation-
ers at the King’s School, Ely. Owen & Thurley,
op.cit., passim.

% V.C.H., (Northants.), 2, 214.

August 1561

Blaze Viccars
William Parker
Lambart ?Kysby
Richard Robinson
George Morrey
Thomas Sharpp
Richard Baker
Robert ?Turner
Edward Lytele
Edwin Lytele
John Cole

John ?Barth
John Hunt
George Pratt

clear, well set out and comprehensive 1626
roll of cathedral personnel. The King’s
School’s fortunes fluctuated. For example,
as Dove Williamson moved on to Eton,
and Edward Rainbow to Gainsborough
(Lincs.) and Westminster, the school in
their day was plainly considered by some
parents as best able to offer boys a
preparatory education prior to entry into a
more prestigious institution.

If the early lists of King’s scholars owe
their existence to an excess of ecclesiastical
zeal in a highly emotional religious climate,
habit could have played a part in the
production of later ones. The practice
seems to have died, the victim of apathy, at
a time when, with the Church of England’s
future assured, the school’s affairs were of
litle public significance. The random
occurrence of the lists reflects the unpredic-
tability that is so characteristic of visitation
records. Close on 480 scholars’ names thus
casually documented at Peterborough con-
stitute a valuable unexploited source for the
midlands historian. Perhaps other cathedral
grammar schools have surviving lists.

APPENDIX

KING’S SCHOLARS,
PETERBOROUGH CATHEDRAL GRAMMAR SCHOOL.

?Martin Stokes
John Norryse
Francis ?Parsons
Richard Smalle
William Browne
?Wallace Browne

V.B.1. f.5r.
April 1570

Robert Forrest
Edward Forrest
Thomas Hodgson
Richard ?Warne
Robert Abbot

Richard Robinson *

* Denotes scholar mentioned in previous list.

Adam ?Dryver
David ?Crossynden
John Smith
William Meke
Leonard Shephard
William Crispe
Daniel Glover
Alyn Myller

John Newman
William Smith
John ?Morey
Robert Baker
Edward Coxon
Robert Brown

V.B.2. £.20
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March 1573

Richard Robinson *
Adam Dryver *
Joz Smyth
George Prestland
Humphrey Forrest
Edward Elmes
Christopher ?Coniers
Walter Baker
Richard Tytlow
Thomas Grenehall
Edward Browne
Richard Benton
Daniel Glover *
William Campion
William Smyth *
William Anderson
Richard Cowdale
Jeremiah Stoke
Robert Browne *
Thomas Warrener

V.B.3. f.1v.
1585

John ?Fletcher
Jacob Esdale
Simon Dickinson
Edward Carrington
?Wrichmill Crosse
Edmund Morrey
?Ardwill Cuckbury
William Griffith
John Backhowse
Josia Marloe

John Smith

Henry Smith

(incomplete)
V.B.4. (unfol.)
July 1589

Thomas ?Borestley
Allan ?Mannastey
Edward Leman
Christopher Wildbore
John Fletcher *
?Francis Pullin
Robert ?Lowhill
Richard Newell
Brian ?Grant

William Butterworthe

Tobias Worthington
William Turner
Anthony ?Burnalie
Anthony Baker
Timothy Bolin
Henry Backhouse
Edward ?Onery

(incomplete)

VV.B.4. (unfol.)

Sept. 1591

Anthony Bate
Francis Whitestones
John Searle
Nicholas Hoowland
William Smith
Anthony Fisher
Thomas Hewes
Richard Newell *
Brian ?Graunte *
William Butterworth *
William Hills
Thomas Hayes
Thomas Hyde
Anthony ?Barnabe *
William Bellingham
?Adam Smith
Richard Nightingale
Edward ?Oneric *
Henry ?Baccus *
Richard ?Leman

VV.B.5. (unfol.)

June 1594

Thomas Kimboulde
Thomas Hewes *
William Saunders
Peter Bowder
George Hawdon
Nicholas Howland *
Richard Bancks
Robert ?Cartneyle
William Esdoill
George ?Puresey
William Hills *
Thomas Heydon *
Jacob ?Glazbrooke
George Murrey
William ?Bonnisale
Thomas Hetly

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PAST AND PRESENT

Silvester Smith
Richard Smith

(incomplete)
IV.B.5. (unfol.)
May 1597

George Hawdon *
Nicholas Howland *
?William Tinkersonn
Simon Digbye
Robert Cartmele *
Simon English

John Corbold
Lawrence Leifeild
George Puresay *
William Smyth
William Hills *
Hugh Nightingale
George ?Murrie *
William Wellford
William Bonsalie *
Samuel Howett
Thomas Hedley *
James Davic
?Richard Smyth *
Thomas Leifeild

VV.B.5. (unfol.)
June 1600

Richard Coxon
Thomas ?Loefeld *
W. Tinkerson *
John ?Manestye
Jacobus Corbold
Thomas Hawkins
Robert Garland
George Morrey *
?Jacobus Ellis
John Peake

John Browne
Walter Johnson
Ludovic ?Moselye
W. ?Hias

Richard Hills
Richard Harris
Thomas Catesbye
L. Leyfeild *

(incomplete)

V.B.7. ff.12/13
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Oct. 1602

Tho. ?Loafeild *
W. Holland

Tho. Nowell
Jacobus Corbold *
Nicholas Englishe
Tho. Hawkins *
Tho. ?Fullylove
Erasmus Simons
Ludovic ?Moislye *
Jacobus Morrey
Richard Hills *
Thomas Crispe
George Morrey *
Jacobus Ellis *
Richard Harris *
John Brand
Clement ?Hedly
John Browne *
Lawrence Leyfeild *
Robert Alvey

V.B.7. f.23r.
Sept. 1607

Samuel ?Titloe
Daniel Curtis
Clement Hedly *
John Reade

W. ?Lancketon
John Grove
?Salathiel Fell
Francis Wilcocke
?Jacobus Bland
Richard Poole
Robert Williamson
Thomas Lyvelye
Thomas Marshall
?Warnerus Marshall
John Brand *
Thomas Cleaton
Nicholas Browne
Richard Homes
Robert Alvye *
Philip Hurt

V.B.7. f.63v.
May 1611
Peter Titlo
Luke ?Groff

Thomas Booker
Francis Wilcocke *

John Reade *
Richard Cleyton
John Robinson
James Williamson
Robert Williamson *
Anthony Nedeham
Tobias Bland
Warner Marshall *
James Greene
Jarvice Bland
Richard Clark
John ?Firman
Henry Williamson
John Ward

(incomplete)

V.B.7. f.102v.

June 1614

Henry Heath
Thomas Underwood
George ?Mereton
Richard Clayton *
Robert ?Mereton
Robert Butcher
John Robinson *
W. ?Nage

Richard Clark *
Joseph ?Rachell
Thomas Garfeld
John Abbot

Warner Marshall *
James Greene *
James Parishe

W. Tayler

Henry Williamson *
Thomas Lamb
Thomas Bland
Henry Smithe

V.B.7. f.121r.
May 1617

George Meriton *
John Robinson *
W. ?Nage *
Henry Adams
William Shepherd
Edward Yorcke
Robert Butcher *
Thomas Leyfeld
Thomas Ward
Robert Fisher

Thomas Garfeld *
Dove Williamson
Francis Underwood
John Troughton
Jacobus Parishe *
William Garfeld
George Maslyn
Robert Thirlby
George Clayton
Paul Pancke

V.B.7. f.140r.
May 1620

Theodor Holdiche
W. Tomson

Henry Adam *
John Robinson *
Robert ?Bawde
James Shepherd
Thomas Mortymer
Thomas Peny
Edward Rainebowe
John Griffin

Dove Williamson *
John Williamson
Francis Underwood *
Robert Conwaye
Robert Williamson
Anthony Jegon
Thomas Ward *
Ambrose Fisher
Robert Thirlbye *
Henry Royden

V.B.7. f.159r.
May 1623

Malcolm Johnson
James Shepherd *
Henry Tinckerson
Francis Mortymer
Thomas Benton
Robert Smyth
Thomas Holt
Ezechiell Diglin
Henry Dale
Thomas Moody
Dove Williamson *
John Williamson *
William Manestie
John Viner

Robert Williamson *
Anthony Jegon *
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Thomas Ward *
Ambrose Fisher *
Robert Thirlby *
Robert Parvowe

V.B.7. f172r.
May 1626

John Hawley
Thomas Holt *
Edward Holt
Clement Gregory
Wllham Grcgory
William Domby
Robert Smyth *
Richard Flamsted
John Williamson *
John Garfield
Thomas Thirlby
Robert Parvowe *
Edward Brady
Ch. Hafford
Ambrose Fisher *
Henry Wilson
Henry Dale *
George Slye

John Viner *
Richard Manestie

V.B.7. f.189r.

May 1629

Edward Holte *
Thomas Percivall
William Elmes
William Gregory *
Clement Gregory *
Edward Gregory
William Hawly
Godfrey Booker
John Manton
George Sly *
Robert Newcom
Robert Morton
Henry Wilson *
Thomas Ansly
Jeftery Jeggons
Robert Marret
Lambert Yarwell
Thomas Walls
Thomas Thirlby *
John Ansly

V.B.7. f.205Ar.
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June 1631

Edward Grcgory *
Clement Gregory *
Thomas Starling
William Hawley *
Edward Flamsted
William Ellis
William Browne
Godfrey Barker *
Edward Holt *
John Manton *
Robert Morton *
Robert Newcombe *
Henry Wilson *
John Ansley *
Robert Marre *
Steven Dixon
Thomas Walls *
John Barnwell
Anthony Moysey
Thomas Ansley *

V.B.7. f.223r.
1649
Wm. Hodges

Wm. Standish
Thomas Catesby
Humphrey Watson
Thomas Fraughton
Thomas Carrington
Paul Pank

Edward Baker
Thomas Elmer
Wm. French

Wm. Chandlcr
Robt. Rippin
Edward Tunnie
Henry Cleacke
Wm. Mason

Wm. Jeay

Wm. Pearson
George Tycrs
Thomas Dawson
Wm. Caseldine

Miscellaneous Volume 2
(part B.)

July 1664
Thomas Sly

Richard Hetley
John Brimble

Thomas Traughton
Thomas King
John Clutterbucke
John Brandy
Thomas Lambe
James Grymes
Thomas Willowes
Andrew Harryson
John Wright
Edw. Turner
J. Crawthorne

Edw. Beaner
Charles GibbS}Mr. Towers

Peter Phillips

Thomas LaW}Mr. Halls
Chr. Sumner
William House

}Mr. Gunton

}Dr. Howorthe

}Mr. Routh

}Mr. Lang
IV.B.11 (unfol.)

July 1667

Thomas Sly *
John Brimble *
Thomas Lambe *
Robert Standish
Walent ?Deepup
Henry ?Coxxon
Ismael Bales
Ed’n. Bunting
Richard ?Meeres

Thomas Willis *}Mr. Gunton
William Wright}

John Towers Dr. Howorthe
John Clutterbucke *
Nathaniel Orlin
William Cleyton}

William Clarke JDr- Graves
John Large }

John Pocklington Mr. Halls
Henry ?Margletts
Robert Andrews

Mr. Routh

}Mr. Lang

V.B.11 (unfo[,)

July 1726

John Hill ]
John Browne
Charles Stamford
Godfrey Langdale
Henry Penn

Francis Bridges
Henry Hazell

Edrus Bingham

LDean’s
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Between 10,000 and 15,000 general
second-hand volumes always in stock

Staniland (Booksellers)

4 St. George’s Street, Stamford
(just off the High Street)
(Tel. 55800)

We are glad to inspect and, if possible,
offer for large or small collections of
books of most kinds, and old postcards.
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Market Square,
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MILDMAY FANE’S NORTHAMPTONSHIRE THEATRE
GERALD W. MORTON

In 1640 Mildmay Fanc, sccond Earl of
Westmorland, wrote and privately pro-
duced his first piece of dramatic poctry, the
claborate masque Raguaillo D’Oceano. In
1650 he concluded his ten year “carcer’” as a
dramatist with De Pugna Animi, a political
allegory which may not have been pro-
duced but which is in many ways his most
successful drama. In all, Fanc wrotc cight
dramatic works, four of which show
evidence of having been produced at his
Northamptonshire  estatc  Apcthorpe,
where the Earl maintained a private theatre
for the entertainment of his family and
friends.! Of Fane’s activitics in the drama,
Clifford Leech has said, ““. . . while the fit
for playwrighting was on him, his enthu-
siasm for dramatic production and for
expressing his political and philosophic
idcas in dramatic form must have been
considerable, and his position as a noble
playwright for his own private theatre is
unique in his time.”? The term “unique’ is
well choscn, for although Alfred Harbage
has documented numerous plays, mas-
ques, and entertainments written between
1642 and 1660 when the public theatres
were closed, scldom docs a clear picture
emerge regarding the authors of thesc
works or the conditions of their
production.”? In fact, many of thesc plays
have been lost and an even larger number
have no rccorded author. Such obscurity
docs not interfere with our study of Fanc.

" Six of Fanc’s plays — Raguaillo D'Oceano, Candy
Restored, Times Trick Upon the Cards, The Change,
Vertues Triumph, De Pugna Animi — are contained in
British Library Ms. Add. 34221. Don Phocho’s
Triumph is in Huntingdon Library Ms. 770. Ladrones,
or the Robbers” Island has been lost.

? Clifford  Leech, Mildmay Fane’s  Raguaillo
D’Oceano (1640) and Candy Restored (1641) (Louvain:
Librairic Universitaire, 1938; rpt. Kraus Reprint Ltd.
1963), p. 23.

* Alfred Harbage, revised by S. Schoenbaum,
Annals of English Drama, 975-1700 (London: Methuen
& Co., Ltd., 1964), pp. 142-156.
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Considerable information exists to provide
an understanding of the activities of his
Northamptonshire theatre and particularly
the manncr in which that theatrc was used
to dramatize Fanc’s Royalist political
idcology.

The Author

Mildmay Fane’s father, Sir Francis Fane,
married Mary, the daughter of Sir
Anthony Mildmay and his wife Grace of
Apcthorpe, Northamptonshire. In 1603,
two years after Mildmay’s birth, the
politically active Francis moved his family
from Kent to the Mildmay cstate. In the
same year, Francis Fane was made Knight
of the Bath at the coronation of James I
Apethorpe became the site of significant
political activity; it was there that James |
met George Villiers, later Duke of Buck-
ingham, whose influcnce at the court of
Charles I contributed to the tensions that
resulted in civil war. In July 1624, Francis
became Baron Burgersh, and in December
of that ycar the first Earl of Westmorland.
Although Mildmay did not sharc his
father’s political zeal, he did figure promin-
ently in Francis Fane’s plans.* As a result,
Mildmay Fanc became Lord Burgersh in
1624, Knight of the Bath in 1625, Lord Lc
Decspenser in 1626, and the second Earl of
Westmorland in 1629. He was clected to
Parliament for Pcterborough in 1622, for
Kent in 1625, and again for Pcterborough
in 1628. His influence with the King must
have been considerable, as he was recruited
to that group of court Cavalicrs that
included such figures as Lovclace and
Suckling. At court, he became friends with
the literary as well as political figures of the
day. After civil war broke out, Fane scrved

* Sce the discussion of Francis Fane's political
activities in Northamptonshire in John K. Gruenfel-
der, “The Parliamentary Election in Northampton-
shire, 1626, Northamptonshire Past and Present, IV, no.
3, 159-165.
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Phoebo’s Triumph, was no doubt produced
as, like Candy Restored, it lists the names of
the performers who played the roles. The
masque begins with an extended mono-
logue during which Don Phocbo discusses
his day’s journey and describes the geogra-
phy of both heaven and Earth. Then
follows a series of scenes in which charac-
ters representing the scasons complain of
the assault of the succeeding season.
Ultimately, Don Phocbo resolves these
conflicts and points out that the natural
order demands a seasonal shift. Perhaps the
most interesting aspect of this piece is the
decided improvement Fane made in his
often cumbersome efforts at humor.

