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NOTES AND NEWS 

The Autumn lecture for 1993 to members of the Record Society was given by Mr Martin 
Sirot-Smith, resident curator of Sulgrave Manor, who spoke knowledgeably on 'Sulgrave 
Manor and the Washington Family'. A litde corner of England that is forever America, the 
Museum at Sulgrave was, before the present curator's time, a singular cultural relic, a shrine 
to the early days of 'the Special Relationship'. The product of an era when the WASP 
leaders of the United States retained a veneration for the institutions and history of old 
England, and Britain had become aware of the rise to power and wealth of the USA and 
strove to embrace it, the museum was well endowed by the Colonial Dames of America. Yet 
this museum somehow remained cut-off from Northamptonshire, and even Sulgrave itself, 
visited mainly by tourists, drawn there by the magic of George Washington's name. Over the 
past five years Mr Sirot-Smith has changed all that. He has brought the place to life, drawn 
in local people and is justifiably proud of the amount of work there which directly involves 
schools. 

The Spring lecture was given by Mr Max Hastings on 'Operation Overlord'. Avoiding 
the Government's mishandling of the 50th am:riversary of the D Day landings, he gave a 
brilliant revisionist lecture on that awesome military episode, pointing up the tensions 
between the Americans and the British on the timing of the invasion, the remarkable 
commitment on the part of the USA to the priority of defeating Hitler before the Japanese, 
and to the relative strengths and weaknesses of the British and Germans. Highest marks were 
given to British staff-planning on what he described as an 'industrial scale', in which many 
of the key planners were civilians. I think I am correct in saying that this was the best 
attended lecture ever promoted by the Record Society, which is no surprise, because Mr 
Hastings is a wonderfully fluent speaker with a powerful sense of the grim realities facing the 
poor bloody infantry, a~ well as the heroic aspects of war. 

* * * * * 
The 23rd of April this year saw a local history occasion which may well prove of some 

lasting significance. A meeting convened in the County Record Office attracted well over 
a hundred people, representing a range of local, family history and other societies, as well as 
many who came on an individual basis. Splendidly organised, the meeting reflected the new 
spirit manifesting itself amongst local history devotees in this county, the old Northampton­
shire Local History Committee having been dead and buried these many years. Mter a 
welcome from Miss ·Watson (who, with her colleagues, deserves great praise for· the day's 
arrangements and the recruitment of so many people), there were talks from this writer, 
David Hall and George Freeston, who recalled the old Local History Committee, its 
projects, outings, and stalwarts in his own inimitable fashion. After a buffet lunch, and a 
chance for delegates to view the displays and mingle with one another, the afternoon session 
was devoted to the question of what form of association local history societies wanted. Many 
excellent contributions were made from the floor, and there was a strong awareness that the 
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balance between the local and the central is the crucial one. In the end a committee was 
appointed, and the meeting accepted Mr Davidge's proposal that its operations should come 
under the umbrella of the Record Society, which offered some financial and administrative 
assistance. My bwn view, based on teaching local history for many years, and having been a 
member of the old County Committee, is that the societies do not want to meet together 
for lectures, advice on how to research their village histories, or outings (all of which they 
do for themselves), but want to have a great get-together once a year to display their projects 
and their wares, and, in particular, to meet other enthusiasts. We live in the age of the Car­
Boot Sale, the Barbecue and the Fair (indeed the demise of the erstwhile East Midlands 
History Fair was much lamented). I hope that the new committee will not adopt too formal 
a set of arrangements, with membership cards, annual subscriptions and all that. Make the 
arrangements ad hoc: stay loose, brothers and sisters. 

* * * * * 
This is the eighteenth and last number of NP&P I shall edit. After seeing the next Record 

Society volume through the press, Professor Edmund King is resigning as General Editor, 
and I am succeeding him. David Hall, whose work on the ancient field systems and medieval 
villages of Northamptonshire has established him as an authority on the subject, is taking 
over from the next number. I wish him well, and can only hope he enjoys the annual 
editorial task as much as I have. When I succeeded John Steane in 1978 there were anxieties 
over the mounting cost of producing NP&P, and some idea of 'reducing it to an annual 
newsletter. This seemed far too alarmist. I instituted the practice of putting the journal out 
to tender, a policy followed ever since. Pardy because we have kept costs under control, 
pardy because the Society has continued to flourish, and not least because writers keep 
sending new and interesting articles on Northamptonshire we have been able to maintain 
the standard of NP&P over the past 16 years. Producing it is a team effort. I should like to 
thank Miss Sladden for her help in the early years, and latterly Leslie Skelton and Jean Hall 
for their 'back-up' at Record Society headquarters. I have always receiv:ed great co­
operation at the Record Office and from the local history library in Abington Street, whose 
collecti~n of illustrations I have raided for every single one of those 18 numbers I have seen 
into existence. 

R. L. GREENALL 
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Department, University of Leicester .. 
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THE CIVIL WAR DEFENCES OF NORTHAMPTON 
GLENNFOARD 

Much of Northamptonshire had strong 
puritan sympathies in the early 17th 
century and declared for parliament at the 
outset of the Civil War (Figure 1). The par­
liamentarian Committee of Northampton 
established a garrison at Rockingham 
Casde in March 1643. They supplemented 
the partially surviving Medieval walls of the 
casde with earthen defences and from here 
they controlled the north east of 
Northamptonshire, Rudand and adjacent 
areas throughout the rest of the war. 1 Minor 
parliamentarian garrisons were also 
established at Fawsley2 in January 1645, at 
Thorpe Mandeville in February 1646, and 
possibly Daventry in January 1646,3 but 
these were very short lived. The nature and 
scale of any defences are unknown, though 
likely to be ephemeral, except apparendy at 
Thorpe Mandeville where John Bridges 
noted in 1721 that 'Oliv Cromwell was 
related to ye Kirtons & kept Garrison here 
of which there Mounds remaining behind 
ye Mannor house . . .'. 4 Newport Pagnell, 

1. The County Committee contributed funds to 
the Rockingham garrison, Account Book of Committee 
for Rutland re Receipts and payments re Rockingham 
Castle, Public Record Office (PRO), SP28/173 unfol. 
2. Provisions to 'ingarrison' Fawsley House, un­
dated but probably January 1645, PRO, SP28/35 f.440; 
expenses ofPhilip Cave for supplies to Fawsley House, 
21 January & 13 February 1645, PRO SP28/239 
unfol. , & 18 Jan. to 9 Feb. 1645, SP28/133 f.415 et 
seq. ; Parliament Scout 23-30 January 1645. The 
Parliament Scout, no. 84, 1645, quoted by.. R. E. 
Sherwood Civil Strife in the Midlands, 197 4, p. 171. 
3. 'That they may better procede in it (the Banbury 
siege) , and have the better accomodations in the case of 
any disturbance should be, they have begun and are 
going fast on to fortifie a house at Thorpe Mandeville, 
three miles offBanbury to the east.' Moderate Intelligencer 
No. 56, Feb 9th 1646. The evidence for Daventry is 
tenuous: PRO, SP28/239 unfol. : 19 Dec. 1645 warrant 
re making of turnpikes at Daventry, and Account Book 
of ?Eydon dated 4 Dec. 1646; including 2 labourers 
digging at Daventry in January 1646, SP28/35 f.42fl- & 
438: warrants 2nd & 12th Jan. 1646 re carriage of 
ammunition to Daventry. 
4. Bodleian Library, Top. Northants e2, p. 92 & f.3 , 
p. 9. I 

established as a parliamentarian garrison in 
autumn 1643, although outside the county, 
was pardy funded by the Northampton 
Committee. 

Northampton was however by far the 
most important garrison in the county 
throughout the war. In August 1642, 
before the royal standard had been raised at 
Nottingham, Northampton was preparing 
new fortifications to supplement its 
surviving medieval town walls. There was 
good reason, for already royalist troopers 
had attacked the puritan villagers ofK.ilsby.5 

Northampton's defences were crucial not 
only for the protection of the town itself 
but also as a secure base from which to 
control the surrounding territory. Banbury 
casde had been captured by the royalists in 
October 1642, following the batde of 
Edgehill. It was refortified as an outpost of 
the King's capital at Oxford and its garrison 
were constandy in conflict with the parlia­
mentarians from Northampton, making 
much of the south west of Northampton­
shire a disputed area throughout the war. In 
the north east of the county the royalists 
established a garrison at Burghley House in 
1643, but this was stormed by Cromwell in 
July. 6 In the south west of the county the 
royalists attempted to extend their control 
in the winter of 1643-4, constructing 
defences around the small market town of 
Towcester as a winter garrison for the main 
royalist army under Prince Rupert. The 
manor house and church at nearby Grafton 
Regis w~re also fortified as an outpost to 
Towcester. Both were held only briefly. 
Grafton was reduced by siege at Christmas 
1643. Towcester was abandoned and the 
defences slighted in January 1644, in the 
face of a large parliamentarian force which, 

5. A True Relation cif the Barbarous Crueltie of divers of 
the bloody Caveleers, 1642, Northamptqn Reference 
Library (NRL) . 
6. S. R. Gardiner History cif the Great Civil VVttr, vol. 
1, 1987, p. 189. 
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FIG 1: PLAN OF NORTHAMPTONSHIRE AND ADJACENT AREA 
showing Civil War garrisons 

after the fall of Grafton, had begun to harry 
the royalists in their quarters in the villages 
surrounding Towcester. In contrast 
Northampton, though faced on a number 
of occasions by royalist forces, never 
suffered the siege which it so feared and for 
which it prepared itself almost continually 
from August 1642 until the surrender of the 
Banbury garrison in May 1646. 

The medieval defences of the town and 
castle at Northampton have previously 
been considered in some detail from 
documentary sources and have been 

examined archaeologically. 7 In contrast, the 

7. ]. H. Williams, 1982, 'Four small excavations on 
Northampton's Medieval Defences and elsewhere', 
Northamptonshire Archaeology, vol. 17, pp. 60-73; Royal 
Commission on Historical Monuments (RCHM), 
vol. 5. Archaeological Sites and Churches in Northampton; 
R. W. Brown, 1915, 'The Ancient Fortifications of the 
Town of Northampton', Northants Natural History 
Society and Field Club (NNHS&FC), vol. xviii, no. 143, 
pp. 85-102; E. E Law, 1879, Association of Architectural 
Societies Reports (AASR) vol. 15, pp. 198-203; R . G. 
Scriven, 1879, 'The earthworks on the site of the 
Casde at Northampton', AASR vol. 15, pp. 204-210; 
Rev. R. M . Serjeantson, History of Northampton Castle, 
pp. 46-79. 
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FIG 2: JOHN SPEED'S MAP OF NORTHAMPTON IN 1610, showing the medieval 
casde, town gates and most of the town wall still surviving 

{Northamptonshire Libraries and Information Service) 

Civil War re-fortification of the to~n has 
received only limited attention. There has 
been no attempt to establish the character 
and layout of these defences, and where 
they have been recorded, as earthworks or 
in excavations, they have been inadequately 
analyzed or misinterpreted. 8 The present 

8. Brown op. cit. n. 7; Rev. J. C. Cox, 1898, 
Northampton Borough Records, vol. 11, pp. 438-450; J. T. 
Page, 1936, 'The Great Civil War', NNHS&FC ,vol. 
xxviii no. 216 pp. 88-89 & 99; W Perkins, 1890, 'The 
Fortification ofNortharnpton, 1645', Northamptonshire 
Notes and Queries, vol. 3, pp. 97-102. The important 
records for Northampton in PRO SP28 were referred 

paper examines these 17th century fortifi­
cations through documentary and topo­
graphical analysis, providing a framework 
within which future archaeological investi­
gations can be designed. The study should 
also assist in the characterisation of the 
medieval defences of the town, the remains 
of which have in some cases been confused 
with those' of the Civil War. 

The maps of Northampton by Speed 

to but not analysed by C. D. & W C. D. Whetham, A 
History of the Life of Colonel Nathaniel Whetham, 1907. 
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(1610) and Marcus Pierce (1632)9 provide 
the starting point for any analysis of the 
layout of the fortifications, as they show 
which parts the medieval defences survived 
into the 17th century. The crucial 
document is however the written survey of 
the greater part of the Civil War fortifica- · 
tions of the town taken on the 9th of 
October 1645 by John Hooper. 10 18th and 
19th century antiquarian records11 of the 
remains as they then survived assist in the 
interpretation of the earlier sources and 
help in relating them to the town maps of 
1746, 1807 and 1847.12 The Inclosure Map 
and Award of 1779, together with 
associated partial plans of the meadows and 
other closes, provides vital, accurate 
information. Deeds and surveys of property 
in the town, in some cases accompanied by 
plans, are also of assistance in reconstructing 
its historical topography in the 17th 
century, though their use here has been 
very selective. The character and history of 
construction of the Civil War defences can 
be examined through the contemporary 
accounts of military action around the 
town recorded in various newsheets of the 

9. Northamptonshire Record Office (NRO), Map 
4671. 
10. Account Book of John Hooper, Notts Archives 
Office, M381a, p. 29 and 77-74. A transcription of the 
account book published in Kirk, S. J. (Ed.), 'The 
Account Book of John Hooper, Steward to John 
Holies', Transactions of the Thoro ton Society, vol. 29, 1925 
pp. 111-132. Unfortunately there are a number of small 
but significant errors in the transcription of the 
Northampton information and so a new transcript is 
published here. Thanks to Brian Giggins for drawing 
my attention to the survey. 
11. T. C. Reynolds, Oct 1800, 'Northampton 
Casde', Gentleman's Magazine, p. 929. John Bridges 
made a perambulation of the defences on 9th May 
1722, noting details about both the Medieval and the 
Civil War defences. This information is not published 
in full in the 1791 edition of the History and so the 
relevant extracts are reproduced here. Bridges 
notebooks, Bodleian Library, Ms.Top.Northants f.4, 
pp. 22-3. Thanks to B. Giggins for drawing my 
attention to this account. 
12. Roper & Cole's map of 1807 appears to be based 
upon the Noble and Butlin map of 1746 with the 
highly inaccurate addition of specific details, including 
the town ditch, on the east and north side of the town. 
Wood and Law, 1847. NRO, Northampton Inclosure 
Map, 1779. 

period, which have previously only 
received limited analysis, and by the 
financial records for the repair and 
enhancement of the defences in the 1640s.13 

A plan proposing the construction of 
completely new fortifications around 
Northampton was published in January 
1646 but unfortunately it is a theoretical, 
geometric scheme which was not 
implemented and bears no relation to the 
fortifications which actually existed. 14 

Northampton was provided with earth 
and timber defences in the early 1Oth 
century, either by the Danish army based in 
Northampton or by the kings of Wessex 
when they recaptured the town in 917. The 
burh covered a roughly square area adjacent 
to the N ene, where the Brampton arm of 
the river turns northwards (Figure 2). These 
defences have never been located archaeo­
logically but their northern and eastern 
course has long been inferred from the 
curving line of two roads, one intra and the 
other extra-mural. It will be seen that a 
similar pattern of roads also once defined 
the extent of the Medieval and Civil War 
defences. The southern course of the burh 
defences can be inferred from the line of 
Mill Lane, which may be a remnant of an 
intra-mural road which once connected to 
the western end of Green Street on the 
west and to Kingswell Street on the east. 

13. Second Assembly Book, NRO Northampton 
Borough Records, 3/2, quoted in detail by Cox, op. cit. 
n. 8 and referred to by Page, op. cit. n. 8, as the 
Chamberlain's Book of Minutes. Exchequer records of 
the County Committee and garrison of Northampton: 
PRO SP28/35; 133, 238 & 239. Although most of the 
warrants and bills were prepared within a short time of 
the works taking place some of the accounts were 
compiled some years later, as with Elisha Coles' 
Account Book of22July 1651, PRO SP28/133 f.395, 
which was prepared in response to a claim that he had 
embezzled money, PRO SP28/238 f.32, 29 April 
1651. The only significant analysis ofNorthampton in 
the Civil War is provided by Whetham, op. cit. n. 8, 
however it is far from comprehensive and contains 
some significant errors. For example, Cole's account 
book is incorrecdy interpreted as relating to the year 
1651. 
14. D. Papillon, A Practical Abstract Of the Arts of For­
tification and Assailing, 1645. The section on 
Northampton is discussed in detail in W. Perkins, op. cit. 
n.8. 
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In the early 12th century, a major castle 
was constructed within the western part of 
the burh, probably re-using the Saxon 
defences to form the western defences of 
the castle, giving the very irregular form to 
the western side of the outer bailey. 
Probably at the same time, a far more 
extensive line of urban defences was built in 
stone. Only on the south west side did 
these apparently re-use the Saxon defensive 
line. 

The town walls encompassed an area of 
some 100 hectares, the third largest 
defensive circuit in England, for 
Northampton was at this time one of the 
foremost towns of the realm. However, in 
the 13th & 14th centuries it fell into 
decline and, .with the famines and plagues 
of the mid 14th to 15th centuries, the 
population and wealth of the town was dra­
matically reduced. Thereafter Northamp­
ton remained just an average county town 
and so, even by the 17th century, urban 
development was still comfortably accom­
modated with the medieval defensive 
circuit. Only where medieval suburbs had 
existed outside the town gates did 
occupation extend beyond the walls in the 
17th century: in St. James's End beyond the 
West Bridge, in the South Quarter between 
the South Gate and the South Bridge, in 
Cotton End beyond the South Bridge, and 
in St. Edmund's End outside the East Gate. 
The suburbs in North End, outside the 
North Gate, and further, north the so called 
St. Lawrence's Church and just ·beyond the 
parish boundary the Walbeck suburb, had 
all been completely deserted by 1610 
(Figure 1). 15 The maps of 1610 and 1632 
show that, despite a long period of neglect, 
the full circuit of the Castle walls survived · 
and the site remained in the hands of the 
Borough in the 1630s (Figure 2). 16 The 
maps also show that all the gates and most 
of the medieval wall surrounding the town 

15. There had been various houses in Walbeck in the 
14th century, Dorothy Willis (Ed) , The Estate Book of 
Henry de Bray, Camden Series, vol. xxvii, 1916, p . 50-
4 & 108-9. 
16. ' ~(), ~L423. 

still existed. The only significant gaps were 
on the west and south west sides of the 
town. However, Speed and Pierce's maps 
must give a very stylised representation of 
the defences. In 1537 the walls around the 
site of St. Andrew's Priory were already 
considered 'verye ruynus'. Norden, writing 
in 1593, considered the town walls 'but 
meane of strength', while the castle ~ was 
'Ruynous' .17 Speed provides a similar view 
of the condition of the castle, saying that 
'gaping chinks do daily threaten the 
downfall of her walls'. 

There had been various late Tudor 
orders for the repair of the town walls and 
such orders continued in the 17th century. 
In 1640, at the time of the war with 
Scotland, and again in 1641, it was ordered 
that the town gates be repaired. On the 
south and west sides of the town, where 
large parts of the medieval defences had 
gone, the river · did provide a significant 
defence and so it was required in January 
1642 that the bridges be 'chained up'. Also 
in January it was ordered that 'stones of St. 
Catherine's decayed chapel shall be taken 
down and used for the present repair of the 
breaches of the town walls' .18 Little can have 
been done however, for in September 1642 
the walls were still 'miserably ruined'. 19 

The value during the Civil War of 
medieval stone defences, once placed in a 
good state of repair, should not however be 
underestimated. They would stand up to 
substantial bombardment by artillery and, if 
effectively manned, could hold an army at 
bay until they could bring up the very large 
siege pieces, which might take many days. 
For this reason undermining, as in the 
medieval period, remained a common and 

17. · 'Terrier of the Lands of St. An drew's Priory', 
1537, transcript in ~; Norden, Delineation of 
Northamytonshire, 1610, quoted by Brown, op. cit. n. 8, 
p. 87. 
18 Under a plan of 1594 there had been a require­
ment on each bailiff to repair a perch of wall at his own 
expense, while the freedom of the town was conferred 
on others who undertook repairs on the wall, 
Whetham, op. cit. no. 8, p. 47; Assembly Book op. cit. n. 
13. 
19. Letter ofNeherniah Wharton 3/9/1642, quoted 
by Page, op. cit. n. 8, p. 93. 
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effective method of breaching such 
defences during the Civil War. 

Initially the financing of the war effort in 
the county was dependent upon gifts and 
loans. However, as in other shires under 
parliamentarian control, the administration 
and defence of the town and county was ' 
soon organised by a County Committee. 
Comprising mainly puritan gentry, these 
Committees were created initially to run 
the taxation system but rapidly developed 
into comprehensive local government 
organisations. They took broadly the same 
role and had a similar composition to the 
administration run by the Commissioners 
of the Peace before the war. The powers of 
the Committee were established and then 
periodically renewed by parliamentary 
ordinance. The ordinances empowered the 
Committee, or any three or more of its 
members, for six months to 'raise in the 
said County such summes of money . . . 
thought necessary .. .'not exceeding £600 
per week '. . . for the furnishing of Armes 
and Ammunition, making Fortifications, 
and payments of the Garrisons, Officers, 
and souldiers, and other publicke necessary 
charges, for the defence .and preservation of 
the said County . . .'. The ability to collect 
such taxes was however dependent upon 
military control and so tax collection in 
some areas at certain times proved 
impossible. 20 

Tax collection was achieved using the 
existing administrative , system, beginning 
with the constables of each parish, working 
through the high constables and ending 
with the receivers for the east and west 
divisions of the county. Prince Rupert used 
this same system when he exacted labour 
services for construction of the defences of 
Towcester, although his requirements were 
enforced in a somewhat more brutal 
manner. He told the constables they 'must 
in no wise faile, as you will answer the 
contrary at your utmost perills; as the totall 

20. Northampton Committee ordinances are 
reprinted in The Weekly Account, 12 Oct 1644 & The 
True Informer, 23 August 1645; Whetham, op. cit. n. 8, p. 
69. 

plundering and burning of your houses, 
with what other mischiefs the licensed 
and hungry Souldiers can inflict upon 
you. . . .' 21 The payments collected by the 
County Committee comprised both 
general taxation and specific sums raised for 
defence works, either to employ men and 
purchase tools or to cover the cost of con­
structing specified lengths of defences. 22 It 
appears from Brown's study that responsi­
bility for work on the town defences fell 
upon the Borough itself in the early part of 
the war, while from March 1644 
Northampton was ordered to pay a regular 
assessment of £18 per week towards the 
support of the garrison. However, the 
allocation of funding by the borough was 
probably just its contribution, matching 
those from the villages and towns 
throughout the county. Mter March 1643, 
the taxes of parishes were divided, at least in 
the north and east of the county, between 
the garrisons of Northampton and 
Rockingham, the governor of the latter 
collecting taxes and other dues under the 
authority of the Committee at N orthamp­
ton. 23 The bulk of the money was however 
paid to Northampton, with its wider 
Committee responsibilities and far larger 

21. NRL, The copy of a J!Vclrrant under Prince Ruperts 
hand to the Officers of the Hundred of Winnershly in the 
County of Northampton. 1st Nov. 1643. 
22. eg: 'Item paid for pioneers and tooles for them to 
work with at Northampton £1-16-0 paid to Mr. 
Coles', Account of Gt. Oxendon, 26 July 1647, PRO 
SP28/172 unfol.; 5 April 1646 'Received of the 
Constable of Ashton towards the fortifying of one 
perch of worke £1-7-0' . Philip Cave's Second 
Acompt, PRO SP28/172. No attempt has been made 
to examine every account book, which exist for most 
parishes, nor to calculate income parish by parish for 
the works from the various account books of Cole and 
others. 
23. Whetham, op. cit. n. 8, p. 63; no attempt has been 
made here to analyse the detailed account;s of supplies 
for the garrison referred to by Whetham, op. cit. n. 8, p. 
66; 'Received of the Constable of Glapthorn the sum 
of £5119/8 in payment of their 8 weeks tax for 
Northampton and 10 weekes tax for Rockingham', 
receipts for the constable ofGlapthorn 1644-5, 23 Dec. 
1644; similarly Lamb's Account for Rothwell, PRO 
SP28/239 unfol.; Gt. Oxendon Account, 26 July 164 7, 
PRO SP28/172 unfol. and many others. 
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garrison. 24 At the same time these parishes 
were also subject to other taxes, intermit­
tent costs of quartering troops, provision of 
labour for digging defences and other 
demands. The people ofNorthamptonshire 
were even required, following its establish­
ment in November 1643, to contribute to 
the fortifying and maintenance of the 
Newport Pagnell garrison, and hence we 
find Newport troops collecting taxes in 
Northamptonshire.25 Indeed, it would 
appear that, at least in some parts of the 
county, contributions were being made to 
support five garrisons by 1646.26 The 
Northampton Committee also raised 
money through loans, 27 through the 
management of sequestrated royalist 
estates28 and achieved other objectives 
through direct labour services. 29 There were 
however limits on the authority of 