After a five year break, Fane wrote the
last of his extant dramas, De Pugna Animi,
which is a fascinating political allegory
couched within the structure of the psycho-
machia drama. In this final play, Fane
presents the best statement of the political
ideology which his earlier plays had allego-
rized. The action revolves around the
conflict that emerges when Lord Mens is
assaulted by the rebellion of the senses and
their vice commanders. Only when Gener-
al Ratio Prudence takes up command of
Mens’ army of virtues is the rebellion
smashed and the renegade senses returned
to their subservient roles. The play demon-
strates the primacy of the mind and reason
in political matters. However, in the final
scene Mens does wed Arete (virtue) to
assure the harmony established by Pru-
dence. Fane thus dramatizes the rela-
tionship between virtue and reason and
defends the premise that both are necessary
to the political state, particularly as virtue is
the product of reason.

Throughout these plays, in those for
which there is evidence of performance and
those for which there is not, Fane’s
preoccupation with order surfaces, be that
order the harmony of the seasons or the
stability of a political state. This desire for
harmony most certainly followed from his
observation of the political and social
fragmentation which began in earnest

during Charles I's personal rule and then
intensified with the Civil War years.
Certainly this desire is one he shared with
many, but his presenting it on his own
private stage in technically innovative
productions is unique.

The Productions

The bulk of Fane’s dramatic writing
suggests that he lacked the inspiration and
poetic skill to produce scripts which are of
particularly elevated aesthetic value. They
tend much more to be interesting because
they are among the few dramas which we
have that were written as political prop-
aganda during the Civil War period. They
are, however, for a scholar interested in the
history of the theatre especially significant
because of what they reveal about the
private theatricals which were presented in
England during that period when Parlia-
ment’s ban had eliminated most public
productions. As well, the manuscripts of
Fane’s plays provide details about their
productions which suggest that at times his
house at Apethorpe resembled the royal
palace on evenings when a court masque
was performed.

The manuscripts of Candy Restored and
Don Phoebo’s Triumph give cast lists which
not only name the characters in the plays
but also the members of Fane’s household
and guests who performed each role. We
find in thesc lists an interesting fusion of
family, servants, and prominent Rovyalists,
all coming together in an effort to celebrate
the political event or ideology presented in
the allegory of the drama. Although Fane
himself apparently took no role in the
performances, his stepsons, Roger and
Horatio Townshend, did. We have little
information about the activities of Roger;
however, Horatio was a distinguished
politician of Royalist conviction who later
served as a member of the delegation to the
Hague which negotiated with Charles II
the terms of the Restoration. Fane’s cousin
by marriage Robert Harley apeared as a
player in both plays and was himself a
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distinguished political figure whose rela-
tionship with Thomas Lord Fairfax, Fane’s
brother-in-law, made him a signifificant
player in the efforts of Royalists to bring
Fairfax to their cause after Charles I had
been executed.

Alfred Harbage has speculated that the
“Waller” which appears in the cast list for
Candy Restored could have been Edmund
Waller”; however, noting the dating of Don
Phoebo’s Triumph, in which “Waller” also
appeared, Clifford Leech has discounted
the claim because by the performance date
of this masque, 1644, Edmund Waller had
been banished.!® In both cases, the “Wal-
ler”” no doubt refers to Richard Waller, one
of Fane’s servants. In fact, many members
of Fane’s household performed parts in the
productions of his plays: Robert Ireland,
coppis keeper; Ed Seamer, groome; Fran-
cis Hind; Ed Dallington, brewer; Richard
Wattkinson, carter; William Wattkinson,
coppis keeper; Davis, barber; Griffin God-
frey, cook; Seaton, bayliff. That so many
of his servants performed in Fane’s plays
suggests that on such occasions there
existed an interchange between the two
classes such as that discussed in Robert
Herrick’s “The Hock-Cart, or Harvest
Home,” a poem which he dedicated to
Fane.

The final group which performed parts
in Fane’s dramas includes those Rovyalists
who, like Fane, had played some role in the
events of the Civil War. Will Powell had
lost his estate to Parliament because of his
position as porter to Charles I. The ship-
owner John Gardner was in 1649 arrested
by the Council of State because of his
“practicing a treachery against some of the
garrisons.”!" Such language dealing with
his actions after the death of Charles I
suggests that he may have been a member
of the Scaled Knot, to which Horatio

? Alfred Harbage, “An Unnoted Cavalier Dramat-
ist,” Studies in Philology, XXX1(1934), pp. 30-31.

1 Leech, p. 34.

""" Calander of State Papers Domestic, October 11,
1649: 540.

Townshend also belonged, that group of
Royalists which from the moment of the
king’s execution began to work towards
the return of Charles II. Edmund Ireland
may have also been such a political activist
in the Royalist cause, for also in 1649 he
was apprehended and accused by the
Council of State for ‘‘treasonable and
seditious carriage against the
commonwealth.”?* Two other members of
the casts for the productions of Fane’s plays
held significant positions in the Rovyalist
cause, Francis Rainsford who was a captain
in the Royalist army'? and Tom Clark who
had  fought with the Earl of
Northampton.'* Each of these persons
would have agreed with the basic political
ideology in Fane’s plays and no doubt have
enjoyed the opportunity to use their acting
skills to celebrate their political beliefs.
During his European travels as a young
man Fane spent some time in Italy and may
very well have become familiar with the
advanced staging devices employed there.
Certainly he had experienced at court the
performance of masques and observed with
interest the staging techniques of the
innovative Inigo Jones. Whatever the
source of his inspiration, Fane was himself
capable of staging his dramas with a flare
that was generally not known on the public
stages of England. Basically, he used the
production techniques employed with the
court masque for the staging of his plays,
and Eric Bently has noted *“. . . one of his
sketches provides the first instance of flat
revolving wings in England.”!® This
sketch accompanies the manuscript of
Candy Restored which also includes notes
that describe the use of perspective drawing
with its sets which the Italians had de-
veloped but which in 1640 when the play

12 Calander of State Papers Domestic, July 4, 1649: 34.

' Calander of State Papers Domestic, December 27,
1649: 455.

4 Calander of State Papers Domestic, August 26,
1642: 382.

!> Eric Bentley, The Jacobean and Caroline Stage:
Plays and Playwrights, Vol. 1II, (Oxford: The
Clarendon Press, 1949-1968), p. 293.
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was produced had not, according to
Oscar Brockett, appeared in England.’®
The following extended stage note illus-
trates:
A picture of Diana with a Cressant vnder
which is a scroule written in greate
CANDY RESTORED vnder which in
perspective a goodly fabrick or Cittie the
emblem of Concord(,) Vnitie and peace.

Vnder which A Landskipp representing
the springe for the fresh greennesse of itt
and those innocent and vsefull delights of
hunting. both y* Iland hath been famous
for, and that scason fitted the temperature
of the ayer too, w™ w™ out a settled
recouery of peace and tranquillity the
greene had withered, and the pleasure
been dead or layd a sleepe.

On cither side the stage a treble entry
ouer which Heroes, men of armes in
armes and Battles Painted to paint out the
horrid shape of discord which without a
miletary word turne silently faces about at
the chang in States fortune and ar backt
w nothing but fresh greenes & faire
garden Landskips w*" consent in vni-
formity w™ y© Scene it selfe y* trauerse
being drawne. !’

Fane’s innovations were not, however,
limited to scenery, for he used stage
machinery as well. A margin note in
Raguaillo D’Oceano reads, “A draweinge
Traverse waued like the Sea & some sharpe
heads of Rocks Peepeing through the
waues.”'® The following extended note
from Don Phoebo’s Triumph points to the
usc of a stage curtain, again an uncommon
stage device for this period in English
theatre:
Don Pheobo sitting in a Chaire Hemis-
phericall stuck full of liles, on either side
ye names of monthes, Above wch
scrowle ye names of ye 12 signes, wih gt
perpendiculer & just over his Chaire in
w he is at y® time, & over them y°
windes in an other scrowle, all w" by
degrees is discovered w'' y¢ Drawing of a

16 Oscar Brockett, History of the Theatre (Boston:
Allyn and Bacon, 1968), p. 186.

7 Leech, p. 101.

% Ibid., p. 33.

curtaine w® must be imagined a cloude.

y¢ musick playing softly in imitation of y©

Sphericall harmony w® at last is turnd

into this songe w" ended Don Pheobo

speakes.!?
Also from Don Phoebo’s Triumph comes the
following reference “A rainbow rises & It
raynes,” which indicates that Fane em-
ployed some sort of pulley mechanism.

The attention which Fane gave to the
productions of his dramas would indicate
two things. First, he took his writing
seriously and shared his productions with
friends who were at least willing to indulge
his view of himself as a poet and play-
wright. In fact, to house the type of stage
which the productions no doubt required
he likely built a theatre or designed one of
the rooms at Apethorpe to serve as a
theatre. A fair speculation from the evi-
dence presented here is that to some extent
those occasions when Fane’s family and
friends came together for the productions
of his dramas paralleled the court events at
which the masques of Ben Jonson and
Inigo Jones found performance. Such detail
about the private theatre of the Civil War
years is generally not available; thus Fane
becomes something of a link between the
Renaissance theatre and that of the Restora-
tion and eighteenth century.

- Political Themes

As the previous discussion of Fane’s
audience, who performed parts in his
plays, indicated, Fane used his theatre to
expound his Rovyalist political ideology.
The essence of that ideology was that the
state, in order to function well, required
order. In each drama, therefore, he pic-
tured the loss of order in the state and
attacked those whose actions led to the
turmoil. Particularly Fanc placed shared
blame on the monarch and his false
consellors, and the political usurpers whose
zeal was not tempered by reason and
virtue.

' Huntingdon Library Ms. 770.
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Each of Fane’s plays opens with the state
in turmoil, be that state the island of Candy
or the microcosm in De Pugna Animi. In the
second scene of Candy Restored, Lambskin
describes the chaos in Candy and contrasts
it with the calm that had existed prior to
Dr. Synedarke’s banishment:

O, then, was then, and now is now, deare

clott:

this land was so farr blest with gouer-

nours

that euery swayne might safely pipe and

daunce

whilse there was noe ayre breath?, but

that of

peace. Sithence, through I know not what

con-

fushion such differences arc risen ore the

whole

that wee who neuer wont to fearc a foe

Now of our selues make our sclues

enemies soe

that ther is such pressing upp and downe

for

souldiers is profession I hate,

although I neuer tride its sower to me.”’
Clott’s response is even more assertive:
“Ille sooner to the gallowes, then be prest
to fight gainst my own countrymen.”?!
Candy, as described here, parallels England
in 1640 when the play was written as the
strife on the island since Dr. Synedarke’s
banishment has resulted in civil war. Even
more telling of the parallel betwcen Candy
and England are the cconomic results of
this strife described by Downright in scenc
5:

When we had wont to thinke the land our

owne

the bounty of our Goddess had assigned

vs

what with taxes laid vpon the same

the property doth wayne (yet not as shee

doth

with full encrease againe), nor can we say

we shall those gods which we possesse to

day

Enjoy to morrows light, such papers fly

Stuffed with impositions Nouelitic.??

20 Leech, pp. 106-107.

2! Ibid., p. 107.
2 Ibid., p. 111

The first of these passages signals Fanc’s
rcjection of civil war, of countrymen
taking up arms against one another. The
second reflects his frustrations with the
King’s ecfforts to maintain his treasury
without the aid of Parliament. Combining
these and other significant passages in the
play, Clifford Leech has indicated that Dr.
Synecdarke’s return in Candy Restored is an
allegorical parallel to Charles I's recalling
Parliament in 1640, an cvent which Fane
welcomed.? That Fane’s high hopes for
Parliament were shattered becomes ob-
vious in his later plays as again he returns to
the image of the chaotic state.

The Change presents the chaotic state
differently, for by the time he wrote the
play Fane had grown dissatisfied with
Parliament, joined the King in his effort to
wrestle the realm from its grasp and been
imprisoned for his actions. In this play, the
chaos in the state is the result of the rule of
three ladies — Penetrochia, Reposta, Guan-
cetta — called in the dramatis personae
“Great Reformers or rather deformers of
State Government.’”” Guancetta equates the
political vacillations of the three ladies with
the whims of their feminine nature:

It is our Sexes lust prerogative

To couett change in diett,

Guarbe:

Now to be free, without Controule of any

And then againe retir’d to soe much state

As to bee soone of none.**

The primary characteristic herc of the
disturbed political state is that of constant
change. Fanc’s political philosophy was in
fact founded upon the belief that change
was dangcrous and to be avoided. In a
sense, he looked to the peace of the
Elizabethan period, the “pastoral bliss” of
Candy Restored, and hoped to see that calm
rcturned. For him, the rule of women was
parallel to the rule of Parliament, for both
led to constant instability. Thus, in The
Change he attacks the belief he had allego-
rized in Candy Restored that Parliament was

habbitt,

2 Ibid., pp. 40-41.
2% British Library Ms. Add. 34221, Scene ii.
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Upon the Cards, Symphonia (Concord)
suggests that any monarch will fall victim
to his weakness when that weakness leads
to a divided state:

ffor as through discord, greatest monar-

chies

Haue been exposed to furies sacrifice

And Castells, Citties, kingdomes tram-

pled

When they forsook this happie union

Soe by connextion thers nothing soe smal

but growes into defensiue strength w' all

Witnes this brittle shaft hauinge left the

quiver

With the least force is liable to shiver

When on the contrary together ioyned

The greatest powers small hopes of

conquest find.?

The thrust of Symphonia’s specch is that a
state in turmoil is weak to any assault. The
passage is doubly important in this play
which shows that the divided state results
from the rule of a weak monarch who is
controlled by flatterers.

Again, De Pugna Animi claborates
beyond Fane’s carly plays by suggesting
that the monarch who wishes to unite and
thereby strengthen his realm must lecad a
virtuous life, for it is in his virtue that his
subjects see his ability to lead and commit
themselves to follow. When in De Pugna
Animi Lord Mens begins assembling the
virtues to do battle with the vices who are
the generals of the rebellious senses, Feal
commends him and suggests that his
actions will bring not only victory but also
a resolution to the problems that led the
microcosm into conflict to begin with:

Trueth, if the sinews shrink it sets a barr

To all actiuity & those of warr

Must first bee rays’d, before the enter-

prize

Bee gone about soe I aplaud yo' Choise,

of Monsieur ffraianck’s compnay verdict

heer & voyce

Chaste Lion too, & all y© rest you name

Adopted sonns of virtue are, and fame

Then aftr warr to siment love and peace;

Monsieur D’Accordes must not bee left

out.®

22 British Library Ms. Add. 34221, Act III, 1.
30 British Library Ms. JAdd. 34221, Act, i.

Fane felt that Charles had followed the
dictates of his emotions, not reason, and
thus violated the principle set forth here
that a monarch must be himself subject to
virtue. The result was that his rule was
weakened which left him unable to deal
with England’s problems. Yet, whatever
Fane felt about Charles I's weaknesses and
says in his plays about the problems caused
by a volatile monarch, he condemns much
more harsely the self-seckers who take
advantage of a monarch.

Because of his position at court, Fane
was in a position to become well aware of
Charles I's heavy reliance on his counsel-
lors and his susceptability to the influence
of those who used his confidence to
improve their own positions. Geoffrey
Aggeler has in fact noted that attacks on
false counscllors appecared even in the
works of writers with Royalist inclinations:
“Cavalier dramatists generally tended to
share the Roundheads’ opinion that the
king’s cvil, self-serving counsellors were
ultimately to blame for the Rebellion. The
culpability of the kings in the drama who
are threatened may vary, but almost
invariably they are shown to be mislead by
treacherous advisors.””! We see a similar
pattern in most of Fanc’s dramas — in the
hasty military actions by Sir Eurocledon
Tempest in De Pugna Animi as he almost
overcomes his monarch’s efforts to restore
the microcosm by rushing ill-advised into
battle, in the unduc influence that the
ministers of Ambition have over Nature in
Vertues Triumph, and in the sclf-serving
actions of Snap in Times Trick Upon the
Cards who, as the passage below reveals,
encourages civil discord to pursue his own
ends:

Then in short was thus

The times of late being giuen much to

wares

Those Civil ones, soe not at all to blood

I tooke the hazard of a souldiers pay -

And seru’d a small shot til I ran away

Then ¢ vndergoe the less suspition

Pretended knowledg in the state affaires

' Aggeler, p. 63.