24. Of the total of weekly tax paid by Hothorpe 
village during the· war £146-1-0 went to 
Northampton but only £13-0-8 to Rockingham. It 
was a hamlet with just 20 families in 1720, yet it 
calculated a total cost to the community of £500-19-0 
for the whole war. 'Accompt of the Towne ofHothorp 
1641-46', PRO SP28/238 £23-4. 
25. PRO SP28/238 f.36; Tibbutt, H. G., Letter books 
of Sir Samuel Luke, Historic Manuscript Commission, 
1963 OP4) Bedfordshire Historical Records Society, 
vol. 42, no 1252. 
26. NRO 206p/2/102, Marston Trussell Constable's 
Accounts, 10th September 1646, 'Item spent when we 
paide the moneys to five garrisons 1 I- . . . item spent 
on the fellow and his horse which came for the money 
for the five Garrisons 2/6.' 
27. eg: PRO SP28/35 f.429 & 431. · 
28. Income from specific estates appear to have been 
allocated to Rockingham Casde and the same may have 
been true for Northampton: arrears of taxes due to 
Rockingham from sequestrated estates in Nassabor­
ough Hundred 9 Sept 1644 to 10 March 1645, 
£134/2/8, 2 Sept 1646, PRO SP28/254 unfol.; rent · 
from the estate of Lord Brudnell allocated to 
Rockingham Casde, 24 April 1645, PRO SP28/35 
f.746; the Hatton estate income from Moulton Park in 
1643 went to Rockingham, 15 Oct 1647, NRO FH 
2764; supplies taken from Kirby Hall to Rockingham 
included large quantities of hay, boards, firdales & deal 
planks in May 1643, NRO FH 4832-3; books from the 
·library on 2nd Jan. 1644, NRO FH 4841; and 32 
strikes of sea coales 2 Feb 1644, NRO FH 4842. , 
29. Eg: Carting duties placed by the Rockingham 
garrison upon the villages of Weldon, Bene'field, 
Oakley, Stanion, Bulwick, Laxton, Blatherwycke and 
Harrmgworth in 1643-4, NRO FH 4832-40 & 3690. 

garrisons in these respects. For example, the 
governor of Rockingham Castle was 
ordered to halt the felling and sale of timber 
from the Kirby estate of the Hattons by the 
Committee of Sequestrations in London. 30 

Responsibility for the construction of 
Northampton's defences was delegated to a 
Committee of Fortifications, which 
employed specific individuals to manage 
aspects of the work. The construction was 
organised by Philip Cave from 1643-6, 
who was also responsible for the prisoners 
in the Castle and the carriage of supplies to 
sieges and other garrisons. 31 In 1645-6 these 
responsibilities were shared with John 
Billings. 32 They in turn employed overseers 
as well as craftsmen and labourers, and 
organised the supply and payment for 
materials, being later reimbursed by the 
Committee. John Selby, Master Gunner, 
was also respons~ble for some construction 
works, presumably related to the require­
ments of the artillery. 33 Some suppliers, 
carters and overseers, who also employ 
other workers, were however paid directly 
by the Committee. 34 In addition, at least 
during 1645-6, Elisha Coles was deputed to 
receive and disburse money raised for the 
fortifications. The total cost of works for 
which Cave was responsible over a 12 
month period in 1645-6 was £1327 19s. 
8d. 35 It is however clear from his warrants 
and bills that not all this money was spent at 
Northampton. Some of these costs include 
siegeworks at Banbury and other activities, 
while some costs of the defence works at 
Northampton may prove to have been 
omitted from his account because they 
were the responsibility of others. In 
addition to paid labour, account must also 

30. NRO FH 4001. 
31. PRO SP28/133 f.407 et seq. 
32. Warrant of 12th July 1645, PRO SP28/239 
unfol. & /133 £403d. 
33. PRO SP28/133 f.346 et seq. 
34. Eg. Wm. Spurrier, payments for carters carrying 
timber, warrant 18 June 1645, PRO SP28/239 unfol.; 
Henry Rivers overseer of the workmen on the 
defences, warrant for pay for him and the workmen, 
June 1643, PRO SP28/238 f.18. 
35. PRO SP28/133 £395 et. seq. & /238 £32.36. 
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be taken of the provision of labour services 
by each parish, or in the case of 
Northampton each ward, as well as the use 
of royalist prisoners on the works·. 36

· . 

The weekly cost of construction could 
vary significandy, but it is clear that the 
majority of payments covered labour · 
charges. In one month in 1643 labour costs 
ranged from £10 to £36 per week. 37 

According to Cave's accounts there were 
masons, labourers and cavalier prisoners 
involved in the works through most of the 
war. In October 1643 the numbers 
working each week on the defences ranged 
from 23 to 26 masons, together with three 
to 10 carpenters and 43 to 93 labourers, 
supplemented by up to 30 or 40 Cavalier 
prisoners. Between November 1645 and 
June 1646 prisoners were used each day on 
the defences of the town in co'nsistendy 
large numbers.38 

The prisoners represented a significant 
and regular labour force and, at a cost per 
man of about 2d per day, were far cheaper 
than the 6d per day for labourers. Both 
were supplied with bread and beer while on 
the works, 39 occasionally prisoners had to 
be supplied with shoes40 and one or two 
might be paid a few pence more if they 
'wrought well'. 41 Additional costs were 
incurred with the labourers when they 

36. 10 Jan. 1644, warrant to pay Francis Rushworth 
for beer given 'to countrymen that were imployed at 
the fortification of the garrison', PRO SP28/239 
unfol.; 9th Oct. 1643 beer to men from Moulton who 
came to work, PRO SP28/238 f.116; receipts of 
moneys received 'of the countrymen for theire not 
coming to the workes' from 1 Nov. 1644 to 2 July 
1645, PRO SP28/133 f.412. 
37. 1-7 Oct. £16/19/3, 8-15 Oct .. £36/3/0, 15-23 
Oct. £23/10/8, 22-30 Oct. £10/1/9. For one week's 
work under the supervision of J. Mole 8-15 October 
1643 the costs were £36/3/0 of which nearly £33 
went on labour. PRO SP28/238 f.177, .182, 183, 208. 
38. 1645: 16th-23rd November 86-87 prisoners, -
30th Nov 82-85, -8th Dec 77-80, -15th Dec 74-78,-
29th Dec 76-81, -12thJan 1646 82, -26thJan 78-88,-
9th Feb 88-89, -23th Feb 88-94, -9th Mar 51-91, 
-30th Mar 42-64, -13th Apr 41-56, -27th Apr 39-47,-
18th May 43-44, -8th June 29-45. Cave's Second 
Acompt, PRO SP28/172. 
39. PRO SP28/238 f.177, 182, 183. 
40. PRO SP28/238 f.183. 
41. PRO SP28/238 f.182. 

stayed overnight in the town. 42 The 
carpenters and masons were paid at about 
1 I- per day. 43 There was also occasional 
assistance from soldiers, as in August and 
October 1643, July 1644 and April/May 
1645, though one particular payment may 
raise interesting questions as to the basis 
upon which the arrangements were made. 44 

The numbers involved in the works 
fluctuated over the years but, apart from the 
carpenters, they were involved fairly con­
tinuously. From at least late 1644 
'countrymen' appear to have been drafted 
in to assist in the works, although Cave 
only recotds payments for beer and bread 
for them between May and June 1645, 
confirming the incompleteness of his 
accounts as a record of the whole works. 
These villagers might be required to bring 
with them their own equipment and their 
villages to supply teams and carts for major 
works. 45 Indeed, carriage was a significant 
cost and so we find the employment of 
carters46 and also the maintenance of the 
Committee Team of draught horses. 47 The 
construction works must have placed these 
workers in some danger for payments were 
also made by the overseers to employ 
sentinels. 48 

If one takes just the defences surveyed by 
Hooper, from the Casde to the Cow 
Meadow battery, the length of the fortifica­
tions was 9,728ft, about 1.8 miles. If one 
averages out the cost of the 'perchworkes' 
of curtain constructed in 1645-6 at 55s. per 
perch, then the approximate cost of the 

42. 10d for labourers when they lay in the towne 
£61116, 8-15 Oct. 1643, PRO SP28/23S f.177 . 
43. PRO SP28/238 f.177, 182. 
44. 'To Souldiers to fill Mooles pockets 6d'. 
Presumably it relates to the use of panniers on mules to 
remove the spoil, unless of course there were bribes of 
some kind to Major Moule! PRO SP28/238 f.177; 
payments to soldiers SP28/238 f.321-4. 
45. '9 teams and carts for 20 days at the Bulwarks in 
Northampton, £30, and we went with shovels spades 
and pick axes for 8 days at least.' undated, Account of 
Abington, 9 June 1647, PRO, SP28/171 unfol. 
46. eg: SP28/238 f.183, 205. 
47. Bill of payments 3 June 1643-19 Nov. 1645, 
PRO SP28/238 f.415. 
48. PRO SP28/238 f.43, 177, 208. 
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FIG 3: 
PORTRAIT OF DAVID PAPILLON 

from his book 
A Practicall Abstract of the Arts of Fortification 
[Reproduced with permission of Lamport Hall 

Preservation Trust] 

whole circuit would have been about 
£1 ,500. This figure takes no account of the 
extra .expense of creating the various 
mounts, bulwarks and flankers placed along 
the circuit, the costs of works on the casde 
and on the southern part of the circuit of 
the town, and the repairs to tl1.e medieval 
walls. Between 28 October 1645 to 25 May 
1646 Coles paid out £376 for the fortifica­
tions. If this is representative of the whole 
period pf the war then the overall costs will 
have been in the order of £2,470. But, . 
based on Cave's total expenditure for 1645-
6, the costs of fortification of the town may 
have been as much as £6,500 over the four 
years. This of course takes no account of 
the costs of the artillery and of maintaining 
the garrison. 

Civil War defences were designed and 
their construction supervised by profes­
sional military engineers. At Towcestex in 
1643 Prince Rupert had placed the works 
under the direction of 'Lietenant Colohell 

Green His majesties Engineer'. 49 

Presumably he was attached to the traine of 
the royalist army, just as later the New 
Model Army had its engineers. The 
County Committee at Northampton 
employed engineers throughout the war to 
design the works about the town. The first 
was Ragland Carlile, 50 followed in 1643 by 
Mr. Ophthans. 51 He also acted : as 
'firemaster', responsible for gunpowder and 
'fireworks' for the garrison during 1643.52 

By March 1645 Vanderboone was the 
engineer. 53 This must be Cornelius Vanden 
Boon, engineer to Newport Pagnell .. It 
would seem that he was employed by the 
Northampton Committee for some, if not 
all, of the period when he was also working 
at Newport, that is late 1643 or 1644 until 
at least March 1645. This is not surprising 
given the Northampton Committee's 
partial funding of the works and garrison at 
Newport. He is 'also to be found working 
for Colonel Feinnes at the siege ofBanbury 
Castle in October 1644 while still in the 
employ of Newport. 54 Van den Boon, in 
turn, was replaced by David Papillon (Figure 
3). He was in Northampton during May 
1645 when, briefly, Leicester fell into 
royalist hands, and was employed by the 
Committee from at least the 28th June 
1645.55 He was a military engineer and 
architect of French extraction who lived for 