MILDMAY FANE'S NORTHAMPTONSHIRE THEATRE 407

And was offitious in her comaunds
But t’ was to gain me more comaund ore

her

And at a blow to Metamorphize all

Then the fond varletts whom I did

employ

Betray’d that trust & soe that plott did

die.*?
But also in Times Trick Upon the Cards,
Fane gives warning to such counsellors
who abuse their influence when he has
Harry, the wise fool character, sing a short
lyric about the dangers of such actions at
court:

Stultorum plena sunt omnia

I haue a Jigg com in my head prethee
answere mee —

Very good sport, very good sport . . .
Noe place for fooles at Court
All are soe wise
Yet some doe clime vp soe fast
Till they fall and break their necks at last
then others may rise.>?
Despite the tone, Harry speaks with the
wisdom of Lear’s Fool and well records
Fane’s contempt for any courtier who took
advantage of his role at court. He was
particularly disturbed by those who, once
conflict broke out — conflict which they in
part started —, refused to serve the king in
action as they had in speech. For his
audience who had been employed in the
military and often lost their estates because
of their support of the king, no conviction
could have been held more rigidly.

As has been seen, Fane portrayed state
reformers as vacillating women in The
Change. That play does in fact best establish
the contempt Fane felt for such political
persons, for the ladies flippantly suggest
that in their state the roles of the sexes will
be reversed, that social position will be
disregarded, and that all else will be subject
to constant change. For a member of the
peerage, and at a time when the merchant
class was gaining more and more political
power at the expense of his own, Fane
would have regarded such reformers as
immoral and treasonous. Therefore, his

2 British Library Ms. Add. 34221, Act I, v.
3 British Library Ms. Add. 34221, Act 11, iv.

more vicious political attacks at enemies of
the state were mounted against Oliver
Cromwell and the zealous Roundheads
whom he no doubt viewed as the worst of
a hideous group. On the occasion of
Cromwell’s death, Fane wrote the follow-
ing verse:

Owld Oliver’s gon, owld Oliver’s gon, O

Hone, O Hone

And has left his son Richard

that pretty young prick-ear’d

to govern these nations alone, alone.

The counsail & state

He commanded of late. O Hone, O Hone

But the tables turn’d quite

Those govern this wight

And turns our rejoycing to mone, to

l'l'lOI'lC.34
Fane’s hostility was perhaps enhanced by
having at one time viewed Cromwell as a
figure who could bring the civil war to an
end and begin the negotiations necessary to
restore Charles I's power throughout Eng-
land. However, when Cromwell’s profes-
sional army, which Fane refers to in De
Pugna Animi as the “militia sword in
madmen’s hands,” took the king, tried
him, and executed him, Fane gave up his
thoughts of Cromwell as a positive in-
fluence. Even before these desperate ac-
tions, he had been disturbed by the power
Cromwell had allowed lower classes in the
civil conflicts. In The Change he alludes to
their loyalty to the state reformers in the
following speech by a guildsman which
aligns the working class with the lady
reformers:

Wee shallbe braue Ladds Penetrochia ith

Chaire

The worlds our owne Noe Officer or

Maior

Shall without (. ..) down by us beare

sway

But Prentises shall shroue it euery day

Swarger and rifle shopps, pull houses

downe

And the Excuse it because they were not

Round.*

34 Historical Manuscript Commission Report 13, 1885,
p. 44.
35 British Library Ms. Add. 34221, Scene v.
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The final line of the passage removes all
doubt at whom it was directed. Numcrous
other passages in the play — too numerous
to quote here — substantiate this attack on
the Roundheads. Fane may have been in
1640 optimistic at the election of a new
Parliament, he may even have been willing
to assign blame to the king for much of the
civil unrest England suffered, but his
ultimate scorn was for state reformers who
stirred the pot of discontent and finally
took up the sword against their king.
Eleanor Withington notes the same com-
mitment in his poetry: “His pacifism and
his allegiance seem self-serving. But to
him, the order that King and Earl lived for
were essential; eventually it had to be
understood and acknowledged by the
majority of freeborn Englishmen if the
state was ever to be more than an armed
camp.”® In The Change Fane’s persona
Capritchio offers the following warning to
those who would violate the natural order
through their reformation zcal:

Thus have I read of some whose stretch-

ing minde

Aymeing to compasse all, left all behinde

And in the greatest Conquest ‘tis noc lesse

Prowesse to manage well the happiness

Then ‘Twas att first to gaine it — power

well us’d

A cordiall proues, Ranke poyson when

abus’d.
Fanc’s ideal state was onc of tranquillity in
which he could enjoy the life of the landed
gentry into which he had been born. When
his imprisonment in the Tower finally
convinced him that England was not to
enjoy such peace and that there was little he
could do to restore it, hec rctired to
Apethorpe and tried to build an island of
calm for himself and his family. Even then,
however, Fane’s preoccupation with the
political issues that surrounded him dec-
manded outlet, which he found through
writing and producing political dramas for
an audicnce who shared his concerns and

36 Withington, “Mildmay Fane's Political Satire,”

. 63.
P 37 British Library Ms. Add. 34221, Scenc iii.

who enjoyed the opportunity to share them
with friends on his private Northampton-
shire stage.

Conclusion

There is nothing remarkable in Fane’s
political thinking. He was a Royalist
devoted more to the crown than to the
individual who held it. He belicved that
kings ruled by divine right, but that there
was a role for Parliament in a stable
political state, that role being to help the
king exercisc his rule. Ultimately, he
believed that there was a morality of
modecration and reason which must control
the actions of subjects and king alikc. He
held in contempt any subject who violated
that modcration to serve his personal ends
or to rcform the state and thus disrupted
the natural political order. That he captured
this thinking in a serics of plays which he
produced with technical innovation in a
private theatre is, on the other hand, quite
remarkable. With Fane we sec, finally, how
political ideals that werc shared by many
took shape on the private stage which
became during the Civil War and Com-
monwecalth ycars a deccidded medium for
political protest.
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PARLIAMENTARY ENCLOSURE IN NORTHAMPTONSHIRE:
PROCESSES AND PROCEDURES

J. W. ANSCOMB

The lay-out of our countryside is a familiar
sight, and the neat fields and hedges tend to
make one think it has always been so
arranged. The fact is, of course, that for
various reasons, farming practices are
always changing and tremendous changes
took place about 200 years ago, changes
which altered the landscape out of all
recognition and gave us essentially what
we sec today.

The old method of farming differed from
the present in that land was used in
common and the land in a parish was,
usually, divided into two or threc large
open fields, subdivided into furlongs, the
groups of ridges, or selions, to be seen in
some grass flelds today. The land was
owned in strips and the holding of each
proprietor would be scattered over the
open ficlds, a strip here and a strip there,
and one can only imagine the waste of
effort to farm land in those circumstances.
Hedges were few, and would be uscd
mainly to separate one parish from
another, and to divide the parish into two
or three large open fields.

Land in individual ownership, in small
closes, was usually within the confines of
the village, so that land betwcen the
villages and townships would, to us, look
very bare, used as we are to a relatively
wooded landscape.’ How, and why, did
this change come about? For hundreds of
years past land had been enclosed, usually
by agreement, and the agrcements could be
confirmed by a Decrec at one of the Courts
of Record at Woestminster. In North-
amptonshire copies of agreements for a few
parishes have survived, amongst them are
Culworth, (1612) Dodford and Morcton
Pinkney, (1623) Crick, (1651) Litch-
borough, (1711). Loddington, (1655) and
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Preston Capes, (1674) had their agreements
confirmed by a Decree in Chancery. Parts
of a parish could be enclosed by agreement
and when it became possible to use an Act
of Parliament for enclosure, some parishes
decided that the whole parish should be
enclosed and so there are many instances of
the old enclosures being included in the
area to be enclosed. Both Moreton Pinkney
and Crick had been enclosed by agreement
in the 17th. century, but they both decided
to use Parliament to secure an Act to make
a new award in 1760 and 1766 respectively.

Enclosure by means of an Act of Parlia-
ment became the usual method during the
18th. and part of the early 19th. centuries.
A Bill, which would become an Act if
approved by Parliament, sct out the
reasons for requiring enclosure. It would
be presented to Parliament by the chicf
landowners of a parish, after they had
agreed on who the commissioners to
supervise the enclosure would be, and had
decided the many details to be taken care
of. The Act, if passed, authorised the
appointment of the commissioners, giving
them the nccessary powers to proceed with
the enclosure of the open ficlds, commons
and waste land of the parish. On comple-
tion of their work the commissioners had
to draw up their findings in the form of an
Award — it would be done on large sheets
of parchment — and it would be read over
to the assembled landowncrs, either at a
special meeting called for the purpose, or in
the parish church, after Divine Service and
then they would proceed with the inroll-
ment of the document, cither with the
Clerk of the Peace for the County, or at
one of His Majesty’s Courts at Westmins-
ter. With the aid of an Act of Parliament
the whole of a parish could be enclosed, or,
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for a machine to drain land.

It should be remembered that although a
man might own land in the open fields, he
could not do as he liked with it, but had to
farm in accordance with local practice. This
varied from parish to parish, some would
be divided into two open fields, others into
three or even four fields. Byfield in the 17th
century divided their three fields into six.
Usually, one field would lay fallow, while
the others were cultivated. Buildings could
not be erected in the open fields for the
simple reason that all proprietors had a
right to turn stock into the fields at certain
times of the year and to build, would
prevent grazing over that spot. This
probably was one of the reasons why
farmhouses were clustered together in
villages and it was not until land was
enclosed and divided up that farmhouses
were built, to any great extent, away from
villages.

When a parish was enclosed it was usually
the chief landowners that made the first
move and it could happen that plans for
enclosure would be well advanced before
some of the smaller landowners were made
aware of what was taking place. The
wording of the Acts of Parliament for
enclosure make it quite plain that the
enclosure was planned and nearly cvery-
thing agreed, beforc a Bill was placed
before Parliament, this was to cnsure that
everything done when the award was made
would have the force of law.

The allotment of the land was donc by
commissioners and their appointment and
their terms of reference were laid down in
the Bill. Reasons for the need for enclosing
were usually given, the most common
being, that the land was inter-mixed in
strips and so time was wasted in going
from one strip to another, it was difficult to
manure and there were always disputes.
That the rcasons were true is beyond
doubt, a man could own many strips and
yet have very few together, most would be

a long way from the farmyards of the
village and disputes seem to have been
quite common. Byfield in 1659 had to
cenlist the help of arbitrators from neigh-
bouring parishes when they could not solve
their difficulties. They had evolved a
system which, instead of the usual three
years to work through, took six years and
after eight years working they could not
reach agreement on its continuance. Other
disputes of a like nature are recorded.

The complexities of the distribution of
the open fields and common right seem
incomprechensible today. Land belonging
to one parish was sometimes sct in the
midst of another parish. Trafford Grounds,
surrounded by Culworth parish, was part
of Byfield parish, although the nearest
point to Byfield parish boundary was a
mile away and was three miles from the
village. Newnham parish had two detached
portions in Badby parish and even those
sitting down to draft a Bill were in doubt at
times, for Charlton near Banbury, is
described as being in Newbottle and in
Kings Sutton, or in one of them. On
occasion land would be overlooked
altogether and the matter would have to be
put right when a neighbouring parish was
enclosed. The Harringworth, (1774) award
records that land belonging to Lord Car-
berry had been left outside the ring-fence
when Wakerley, (1749) had been enclosed
and the commissioners were ordered to
allot land in Harringworth to Lord Carber-
ry in lieu of this, and they were to declare
that the land so alloted should in future, be
reckoned as being in Wakerley. The East
Haddon award, (1773) tells of four acres
left out when Long Buckby, (1765) was
enclosed and the commissioners were
ordered to put the matter right by alloting
land to John Coleman and for this land to
be reckoned as being in Long Buckby
instead of East Haddon. This four acres
was said to be four miles in length, in some
places five yards in width and in some,
thirty yards.
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Hardingstone, the vicar was entitled to a
modus of 13/4d. per annum. from a mill
called the Lower Paper Mill. Sometimes
the parish priest was endowed with tithes
in other parishes, for instance, the vicar of
Marston St. Lawrence was entitled to the
tithe arising on eight yardlands in Middle-
ton Cheney. Other tithe income to the
parish priest was derived from hearth and
garden pence, orchards and homecloses,
homesteads and farmhouses, usually given
as an annual sum of money. From the
services he rendered to the community,
given in the awards as oblations, marriage,
churching and burial fees, termed collec-
tively, surplice fees, he would also receive
payment. One other source of income
occasionally mentioned was the Easter
Offering and this was sometimes com-
muted for land, along with the tithes, the
priest retaining only his surplice fees.

In drawing up a Bill the rector’s and the
vicar’s share of the land in lieu of tithe was
usually defined. At Welton in 1754 and in
Norton in 1755, the rector’s portion was
one tenth of all land to be divided. At
Byfield in 1778 it was to be one seventh,
and at Ravensthorpe (1795) the commis-
sioners were instructed by the Act to allow
for tithe, one fifth of the arable land, one
seventh of the hades and balks, (the spare
land at the top and bottom of the furlongs
and the small ridge that divided the seclions)
and one ninth of all meadow and pasture
land. Sometimes the parson would opt for
a money payment, instead of land, and the
annual sum would sometimes be tied to the
cost of wheat and perhaps, to other grains
too, with powers given to both the parson
and the proprietors to seek a revision of the
sum being paid, at certain intervals, of
perhaps 14 or 21 years. At Whitfield, (1796)
the corn rent was to be determined by the
commissioners ascertaining the average
cost of a Winchester bushel of wheat
during a term of 14 years preceding the first
of January, 1795, at the market at Oxford.
At Higham Ferrers, (1838) the vicar was
receiving a stipend of £31-6-8d. and one

quarter of wheat, one quarter of barley,
one quarter of oats and one quarter of
beans, payable out of the impropriate
rectory, each year. This, and the small
tithes, was converted into a corn rent, but
instead of tying the sum to a Winchester
bushel of wheat, as was usual, it was tied to
Imperial bushels of wheat, barley, oats.
The fractions of a bushel were worked out
to a nicety, he was to receive 133 Imperial
bushels and .077 parts of a bushel of wheat,
of barley he was to receive 227.590 Imp.
bushels and 325.456 Imp. bushels of oats.
This was reckoned to be worth £130-3-0d.
annually. (A quarter contained eight
bushels and the capacity of a Winchester
bushel varied throughout the country). (An
Imperial bushel was standard and so a
bushel of wheat weighed 63 Ibs., barley, 56
lbs. and oats, 48 lbs. in all regions.)
Attached to the award is a corn rent
redemption certificate to say that a corn
rent of £113-13-7d. had been redeemed in
1921 for the sum of £2340-19-1d. This
would be just over 21 years corn rent. It
was always the practice when land was
alloted to the parson in lieu of tithe or his
glebe, for the land so awarded, to be
ring-fenced at the expense of the other
proprietors and in some cases this was a
very heavy item of expenditure in the total
of costs.