49. Op. cit. n. 21. 
50. Perkins, op. cit. n. 8. 
51. £10 paid to Mr. Ophthans on 24 August 1643, 
PRO SP28/238 f.215. Mr. Ofthand ' . . . towards the 
£100 to be paid to him by agreement £10 .. .' , 
warrant 14th Sept. 1643, SP28/238 f.133, 22 Sept 
f.139. If paid at £2 per week, as the later engineers 
were, he must have been employed at Northampton for 
almost a year. PRO SP28/133 f.403d, /35 f.448 & 451. 
52. Warrant 7 Nov. 1643, PRO SP28/238 f.185. 
53. Paid £2 for 8-16 March 1645, op. cit. n. 39. 
54. M~p of Civil War defences of Newport Pagnell, 
figure 5; Letters from and to Sir Samuel Luke during 
1644, op. cit. n. 25, numbers 53 and 865. For an 
account of the involvement of Northampton forces in 
the siege see Whetham, op. cit. n. 8, chapter 4. 
55. PRO SP28/35 f.448 , 451; pay at a rate of £2 per 
week, SP28/133 f.404. Papillon was 'entertained' in 
Northampton before the 24th May 1645, possibly 
when he was being appointed to the job: Warrant to 
pay Edward Only, PRO SP28/239 unfol. 
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a while in Northampton but, before the 
war, had established a family home at 
Lubenham, Leicestershire. 56 He had served 
as a military engineer from 1604 to, 1609, 
then becoming involved in the interna­
tional jewellery trade. During the war he 
was treasurer of the County Committee at ' 
Leicester 1642-6, was responsible for 
redesigning the defences of Gloucester and 
proposed new designs for the defences of 
London and Reading. 57 His critical 
assessment of Civil War defence works 
depended, to a degree, upon his experience 
as engineer at Northampton. New works 
appear to have been undertaken at 
Northampton under his direction but he 
left the employment of the town on the 
12th September 1645.58 It seems likely that 
his wish to see the construction of extensive 
and very costly new defence works may 
have led to his being replaced. Papillon's 
scheme of elaborate new defences for 
Northampton, presented to the Committee 
in January 1646, was certainly never 
implemented (Figure 4). 59 Indeed, from his 
plan for the fortifications of Gloucester, 
produced in 1646 and which, like that for 
Northampton, . is just a geometric design 
which bears no relation to the actual 
topography of the place, it seems that 
Papillon may not have been a practical and 
effective engineer. Was this perhaps why he 
was employed for such a short time at 
Northampton?60 

56. W Perkins, 'The Papillons and Northampton­
shire', Northamptonshire Notes and Queries, 1890, vol. 3, 
pp. 95-6. A. F. W Papillon, 1887, Memoirs of Thomas 
Papillon of London, Merchant, 1623-1702, contains a 
photograph of a painting ofDavid Papillon at the age of 
73; Dictionary of National Biography; Col. Penn Lloyd, 
History of the Mysterious Papillon Hall, NRO ROP 1432; 
Nicholls, History and Antiquities of Leicestershire. 
57. Kent Archives Office, Papillon of Acrise Place 
MSS, U1015; Draft Proposals to Parliament (probably 
written in late 1644 or early 1645), NRO P(L)221 ; 
plan of the fortifications of Gloucester, 1646, NRO 
P(L)2. 
58. The warrant of 6th September, PRO SP28/ 35 
f.448 , was for £20 upon which Papillon had borrowed 
£18 according to his letter of 2nd Feb. 1645, Perkins 
op. cit. n. 6; PRO SP28/35 f.451. 
59. Letter from D. Papillon, in Perkins op. cit. n. 8. 
60. Plan for the fortifications at Gloucester, NRO 
P(L)2. 

FIG 4: PAPILLON'S THEORETICAL 
SCHEME OF 1646 

for the re-fortification of Northampton. 
Like Papillon's other plans it bears no 

relation to the real topography of the town 
[Reproduced with permission of Lamport Hall 

Preservation Trust] 

The last engineer to the town was 
Captain John Hooper, employed by the 
Committee from about the 15th September 
1645 until the 9th June 1646, just a few 
days before the surrender of Oxford. 61 

Hooper had been engineer tq Colonel 
Hutchinson, governor of Nottingham, 
until September 1644. He was considered 
by Hutchinson to be a 'very ingenious 
person, [an engineer] that understood all 
kinds of operations . . .'. 62 Hooper was in 

61 . Calculated at rate of £2 per week, as recorded for 
March to June, on a total pay of £78 to 9 June 1646, 
PRO SP28/133 f.403; Hooper was engineer when 
Banbury was taken in May 1646, Perkins op. cit. n . 8, 
p. 102. 
62. L. Hutchinson, 1904, Memoirs of the Life of Col. 
Hutchinson, pp. 188 & 245. 
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Northampton on the 5th and 6th of 
September 1645 on his way to London. On 
9th October 1645, presumably on his 
return journey, he made a survey of the 
defences of Northampton, which survives 
in his Account Book. 63 Hooper's approach 
must have proved a complete contrast to 
Papillon, who was obsessed by mathemati­
cal precision, for, at least in his siegeworks, 
Hooper 'layed his workes oute comonly by 
eye as considering yt by line and 
Instrument too tedious . . .'64 Hutchinson 
met his former engineer in Northampton 
late in 1645 . and took him back to 
Nottingham, though he remained in the 
employment of the Northampton Com­
mittee, to assist in. the recapture of a fort 
which had been taken by the royalists. 65 

Later he became 'engineer extraordinary' 
to the New Model Army, under the 
command of the Engineer General, with 
three engineers beneath him. He served at 
the sieges of Raglan Casde and of Oxford, 
again apparendy while still serving as 
engineer for Northampton.66 

The construction of Northampton's 
defences was subject to joint decision­
making between the engineer and the 
garrison commander, for while Hooper 
and Colonel Whetham were at the siege of 
Banbu.ry messengers were sent from 
Northampton 'to receive their orders 
touching the fortifications ' .67 As we have 
seen, the engineers were involved in 
assailing as well as defending garrisons. 
Papillon's book on the art of fortification 
covers both and in 1646 we find that 
Hooper was assisting the governor of 
Northampton at the second siege of 
Banbury casde, just as his predecessor 
Vanden Boon had assisted at the first siege · 
of Ban bury. 68 Hooper would have 

63. Op. dt. n. 10. 
64. Perkins, op. dt. n. 8, p. 102. 
65. Hutchinson, op. dt. n. 62, p. 280. 
66. C. H . Firth, 1967, Cromwell's Army, p. 17.6; ]. 
Sprigge, 1647, Anglia Rediviva, p. 329; Perkins, op. dt. , 
n. 8, p. 102. ... 
67. PRO SP28/133 f.404d. 
68. PRO SP28/133 f.404d. 

supervised the construction of siegeworks 
as well as advising on the methods of 
assailing the casde, in which he was clearly 
expert.69 

At the outbreak of war in August 1642 
some 4,000 men, comprising the militia 
and volunteers, rallied to the defence of the 
Northampton.70 In the early stages of the 
war the garrison took control of the militia 
arsenals and collected other items of 
equipment from individuals in various 
villages.71 From 12th November 1642 
Northampton was garrisoned by a local 
dragoon regiment raised and commanded 
by Sir John Norwich of Brampton.72 It is 
said that when his dragoons had attacked 
Boughton House and captured Lord 
Montagu on 2nd September 1642 they 
returned to find the town garrisoned by 
Lord Brook's army. 73 However, Norwich 
only relinquished control of his regiment to 
Lord Grey of Groby, commander of the 
Midland Association, on 15th February 
1643. This was a time when it was feared 
Northampton would be besieged. Soon 
after, apparendy in response to the Earl of 
Essex's concerns, the garrison was placed 
under the command of Colonel Whetham. 
Previously Whetham had been Major in 
the dragoon regiment of Colonel 
Goodwin, active in the Aylesbury area 
under Major General Browne. 74 In 1643-4 
the garrison numbered about 1,500 horse 
and foot, which was occasionally reinforced 

69. Perkins, op. dt. , no. 8, p. 102. 
70. ]. Vicars, 1646, England's Parliamentarie Chronicle 
1643-6, pp. 137-8. NRO, IC3423, 1642, summons to 
constables to bring armed men to Northampton 'upon 
ye approach of ye Cavaliers'. 
71. Account of Abington, 9 June 1647, PRO 
SP28/171 unfol. Listing of Arms taken from Boughton 
in September 1642: Account ofWeekly and Boughton, 
PRO S~28/171 unfol. ; NRO, Mise. Photocopy 1378, 
order to Mr. Knighdey to seize horses, arms and 
persons. 
72. PRO SP28/238 f.311. 
73. 'Historical Notes taken out of Thomas Dusts' 
Account of Northampton', John Bridges' notes, 
Bodleian Library, MS Top, Northants f4. 
74. The Account of Sir John Norwich, PRO 
SP28/133 f.275-8; Norwich later became governor of 
Rockingham Casde. 
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by clubmen, inhabitants of the town and 
surrounding countryside who temporarily 
took up arms to defend their 
communities. 75 It was however regularly 
depleted as forces were detached to support 
parliamentarian action in nearby counties. 76 

There was a 'Court of Guards' ' 
established in the town and .guard houses 
were constructed or acquired at various 
places within the walls. By the end of the 
war there were at least 16 sentry houses. 77 

They existed at the casde, where the guard 
would also have been responsible for the 
prisoners held there/8 'over against St. 
Sepulchre' which was near to the north 
gate, 79 at the South bridge80 and at the west 
bridge, but the majority remain unlocated. 
Sentries were also posted at times upon the 
church steeples and might also be 
responsible for overseeing the safety of the 
men working on the defences. At the 
outset of the war the citizens, under the 
direction of the bailiffs, were apparendy 
responsible for the guard, and also occa­
sionally later when the garrison troops were 
otherwise engaged. 81 

In early 1646 Captains Rishworth and 
Hooper were paid as Comptrollers of the 
Ordnance, while the Master Gunner to the 

75. Whetham, op. dt. n. 8, chapter 2; Essex wrote in 
January 1643 'I fear this storme loucks toward 
Northampton', Whetham, op. dt. n. 8, p. 50; The True 
Informer. Sat May 25 to June 1 1644, refers to an 
Ordinance of Parliament for the arming of the 
inhabitants ofNorthampton. Informator Rusticus: Friday 
27 Oct to Friday 3 Nov 1643. 
76. Eg: 200 horse to Major General Crawford; 

- Warrant 27 March 1645, PRO SP28/35 f.389-390. See 
also Whetham, op. dt. n. 8, p. 70, 94 & 105. No 
attempt has been made to examine the extensive 
accounts and other records for the garrison to establish 
its strength and composition throughout the war. 
77. Sale of sentry houses in 1647, Account of John 
Cole andJohn Selby, undated PRO SP28/171 unfol. 
78. eg: warrants for payment to Philip Cave for 
custody of prisoners in the casde 10 Aug-1 Sept 1645, 
PRO SP28/35 f.424 & 444. 
79. 26 June 1644, PRO SP28/238 f.462. 
80. Rent for a house for a year, 2 Dec 1644, PRO 
SP28/249 f.37. 
81. Early February and 5-22 March 1645, PRO 
SP28/510 & 548; in 1642 8 bailiffs with 48 citizens to 
oversee the walls and guards each night, Cox, op. dt. n. 
8, p. 455. 

garrison, responsible for the Traine of 
Artillery, was John Selby. 82 For a 55 week 
period through 1645 Selby had under his 
command 30 cannoneers, employed for 
varying periods but probably giving at least 
15 gunners at any one time. The gunners 
were supported in 1643-4 by 50 matrosses 
from Capt. Wbodford's Company of Foot. 83 

The costs of running the ordnance for the 
year in 1645 was £485 11 09.84 

As early as the 22nd August 1642 the 
town had petitioned parliament for 
artillery, because of the fear of imminent 
royalist attack. A letter of 26th August 
relates that 'there is nothing lacking for the 
defence of the Towne, but Ordnance ... '85 

The request was immediately heeded, 
'there being some peeces of Ordnance 
ordered by both Houses, to be sent to them 
according to their desires' .86 By the 2nd 
September the artillery had arrived, for 
when the royalists made an assault on the 
town 'they had finished their Fortifications, 
and had placed two pieces of Ordnance 
there upon and plaid against them for the 
space of two houres, putting the cavaleers, 
and slew about twenty of them. . .'87

• There 
were nine pieces of ordnance in the 
garrison in September, but these were with 
Lord Brooke's army.88 By 1643 however 
there were at least five artillery pieces about 
the town because on 12th May, when a 
party of royalist horse approached 'he had 
five pieces of Ordinance shot at him'. 89 The 
garrison captured four pieces in an engage­
ment at Wootton on the 9th May 1643, but 