In nearly every Bill mention was made of
the Lord of the Manor, though it would
appear sometimes, he was not known and
could not be mentioned by name, but with
very few exceptions, there would be a
clause in the Bill to safeguard his rights.
These rights make strange reading in
these days, only a few being recognisable.
The Stoke Albany Act for enclosure of
1764 gives the rights to be saved to the
Lord as follows, “‘to enjoy Rents, Services,
Courts, Perquisites and Profits of Courts,
Goods and Chattels of Felons, Fugitives,
Felons of Themselves and Put in Exigent
Deodands, (Things forfeited to the Crown,
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as having been the cause of human death)

Waifs  (Ownerless  objects)  Estrays,
(Strayed domestic animals) Franchises,
Jurisdictions, Privileges and all other

Royalties.” At Great Doddington, (1766)
the Lord retained his rights of fishery in
any river, with the proviso “if he had any”
and his right of Swannery, (having or
keeping swans). Some parishes had more
than one Lord. Woodford-cum-Membris
had three, the Earl of Bridgewater was
Lord of the whole parish which includes
the hamlets of Woodford Halse, Hinton
and West Farndon. Valentine Knightley
was Lord of Hinton and William Henry
Chauncey was Lord of West Farndon.
Upper Boddington, (1758) had one Lord
but Lower Boddington had two, though
the commissioners were not quite sure of
this, as John Spencer is given as Lord of
Upper Boddington and the reputed Lord of
Lower Boddington except of twelve yard-
lands and Henry Bassett was the Lord of
twelve yardlands. Brixworth, (1780) had
three Lords, Sir Justinian Isham had two
fifths of the Manor, John Finch had two
fitths and Nicholls Raynsford had one fifth.
Sometimes the Lordship of a Manor would
be claimed by more than one party and in
1805 the commissioners for Burton Latim-
er were instructed by the Act of Parliament
authorising the enclosure, to enquire into
the claim of the Duke and Duchess of
Buccleuch, who claimed to be the Lord and
Lady of the parish, and that of Joseph
Harper and William King, who jointly,
also claimed to be the Lords of the same
Manor.; The commissioners in making the
award, decided that the Duke and Duchess
had not established their claim and that
Harper and King had and they went on to
allot them land in lieu of the Lordship.
Quite frequently it is found that there is
more than one manor in a parish, this was
so at Chelveston, (1801) where the com-
missioners were instructed to ascertain the
boundaries of the two manors in the parish.
His Majesty, George III was Lord of one
Manor and Edward Disbrowe was Lord of

the other, but in the award, the commis-
sioners reported that they had made the
fullest investigation but had been unable to
find sufficient information to ascertain the
extent and the situation of the Manors.
However, both parties were awarded land
and presumably were satisfied.

It would seem that the office of Lord of
the Manor was not a very valuable one, in
terms of land, for at Knuston, (1769) the
King, in right of the Duchy of Lancaster,
was to have one twenticth of the waste land
in the parish, but when the commissioners
came to draw up the award, they found
there was no waste land and so, no
allotment was made to the King. In most
cases where an allotment was made to the
Lord of the Manor for his rights in the soil
of the parish it was quite small. At Long
Buckby, (1765) it was one acre, at Thorpe
Achurch, (1772) it was two roods and
twenty perches, but at the turn of the
century it was usual to find that one
eighteenth, or one twentieth of the waste
land in the parish would be his portion.

The principal landowners were always
mentioned in a Bill and occasionally, the
owners of common right. In the Act for
Hinton, it is mentioned that Millicent
Smith and others, were entitled to the
aftermath of about three acres once in two
years, but there is no mention of this in the
award and it can only be assumed that these
rights were sold before the award was
completed. There was, no doubt, much
buying and selling while the award was
being drawn up.

All sorts of rights are mentioned in the
awards, that for Woodford Halse mentions
fern plecks, lott grass, lott thorns and
highway grass. (The lotts of grass etc.,
would be allocated by drawing lots.) The
Harleston award, (1766) gives lotts of
brakes, (This would be bracken or fern),
loads of turf and sheep royalty commons.
Common right usually went with either a
cottage or land and, no doubt, one of the
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problems of the owners would have been
to establish their rights. This may not have
been difficult for the farmer owning
cottages, but may well have been a real
problem for the cottager, who owned his
premises. In addition, even if the cottager
could prove that common right did attach
to his premises, the small plot he would
receive in exchange would not really
compensate him for the loss of his right to
turn stock on to the open fields. At Hinton,
Thomas Gilbert was paid five pounds by
the commissioners for his right to one third
part of one lott of bushes on Hinton Hill,
but this right is not mentioned in the Act.

What the value of these rights were is
hard to say, they varied so from parish to
parish. In Hinton the owner of one
common right for one heifer or breeder
common, received one rood and twenty six
perches. At Yardley Hastings, (1776) a
cottage common was for two cows, one
horse and ten sheep, and for this, land to
the value of 40/- per annum. was allotted
and no charge made for the cost of fencing,
or for the cost of the award. At West
Haddon, (1764) there were eighteen cot-
tages with common right attached, which
gave the owners the right to one cow
common and sixty kids of bushes, (fag-
gots) for each cottage. In the Bill for
enclosure, this right is valued at 5/- per
annum. At Farthingstone, (1751) the value
of a cottage common is given as £26 and a
cow common as £7. At Nether Heyford,
(1750) the Earl of Powis had to pay £15 per
acre in some parts of the parish and £6 per
acre in other parts, to free the land from
common right. Very rarely is it acknow-
ledged that the poor have any rights. At
Old, (1767) the commissioners said, ‘‘the
poor have been indulged by letting them
cut furze and bushes for fuel’” and they set
aside three acres, the income from which
was to be distributed amongst the most
necessitous poor. It was not often that the
overseers of the poor were awarded land
like this, usually, when they did receive an
allotment it was in lieu of land they already

held for the relief of the poor of the parish.
Quite frequently common right owners
had rights in the fields of neighbouring
parishes, West Farndon commoners had
some rights in Hinton, for which they were
awarded land when the Hinton award was
made. The Potterspury award, (1775)
states that the proprietors of Kenson Field
in Cosgrave, have used their right of
common over the fields of Potterspury and
the owners of common right in Potters-

pury had used their right of common over
Kenson Field.

All this inter-mixing of land, of tithes,
common right and the scanty knowledge
of boundaries, must have presented a
considerable problem, not only to those
drawing up a Bill, but also to the
commissioners they appointed. The num-
ber of commissioners appointed to make
each award varied. Up to about 1780, five
was the usual number, after that date, three
and quite frequently, one. Chipping War-
den, (1733) one of the earliest in the
County appointed eleven, Great Brington,
(1743) ten, Daventry, (1802) two and
Cranford St. John, (1805) one. In most
cases a parson was one of the number
appointed, all had to take an oath that they
would deal with everything impartially and
it was not until 1767 was it written into an
Act of Parliament that in the event of the
parson dying or refusing to act, his
successor was to be apointed by the patron
of the living. This was written into the Act
for Old, when the Rev. Henry Jephcott of
Kislingbury was appointed. Up to this
time it had always been left to the surviving
commissioners to appoint a successor. In
the main the commissioners were local
gentlemen, and some of them made quite a
side-line of the work. The Rev. Henry
Jephcott, took part in forty awards from
1750 to 1775 and was engaged on four
when he died, Braunston, Walgrave, Crick
and Clipston & Newbold. William Pywell
of Barnwell, worked on 37 awards and
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James King of Daventry, worked on 36 and
was engaged on three when he died.
Although it was usual for gentlemen living
within the County to be appointed, it did
sometimes happen that men from far afield
were appointed. Thorpe Achurch had three
commissioners, only one of whom was
local, of the others, one came from
Norwich and the other from Spalding.
Great Brington brought one from South-
ampton. The commissioners are usually
described in the Acts as gentlemen or
esquires, but those for Faxton, (1745) were
all yeomen, occasionally, a commissioner
would be described as a grazier. Irchester,
(1773) had two commissioners die whilst
engaged on drawing up the award.

The commissioners were of course, paid,
and starting at one guinea a day the rate for
the job went up by half a guinea a day until
at about 1805 it had reached three guines.
There were variations, at Great Brington in
1743, ten guineas each was paid for the
whole work and at Roade & Ashton, (1816)
it was £150 each, if it had taken them
longer than sixty days to complete then
£2-10-0d would have been paid for each
additional day. In the 19th. century, when
three guineas a day was being paid, it was
usual for it to be laid down in the Act, that
this sum would be paid for the first two
years only, after that it would be two
guineas a day. At the same time it would be
laid down that the day worked must be of
eight hours duration in summer and six
hours in winter, if fewer hours were
worked, the day would be reckoned as half
a day and paid for accordingly. At Corby,
(1829) and a few more places, the commis-
sioners could draw only one third of the
sum due to them while still working on the
award and the award had to have been
completed for six months before they
could touch the balance due to them.

The commissioners were empowered to
do all sorts of things besides allotting land.
They had to be practical farmers, as it was
usual for them to direct the course of
husbandry from the time they started, until

the award was completed. They were often
given power to sow grass and clover seed
on the arable land and on occasion, to sow
turnip seed. At Finedon, (1805) the com-
missioners were directed by the Act to allot
land which was to be planted with forest
trees and they ordered that 150 oaks, 75
ash, 75 elm, and 300 beech, Spanish
chestnut, larch, fir or some other trees,
were to be planted, fit for the building of
ships or houses and the various uses of
husbandry. At Deanshanger, (1772) they
were to order that a certain tract of land
should never be ploughed, and at Earls
Barton, (1771) they settled the conditions
for farming the land for the future. At
Aldwinckle, (1772) they gave permission
to the rector, provided he obtained the
consent of the bishop, to let his land on a
twenty one year lease, on condition the
lessee was to “‘yearly and in an husband-
like manner spread the manure arising
from the produce of the land.” They also
ordered that there should be a clause in
every lease for re-entry on non-payment of
rent. In addition to being farmers they had
at times to be practical engineers, for at
Newborough, (1812) they were to set out a
foreland on the east side of Carr Dyke
Bank. They were to seek the advice of John
Rennie, Esq., of Blackfriars Road, civil
engineer, as to the necessity of a soak dyke,
but other than that, it was left to them.
They were also to build a church. At
Northampton, (1778) the commissioners
were given power, if it was found that the
gallows came within an allotment, to
re-site it on the nearest and most conve-
nient spot and they allocated one rood, near
to the Racecourse, for this purpose. (The
present day junction of Kettering Road and
Kingsley Road.)

The commissioners were aided in their
work by surveyors to measure up the land
and by qualiteers to value it, and of course,
to value the common rights. Sometimes
the commissioners had to do the valuing
themselves, as at Old in 1767 when they
had to act as qualiteers and were ordered to
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keep their findings secret until they had
received all claims.

In all the Acts the commissioners were
instructed to lay out public and private
roads, bridleways and footpaths over the
new fields. The width of each was specified
in the awards and in the earlier awards,
public roads were often set out at forty feet
in width, later, in many parishes this was
increased to sixty feet and later still,
reduced to thirty feet. It is assumed that
this reduction was because the art of
making roads had improved and it was no
longer necessary to allow so much in width
to enable the users to pick their way over
the rutted roads. Turnpike roads were
generally 54 feet in width between ditches
and the Act authorising them would,
usually, forbid any change. That roads
were in a sorry state in the early days of
enclosure 1s certain and an attempt to
improve them was always made when
laying out the new fields, seemingly with
little success if one can judge by the
Warkworth award of 1764 which com-
plains, “Our roads are founderous and
dangerous to travellers and it has been
found by experience that the roads in
Northamptonshire, soon after inclosure
became altogether impassable.” That may
well have been true, but it would seem that
they did very little more than other
parishes to improve their roads, as they
only alloted two acres for stonepits, just
about the usual. They did however, decide
that the roads were not to be “‘laned”, that
i1s hedged on both sides, until the roads
were mended and that 2/- in the pound on
the value of the land was to be raised for the
making and mending of the roads. In some
parishes it was ordered that if proprictors
laned a road on both sides they had to bear
the cost of keeping the road in repair. At
Moreton Pinkney the award said that the
roads must not be fenced on both sides
until the roads were made or repaired and
certified as such by two Justices of the
Peace. In many parishes land was alloted
for stone or gravel pits, for the upkeep of

the roads, the average seems to have been
about three acres, but was often less. The
grass arising on these plots and by the
roadside, was frequently awarded to the
surveyor of the highways for the upkeep of
the public roads, but at Helmdon, (1788)
the grass and herbage of the roads was
awarded to the parish constable. Some-
times it went to the Lord of the Manor but
usually to the adjoining owners. In some
instances land was alloted for the digging
of sand, gravel or stone, which reverted to
the proprietor of the field when the roads
were made.

The commissioners could say whether or
not gates could be erected across public
roads, sometimes they would be allowed
for a limited period, but this, only rarely
and at East Haddon, (1773) they were
forbidden altogether. At Syresham, (1765)
it was decreed that the gates were to be
made to swing both ways and to describe a
half-circle round the hinge or axis. Hol-
lowell, (1774) specified that oak gates and
posts must be used if gates were wanted on
the public roads. Some parishes, Earls
Barton and Potterspury to mention only
two, forbade the planting of trees nearer
than thirty yards of each other on public
roads, later awards for some parishes
increased the intervals to fifty yards. At
Scaldwell, (1775) no trees were to be
planted within one hundred yards of the
windmill and at Desborough. (1776) no
fences were to be erected nearer than eighty
yards of the windmill. The fences of the
fields at Potterspury were ordered to be of
quicksets, with posts and three rails on one
side and posts and two rails on the other.
Frequently, the commissioners would
order that no cattle were to be depastured
on the public roads for up to ten years as a
precaution against damage to the newly
planted hedges. At the end of the 18th.
century it is found that surveyors of the
roads were appointed, as distinct from the
surveyor of the highways, he would be
charged with making and repairing the
roads of the parish and would be given a
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period of time, usually two years, within
which time they were to be completed. He
was given a salary of ten guineas per
annum and if he did not complete the work
within the time allowed, he was permitted
to go to the Justices for an extension of
time, but they could allow him no more
than twelve months. A certificate from the
Justices was to be obtained when the work
was completed and the penalty if this was
not done in the time allowed, was set at
twenty pounds. The commissioners also
set out the bridleways and footpaths over
the fields. Bridleways could vary in width
fron ten to twenty feet and footpaths could
be three, four, or six feet in width.

Often land would be awarded for the
upkeep of the parish church and in the Act
for Newborough, instructions were given
that a church must be built at the expense
of the proprictors. At Boddington the
churchyard was extended and a wall buil,
two small plots being added.

Enclosing a parish was an expensive
business, in some instances, very expen-
sive. Some of the earlier awards give the
total cost of dividing the land and making
the allotments to the proprietors, some in
more detail than others, but as costs varied
so greatly from one parish to another it is
impossible to generalise. One of the most
detailed is that for Potterspury and this
gives the total cost of making the award as
£1145-0-1d. and of this, over £400 was
spent in obtaining the Act of Parliament.
Surveying cost nearly £260, valuing looks
cheap at £22-12-6d. The three commission-
ers expenses came to £168-10-6d., some
must have put in more time than others as
the amounts they each received are not
equal. The sowing and tilling of grass seed
cost £163 and the cost of the Rector’s fences
is given as £78-8-0d. If a Bill met with
opposition, this naturally increased the cost
and so would sowing grass seed on a large
part of the parish, not every parish did so,
and as in most cases there is only the award

to go on, it is impossible to say with
certainty, the reason for this expense, or for
that. At West Haddon, where there was
opposition, the Act alone cost £832, out of
a total cost of £1667-16-9d. In addition to
his share of the cost of the award the
proprietor would have to bear the cost of
fencing his allotment and this must have
been very cxpensive, not only in the
purchase of posts, rails and quicksets, but
of labour too. Some idea of the cost of
posts and rails can be cleaned from the
information available concerning the enclo-
sure of West Haddon where the opposition
to enclosure culminated in a riot, the crowd
setting fire to the stacks of posts and rails,
the damage caused is given in the North-
ampton Mercury of September 9th. 1765,
as being about £1500, very nearly the cost
of the award, and to this must be added the
cost of quicksets and labour. The cost of
enclosure bore most heavily on the smaller
proprietor, but once the chief landowners
had made up their minds to go ahead with
enclosure it was very difficult for any
landowner to do anything to prevent them
doing so. Opposition was expensive, and if
opposition was organised, it only delayed
the Bill for a short time. When a Bill was
presented to Parliament and there was no
opposition, it could be got through all
stages quite quickly. If there was opposi-
tion it could be stifled by delaying tactics
and this appears to have been the case at
West Haddon. More information is avail-
able on this parish than on any other in the
County and we are thereby enabled to
hazard a guess as to what happened there.
In the House of Commons Journal for the
18th. December, 1760, it is reported that
the Lord of the Manor of West Haddon,
the Patron and the Vicar were Petitioning
for the enclosure of the open fields of the
Parish and leave was given to bring in a
Bill.

On the 20th., January, 1761 a Petition
was presented on behalf of John West and
others, being proprietors of land in West
Haddon, against the Bill and it was ordered
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that the Petition do lie upon the table until
the Bill be read a second time. Next day,
the 21st., it was ordered that the Bill be
read a second time on Friday sevennight,
and on the 22nd., it was ordered that the
Bill be read on Monday sevennight, instead
of on the Friday. On the 26th. of the
month, it was reported to the House that
the King’s interest was concerned in the
Bill as he owned land in the parish, and that
he gave his consent to the bringing in of the
Bill, so far as his interests were concerned.
That is the last we hear of that Bill, what
happened is not known, but it is thought
that the percentage of those in favour
might not have been quite what was
required. The next mention of West
Haddon in the Journal, is on 24th. January,
1764, when another Bill is presented for
inclosure. This was read for the first time
on 24th. January. On January 3lst., a
Petition by John Underwood and 32
others, against the Bill was presented to the
House and after three postponements the
Bill was Read a second time and opposed
on 5th. March, but it was committed and
passed the Committee without opposition
on 13th. March. It then went through all
stages, in both Houses and became an Act
on 19th. April, 1764. It would appear that
the opponents of the second Bill kept up
their opposition until the 5th. March and
by that time had probably come to realise
that the promoters were playing a waiting
game and, eventually, must succeed.

The foregoing can be found at the
Central Library in Abington Street, North-
ampton, where volumes of the House of
Commons Journal are available and also a
small volume containing a collection of
papers concerning the enclosure of 1764.
At the County Record Office there is a
document (ZA 9053) that sheds a little
more light on the affair, unfortunately, it is
not dated, but it can safely be assumed that
it was prepared for the earlier Bill. It gives a
list of proprietors in West Haddon, the
extent of their holdings in yardlands,
quarterns and sixteenths and of cottages,

giving whether or not they are in favour of
the proposed Bill. For those in favour, it
signifies whether they have signed the Bill
and for those against, it gives their reasons
or attributed reasons, for opposition to the
Bill. In reading the reasons given for
opposing the Bill, one finds that very few
were against enclosure, as such, some said
quite frankly that it would improve the
fields, while others said it would bring
about the ruin of the Nation. Only one said
that he “believed it would improve the
fields, but he had no money to spare to
inclose with”. Two said that too much was
allowed for tithe and John Underwood,
presumably the man that led the opposition
to the second Bill, said, “He would spend
an hundred pounds of his own money to
stop it but owns, they are very beneficial
fields to inclose and would improve as
much by inclosing as any fields he knows”.
Of Emme Elmes it was said that she was
old and childish and would not consent.
Ann Tabermar gave as her reason, ‘“That
she had some trees growing on her land if
they would defer the inclosure until they
were full grown she would consent, but
not till then.” Evidently her land was part
of an old inclosure as she could not have
grown trees in the open fields. Nothing can
be found that explains the collapse of the
1760 Bill but an examination of the Parish
register shows that about fourteen names
that appear on the list of proprietors,
mentioned above, are of those who had
died, nine of them in 1763. It may well be
that this opened up possibilities for another
attempt at enclosure, as one of the reasons
for failure may have been, that not
sufficient landowners were in favour.
Though it is true that Parliament never laid
down what the proportion in favour
should be, it never the less usually required
a four-fifths majority, on an acreage basis,
but would sometimes be content with a
three-fourths majority before it would
agree to enclosure. The late W. E. Tate, a
leading authority on the English enclosure
movement, calculated from the “pro &
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con” list that those in favour of enclosure
account for 74.1% of the land under
review, just a trifle short of the required
total and it is suggested that this might
have been the reason for the failure of the
1760 Bill. If this was so the heavy death toll
of 1763 may well have changed the whole
complexion of things, the new proprietors
may have had a different outlook to their
predecessors and be prepared to agree to
enclosure when a new Bill was proposed.
The “pro & con” document may not have
been a full list of the proprietors in the
parish, it lists 61 names, whereas the
award, which does list all the owners, gives
81 names. What is fairly certain is that there
had been a big change in ownership in the
parish, as 28 of the names appearing in the
“pro & con” document do not appear in
the award, whether they had died, or their
holdings changed hands for some other
reason, will never be known.

The riot mentioned earlier happened in
August, 1765 and appears to have been an
organised affair. An advertisement had
appeared in the Northampton Mercury of
29th., July, 1765. inviting,

“All Gentlemen gamesters and Well-

Wishers to the Cause now in hand, That

there will be a FOOTBALL PLAY in the

Fields of West Haddon on the 1st. day of

August for a prize of considerable value;

Football of those days was not like the
football of today and it seems that the
crowd that responded to the advertisement
soon turned into a mob, intent on des-
troying the fences of the new fields. The
timber stacked ready for use in fencing the
fields was burned and the fences already
erected, were pulled down. General Mor-
daunt’s Dragoons were in Northampton at
the time and were brought to West Haddon
to quell the mob.

They made several arrests and subse-
quently nine men appeared at North-
ampton Assizes on trial for being con-
cerned in the riot. One, Samuel Loale,
received 12 months, Roger Wood, received

4 months, Joseph Wood and William
Richardson each received 3 months, Ed-
ward Clarke received 2 months and
Richard Beale, William Braunt, Matthew
Murden and John Ward were acquitted.
Francis Botterell of East Haddon, wool-
comber, and John Fisher, the younger, of
West Haddon, a weaver, were charged in
connection with the affair, but they had
absconded and so far as is known were
never brought to book. Botterell was
charged with causing the advertisement to
be published and Fisher, with contributing
to the expense of the advertisement. A
reward of £20 was offered for their
apprehension. West Haddon of course was
not the only place to have trouble over
enclosure and from the Quarter Session
minute book of 8th. October, 1765 it
would appear that some trouble had been
experienced at Warkworth, for the Court
discharged four men who had been com-
mitted “for assembling in a riotous manner
with an intent to pull down the New
Inclosures at Warkworth”. Apparently no
evidence was offered to the Court. Another
riot was at Wilbarston in July, 1799, and
according to the Hammond’s in the “Vil-
lage Labourer” (Guild Books, vol. 1,p.73)
it took two troops of yeomanry to coerce
them.

Offers of a reward for information
against anyone breaking the fences in the
fields began to appear in the local newspap-
ers and on 27th. January, 1775 this notice
appeared in the Northampton Mercury:-

“Whereas notwithstanding the great len-

ity shown by the Earl of Northampton

and his agent towards the Poor of the
several parishes of Denton, Yardley

Hastings and Grendon in allowing them

to pick up and carry away the broken

wood in Yardley Chase and parts adja-
cent, several persons, both men, women
and children belonging to the said
parishes, have most audaciously and
unlawfully, lately, cut and carried away
the mounds and fences, particularly in
the New Inclosures of Denton and in
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Castle Ashby Grounds next Grendon,
belonging to the said Earl. This is
therefore to caution all Persons, guilty of
the said offences, that they will for the
future, be prosecuted to the utmost
rigour of the Law; and for the better
discovery of the said offenders, all
Tenants and others are desired to be
aiding and assisting in bringing all such
Persons, as unlawfully commit such
trespasses, to Justice, who shall on
conviction of any Person or Persons so
offending, reccive, as a Reward, the sum
of Five Guineas for those breaking the
Inclosure; and Two Guineas for those
breaking the Mounds on the said premis-
es, by applying to Mr. Rowell of Castle
Ashby.”
Only rarely was opposition to enclosure
expressed as soon as the intention to
enclose the open ficlds of a parish was
announced by the larger landowners, but
this did happen at Flore when the North-
ampton Mercury of 13th. of October, 1777
published the following notice:-
“FLOWER; whereas some busy of-
ficious person has put up, on the Church
Door at Flower, a notice in writing,
setting forth a desire of the Proprietors of
the Open Fields of the said Parish, to
apply to Parliament for leave to bring in
a Bill to Inclose the said Open Fields:
This is therefore, to inform every Prop-
rietor, that at a meeting in the said
Parish, not one person (living in the
same) has been applied unto for leave or
consent to bring in any such Bill; Some
Proprictors at a great distance, we hear,
were written unto, it is much to be
lamented; there is no preventing such
officious Proceedings. Should any furth-
er impertinent steps be taken, the same
will be treated as it deserved, and a
Protest will be entered against Inclosing
the said Fields by two thirds of the
Proprietors.”
There is nothing to indicate who was
reponsible for publishing this notice, but
there is no doubt that there was some

apprehension amongst the smaller prop-
rietors that enclosure was imminent and as
a way of preventing this happening they
thought this warning might be the means
of stopping the larger proprietors from
proceeding with any plans they might have
for enclosure. Of course it did not.

It would seem that many of the Members
of Parliament dealing with the Bills for
enclosure were themselves landowners
who favoured enclosure and it was well
into the 19th. century, when a more liberal
element in Parliament started to pay
attention to what was going on and with
more interest being taken in the enclosure
of land, the necessity arose for those that
wanted enclosure of land to continue, to
allay the suspicion that only large landown-
ers were obtaining any benefit from enclo-
sure and so a few acres would be set aside
for the “Exercise and Recreation” of the
people. That is how the Enclosure Act of
1836 put it and the Higham Ferrers (1838)
Act for Inclosure authorised the commis-
sioners to set out not more than ten acres,
nor less than nine, as a public recreation
ground. Three trustees were appointed by
the Act, the Ear]l Fitzwilliam, the Mayor
and the Vicar, three more were to be
appointed by a public meeting. The Act for
Ringstead, (1839) authorised two acres,
Stoke Bruerne, (1840) authorised not more
than six acres, but not less than four acres
and Colley Weston, (1841) threc acres but
not less than two, for a place of exercise
and recreation for the inhabitants of the
parish and neighbourhood. These were the
last four Parliamentary Awards in the
County, whether the practice of granting
land for this purpose was continued when
enclosure was made by using the Pro-
visional Order procedure is not known.

There are two more sources of informa-
tion on enclosure that have not been
mentioned, they are the commissioners
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minute books and books of claims. Unfor-
tunately, only a few have survived from
the 210 awards made in the County. It was
not until late in the eighteenth century that
commissioners were ordered to keep
books, probably some kept books of a sort
for their own convenience while they were
actively engaged in the work and discarded
them when done. The few that have
survived were most likely put aside and
forgotten and have only come to light
when some office was turned out. One
cannot help thinking that some commis-
sioners did all in their power to prevent
detailed study of their awards and would
destroy all books and papers. It is notice-
able that some commissioners, more than
others had their awards enrolled at the
Courts of Westminster, Common Pleas
seemed to be the favourite, and unless a
copy was lodged in the parish church chest
it was next to impossible for the poorer
landowners to consult them and to check

423

various points. The commissioners minute
book for Yardley Hastings appears to
confirm that in some cases awards were not
lodged in the parish church as a matter of
policy. In this book it can be seen that the
clerk had recorded an order by the com-
missioners that the award for the parish
was to be lodged in the parish church, but
this is heavily scored through and the book
records that the award was to be inrolled
with the Clerk to the Peace for the County
without any mention of a copy being
retained in the parish at the clerk has
thought when drafting the minutes.

My thanks are due to Mr. Russell who worked
in the office of the Clerk of the Peace at County
Hall, for allowing me to use his office and for
producing for me, the inrollments of the County
Awards for Inclosure. To Mr. P. 1. King, then
County Archivist, and his staff, for their help,
and to Mr. V. A. Hatley for his help and
advice.
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ASPECTS OF THE AGRICULTURE OF NORTHAMPTONSHIRE
IN THE FIRST HALF OF THE NINETEENTH CENTURY

J. PHILLIP DODD

A number of sources exist for the study of
the agriculture of the county in this period.
The General View by Donaldson, and
Marshall’s review are well known, but less
so may be the Board of Agriculture’s
questionnaire of 1816, designed to indicate
the parlous state of the industry. This was
only briefly available as the printer went
bankrupt.

The Crop Returns of 1801 were accom-
panied by comments made by incumbents
which in many cases throw light on local
parish conditions and so are worthy of
study. The Crop Returns are the subject of
Fig. 1. in this essay, which may serve as a
useful base map for later studies.

In the period 1820 to 1848 the Board of
Agriculture mounted several investigations
into the depressed state of agriculture and
these were published as Reports of Select
Committees of the House of Commons and
the Lords. However, close analysis of these
Reports demonstrates that they were not
quite as given out, The Committces were
packed with advocates of agricultural pro-
tection and the witnesses called to give
cvidence were dominantly supporters and
persons beholden to the Committee mem-
bers as land agents and estate bailiffs. Thus
the Reports form an cffective lobby for the
causc of agricultural protection and the
maintcnance of the Corn Laws.

The essay terminates without any de-
tailed discussion of the Corn Law politics
of the county, which were perhaps of less
significance than those of more purely
arable counties: Northamptonshire
throughout the period was largely commit-
ted to the practice of mixed farming.

Evidence of the Crop Returns of 1801
At the beginning of the century the general
pattern was onc of mixed farming follow-

425

ing a crop rotation of part-fallow and
part-turnips on wecll-manured ground,
then wheat, with barley sown on the turnip
land. In the third year, beans and pcas were
sown succeeded by barley undersown with
red clover. Then clover for two years and
in the seventh year part beans and part
oats.! At Lowick it was reported in 1801
that there were nearly as many acres of
clover as there were of wheat.?

Wheat occupied about one third of the
tillage with the same proportion of barley;
oats were of little importance. An analysis
of the 1801 Crop Returns indicates that
wheat was sown on 41.8 per cent of the
cereals acreage with barley taking up 39 per
cent and oats 19.2 per cent. The map (Fig.
1.) indicates the distribution of wheat and
by inference that of barley also. In some
thirty or more parishes the barley acrcage
was in excess of that of wheat.

In the progressive farming regions tur-
nips took the place of peas and beans,
although this has to be qualified by
reference to the naturc of local soils.
Turnips were better suited to the lighter
barley lands while beans were sown on the
heavicr lands often of strong clay content.
Typical of the more progressive lands were
the parishes of the Northampton district.
At Moulton near Northampton the incum-
bent stated in 1801 ‘the occupicrs and
proprietors arc left at full liberty to grow
the sorts of grain, whose respective pro-
duce may best answer the ends of public
utility . . . the late glorious harvest gives a
decided preference to the course of husban-
dry the farmers in this place pursuc and
confirms that opinion of their good man-

'. J. Donaldson, General View of the Agriculture of
Northamptonshire 1794, p.14

2. PRO H067/15 Crop Returns for 1801. Report by
incumbent of Lowick.
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the London market and by the beginning of
February all had been disposed of.”

Sheep were bought at Weyhill Fair in
Wiltshire, also some Cotswold sheep, these
were fattened in summer on clover and old
turf pastures. They were sold at the
autumn fairs to London and elsewhere,
although some might be kept over until
Spring.’® Emphasis on fattening was also
reported by the incumbents of Clipston
and Edgcote.!!

Farming in the French Wars

During the 1790s harvests were poor or
deficient in several years. In 1795 the Duke
of Portland, Secretary of State for Home
Affairs, wrote to the lord lieutenant of ecach
county in an attempt to discover the state
of the harvest of 1795.'2 The replies
received from the petty constables or
overseers of the poor, often on scraps of
paper, were of little use for the required
purpose. For Northamptonshire it was
reported that the harvest of 1795 was
deficient as was that for much of the
country. In 1788 and 1799 there were
further harvest failures and the harvest of
Northamptonshire for 1789 was stated to
be inferior to that of 1788. The government
requested further information in 1800
when the harvest was very deficient or had
failed almost everywhere.'”> A third
attempt was initiated in 1801 when the
harvest was a great success in all parts of
the country. In Northamptonshire the poor
crops of 1789—-1800 were confirmed by the
report from Grafton Underwood, ‘the land
of this parish is in general poor and cold,
but it is universally allowed that the

°. Donaldson op. cit., 1794, p.50

1. Donaldson op. cit., 1794, p.53

' PRO H067/15 Crop Returns for 1801. Reports
by incumbents of Clipston and Edgcote.