82. Warrant for payment of arrears, 13 June 1648, 
PRO SP28/239 unfol. 
83. 14 Sept. 1643 PRO, SP28/238 f.717; 10 Sept.-
8 Oct 1644, PRO SP28/239 unfol.; 12-20 Dec. 1643, 
PRO SP28/238 f.563. 
84. Account of John Selby, Master Gunner, 1645, 
PRO SP28/133 f.346. 
85. News from the Citie of Norwich ... 26 Aug 1642. 
BL T.T. E.114 (15). 
86. Certain Spedal and Remarkable passages from both the 
Houses of Parliament since Munday the 22 of August till 
Friday the twenty sixth 1642. 
87. Happy newes from Northampton . . . September 2 
1642. BL T.T. E.116 (23). 
88. Bridges notes, op. dt. n. 73. 
89. Mercurius Aulicus, 19th May 1643. 
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lost one brass piece at the battle of 
Middleton Cheney in May 1643. On 26th 
June Sir Thomas Yelverton provided an 
additional two 'Drakes', in July three pieces 
were purchased in London, 90 and in 
September a Demi-Culverin was equip­
ped.91 It was during the spring and summer 
of 1643 that the Mounts were being 
constructed and it seems most likely that 
the new guns were acquired for use on 
these artillery platforms. Two long guns 
were supplied to the Traine for the siege of 
Banbury in 1644 and these might have 
returned to Northampton when the siege 
was raised.92 On 20th January 1645 a 
further seven brass guns were founded in 
London for the garrison. 93 In Selby's 
account of i 645 reference is made to three 
Great Guns, to a 'brasse Gunn on ye Ring' 
(that is the inner bailey of the castle), a saker 
on the north east mount and to a 'Great 
Grenadoe'. 94 

Gunpowder ~as produced in North­
ampton, as well as being bought in, for in 
October 1643 a 'Peeter Man' was brought 
to the town from London by Mr. Ofthand 
who was at that time firemaster. There were 
also payments to the saltpetre men and for 
carriage and other works relating to the 
making of powder. 95 Production continued 
in the town for in March 1644 20 hundred­
weight of brimstone and a hundredweight 
of saltpeter was brought in from London. 96 

In December 1643 Mathew Silesbie was in 
charge of 'ye Powderworkes' ,97 and was still 
supplying powder in Novemb'er 1645 and 
January 1646.98 However, in 1645 until his 

90. Brown, op. cit. n. 7, p_. 452; Mercurius Aulicus; 
PRO SP28/238 f.202. 
91. SP28/238 f.142. 
92. Warrant 23 Sept. 1645 for guns supplied by 
Rowland Hawse, locksmith, PRO SP28/35 f.455. 
93. Payments by John Selby to Mr. Pitt with carriage 
and wheels and transport from London £50, PRO 
SP28/35 f.421. 
94. PRO SP28/133 f.346 et seq. 
95. PRO SP28/238 f.185 , and f.68 20-28th October 
1643. 
96. PRO SP28/238 f.595. 
97. PRO SP28/238 f.764. 
98. Warrants PRO SP28/35 f.427 & 7 Nov. 1645, 
PRO SP28/239 unfol. 

discharge on 23 July a Frenchman, 
Monsieur Chemitte, was employed as 
firemaster. 99 

The powder works were apparently in 
the barns of the Tower, depicted on the 
south side of Derngate on Speed's map of 
1610 (Figure 2), because Hooper's account 
records the 'curtain by the powder house' 
to the south west of the Derngate. 
According to Lee, who was alderman of the 
town during the Civil War, 'In the time of 
the Wars the barns [of the Tower] were 
made use of to sett great Fatts in to receve 
the Salt Peter which was · dugg out of 
Severall old sellars in the town and to 
prepare it for the gunpowder mill which 
stood in the Middle of the brook running 
from St. Thomas's Hospital into the Cow 
Meadow on the north side of the said 
meadow.' 100 It seems likely that the mill will 
have been close to the bridge into the 
meadow near ·the postern gate at the 
bottom of Cow Lane, for this will have 
given easy access from the powder works in 
the adjacent Tower Close. The powder 
works were supplying significant quantities 
of gunpowder, 101 but additional quantities 
were also purchased elsewhere for the 
garrison. 102 The other supplies for the guns 
were aparently provided locally. 103 

At vari~'us times the town expected and 
laid irf. stores against a siege, but none 
came. 104 Though the fortifications of 
Northampton may not have been of the 
high standards of design desired by 

99. Warrant to pay Chernite for goods, and warrant 
to pay Ric. Redman as interpreter to Mr. Chernite, 
PRO SP28/239 unfol., 28 June 1645. 
100. NRL, Lee's 'History ofNorthampton', f.133. 
101. Eg: 20 barrels of gunpowder supplied by Mathew 
Sillesbie, 8 Jan 1645(6), £105, PRO SP28/35 f.427. 
102. 40 barrells of powder purchased with the new 
cannon in London, SP28/238 f.202. 
103. Cloth and thread for the ordnance, 2 Oct 1643 
warrant to pay Thomas Evans £3/1/8, PRO SP28/238 
f.14 7; Cartridge paper for the ordnance, supply before 
2 June 1645 on warrant of 30 Dec 1645 to Thomas 
Collins, bookseller, PRO SP28/239 unfol.; 'John 
Stephens for 4 copper ladles, one great copper ladle for 
a dernie culvering and thick brasse to make disparts for 
the Cannons 30/4d', 28 Sept. 1643, PRO SP28/238 
f.142. 
104. Assembly Book, op. cit. n. 13. 
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Papillon, and might not have proven very 
effective in halting a determined major 
siege, the defences did serve the town well. 
Their effectiveness was demonstrated on a 
number of occasions when royalist forces, 
substantially outnumbering the garrison, 
faced Northampton. On the 14th October ' 
1643 a large body of Royalist Horse and 
Foot under Prince Rupert drew up in the 
meadow by St. Andrew's mill, just to the 
north of the town. They were met by fire 
from 'our great mount, whence a 
Cannoneer from the Towne discharged a 
piece of Ordinance at the enemies horse, 
and soon after that, another from the North 
mount and killed two of them. . .'. 105 The 
most serious threat to the town was in June 
1645 when the main royalist field army, 
having taken Leicester by storm, established 
itself for a few days at Daventry. They faced 
Northampton on one occasion but, with 
the approach of parliament's New Model 
Army, which reached Wootton on the 11th 
June, the threat was removed. 

There is only one case reported where 
the royalists set up artillery against the 
Northampton, on 9th May 1643, when 
'the Malignants set themselves in battalia 
against the Towne and gave a present assault 
with great fury and outward shew of 
Courage, on the South side of the Towne, 
betweene Hardingstone and Northampton 
in the plaine by the Queenes Cross, where 
they amounted foure peeces of Ordnance 
against that part of the Town e.' As on other 
occasions the enemy were driven off by 
artillery fire from the fortifications and, in 
this case, by a two hour cavalry engagement 
in which four artillery pieces were 
captured. 106 Some idea of the range of the 
artillery can be gained from these events. 
The Royalists approached from Upton field 
about one and a half miles from the town, 
and the defenders 'shott from the Castle 
one Saker at them, and 'tis said we killed 

105. The True Informer, October 21-28th 1643. 
106. A true relation if the late Victory obtained at 
Northampton, Tuesday 9th May 1643. Item 21 from 
bound volume of Civil War pamphlets in Lamport 
Hall. 

two and wounded others . ' They then 
moved off to Hunsbury Hill which 'was too 
far to command them from the towne'. 
Then we discharged one piece of 
Ordnance at them neare Queenes Crosse 
and as they say killed two more and 
wounded a third, but they would not abide 
the smell of our powder for so soone as 
they found our peeces could command 
them they fled .. .'. This last battery was ap­
parently at the South Gate. The castle also 
provided a good raised firing position, for 
the battery there 'overshot the Towne, and 
just reached the enemy' .107 It seems likely 
that the guns at the castle and at the south 
gate will have been placed on the structures 
themselves, for there are accounts from 
other towns of the strengthening of 
medieval towers to act as artillery platforms, 
and for the Rockingham Castle garrison 
there is a plan of circa 1644 showing a piece 
placed on the roof of the keep. 108 It was also 
usual for guns to be positioned on bulwarks 
and flankers, to give covering fire along the 
defences, and at Northampton there is 
specific mention by Hooper, of the battery 
on the defences next to the Cow Meadow. 

The records for the construction of the 
defences of the town are very detailed but 
inconsistent in coverage over time. 109 When 
combined with the evidence from contem­
porary newsheets and other sources it is 
however possible to build up a broad 
picture of the phases of construction of the 
fortifications at Northampton. 

As the country slipped rapidly into war 
in the summer of 1642 the defences of the 
county town were being put in order. On 

107. Continuation if Certain Special and Remarkable 
Passages .. . from Thursday 18 May till 25 May. 
Kingdomes Uteekly Intelligencer . . . Friday 23 May to 
Tuesday 30 May 1643. Continuation if Certain Special 
and Remarkable Passages . .. from Thursday 18 May till 25 
May. · 
108. E. Klingelhofer, 1983, 'Rockingham Castle in 
1250', Northamptonshire Past & Present (NP&P), Vol. 
VII, No. 1, p. 17. 
109. Apart from Robins' bill for 1643 and Cave's 
account book of1645-6 the records are very piecemeal, 
so it is not possible to reconstruct the exact programme 
of work. 
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the 20th August we hear that 'In this Town 
500 men and 100 women have wrought all 
yesterday and this night, carrying of earth 
to strengthen our Walls and places of forti­
fication ... '. 110 In following days there were 
'men at worke day and night, to fortifie the 
Towne, and have made excellent work to 
preserve the walls, and have raised six 
squadrons of Fortifications before the 
Towne ... '. 111 It may be that the latter relate 
to bulwarks or to outworks at the gates. It is 
unlikely to relate to any kind of extensive 
earthworks encompassing the whole town. 
By September it was reported that "tis 
feared that [the Cavaliers] will make an 
assault upon Northampton, but that town 
hath a strong garrison in it, and have 
repaired their walls, and made strong forti­
fications in it . . . and at the time of the 
Cavaleers approach they had finished their 
fortifications . . .'. 113 This refurbishment of 
Northampton's defences was however only 
the first stage in a continuing programme of 
work. 

On 15th November 1642 the Assembly 
of the borough raised a tax of £100 for the 
improvement of the fortifications and 
outworks of the town, and on the 27th 
December there was another order for a 
further £100. 113 Then in May 1643 they 
required every householder to send an able 
bodied man each day at one in the 
afternoon to work on the defences until six 
in the evening. 114 Works continued in June 
1643 with each householder .providing a 
labourer with sufficient tools for one day 
per week. They were to work from 7.00 
until 11.00 in the morning and then in the 
aftern9on for as long as required, the work 
being allocated on different days of the. 
week from Monday to Friday to separate 
wards of the town. The work was still 
under way in August when the mayor, 
bailiffS and burgesses of the town agreed to 

110. Special Passages, Monday, Aug. 20th 1642. 
111. Certaine special and remarkable passages . . . 22-26 
August 1642. 
112. Parliamentarian pamphlet 9 Sept 1642, quoted in 
Whetton, 'Guide to Northampton', 1849, pp. 22-l 
113. Brown, op. cit. n. 17, p. 95. 
114. ' Assembly Book, op. cit. n. 13. 

pay for further labourers. In October 1643 
another £100 was raised for the making of 
fortifications. 115

· 

Although the work was apparendy 
continually taking place on the defences, 
there were phases of more intensive activity. 
If the issuing of tools is any indication then 
there was a major programme of construc­
tion in March and April 1643, then a major 
decline in May to July and a rise again in 
August. 116 However this evidence, like 
many of the statistics available from the 
accounts, must be treated with care, 
because the drop in tool issue coincides 
with the orders that every householder in 
the borough bring sufficient tools. There is 
litde doubt however that a major scheme of 
work was under way during most of 1643. 
Work was taking place on the mounts from 
at least March to July, when workmen were 
employed there. and when mortar, sand, 
turf and timber were carted there. 117 In May 
and November attention shifted to the west 
and south bridges, while the casde was the 
subject of major activity in July and August. 
In October buildings were being 
demolished to make way for the defences 
or to open a clear field of fire in front of the 
fortifications. This was the. time at which 
the barns of St. Andrews Priory were 
demolished, suggesting, together with the 
evidence ofHooper's survey, that a new and 
shorter circuit of defences was under con­
struction on the north west side of the 
town, with the abandonment of the 
medieval line which had probably been 
used in the initial fortification in 1642.118 

These works must have been well advanced 

115. Brown, op. cit. n. 7, p. 95. 
116. Tools and materials supplied by Mr. Robins, 
January to August 1643. The calculations are based on 
the numbers of spades, shovels and scuttles issued. It 
might be argued that the rise in numbers is a good 
indicator but that the decline in issues merely means 
enough equipment was available to sustain a high level 
of works until breakages require further issues in 
July/ August. PRO SP28/238 f.43. 
117. PRO SP28/238 f.205, 212, 516. 
118. Demolition of 'ye Barnes at St. Andrewes Abby' 
by Robert Smith and other workmen £6. 14s. 7d. 
SP28/238 f.69 . 
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by the 14th October when Prince Rupert's 
forces faced the town close to St. Andrews 
Mill, for the Great and North mounts had 
artillery in place to fire at the royalists. It is 
however possible that the curtain had not 
been constructed yet in this area, or perhaps 
the outer work at the north gate, for the ' 
events in October are reported with the 
garrison troopers being closely pursued by 
the royalists 'to the walls of the town' and 
then calling to be let in at the north gate. It 
may however be unwise to take such a 
reference literally. Refurbishing was also 
under way in August 1643 at the castle. 119 

Though it was the work during 1643 
which probably established the main 
elements of the new defences, there was an 
ongoing process of review and improve­
ment in the following years. Cave's 
expenses on the fortifications, though they 
averaged about 40/- per day in 1644 and 
1645, show some significant variations 
suggesting a decline in activity in March­
May 1644 and a rise in October-November 
1644. There is little indication as to exactly 
what works were under way, but it is 
known that some changes were made to the 
mounts inJuly 1644. 