'2. BPP. Home Office Domestic. 42/36/7, 1795.

13 J. Phillip Dodd, South Lancashire in Transition.
A Study of the Crop Returns for 1795-1801. Trans.
Historic Society Lancashire & Cheshire, 117, 1965,
p-103-

produce of this year (1801) is at least equal
to that of the last two put together’.'*

Because of the shortages of 1799 and of
the harvest of 1800-01 prices of the grain
available rose considerably, a situation
greatly aggravated by many farmers and
millers who withheld stocks and monopol-
ised supplies. At Alderton the incumbent
complained, ‘Some men can purchase the
stock of the small farmers through the
assistance of the country banks and the
opportunity thus afforded to others of
holding up their corn as long as they please,
will, it is to be feared, too successfully
disappoint the hopes of those who look for
cheapness because there is plenty, just as
they aggravated all the evils of scarcity a
year ago’.'> This practice is confirmed by
the report from Edgcote, ‘the price of grain
is regulated by the corn dealers who make
fortunes by speculation’.'® At Kettering the
report was that ‘the crops of every kind
were abundant, but the prices of every
article have been kept up by a set of
wretches, who, destitute of humanity
combine together’.!”

There was a general outcry throughout
the country condemning the avarice and
restrictive tactics of millers and farmers.
The Home Office Domestic files are filled
with complaints which ask the government
to take action. The vicar of Ditton Priors in
Shropshire wrote, ‘Can there by any
method adopted to curb the savage and
insatiable Avarice of People? Our Millers
be the most imposing and oppressing they
care not how high the price of Corn is, the
higher it is the more to their gain. It is a
shame to sec how, both Farmers and
Millers, do feast themselves at Home and
Abroad, ride upon pampered horses with

4. PRO H067/15 Crop Returns for 1801. Report
by incumbent of Grafton Underwood.

'S, PRO H067/15 Crop Returns for 1801. Report
by incumbent of Alderton.

'*. PRO H067/15 Crop Returns for 1801. Report
by incumbent of Edgcote.

7. PRO HO067/15 Crop Returns for 1801. Report
by incumbent of Kettering.
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the silver-plated bits and stirrups. They are
waxen fat, they shine, they judge not the
cause of the fatherless, and the right of the
neady they do not judge’. Wheat which
was 67s.6d. a quarter in 1799 jumped to
113s.7d. in 1800 and to 118s.3d. in 1801."®

The agricultural lobby became alarmed
at such widespread condemnation of far-
mers and mounted a counter-action to
present themselves in a more favourable
light. John Lucas of Droitwich, Worcester-
shire wrote to the Duke of Portland to
‘explain the causes of shortage and why the
terrible hatred which is now raging against
us is unjustified’.!”

In 1804, backed by the Board of Trade,
the agricultural interest issucd question-
naires to farmers requesting dctails of
increase or decrease between 1790 and 1803
in the costs of cultivation. The reply from
Northamptonshire indicated that rent had
increased by 40 per cent, rates and taxes by
36*/11 per cent, wear and tear 555/9 per
cent, labour 32%%/83, team costs by 10 per
cent, and total expenses by 25'/5 per cent.
Tithe had risen from 5 shillings to 7
shillings per acre.

The question of income from agriculture
was ignored so that the county statements
evinced an overall pattern of rising costs
which showed that farming was in a poor
way. If onc examines the average price of
wheat per quarter for the period 17901802
this was 65s.7d. This represented a risc of
43.5 per cent on the average price for the
ten years preceding 1790. Thus the alleged
rise in total expenses in Northamptonshire
of some 25 per cent sccms hardly to
compare with the returns from arable
farming. When onc analyses the 40 per cent
increase in the cost of tithe and notes that
crop productivity must have increased in
like proportion, the case for a depression in
Northamptonshire farming appears de-

" J. Phillip Dodd, The State of Agriculture in
Shropshire 1775-1825. Trans. Shropshire Archaeological
Society LV 1954 14

1. Dodd, op. cit. 1954 p.20

cidedly untenable. The increase in wear and
tecar costs points the same way.

The Post-War Depression

Following the termination of the War in
1815, the inflationary prices which had
ruled for so many years collapsed. The
returns from arable farming had been so
high that land of any quality had been taken
up often on the strength of bank loans at
high interest rates. As the price of grain
rapidly fell, farmers found themselves
unable to maintain the interest payments
and the banks and others began to fore-
close. Farmers dropped land out of cultiva-
tion and discharged much of their labour
force, with the consequence that poor rates
rose to support the increase in the unem-
ployed labourers. Tradesmen were not
paid, rents and taxcs were also left in
arrears. The resultant panic occasioned by
occupicrs induced the Board of Agriculture
to mount an investigation into the depress-
ion in agriculturc in 1816.%°

Questionnaires were addressed to the
‘most opulent landowners in England and
Wales’ requesting information on the num-
ber of farms unoccupicd, the number of
occupiers giving notice to quit, any reduc-
tions in rent, the condition of the labouring
poor, the state of the Poor Rates and lastly
suggestions for improving the situation.
For Northamptonshire seven replies were
received. Joscph Weston of Brixworth
reported one farm unoccupied, Edward
Martin of Oundle stated there were twelve,
D. Bosworth of Holdenby noted one, the
Rev. W. Brotherhood of Desborough said
there were two and Sir R. Brooke de
Capell of Great Oakley stated that there
were ‘some’.

Regarding notices to quit, Martin, Bos-
worth and J. Ekins of Brixworth said there
were some, the Rev. Brotherhood noted
two and Sir R. Brooke reported many.
Rent abatement was pretty general, 13 per

2 The State of Agriculture in March, April and May
1816. Board of Agriculture, 1816.
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cent at Brixworth, 10 to 25 per cent at
Oundle, 15 to 32 per cent at Holdenby, 20
per cent at Brixworth, 25 per cent at Great
Oakley, and 50 to 60 per cent at Desbor-
ough.

As for the condition of the labouring
poor, they were recorded as much distres-
sed from want of employment at Holden-
by, Horton and Great Oakley. At Brix-
worth it was said that there were four times
as many unemployed than ever known,
while at Oundle one third were unem-
ployed and the poor were never in so
wretched a state for 25 years. Another
problem was the decline in manufacturing
industry, and ‘100 tammy wecavers had
been cast on the farmers for support’ at
Desborough. In several parishes the poor
rates had increased betwecn one eighth and
a fifth.

As for remedics, Sir R. Brooke and Sir
R. Gunning of Horton wanted prices
raised. At Oundle and Brixworth the
demand was for lower rents. Taxes should
be lowered, the malt duty should be
abolished, were other demands, while at
Brixworth it was said a bounty should be
paid to farmers.

Edward Martin of Oundle*' declared
that ‘all farmers werce losing money fast,
underdraining and all improvement was at
a standstill as farmers had no money for
these. Dividends to creditors will fall short
by onec third or half of what is expected,
and on some estatcs considerable arrcars of
rent were unpaid’.

At Holdenby, Daniel Bosworth stated
that ‘farmers who four years ago were in
very fair circumstances, arc apparently
worth nothing, as their farms arc insuf-
ficiently stocked. Labourers have a reduc-
tion in wages becausc farmers are not able
to pay them. Many shoecmakes and others
havc been thrown on the hands of farmers
for cmploy and support’.>?

2. Report by Edward Martin of Oundle, 1816 229.
22 Report by Danicl Bosworth of Holdenby, 1816
230-31.

Sir Richard Brooke said that his neigh-
bour, the Hon. Mrs. Cockayne could not
let a farm at Rowell and was obliged to
occupy it herself, and she had abated rents
by onc quarter. Brooke had had a farm of
254 acres on his hands since Lady Days, it
was let for £354 and he had offered it to the
tenant for £260 but he refused to pay more
than £200. Mr. Wright, a coach proprietor
of Kettering paid £3 per acre for a large
farm in Kettering,? which reinforces the
argument that not only farmers but others
had taken up land at high rates in order to
take advantage of the War inflationary food
prices. This farm had just been let by the
landlord, Mr. Martin of Huntingdon, to
Mr. Pickering of Kettering for 25s. per
acre.

Although the replies by Northampton-
shire landowners were hardly as reaction-
ary as in some other counties, where it was
claimed bankruptcies, forced sales and
dispossession were rife, the Board must
have been pleased by the response which
went to support its statement that the
industry stood to losc £9 million. It was
never cxplained why, after ycars of excep-
tional profit, farmers could be reduced to
ncar ruin after a price fall from 72s.2d. in
1816. The Report by the Board over-
stretched credulity outside the industry and
in the provincial press the Courier com-
mented ‘querics to the landowner were
unwiscly drawn out. Without intending it,
they do tend to produce answers gencrally
in one sensc and that an alarming onc.
Taken as a mass they would induce any
forcigner to belicve that the cultivation of
the country was in a drcadful state, whercas
it was never carried to such a height beforec.
Lands that yiclded nothing are now ren-
dered productive. To the questions of the
Board, thc answers are for the most part
gloomy. One cffect such inquiries
always produce — they always increase the
alarm and give risc to a disposition to
cxaggeration’.

2. Report by Sir Richard Brooke of Great Qakley,
231-2.
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The Issue of Protection

During much of the following half-
century, the agricultural lobby was busy
promoting the cause of agricultural protec-
tion and in particular support of the Corn
Laws. Select Committees in 1820, 1833 and
1836 were packed with supporters of
protection while those called before them
to give evidence were either their bailiffs or
others committed to the protectionist
interest. In 1833 John Cooper of Potters-
bury near Stoney Stratford gave
evidence.?*

The Committee was seeking evidence to
support protection and leading questions
were put to eclicit the fact that rents were
too high, that the price of corn was too
low, that farmers were having to use up
their capital to cope with their costs, that
livestock had suffered, that labour costs
could not be supported from the returns of
agriculture. In asking Cooper whether
‘Would the price of produce pay for
improvements’? Speaking of 50s. a quarter
wheat (Q.9656) Cooper answered ‘No
improvements on land could be afforded to
be made at that price’. Earlier, Cooper as
agent, had broken up land for drainage
projects so as to employ labourers without
work. ‘Generally speaking, where this
system has not been applied is the capital of
the tenant sinking very fast?’ (Q.9662) ‘It is
decidedly so.’

Q. 9695. ‘Is the stock of cattle deterio-
rated or lessened on lands generally?” ‘The
quality of cattle is deteriorated.” Q.9704.
“You have stated that there was a super-
abundance of labour generally, and you
attributed it to the fall in the price of corn;
are there any other causes to which that
may be attributed?’” ‘Yes, the improvident
exhaustion of land.’

Insofar as the replies to leading questions
extracted on depressed conditions in
Northamptonshire were concerned, the

24 BPP. Select Committee on Agriculture, 1833, Vol
V (1) 612. Evidence of John Cooper, Q.9656, 9662,
9695, 9704.

panel must have been well satisfied with
the testimony of John Cooper. If there was
an excess of labour available due to men
being turned off, it cannot be said that the
wages paid at this time were high. In
general wages in Northemptonshire com-
pared with those paid in other counties, the
going rates being 7-9 shillings per week in
winter and 10-12 shillings in summer
when, of course, hours were longer.?

In 1846 the protectionist cause was lost
and the Corn Laws were repealed. In the
event of Repeal, dire prognostications had
been made that farmers would be ruined by
a flood of imports of foreign corn,
thousands of labourers would be turned off
and thousands of acres would go out of
production. Actually none of this came to
pass, farmers continued to grow corn and
land remained in demand. William Shaw in
1848 (Q.3489) stated that in Northampton-
shire there was great competition for
land.?®

Agricultural Improvement

Shaw, who farmed 300 acres near North-
ampton, of which 100 were under grass,
gave evidence to the Select Committee of
1848. In reply to the question (3355) ‘You
think there is room for improvement in
Northamptonshire?” He replied, ‘I do not
know any county where there is greater
room for improvement.” ‘Of what nature
should you say are the improvements you
contemplate?” ‘Draining, and the better
making of manure; for the generality of the
farmers in Northamptonshire keep their
plough land in what they call condition, by
robbing the grass portion.”*’ In reply to
further questions on this point Shaw stated.
(Q.3381) ‘it has been robbed by folding
from and mowing the grass land.’ (Q.3395)
‘To what extent do you think the produce

25 BPP. Report on the 1833 Poor Law, Appendix B,
1834 for Northamptonshire parishes.

26 BPP. Select Committee on Agricultural Customs,
1847-8. VII (1) Evidence of William Shaw.

?7_ Supra. Questions 3355, 3356, 3381.



ASPECTS OF IQTH CENTURY AGRICULTURE 431

of the soil in Northamptonshire is capable
of improvement?” ‘I think I might say
one-third of the corn crops?’ ‘Ycs one third
of the corn crops.” ‘Could much more meat
be raised?” ‘Yes, much more.” ‘Do you
think the present high price of meat would
be in any degree diminished if tenants were
encouraged to use artificial food in the
keeping of cattle?” ‘I conceive that it would
materially tend to increase the quantity of
meat and reduce the price.’?®

At this time the system of high farming
had been introduced, whereby stall-fed
cattle were fed cake to enrich the manure
which in turn boosted the yield from the
crop-land. Apparently in Northampton-
shire the practicc was in 1848 just taking
on. (Q.3403) ‘How arc those cattle kept in
the winter?’ ‘In the straw yard.” ‘They are
put out to living in the straw yard — No
cake being allowed?” ‘It is quitc a ncw
system.” ‘Graziers arc not thc men that use
cake, it is by the producers, the farmers,
that cake is used.’” (Q.3408) ‘Has not great
improvement taken place in the cattle and
also in the farms, from their being so kept?’
“Yes.” ‘Do you use cake? ‘Yes, I expend
£300 a yecar for cake, linseed and other
food.”®

It scems clear that by the mid-century
there was considerable scope in the agri-
cultural economy of Northamptonshire for
increasing the productivity of the arable
land, while the practice of high farming
was a development which needed promot-
ing in a county where mixed farming was
of prime importance. It would appear that
it was possible to raise productivity if
farmers were encouraged to do so by the
strengthening of tenant-right of farmers for
improvements made, and particularly for
recompense for unexpired improvement
when giving up a farm. William Bearn in
1852 took up the latter point stating that an
improvement in the tenure of land was one

2% Ibid. Questions 3395, 3396, 3397, 3398.
22 Ibid. Questions 3403, 3407, 3408, 3409.

of the most important features which
needed to be effected.®

Bearn criticised certain other aspects of
agriculture in the Northamptonshire of
1852. There was a lack of suitable accom-
modation despite the efforts of some
proprietors to improve their farm build-
ings. ‘In some villages you will not sce a
good farm homestead; the houses are low,
with small barns and stabling, ill-contrived
yards, with miserable accommodation for
cattle and pigs. — It is vain for the tenant to
endeavour to improve the quality of his
manure by stall-feeding cattle, for he has
no bullock-hovels; or to expend corn or
cake in the yard, for the first heavy rain
washes all the soluble parts of the manure
into the horse pond.™'

The grass land was frequently neglected
and although some conversion of worn-out
pasture had been effected, much more
should be done. ‘In some grazing districts
requiring but little manual labour, a system
of depopulation has been very systemati-
cally carried on by the proprictors for
several years. Cottages and farm premiscs
have been pulled down, and no new
buildings crected. — Many arable farmers in
small parishes have to scek a supply of
labourers from adjacent parishes. The
desire to relieve the estate from parochial
rates has been the principal cause for this
line of conduct.’?

As a general statement farms were
mostly from 100 to 250 acres. This was
borne out in the evidence given to the
Select Committee of 1867. T. A. Walker of
Little Harrowden had 180 acres, of which
75 were in grass. W. Bearn of Finedon
farmed 220 acres plus 80 acres of pasture.
William Pell of Little Billing had 300 acres,
onc third of which was pasture and William

3 William Bearn, On the Farming of North-
amptonshire. J.R.A.S.E. XIII 1852 p.104

3. Bearn supra. p.86

%2 Ibid. p.87
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head per 1000 acres of total area. Further
west in Lutterworth the proportion was
slightly below this at 1099 per 1000 acres
while to the east there were 1000 head per
1000 acres in the Uppingham region.

Cattle stocking was also high, with 112
head per 1000 acres in the Lutterworth
parishes, 303 per 1000 acres in Uppingham
while in the Market Harborough region
stocking was at the amazing density of 355
per 1000 acres, far beyond that of any other
part of the kingdom. The emphasis was
decidedly towards fatstock and 46 per cent
of the Lutterworth cattle, 77 per cent of
those of Market Harborough and 80 per
cent in Uppingham were destined to be
sold as fat stock.

The arable acreage was of course low
with permanent grass occupying between
680 and 780 acres per 1000 acres of total

arca. It is unfortunate that it is only possible
to project statistics for the northern
parishes of Northamptonshire, but with
the county in general committed to mixed
farming, one may reasonably anticipate
that livestock densities were considerable in
other parts, although hardly as high as
those quoted.

Along the western border and in some
southern parishes dairying was of signi-
ficance, with butter for the London market
a prime consideration. Adjacent to North-
ampton and other urban centres, milk for
the urban population had become impor-
tant but elsewhere the focus was on the
supply of meat for London and elsewhere.
Thus one may say that since 1800 the
pattern of farming in Northamptonshire
still followed along the same lines at the
mid-century.

* * *x * *

EXECUTIVE LUNCHTIME SEMINARS
1989 Series

We are pleased to announce our 7th series of Lunchtime Seminars with 5 keynote speakers on
the topic “Winning”. To include Baroness Hooper and Mr Ian Valance, Chairman of British

Telecom.
Programme: 12.15pm

1.30pm

2.30pm Disperse
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‘THE ROYAL AGRICULTURAL SHOW AT NORTHAMPTON,
IN THE YEAR 1847’

TREVOR HOLD

The ninth annual meeting of the Royal Agricultural Society of England was held at
Northampton in July 1847. Thousands of visitors came to the town, three specially-prepared
guides were published (by Wetton, Abel and the official R.A.S. show-guide) and the local
press had a heyday of reporting. The show-yard was erected on the Racecourse and a
purpose-built Dining-Pavilion, ‘“accommodating 1,200 persons at dinner”, on Mr.
Manning’s Close in Bedford Street, between Derngate and Waterloo. As well as the show
events, many entertainments were arranged, including concerts, theatrical performances and
balls. To commemorate the event, the Northampton solicitor and poet Christopher Hughes
wrote a poem, ‘The Royal Agricultural Show at Northampton, In the Year 1847’
Hughes’ poem is so topical and specific in subject-matter and so Punch-like in its facetious
irony that it requires, for the present-day reader, more words to gloss than to print. The
effort required is, I think, worth it, for it encapsulates in 20 lines a past age and a past society
bathing in an important national event “which old Northampton’s glory much enhances”.

Heavy, plethoric, unpoctic bulls,
And mighty horses of the cart description,
Marched on for prizes for pure breeds and mules
Like soldiers, less unwilling, to conscription.

The Horticultural show' with grapes and pines,

Its fruits and flowers and everything which nice is,
Where taste with luxury and art combines

The sounds of melody and Nippin’s ices.?

The Distins,> a most talented quartett,

Blowing sweet sounds from sax-horns and sax-tubas,
With Klitz’s “Mother Earth”,* I hear it yet,

And Ethiops (modern Syphaxes and Jubas).®
The private spreads and the pavilion dinner,®

The Mayor’s good breakfast and the George’s dances,’
All seemed to form a show as I’m a sinner,

Which old Northampton’s glory much enhances.

And then therc were machines for tiles and chaffing,
And noble lords who chaff’'d with the machines,
With wit which sct the dull bystanders laughing,
And drills which sowed the wheat and went like beans.

1. The United Gardeners’ Horticultural Exhibition was held in tents next to the show-yard. ‘Pines’
probably refers to pineapples (‘Queen pine’: see O.E.D. sb%).

2. The refreshment stalls were “‘conducted by Mrs. Read, of the Saracen’s Head” (N.H. 24/7/47).
Music was supplied by “‘the band of the 57th Regiment from Weedon” and Nicholson’s Quadrille
Band (N.H. 24/7/47). ‘Nippin’s ices’: William Nippin was ‘inn-holder’ at the ‘Saracen’s Head’ in

434
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Abington Street during the 1830s (Poll-books) though he is not mentioned in Kelly’s Directory for 1847.
The ‘Saracen’s Head’ connection, however, seems more than a coincidence.

3. The celebrated Distin family performed on the evenings of July 19, 20, 21 and 22 in Mr. Klitz’s
concerts at the New Hall, Newland. In 1833, John Distin (1793-1863) formed, with his four sons, a
brass ensemble known as the Distin Family Quintet. In 1864, they went to Paris where they tried out
the ‘sax-horns’ newly-patented by Adolph Sax and immediately adopted them for their quintet. In
1846 they became British agents for sax-horns. John’s eldest son, George, died in 1848, and it was as a
quartet that the family toured the U.S.A. in 1849. Their Northampton programme included
“selections from the choicest works of Verdi, Rossini, Bellini, Donizetti, Meyerbeer and Curschman.”

4. James Frederick Klitz (1813-70) was one of the leading musicians in Northampton at the time, He
owned a Music Repository on the corner of the Market Square opposite the Parade and earned his
living by selling, tuning, repairing, exchanging and hiring pianos, selling sheet-music and teaching
music “‘in all its branches”. To commemorate the visit of the R.A.S., he wrote and published “The
Song of the British Farmer: “Hurrah for the Land Mother Earth”’, which he dedicated to Earl Spencer
and sold at 25.6d a copy. The words of the song were by none other than Christopher Hughes — *“I hear
it yet”! The Northampton Herald states that, at his concerts (see previous note), Klitz sang the song
accompanying himself at the piano. He also sang it at the Mayor’s Champagne Breakfast: it was clearly
the hit-song of the week.

5. The cabbalistic line had me puzzled for some time, until adverts in Northampton Herald and
Northampton Mercury revealed all:

“Lantum Ethiopian Serenaders (from the Egyptian Hall, Piccadilly) will give two of their unrivalled

entertainments at the Mechanics’ Institute on Thursday and Friday evening, July 22 and 23”

(N.H. 17/7/47)

“Theatre, Northampton. Extraordinary Novelty for the Agricultural Meeting. This Evening,

Saturday, the celebrated FEMALE ETHIOPIANS and SERENADERS, from the Queen’s Concert

Rooms, London, will give their far-famed NEGRO MELODIES.”

(N.M. 17/7/47)

We tend to think of ‘black-and-white’ minstrel shows as being a late Victorian phenomenon. But, in
fact, they were popular in this country from the mid-1840s. They were developed by the American
entertainer Thomas (‘Jim Crow’) Rice: a white performer who blackened his face with burnt cork and
wore a costume that represented, to the white audience, the typical Negro. These minstrel shows were
often called ‘Ethiopian Opera’, and consisted of Negro dialect plantation songs, virtuoso dancing,
banjo and fiddle music and crude humour. ‘The Virginian Minstrels’ toured the British Isles in the
summer of 1843 and provided a prototype for many other troupes formed in the 1840s. ‘Ethiop’ means,
literally, ‘burnt-face’. ‘Juba’ was a species of dance or breakdown practiced by the plantation negroes of
the Southern States, accompanied by “clapping of the hands, patting of knees and thighs, striking of
the feet on the floor, and a refrain in which the word juba is frequently repeated.” (O.E.D.) ‘Syphaxes’ |
have been unable to track down. (Hughes was clearly au fait with the pop. music terminology of his
day')

6. The Pavilion Dinner was held on Thursday 22 July “at Four o’clock: doors open at half-past
Three.” Price of tickets: 10s. each “including a pint of Wine.”

7. The Mayor’s Champagne Breakfast was held at 12 noon on Wednesday 21 July. The Mayor that
year was Thomas Sharp. Two public balls were held at the George Hotel: a ‘Grand County Ball’ (for
the gentry) on Thursday 22 July, and a ‘General Town and County Ball’ (for the hoi polloi) on the
following evening; tickets for the first: 12s.6d; no price given for the second.

Perhaps in deference to his musical collaborator, Mr. Klitz, Hughes does not mention that
on Friday 23 July, a Grand Morning Concert — ““‘commencing at Half-past Two precisely”
(sic) — was organised by Klitz’s musical rival, Abel & Sons. This was given at the Assembly
Rooms of the Angel Hotel by the following *“distinguished artistes”: Mademoiselles Alboni
(1826-94) and Corbari and Signor Tagliafico (1821-1900) (all from the recently inaugurated
Royal Italian Opera at Covent Garden) and Mr John Parry (1800-79), the celebrated singer of
comic-songs. The conductor was M. (later Sir) Julius Benedict (1804-85), Musical Director
at Drury Lane at the time.
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It is difficult for us to appreciate the effect of such an event on a quiet provincial town like
Northampton: thousands of visitors — many taking advantage of the recently opened railway
station (1845) at South Bridge — as well as the ‘poetic bulls’, ‘horses of the cart description’
and their brethren. G. J. de Wylde’s editorial in Northampton Mercury (24 July) sums it up
amusingly:

“The town itself . . . has for months past been in an agony of scrubbing and polishing . . .

Never came such a corps of ambulatory arts; the musical, especially. Double basses broke

your shins at every second; harps thrust their “sea-maiden frames” in your face; loud

bassoons opened their huge mouths at you, and “doubling drums” kicked their way
towards the grand scene of action.”

"TRADITIONAL
CRAFTSMANSHIP TRIUMPHS.

As their combination of classic style and supreme
comfort becomes rarer, Church’s shoes continue to win
new friends for traditional Northampton craftsmanship all
over the World.

Isn’t it time you treated yourself to a pair? Any of
these Church’s fitting specialists in Northampton will be

FEOE Clmreihs

FAMOUS ENGLISH SHOES
MEN’S AND LADIES’ STOCKIST MEN'’S STOCKIST MEN'S AND LADIES’ STOCKIST
A JONES & SONS, SWANNS GORDON SCOTT FOOTFITTER,
6-8 ST. GILES STREET. OF GOLD STREET. 7 ABINGTON STREET.
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appeared for admission were Townshend’s
children including two of his daughters. While
this caused some moments of concern for
the University president, Townshend’s
daughters were admitted, and the Ohio
State University became co-educational
without great debate and without an
official policy statement from the Board of
Trustees.?® It is almost certain that even
Townshend, the visionary crusader, would
be astounded if he observed the Ohio State
University today. The University he
helped found has become a comprehensive
undergraduate, graduate, professional and
rescarch University, with over 50,000
students enrolled in many disciplincs,
including agriculture and medicine.

20. Albert W. Tuttle, “The Men Behind the

Guns,” The Ohio State University Monthly, Vol VII,
No. 6 (February 1916), 12.

Norton Townshend died 12 July 1895 at
his residence on the campus of Ohio State
University. One of the ministers for the
funeral services was Rev. James Poindex-
ter, described as ‘“‘the most noted and
influential colored man (sic) of the State at
that time.” Rev. Poindexter’s sermon
recognized Townshend’s dedication to the
improvement of the civil rights of Blacks in
Ohio.?! Townshend’s body was returned
to Lorain County, where he is buried just a
few miles down the road from the farm
which he helped his father develop on the
Ohio frontier in the 1830s.%

* k Kk Kk %

21. Cope, History of Ohio State University, 134, 527.
22. Columbus Dispatch, 15 July 1895. Obituary for
NST.

* Kk Kk Kk %
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BOUGHTON HOUSE, KETTERING, NORTHAMPTONSHIRE, NN14 1B]J.
KETTERING (0536) 515731.

“‘A vision of Louis XIV’s Versailles transported to England”
3 Miles North East of Kettering Off A43 through Geddington.

Living history since 1450 — 7 courtyards and over 400 windows.

Celebrated art treasures in superb rooms — magnificent painted ceilings, the finest of
Armouries.

Newly restored stables display area with 1825 family coach — lecture room and study area.
Beautiful gardens and lakeside walks — nature trail.

Teas — Gift and Garden Shops — Picnic Area.

Exciting Adventure Woodland Play Area.

Administered by The Living Landscape Trust.

House Open — August.

Grounds Open — May — September.

Details — The Living Landscape Trust (0536) 515731.
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the next year.'® In the next twenty years or
so the meetings on his Chapel Brampton
farm the week before Doncaster Races
attracted numerous assemblages, and the
custom arose of having their after-show
dinner at the George, Northampton. In
1822 new prizes for what was now being
referred to as ‘Lord Althorp’s Agricultural
Meeting’ were being offered by Sir William
Wake and Edward Bouverie, Esq.'®

Two important developments occurred
in 1823. The Ploughman and Shepherd’s
Friends’ Society, now that the local branch
of Webb Hall’s society was completely
defunct, took the name ‘The North-
amptonshire Farming and Grazing Socie-
ty’. It also instituted an annual Wool Fair,
the first of which was held in the Market
Square in Northampton on 26 July 1823."7
It was an important local innovation, and
was to have a long life. It seems to have
been Hillyard’s idea. The Society’s annual
ploughing contests in February, the Wool
Fair and the September meet became
established parts of the agricultural calen-
dar. Hillyard was the Society’s president
and no amount of persuading on his part
would induce Lord Althorp to take over
the position. In farming the two engaged in
jocular competitions, holding a sweepstake
on who could produce the largest mangel
worzels (tested by weight of crops per acre)
on their respective farms in 1829 and
1830.'® This, and such things as tcsting the
relative merits of root crops for fattcning
cattle, were the sort of things Althorp
loved to spend his spare time on. They also
helped to take his mind off the grief
occasioned by his wife’s death in 1823. In
1825 he persuaded Countess Spencer to
offer prizes for the improvement of Poul-
try, the show for which was held on 22
December at his farm at Brampton, and
instituted a Horticultural Show as well."”

'S NM 25 Mar, 24 June and 9 Dec 1820

'* NM 17 Aug 1822

7 NM 7 June, 5 July, 2 Aug, 20 Scpt 1823
' NM 24 Jan 1829. See also NH 2 Dec 1837
'Y NM 17 Dec 1825

All this was very cosy and congenial, but
the Farming and Grazing Society never
lacked critics. They argued that all cattle
and sheep breeding did was to produce
over-fat and expensive animals, and that,
despite its protestations over keeping poli-
tics out of its deliberations, the Society was
a political body. Hillyard replied to these
criticisms in a letter in the columns of the
Mercury in 1826, defending the utility of
public exhibitions of cattle and sheep on the
grounds of improving breeding and
spreading knowledge. He also denied that
the Society had anything to do “with any
subjects connected with the political eco-
nomy of the country; discussions of that
kind are never entered into at our meetings;
our attention is wholly directed to en-
couragement of good ploughing, good
shepherding, the general good conduct of
agricultural labourers, and the improve-
ment of agriculture; also, by the bounty of
Lord Althorp, to the breeding of the most
profitable breeds of sheep and cattle.”" A
reply printed the following week begged
leave to doubt whether the Society rcally
was above politics.