Cave's expenses on the fortifications 
increase once more in June and August 
1645 with a decline thereafter. This 
increase would coincide with Papillon's 
employment at Northampton and may 
relate to the two new defence works 
referred to in Hooper's . survey, the bulwark 
before the castle gate and the flanker by the 
castle. There are no other flankers around 
the town and they were a central element in 
Papillon's designs, as a cheap but effective 
alternative to bulwarks. Some indication of 
the location of the works can be gained 
from the purchases of materials. In January 
1645 new buildings were constructed 
within the castle with glazing, slating and 
plastering being undertaken and with the 
purchase of boards, all to improve and 
strengthen the prison there. In February 

119. SP28/238 f.216 & 220. There was 246 ft. of 
stone supplied for paving the ring of the casde, with 
workmen there being paid 1 Os. 

and March one thousand five hundred nails 
were made, and ironwork and freestone was 
purchased, again for the castle, and there 
were slates to mend the guardhouse there. 
Work was also under way elsewhere on the 
fortifications, for up to 30 carts were 
brought into the town each week between 
15th February and the 30th March 1645 for 
the carrying of turf. Further enhancement 
was taking place on the mounts in early 
1645.120 The bridges were being altered or 
refurbished in April, while in both April 
and May the Mounts received further 
attention. In September there was payment 
for '9 carts for carrying of turf for drawing 
up the floodgates'. In November and 
December attention returned to the castle, 
with the plastering of the 'Ring' and the 
delivery of slates for and the carrying out of 
work on the 'Centry House' there. Some 
activity was also taking place on the north 
gate, with stone being taken ou.t of the dyke 
and the carriage of stone there by cart. 

Had the battle at Naseby ended dif­
ferently then it is likely that Northampton 
would have been besieged by the main 
royalist army, and then the defences would 
undoubtedly have been found wanting, just 
as Leicester's had a few weeks earlier. 
However, even after the destruction of the 
royalist army at Naseby there was ·no 
certainty that parliament would win the 
war, and the danger of attack upon 
Northampton had not passed. In August 
1645 the king was still active in the region, 
plundering the parliamentarian town of 
Huntingdon. It is therefore not surprising 
to find that during the autumn and winter 
of 1645-6 another major scheme of defence 
was under construction in Northampton. 

Surveying for the new fortifications had 
begun by September, when a new line was 
purchased for the laying out of the works. 
Indeed, construction had already started 
because payments to workers begin for 
'perchworke', implying construction was 
now being carried out and accounted for in 
sections. During October there are records 
of the scouring out of the bottom of the 

120. PRO SP28/133 f.414. 
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dyke. The main phase of construction may 
however have been between 8th December 
1645 and 7t~ February 1646, when more 
than. 48 perches, some 800 ft., of defences 
were laid out and constructed. This is a 
substantial length, the equivalent to the 
distance between the east gate and the 
bulwark by St. Giles Street. Although some 

· work was taking place on the north gate at 
this time, Hooper's survey shows that new 
defences were planned for the east gate. 
Where a location is given for the new work 
it is clear that construction was on the south 
east side of the town, for three perches were 
constructed near the Conduit pipe121 and a 
perch of work was completed outside the 
East Gate. This is exactly the area where 
Hooper records no curtain, only the 
medieval stone wall. These new defences 
may have incorporated sally bridges, for 
which two ropes were purchased at this 
time. The accounts show these works cost 
between £2. 6s . . Od. and £3. 4s. Od. per 
perch (16.5 ft.). Construction in this area 
may have continued into April, when 
money was received for the fortification of 
one perch of defences. The work also 
involved replacement of part of the existing 
defensive line, for old works were cast 
down next to the 'tower house' on the 
19th-24th January, 122 there was the cutting 
down of a corner in Dr. Lamb's ground on 
the 2nd-7th February and then the con­
struction of a corner of work in Dr. Lamb's 
ground on the 9th-14th Feb,ruary. The 
implication here is that a new defensive line 
was being constructed within Tower Close, 
which was occupied by Lamb at this time. 123 

It may ,be that the demolition of the 'old 
works' refers to the demolition of the , 
medieval wall, but it may equally relate to 

121. Probably in the area close to St. Giles Street for 
the conduit pipe ran from a conduit head, depicted on 
the 1632 map, at a spring 800m east of the defences 
immediately south of what is now Billing Road, to the 
conduit in the market place. 
122. 'Six men two days to cast down ye old worke by 
the tower house'. 
123. In Tower Close 'was a great old building with a 
Tower at ye west end from whence it had its name. Sir 
John Lamb Chancellor of this Diocess lived in it 
formedy' . Lee's 'History', op. cit. 'n. 100. 

part of the curtain described on the south 
east side of the town in Hooper's survey. 
This would all imply that the earthworks 
recorded in Cow Meadow (Figure 14) are of 
a pre 1646 defences and that they were 
sleighted in January 1646. This retraction of 
the defensive circuit is confirmed by 
Papillon in February 1646, when he wrote 
to the Committee: 'I was informed : last 
week by a gentleman of worth that you 
were a bouth to lessen the circumferance 
[of your works]'. Although no longer 
employed by the Committee, Papillon was 
proposing a new and much longer line of 
defences on the eastern side of the town as 
an alternative way to rectify the 'natural 
defects of the seate of [Northampton]', 
which had three great hollows and five 
areas of rising ground within a hundred 
yards of the defences. 124 His proposed works 
would encompa~s the rising ground to the 
east of the Derngate, which he saw as a 
major threat to the town's security. Though 
he advised against the new works which 
were already under way, he does not seem 
to have been an impartial advisor, having 
formerly been in the employ of the town 
and still awaiting some of his payP25 One 
certainty is that Papillon's · own extrava­
gantly expensive new scheme was not taken 
up.126 

In April and May 1646 a new Sessions 
House was built in the castle, in what seems 
to have been the last major construction 
scheme. 127 The payments to Cave and 
Billings for their work on the defences end 
on the 19th and 25th of May 1646 respec­
tively, while those to Hooper end on the 

124. Letter, 2nd Feb. 1646, from D. Papillon to the 
Committee ofNorthampton, printed in Perklns, op. cit. 
no. 8'. 
125. Perkins, op. cit. n. 8, p. 101. 
126. The copy of Papillon's book proposing the 
redesign of the town's defences sent to the County 
Committee was in the Thotnton family library at 
Brockhall but is now in the library at Lamport. John 
Thornton sat on the Committee in 1644. ·Papillon's 
letter which accompanied the book, also in the 
Thornton archive, .is reproduced in Perkins op. cit. n. 8, 
p. 100. 
127. Including nails and boards and timber purchased. 
Philip Cave's Acompt, SP28/172. 
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9th of June. Though further payments were 
made to others throughout the rest of the 
year, construction work had ceas.ed. 128 Sig­
nificantly the payments from Hothorpe 
town to Rockingham Castle also cease on 
20th May 1646, just two weeks after the 
parliamentary order for the slighting of the · 
defences at Rockingham. Payments from 
Hothorpe to Northampton continue until 
10th ' of August 1646, but· it was not until 
1st March 164 7 that parliament ordered the 
disga;rrisonning of Northampton and the 
slighting of the ne_w works there. 129 

, 

With the military threat apparently 
removed the garrison was disbanded in the 
summer of 164 7. 130 At the same time the 
most inconvenient of the defensive works 
were also demolished. The two major tasks 
were·' . . . throwing doune the grt::at worke 
at North gate £3. 6s. 6d.' and' ... throwing 
doune the worke at Dearne gate £2. 10s. 
8d.'131 Further details of the demolition . are 
recorded in Cole and Selby's account 
which, though mostly undated, in part 
refers to works undertaken in the summer 
of 164 7: 'Demolishing the inward work 
£1. 6s. Od. and the outward work £2. 1 Os. 
8d. at the north gate and making a 
causeway there and filling in the way under 
North bridge.' They also record work at the 
Derngate £2. 10s. 8d., the bridge into 
Farmor's orchard, the bridge into Balms­
home, making a way over Balmshome dyke 
and repairs to Mr. Farmor's barn. There 
was also the sale of various materials 
including stone, palisades and boards, of 
slate from the East Gate, stone and timber 
in the two water courses in the Cow 
Meadow, the bridge into Balmshome slate 
and timber of the court of guard in the 

128. PRO SP28/133 f.403 et seq. 
129. PRO SP28/238 f.23-4; Cal. State Papers 
Domestic, 4/5/46; CommonsJournals, 1/3/47. 
130. Money borrowed from Ric. Samwell in June 
164 7 for disbanding of the foot soldiers, Warrant 7 Dec 
1647 PRO SP28/239 unfol. 
131. Disbursements by order of the Committee of 
Northampton, 5th December 1648, PRO SP28/238 
f.297; by September 1649 Colonel Whetham was in 
command of the Portsmouth garrison, Whetham, op. 
cit. n. 8, p. 117. 

castle and of the platform of the ring of the 
castle, two furnaces at the peeter house, 
iron at the powde!" mill, the guard at the 
south bridge, the guard at the west gate and 
16 'Centry Houses'. 132 

This dismantling of the defences during 
164 7 was far from comprehensive for, along 
with : other major towns which had 
supported parliament, an order was made 
on June 30th 1662 for the slighting of the 
walls and defences ofNorthampton, to stop 
it being ever us~d again as a garrison. 
'Upon ye 10th day of July 1662 the ·Ld 
Lieutenant of the County of Northampton 
and ye Deputy Lieutenant came to . this 
Town with some of ye trained bands and by 
an Order from his Majestie King Charles ye 
2nd and his Council pulled down the Town 
Walls and gates and summoned in severall 
of ye County to help for ye doing it. They 
also pulled down some part of ye Castle 
walls and they carryed away all ye Arms and 
Armor that was left in ye Town.' 133 With the 
help of labourers it took just eight days to 
complete the task, at a cost of £135, 18s. 
6d. 134 In fact most of the demolition was 
achieved by allowing residents in the town 
to use the town walls as a quarry for stone, 
something which continued sporadically in 
the 18th century, judging by the evidence 
of Bridges~ perambulation. Despite such 
demolitions, it is clear that, as with the 
castle itself, the destruction simply rendered 
the fortifications useless but did not 
completely erase them. In the case of the 
castle part was intentionally retained, , the 
south bastion being preserved for 'the 
shelter of the Justices on the bench' because 
the newly constructed Sessions House 
within the castle remained in use until 
1675.135 The illustrations in the Gentleman's 

132. Account of John Cole and John Selby, undated, 
PRO, SP28/171 unfol. 
133. Op. cit. n. 100, f.112. . . 
134. Op. cit. n. 73; R. L. Greenall, 'The demolition of 
Northampton's Walls, July 1662', NP&P, 1979, VI, 
No. 2, pp. 83-4; NRO Isham Correspondence, 3555. 
135. Brown, op. cit. n. 7, pp. 9ff.; Cox, op. cit. n. 8, pp. 
442-4; State papers Domestic: Chas. 11 Entry Book 3 
f.64 & 1 f.62; it had been the town's wish, prior to the 
great fire of 1675, that the king grant the 8 acres of the 
castle and the stone upon it to erect a County Hall and 
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FIG 5: THE CIVIL WAR DEFENCES OF NEWPORT PAGNELL depicted by the 
engineer Vanden Boon in 1644. The bulwarks or bastions and the curtain between them 

are typical of the earth and timber defences of the period 
[By courtesy of the Bodleian Library] 

Magazine in 1800 and Tilleman's drawing 
of 1719 (Figures 7 & 8) and Bridges' peram­
bulation in 1722 show that the defences 
were still a significant feature of the 18th 
century urban landscape. 