Proof that it was not came in 1830 over
the “Town Tolls’ issuc. At a mecting in
Northampton, at which Hillyard was in
the chair, resolutions were passed against
the Corporation tolls on horses, sheep and
cattle sold in the town, and on waggons
and carts passing through the town, the
hated ‘traversc tolls’. It was alleged that,
though the corporation had levied these
tolls for centuries, it had done so without
legal right, had recently taken no action
against people who refused to pay, and that
an action against the Corporation should be
taken to court to test the law. A sum was
duly raised, and John Hensman, a leading
Whig attorney, was appointed legal adviser
to the committee set up to fight the issue.
Backing came from a great number of
farmers and graziers, members of the
Farming and Grazing Society.?! This mat-

20 Letter NM 30 Scpt 1826
2! NM 12 and 26 Junc, 24 July 1830
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up-and-down husbandry on second quality
pasture so that it could produce as much
meat as at present, plus a quantity of corn.
As to the ‘general opinion’ that it was best
to leave inferior pasture as it was, he did
not entirely agree: it could be improved by
draining, paring and then ploughing and
sowing. He also goes into some detail on
the matter of sowing grass seed.?®

That Hillyard’s fame as a promoter of ‘the
science of agriculture’ was spreading is
shown by the fact that his words were
reported in a Manchester newspaper. Men-
tioning the Northamptonshire Farming
and Grazing Society and its “‘active and
communicative President,” it quoted him:
“A great proportion of the rising genera-
tion of farmers are more inquisitive, more
anxious to obtain knowledge on all agri-
cultural subjects, and have less prejudices
than their predecessors had.”?” That might
have been true of the rising generation, but
it cannot be said that the majority of
farmers were going over to improved
methods at that time. They were worried
about too many problems to experiment;
low or negligible profits; the weight of
taxes; the problem of ‘surplus labour’; the
cost of poor rates; and the fear of tariff
barriers being lowered.

On the latter issue in late 1825 in various
counties, Norfolk and Bedfordshire in
particular, there were signs of new farming
societies being formed in advance of
Parliament preparing to adjust the Corn
Laws. At the December meeting of the
Smithfield Club there was talk of forming a
regular or permanent Agricultural Board
or Society in London to look after the
interests of farmers.?® Early the next year
the Bedfordshire Association for the Pro-
tection of Agriculture was passing resolu-
tions that British Agriculture could feed the
nation, that it should be protected from

26 NM 2 Oct 1830
27 Wheeler’s Manchester Chronicle 23 Oct 1830
2 NM 24 Dec 1825

cheap imports, and that Parliament should
be petitioned.?’ But the Northamptonshire
Protectionist movement had faded away,
possibly because no prominent Tory
figures had come forward in support,
possibly because the Spencers were
opposed, and all this protectionist talk
achieved in 1826 was to stimulate the Free
Traders of Northampton, who served the
Mayor with a requisition to call a town
meeting to consider a petition for the
liberalizing of trade. The Tory Mayor
refused, a public meeting weas held at the
Ram Inn with G. Peach in the chair,
strongly supported on the platform by
Hensman. A free trade petition was got up,
received 3,000 signatures, and was duly
present to Parliament.?® Hillyard outlined
his views on this matter in his presidential
address to the Farming and Grazing Society
in 1828, at a time when the Corn Laws
were again due to be amended again by
Parliament. He put the case for moderate
protection: ““‘Should the present Corn Laws
be found by experience not to afford the
expected protection, they must be
amended: for so long as the land is bound
to protect the poor, the laws must protect
the land.” In the course of his address he
mentioned his 200 acre farm at Wootton,
and amongst the burdens of the farmer he
mentioned his 18 days’ duty each year on
the parish roads with his teams.>!
Protectionist feeling in Northampton-
shire revived in 1835-37, chiefly as a result
of the deepening of the agricultural de-
pression and the state of conservative
politics in the traumatic years after the
triumph of Reform in 1830-32. Moves to
found a Northamptonshire Agricultural
Association to rival the Farming and
Grazing Society began in December 1834,
though the founding of this new Associa-
tion was pre-dated by the setting up of
local agricultural clubs at Thrapston, Wel-

29 NM 11 Feb 1826
30 NM 18 Feb, 22 Feb and 22 Apr 1826
' NM 18 Sept 1828
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system which was typical of the county in
his day. He was a great advocate of the
four-course system: wheat, turnips and
mangel wurzels, clover, barley. The green
root crops werc used to feed cattle to
produce manure. The raising of a good
supply of winter food for cattle is the very
life of farming, and Hillyard quotes the old
saying “No food, no cattle; no cattle, no
dung; no dung, no corn.”” Improvement
also depended on improving the quality of
the stock, and he (like his patron Lord
Althorp) was a great belicver in the
Durham breed of short horn cattle as best
suited to Northamptonshire.*’ He summed
up the position thus:
The grass land of Northamptonshire being
generally of good quality, is chiefly appropri-
ated to feeding beasts; few are bred. Those
that are now bred in the poorer soils are of a
better kind than formerly, good Durham
bulls having of late years been kept in many
different parts of the county.*!

And he mentions Lord Spencer’s £50 prize
for the best Durham bull kept in the county
“to serve cows at five shillings.” His
Lordship’s main herd was kept at Wiscton,
Nottinghamshire, whence steers were sent
to be grazed at Brampton.** Hillyard’s list
of improvements over the past thirty years
is not all that impressive: in what he writes
therc is a strong scnse of unfinished
business.

Apart from the negative blessing (as
Hillyard saw it) of a fertile country, there
were several reasons for the persistence of
‘bad farming’. Somewhat disingenuously,
he observes it could not have stemmed
from not knowing what good practice was,
for bad farming was frequently found close
to very good. And there was after all the
Farming and Grazing Society for those
with cars to listen, and eycs to see at its
annual shows. Nor does he blame bad
farming on low prices, taxation and the

0 ibid p.72
0 ibid p.75
U ibid p.72
*2 ibid p.75

fiscal apolicy of the government. In his
view the main reason was lack of capital.
Tenants took farms without enough finan-
cial strength to farm efficiently: this often
applied to owner occupiers ‘‘and those
brought up to be farmers,” who often
carried ‘“‘inherited financial burdens.”*?
Much bad farming arose from the parsi-
mony of farmers, in particular their saving
on labour. Hillyard looked to landowners
as the main agents for improvement. He
urged them to let at “fair rents” and to
insist on land being “properly cultivated”.
A good deal of poor farming was on ““poor
clay land” where rents were low — but not,
in his view, low enough. Tenants in such
cases often did not attempt to improve
their farms, but got all they could out of
them at the lowest possible expense. To
encourage tenants to come forward who
were willing to invest capital to get such
land into a good state of cultivation and
purchase good stock Hillyard urged the
introduction of leases, what virtually all the
advocates of agricultural improvement
were urging at the time.** There were
scarcely any in Northamptonshire: tenants
were almost invariably tenants at will,
renting from year to year. However, “the
custom of the country” was a most
powerful force. The great landowners
often prided themselves on the continuity
of their tenantry, many farms staying in the
occupation of the same family for two or
threc generations, or even longer.

Not all landowners were great ones:
landlords died, new onecs replaced them
and Hillyard urged leases as one solution to
improve farming and farmers. As in
matters of protection Hillyard was a
moderate. He did not plead for leases for
all, only for those on land that needed
capitalization: ““for farmers on good land,
in good condition, and therefore only
wanting the common expenses of cultiva-
tion, tenants . . . cannot reasonably expect

> ibid p.92
** ibid pp.4-5
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made it clear that he had become convinced
of the case for Free Trade, not so much by
the arguments of the League, as by the
intellectual merits of the case for free trade
and the Irish Famine. He tendered his
resignation, the Whigs under Russell failed
to form a government, and Peel resumed.
The Northants Protection Society roused
itself to publicise the danger to the rural
interest.> Its leading figure, Stafford
O’Brien, one of the MPs for the Northern
constituency, made something of a name
for himself in Parliament for his attacks on
Peel and Repeal, but to no avail. The
government, with the help of the opposi-
tion, carried the Bill against its own
supporters. The Conservative Party fell to
pieces, and was out of power for virtually
twenty years.

Locally, as far as farming associations
were concerned, Hillyard was to find that
the rift, although very bitter, healed more
quickly than anyone might have expected.
Perhaps the death of the 3rd Earl Spencer in
late 1845 helped: the holding of the Royal
Agricultural Society’s show in North-
ampton in 1847 certainly did. In September
1849 a reconstituted Northamptonshire
Association and the ‘parent society’, the
Farming and Grazing Society, held its first
annual meeting at Kettering, with Colonel
Cartwright, president for the year, in the
chair.>! Severe illness prevented Hillyard’s
attendance, but he sent a letter expressing
regrets at not being able to show his beasts
and attend the Dinner.

It was one of his last acts. He died at
Thorpelands on 29 October at the ripe old
age of 83.°2 Until laid low by bronchitis,
however, his vigour in the cause of farming
had remained undiminished and letters
from him on labourers’ cottages, leases and
sheep breeding appeared in the press during
the previous months.>> The Mercury re-
membered him with affection: at the

0 NH 25 Jan, 13 Dec 1845

>1 NM 29 Sept 1849

2. NM 3 Nov 1849

3 see NM 7 July, 25 Aug, 15 Sept 1849

dinners of the “old society” Hillyard ‘‘had
a pleasant word for everybody and on
every occasion and was always cheerful,
vivacious and kind spirited.”>* The unfor-
giving Herald said nothing, apart from
printing the notice of his death.

“Perhaps no man ever loved agriculture
more carnestly than Mr Hillyard,” wrote
the Mercury. His farm at Thorpelands
(farmed after him by John Beasley’s son,
John Beasley) was a model. It showed to a
contemporary “beautiful clean and abun-
dant crops of grain to speak on the one
part, and well-fed, well-cared for and
well-selected stock on the other. As regards
the cultivation of the arable — about
two-thirds in a farm of 200 acres.”> His
land was not good enough to give him
great scope as a grazier, but he was one of
the largest stall-feeders of cattle in the
county. He exhibited at the principal
shows, but not with much success because
his grazing was never good enough to get
his beasts into proper shape before they
were stalled. His success at the Smithfield
in 1838 was therefore a great pleasure to
him. He was also a breeder of sheep,
building up a flock of crossed Leicesters
and Southdowns, but did not consider (in
1846) that his flock had had sufficient time
to arrive at its real potential.>®

As to Hillyard’s true vocation, if the task
of advocating the science of agriculture had
been an uphill one, it had its satisfactions.
There was the love of farming for its own
sake, and he had enjoyed the life-long
friendship of Earl Spencer, as well as that of
many other agriculturalists. He had been
the founding father of Northamptonshire
Agricultural Societies, and was remem-
bered as such, and lived long enough to see
reunification after the splits and hostilities
of the Corn Law crisis. He had started the
Northampton Wool Fair, which struggled
in its early years, but took off in the

5* NM 3 Nov 1849
55 Fussell, op. cit., p.163
3 ibid, pp.164-4


















BOOK REVIEWS

IN LIVING MEMORY: LIFE IN THE BOROUGHS,
(Northampton Arts Development, Spencer Dallington Community Centre (1987), price £2.00.)

Before receiving my copy of In Living Memory: Life in the Boroughs I had visualised it as a
publication by one author using a collection of material brought together by a team
interviewing the former inhabitants of the Old Boroughs. But Oh No! far from it, for as
soon as I had read the Preface, preceded by page two of Introduction, Acknowledgements,
Organisations, “and Finances, I knew that the book would be a winner. It’s a series of
splendid outbursts from individuals tclling their storics of an already departed way of
Northampton lifc in their own way: I then read on, and on, with outbreaks of laughter, until
I had absorbed all nine chapters of a truly remarkable collection of testimonies. The
questions of the team members are concise and ‘snappy’: the replies ““straight from the horses
mouths”. Photographs are minimal, which might be regretted by some readers. I was more
than happy with this arrangement, for it left me to build my own imaginary image of the
narrator which more often than not was decidedly Dickensian or Rowlandsonian. I likened
the characters to those in childrens ‘pop-up’ books, which, on opening a page, the “goodie
or baddy” stands up from the printed page.

And so it was that on page 13 up ‘popped’ Reg Tero — “My story”, says Reg, “begins
during my childhood in the latc twenties. At that time we lived at number 99 Scarletwell
Street in what we called a Jerry Built house.” Reg then takes the rcader on an imaginary tour
of the premiscs “the living room opened up from the street level — there was an underground
kitchen, unuscable except for the only water tap, and an old yellow stone sink: the first
bedroom was very small but in it slept Mother, Father, two sisters and myself — the second
bedroom had a leaky roof”. At the age of seven Reg and family moved to 28 Horsemarket,
““a dream house” — then follows Reg’s appreciation of the simple nccessities of life — “Only
two yards from the housc to the lavatory” (I bet that was an upgraded word to fit the new
environment) “‘instcad of a 20 yard sprint up the garden path”, as at Scarletwell Street to
what would then be called the privy.

At this stage of this review I confess that for many years pre-war I knew The Burroughs as
well as my own native village of Blisworth. It is through that association that as I rcad
through Living Memories | knew that the ‘characters’ were not spoofing with their yarns:
right up to the very end of The Boroughs there was an air of medievalism in the maze of little
streets and alleyways, especially if one noticed the street names (all now recorded on p. 91).
A few still remain tucked away in the new developments. Packed into this medieval ward
was an assortment of little shops, the slaughter house, coal yards, dairys, wet and fried fish,
undertaker (no funeral parlours then) two churches, mission halls, chapels, butchers with
their pigs-trotters, tripe and pigs-tails, pawnbroker and dozens more, not forgetting the 82
‘assorted’ public houses — listed on p. 91 — a drinker’s paradise. No wonder that many of the
stories told relate to them — and their regular fights in the street outside — plenty of black eyes
to take to work on the next day, and all friends again the next evening . . . except for George
and Phyllis Rolfc’s lurid accounts, which are cqual to an carly western film — as Phyllis says,
“OH IT WERE MURDER. BLOOD EVERYWHERE”.

All these living memory stories are told in 136 pages, all for £2, the price of two pints of
becr!

[ heartily congratulate all who were involved in any way for their outstanding team cffort.
With a closing “afterword” from Katc Wills — “Every Northampton houschold should own

a copy”. How truc. s GEORGE FREESTON
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would also be nice if some publisher would re-issue Everitt’s Ways and Means in English Local
History, originally published by the National Council for Social Service, which is not well
known and now out of print, because it is full of material on Northamptonshire in the
Tudor, Stuart and Georgian periods.

R.L.G.
SHORTER NOTICES

Who Was Who in Rutland appears as a special issuc of Rutland Record No. 8 and is an
entertaining, if slightly oddball publication, in that it is highly selective, listing 33 individuals
or families, some of whom seem (to this reviewer) to have only the slightest connection with
Rutland. Thomas Crapper, for instance (who, as every schoolboy knows, invented the flush
lavatory), born in Yorkshire and died in London, gets in because ‘J. J. Barber has discovered
at least twelve Crapper manholes in Oakham’. Somcone called Sir Winston Leonard Spencer
Churchill (1874-1965) gets in because, when staying at Burley-on-the-Hill House when a
fire broke out, was ‘personally responsible for saving many items, especially from the
Library’. And one or two get in by virtue of mentioning Rutland in their writings, however
briefly, ¢.g. Thomas Fuller, who all the world knows belongs to Northamptonshire. Most
entries are however bona fide Rutland worthies and this Dictionary of Local Biography will
be a useful little reference book for Rutlanders, and those who love the place.

Ashby St Legers has produced a new Visitors Guide, written by the Rev. Laurence Davies
and Mr John B. Gray, beautifully illustrated with colour pictures. Brief and very clearly set
out, guiding the reader to what to sce in the church, great house and village, it is available
from Mr Gray at the Retreat, Ashby St Leger, price £1.00.

R.L.G.
* *x Kk K X

THE BOSOM HUGGER

Mr Donald Hickling of Northampton writes Ref. NP&P, vol.VII, no.5, on p.366, Simon
Fenwick mentions a ‘bosom-hugger’ cocktail. In ““Harry” of Ciro’s A B C of Mixing
Cocktails, published by Christopher & Co., ‘(Wine merchants to H. M. The King)’, n.d., but
probably 1922, there is a recipe for the BOSSOM (sic) CARESSER:

1 yolk of Egg, 1 teaspoonful of Grenadine, ¥ Curacao, V6 Brandy, %3 Madére. Shake well.
Strain.

(@AW ootton-Billingham
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