The design of 17th century fortifications 
was determined by the need to defend 
against artillery bombardment and to 
enabl the effective use of ordnance from 
the defences. Medieval · stone walls with 
external ditches still provided a valuabl~ 
defence against the storming of a garrison, 
but they were ineffective at withstanding 
bombardment by large siege cannon. 
Therefore, although Northampton's walls 
formed the basis of the Civil War defences 
of the town, there was the progressive 

' 
Judge's Lodgings, P. M. Eastman, An Hour Among the 
Echoes of Northampton Castle, 1879, pp. 29-30. 

addition of new defence works comprising 
a curtain with mounts, bulwarks and 
tlankers, with other works around the main 
gates. 

The character of Civil War defensive 
works, at least in an ideal form, can be 
established in great detail from the various 
military manuals of the period. For 
Northampton we are particularly fortunate 
in having a manual which was written by 
one of, the engineers to the town, David 
Papillon, and a plan of the defences of the 
parliamentarian garrison · at nearby 
Newport Pagnell which was fortified by 
Vanden Boon, another engineer to 
Northatlilpton (Figure 5). We cannot 
however establish from the manuals or the 
map a single, consistent design which was 
applied to the defences of Northampton. 
The various engineers employed by the 
Committee concentrated on different types 
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of defence-works. Carlisle and Ophthans 
oversaw the construction of mounts and 
bulwarks, Vanden Boon probably oversaw 
the construction of bulwarks and Papillon 
constructed flankers in a very precise 
fashion, while Hooper was noted for his 
more pragmatic approach. As a result, it is · 
not possible to work from a simple pattern 
taken from contemporary military manuals 
in order to reconstruct the form and layout 
of the town's defences. Judging by 
Papillon's criticisms, much of 
Northampton's fortifications, like those of 
many other garrisons, were poorly designed 
and did not follow the current best practice. 
It is certainly true, with the possible 
exception of a few of the most important 
strategic sites, that defences in England 
during the Civil War did not show the 
complexity, sophistication and efficiency of 
many of their continental counterparts, 
which were often constructed in perfect 
geometric form, with freestone revetting 
and with substantial water filled moats. The 
reasons for this are clearly presented by 
Papillon: 'The greater part of the fouraigne 
Fortifications are not for our imitation, 
because they require a long time to erect 
them, and more men than we have, or are 
able to pay, to maintaine and defend them, 
and more means to finish them, then we 
have . . .'. 136 During the English Civil War, 
except on the Scottish frontier and at 
importan~ coastal sites, the new style of 
defences had to be con~tructed from scratch 
over no more than four years. Substantial 
resources were expended on many sites 
during this time, but it would have been 
impractical to expect sophisticated defences 
to be funded or constructed in so short a 
period. This will have been a particular 
problem at Northampton, where the 
medieval defensive circuit was . one of the 
largest in England. It is also possible that the 
garrisons had difficulties in recruiting 
experienced military engineers who could 
design and implement the most modern 
defensive schemes, Papillon certainly 

136. Papillon, op. dt. n. 14, pp. 14-17. 

claimed the inadequacy of defence works 
was a result of the 'ignorant surveyors' used 
in England at the time. 137 

· 

When John Bridges made his perambu­
lation ofNorthampton in 1722 he was able 
to follow the majority of the defensive 
circuit of the town, for urban development 
had not then 'expanded across the defences. 
As late as the 19th century much of these 
defences survived, for Wetton reports that 
'The course of the fortifications until very 
recendy, was traceable from this place across 
Dern-Gate towards the east end of · St. 
Giles's Church up to St. Edmonds-End, 
along the Mounts, past St. Sepulchre's, 
along the south side of George's Street, by 
the Barrack-Wall, down to St. Andrew's 
Mill, where the only part of the fosse in its 
original state now remains.'138 The majority 
of the earthworks had gone when Wetton 
was writing and the final sections 
disappeared soon after. Hence today every 
surface trace of the fortifications, except for 
a tiny fragment of the casde, has been 
levelled and built over. However, because of 
the depth of the ditches involved, there are 
likely to be extensive remains surviving as 
buried archaeological deposits which, once 
located, could yield important information 
on the exact form and layout of the works. 

Currendy available evidence allows a 
general description of the Civil War 
defences on all but the south side of the 
town, between the West Gate and Cow 
Meadow. It is not possible however, in the 
absence of a contemporary plan, to 
accurately define the layout without 
archaeological investigation. The course of 
the new defences were initially determined 
by the medieval wall. On the west side of 
the town it would appear that, due to the 
low lying position of the medieval defences 
and thus their vulnerability to artillery fire 
from higher ground across the river, a new 
line of defence was constructed in 1643 
well within the medieval town wall. A 

137. Papillon, op. dt. n. 124, p. 55. 
138. Wetton, 1849, Wetton's Guide-Book to 
Northampton and its Vidnity, p. 29. 
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similar shortening of the defensive line 
probably occurred in 1645-6 on the south 
east side of the town. 

The subutbs of Northampton, as in the 
medieval period, were left almost wholly 
undefended. Papillon argued in 1645 that 
Cotton End should be given defences, as a 
bulwark to protect the south bridge. This 
he argued was preferable to the plans that 
the suburbs be demolished if there was 
threat of a major siege, to secure the 
defence of the South Bridge by denying the 
attackers any cover close to the defences. 139 

Papillon's elaborate and expensive scheme 
was never implemented and, as the 
expected siege never came, so Cotton End 
was apparet::J.tly never demolished. It is 
possible that demolition would have taken 
place in St. James's End as well if a major 
siege been imminent. That suburb was 
certainly not defended, for in May 1643 
royalist forces were able to enter St. James's 
End and reach~d the drawbridge before 
they were challenged. 140 Demolition and 
clearance did however take place elsewhere 
around the town. Trees had been cleared 
from Little Holme next to the West Bridge 
in August 1643, while in St. Edmund's End 
houses were pulled down to prevent the 
lodgement of the enemy.141 The reason why 
this suburb was demolished is probably that 
only here did wholly unprotected suburbs 
approach the very gate and, most signifi­
cantly perhaps, there were very few houses 
there. On the west and south of the town 
the meadows and riv~r inte~ened, both 
protected by drawbridges, while the 
suburbs themselves were quite extensive 
and h~nce considerable oppositiofl would 
have been likely. As we have seen, buildings, 
of the former St. Andrews Priory were also 
demolished together with a Mr. Ball's 

139. Perkins, op. dt. n. 8, p. 99. 
140. Op. dt. n. 107. 
141. Lee's 'History of Northampton' in Bridges' 
notebooks, Bodleian Library, Mss Top. Northants, c. 9 
(NRO microfilm 341), p. 99, 'St. Edmunds Ghurch 
was at ye corner close between ye two roads out of ye 
East Gate . . . there were houses on both sid s and 
inhabited untill ye War and pulled down yt they might 
not be a shelter to ye enemy.' 

house, which was presumably in the same 
area of the town, in October 1643, when it 
would appear that a new and shorter circuit 
of defences was under construction on the 
north west side of Northampton. 142 At 
Rockingham far more extensive clearance 
took place, with trees, houses comprising a 
substantial part of the town and even the 
church being demolished to provide a :dear 
field of fire around the defences. 143 

The defences of Northampton were not 
on the continental model in terms of the 
quality of construction, where freestone 
was often used for all facings. 144 However, 
given the number of masons employed for 
long periods on the fortifications it may 
well be that stone facings were used· in some 
places, perhaps primarily on the bulwarks. 
Though in the early stages of the war the 
masons ·may have worked on the repair of 
the medieval walls it is clear that later they 
were employed · on the new works. Stone 
was certainly carried to the East Mount, 
which ·was a wholly new construction, 
though the stone used for the North Gate 
could have been for repairs to the medieval 
structure as was that purchased to pave the 
Ring of the cas de. Some good quality stone 
was apparently brought in from quarries in 
Harlestone, but most must have come from 
stone quarries around the tqwn, perhaps 
mainly from the town quarry which in 
1632 lay immediately outside the north 
gate. Some even came from the digging out 
of the defensive ditches. 145 There were also 
purchases of quantities of lime, mortar and 
sand for the works, again implying con­
struction in stone. 146 

However, the majority of refere~ces are 
for the carting, and occasionally · for the 
digging_, of turf and for the · .supply of 
timber. 147 There was extensive use of timber 
in the construction, in . the form of 

142. PRO SP28/238 f.69 &- 177. 
143. C. Wise, 'Rockingham Castle and the 'IMltsons', 1891. 
144. Papillon, op. dt. n. 14, pp. 55-6. 
145. 264ft. of stone at 21/ zd per foot, PRO SP28/238 
f.220 ; PRO SP28/238 f.430; PRO SP28/238 f.430. 
146. PRO SP28/ 238 f.177, 199, 205, 208. 
147. Eg: Warrant 12July 1643, PRO SP28/238 f.205. 
PRO SP28/239 f.208, 1 man digging turf, Oct. 1643. 
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pallisadoes, spars and boards. 148 Various 
ironwork fittings were also purchased 
including nails, hooks, hinges in addition to 
miscellaneous items such as cord.149 It is 
possible, though unlikely, that some of the 
baskets purchased for the defence works. 
were in the form of gabions, rather than 
being for the carrying of spoil, for there are 
references elsewhere, for example regarding 
the defences of Oxford, to the use of 'great 
baskets filled with earth'. 150 

The greater part of the work involved 
simply the movement of earth and turf; 
hence the large numbers of shovels, spades, 
pick axes, wheelbarrows, scuttles and 
baskets purchased for the works. 151 The 
same range of equipment is seen in the 
construction of the defences at Towcester, 
the constables being required to s~nd ' ... as 
many lusty and able Pioneers or Labourers 
with shovels, spades, pickaxes, mattocks, & 
crows of iron, hand-barrows, bags and 
baskets to carry earth in, as you can 
possibly find & provide within your 
Constablery. . . .' 

Papillon's description of the construction 
of a flanker gives a good indication of the 
likely nature of the defences built at 
Northampton and th~ uses to which the 
various materials were put: 'All the ditches 
are to be in this method that hath no 
Contre escarpe, or Out-guards, thirty foot 
broad, and twenty foot deep; the slope of 
them is to be for every yard a foot on every 
side, that at the bottome of them may be 
sixteen foot, and 2/3 broad .... The breast­
works are to be twelve foot high within 

148. Pallisadoes made using wood from Harlestone, 
work for 8 workmen, Account Book of Keneline Hill, 
PRO SP281173 (in too bad condition to open and read 
fully). Oaken theales at 21/zd each, Spars at 118d each. 
PRO SP28/238 f.43 . PRO SP28135 £:449, 467, 1133 
f.415, /239 unfol., 53 & 57. Spires or spars were timber 
poles. Theales were boards or planks. 
149. PRO SP28/238 f.422. 
150. I. G. Phillips (ed.), journal of Sir Samuel Luke, 
195213, Oxfordshire Record Society, vol. 29-31 , p. 99. 
151. In 1643 the costs of tools and materials were: iron 
spades 1 I- each, steel spades 21- or 21 4d each, iron 
shovels 1 I- each, steel shovels 1 18d each, pick axes 
214d, scuttles 31/zd-4d each. PRO SP281133 f.415; 
SP28135 f.472; SP28/238 f.177 & 624; SP28135 f.472. 

side, and nine foot without side; the 
step of the out-side wall is to be a foot in 
three ... the turf of the out-side wall, if the 
ground be sandy or a running clay, it is to 
bee eighteen inches broad . . . the bottom 
or foundation of the brestwork is to be 
thirty five foot in the bottom . . . and 
twenty foot broad at top, that it may be 
Cannon proofe; and it is to have a slope 
towards the ditch of three foot . . . all the 
Angles of this method where yo~ erect 
Platformes, are to. have another ,brest-vyork 
six foot higher then the rest, in which you 
make your Port-holes; and. that this brest­
work is to have a frise when it is twelve foot 
from the ground, made of wooden pikes 
sharpe at ·one end and six foot long, and 
foure inches broad, and three inches thick, 
that are placed eight inches distant one 
from another; jetting three foot over the 
ditch. . ·. . These high brest-works are at 
every foure course of turfe to be laid with 
brush, or bavin wood well rammed with 
earth ... .' 152 According to Norwood, on 
soft ground foundations might need to be 
constructed of timber or stone on which t'o 
place the rampart. In carrying out the 
earthmoving carts would be used in first 
digging out the ditch, and they would be 
needed to move ea~th elsewhere along the 
defences, for the spoil from the ditch would 
be greater than needed for the rampart and 
so could be used for the mounts and other 
works. Carts could also be used in laying 
the foundation of the rampart, but later the 
rampart would be raised using wheelbar­
rows as the horses would spoil the works. 
Where timber was scarce it need only be 
used in facing the bulwarks, ' the entire 
curtain being raised with a turf face. 
Planking was then used to create the 
platform on the rampart on which to place 
the cannon. 153 

There would appear to have been three 
main elements to the 17th century defences 
of the castle: the Inner Bailey with its 
medieval stone wall, the so called Fort or 

152. Papillon, op. cit. n. 14, pp. 78-9. 
153. Richard Norwood, Fortification or Architecture 
Military, 1639. 
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FIG 6: RECONSTRUCTION OF THE TOPOGRAPHY OF THE CASTLE AREA 
in the 17th century 

(Sources: 1: NRO, Feoffees Charity St. Giles Parish, 86, 1678; 2: NRO, NPL 97, 1688; 3: LRO, DG 21/95, 1680; 
4: LRO, DG 21/112, 1706. Map sources: G. Nunn's survey, 1743. Town maps of 17th to 19th centuries.) 
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FIG 7: VIEW FROM THE CASTLE, PRODUCED ~y TILLEMANS FORJOHN 
BRIDGES, 9 JULY 1719. The view is taken from the Castle Hill, a Civil War outwork of 

the Castle, which can be seen in the foreground. The road between Castle Hill and the 
Castle is Chalk Lane. The effects of the demolition of the castle at the Restoration can be 
seen by comparison to Figure 2. By 1719 only the castle wall remains except for the lower 
portion of the gatehouse, already roofed over as a small building, to the right of the picture 

[By permission of the British Library] 

bulwark created out of the medieval 
barbican to the north of the castle gate, and 
the Castle Hill, which appears to be a 
mount created on the east side of the castle 
entrance. 

Most of the castle site was levelled for the 
construction of the railway in the 19th 
century and of those parts which survived 
the railway almost all have been built over 
in the present century. However a small 
fragment ·of the site, extending from just 
inside the main gate of the inner bailey, 
including the eastern part of the gate, and 
running north across the full extent of the 
barbican, still survives today between St. 
Andrew's Road and Chalk Lane. This small 
area is of great importance because it 
preserves a complete sample of the main 
defensive works constructed or: refurbished 
at the castle in the Civil War. Limited 
recording was carried out on the castle site 
in the 19th century and then again in the 
early 1960s, 1970s and early 1980s, but 
many questions remain unanswered. 154 

154. A. Chapman, 'Northampton Castle: A review of 
the archaeological evidence' , and Leyel Ill report on 

There is no survey of the castle defences 
during the Civil War and the various 
records of works to the castle give little 
detail as to the nature of the new construc­
tions. In order to make sense of the few 
useful 17th century references, a recon­
struction of the topography of this area of 
the town in the mid/late 17th century has 
been attempted (Figure 6) .155 The medieval 
inner bailey still retained its stone curtain, 
gate and interval towers reasonably intact in 
1610 (Figure 2). This formed the core of the 
17th century defences of the garriso'n. It 
did however require substantial strengthen-

this excavation, draft reports in the Northamptonshire 
Sites and Monuments Record (SMR) . This report 
provides a detailed discussion of the castle defences. 
155. The majority of the land belonged to the 
Haselrigg estate in the 18th century. The George Nunn 
plan of the estate in 17 43 therefore prov~des a base to 
work from. No land had been disposed of therefore the 
deeds of acquisition from the later 17th century can be 
related directly to this plan. Leicestershire Record 
Office (LRO), DG 21/95: Mayor of Northampton to 
Robt. Haselrige, 1680: refers to 'the hills called the 
ffort' belonging to the castle. NRO, Feoffees Charity of 
St. Giles Parish, 86: Indenture: land on the north side 
of 'the Castle Hills' adjacent to the 'Castle grafts'. 
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ing and refurbishment. It is not therefore 
surprising that there are various references 
to the purchase of stone for, the plastering 
of and othet work on the 'Ring of the 
Cas de', as the inner bailey was called. It is 
likely that the bailey ditch was scoured out 
at this time but there is no record of this. 
There was apparendy no attempt to 
construct new earthen defences in front of 
the bailey wall. This would have been very 
difficult given the massive medieval ditch, 
originally some 25 metres wide and over 8 
metres deep, lying close by the walls. 
Tilleman's drawing of the casde, made in 
1719, confirms the absence of such works 
(Figure 7). Outworks were therefore 
apparendy placed outside the bailey ditch. 
It is possible that other works were 
constructed inside the casde, but the 
available evidence is ambiguous. For 
example, a high gravel bank is referred to 
by Law as lying immediately inside the 
bailey wall on the south east side. Whereas 
the casde's defence was enhanced on the 
west by the river and on the south and east 
faced into the town itself, it can be seen 
from Speed that the part of the town to the 
north and north east of the casde was 
unoccupied. This meant there was a clear 
field of fire and opportunity to construct 
extensive outworks without the need to 
demolish any buildings. 

It is likely that in the medieval period the 
town ~all encompassed the castle on the 
north ·side, but by 1610. this section of the 
town wall had gone. It is uncertain whether 
any defences were constructed on the west 
side of the town in 1642 and, if there were, 
whether they followed the former~ line of 
the medieval defences. The latter may still 
have survived as a substantial earthwork · 
rampart and ditch on low lying ground 
close to the river, connecting with ·the 
length of town wall which still survived in 
the 17th century on the west side of the St. 
Andrews Priory site. However, it would 
app.ear that the new defences constructed in 
1643 left the castle exposed on . the 
northern side. This may be why a ma~sive 
bulwark, later known as the Fort, was 
constructed out of the medieval barbican. 

In 1610 Speed shows an enclosure 
encompassed by streets which apparendy 
lay in the area occupied on later maps by 
the outwork to the castle. The remains of 
this earthwork can still be recognised today 
as a very slight feature immediately east of 
St. Andrews Road. When it was described 
in 1800 the outer bank measured 35ft. and 
the centre of the bank was about 158 ft 
from the edge of the castle ditch (Figure 
8). 156 The earth works certainly ' have 
medieval origins, for Leland in the 1530's 
talks of 'bullewarkes of yerth : .. made afore 
the castelle gate' .157 However the ramparts 
recorded in 1800 represent refurbishment 
of the casde defences in 1645 and are 
presumably the 'new flanker' or 'new 
bullwork be fore the castle gate' mentioned 
by Hooper in 1645.158 It is possible that 
these works were constructed by Vanden 
Boon, who was employed in the town until 
at least March 1645, and whose works at 
Newport were dominated by strong 
bulwarks. The earthwork is called the Fort 
later in the 17th century but this term is 
clearly used with some licence, for during 
the war a fort was normally a detached 
stronghold with provision for flanking 
defence. 159 Here it is clearly no more than a 
very substantial bulwark. · The trench 
described by Hooper as running from the 
river around the bulwark in front of the 
castle gate is either the straight section of 
river course running north or the ditch: 
around the Fort itself. It may be described 
as a 'trench' because it was indeed a channel 
of the river, or because the land being so 
low lying, it was taking water around the 
defences of the castle. This type of wet 
ditch was desirable, according to the 
manuals, but was impossible for much of 
the rest · of the town's circuit due to the 
topography. At Towcester, ·Where much of 
the circuit was low lying, water was indeed 
taken around the town. The ditch on the 

156. Reynolds, op. cit. n. 11. 
157. Leland's Itinerary, part I f.7. 
158. Kirk, op. cit.' n. 10, pp. 124-5. 
159. RCHME, Newark o~ Trent, The Civil War 
Siegeworks, 1964, p. 101. 
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FIG 8: PLAN AND SECTION OF NORTHAMPTON CASTLE IN 1800. In the 'West 
View' the Castle Hill, on the far left, can be seen to stand higher than the Castle itself. 
The terraces of The Fort, the outworks to the Castle Gate, can be clearly seen on the 

right hand side of the profile. 
(From the Gentleman~ Magazine) 
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north side of the Fort was excavated in 
1964 and found originally to have been 
about 30 ft. wide and almost 19 ft. deep. 
sufficiently deep to have held water. This 
was tentatively dated to the medieval 
period. A recut, suggested as being of Civil 
War date, lay on the inner edge of the 
medieval ditch, had a 'v' shaped profile and 
was only 12.5 ft. deep and probably about 
16 ft. wide. 160 Unfortunately there are 
major inadequacies in the evidence from 
this excavation which renders it oflittle use 
in the study of the Civil War fortifications. 
The form of the earthwork as recorded in 
the 18th and 19th centuries is not regular 
and so it is difficult to suggest a layout for 
the works. This bulwark, with its triple 
tiered form, fits well with the character of a 
bulwark with at least two if not three levels, 
the upper two being for artillery. The 
lower, outer circuit appears to have had a 
low bank around it which could be the 
remnant of the curtain. 

The land immediately to the east of the 
barbican was devoid of buildings in 1610 . . 
In this area a substantial mound was 
recorded in later centuries, called the Castle 
Hill, described in the later 17th century as 
the town muck hill. 161 Though depicted on 
the 17 46 map of the town, the plans and 
drawings of 1800 provide the best 
information, showing it to have been a very 
substantial feature, rising to a height greater 
than the castle itself and taking the form of 
a triple rampart. In plan it apparently 
formed an acute triangle with its base 
opposite the castle. 162 By 1800 the date and 
significance of this earthwork had been 
completely forgotten. Its form is recorded 
very differently in 17 46, but the Gentleman~ 
Magazine was more concerned with the · 
detail of the works and may be a more 
accurate representation. Its form · is 
compatible with a Half Moon or Avant 
Guard, and this is how the feature has been 
shown on our plan. This emplacement had 

160. Chapman, op. dt. n. 154. 
161. LRO op dt. n. 155. This was one of a numher of 
manure heaps around the town. 
162. Reynolds, op. dt. n. 11. 

a stepped profile suggesting that, in 
addition to the normal breastwork, there 
was a second breastwork higher than the 
rest which will have been the artillery 
platform, though it is unclear whether the 
illustration of the feature in 1800 depicts 
stone facing to this mount. Castle Street, 
running west from the Breast Market, is 
likely to have been the main access to the 
castle, although the western extension of 
the lane past the Castle Hill and through 
the barbican to the river was a late 17th 
century creation. 163 The Castle Hill will 
therefore have controlled the approach to 
the castle gate. The Hill sits on the highest 
ground adjacent to the castle, in a much 
more commanding position than the Fort, 
enabling it to provide covering fire over a 
long distance to the north, where the view 
extends almost to Kingsthorpe. It will also 
have commanded the valley north of the 
castle almost a5 far as Duston and have 
allowed the artillery to fire southwards 
across the town and valley as far as the 
Eleanor Cross. Only the walls of the castle 
will have prevented cover of the west 
bridge and the valley to the south west. The 
latter area must have been covered by the 
'Brass Piece' in the Ring o( the Castle. 

The Castle Hill was mostly cleared in the 
19th century, to fill the inne,r bailey ditch of 
the castle and enable development on the 
site. The remnant of the mound was subject 
to limited excavation in 1962. It is securely 
dated by that excavation to the 17th 
century, from deposits sealed within and 
below the mound. What was probably a 
large ditch was also discovered at the 
eastern end of the· mound, at the junction 
ofPhoenix Street and Castle Street, but this 
was not ·subjected to archaeological 
excavation. It is unfortunate that more 
extensive and detailed excavation could not 
have been conducted and that a more 
detailed analysis of the results was not 
prepared . . However, an · earthwork remnant 

163. LRO op. dt. n. 155. 
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FIG 9: SECTIONS TYPICAL OF CIVIL WAR DEFENCES, from Vanden Boon's plan 
of Newport Pagnell and from measurements given in Papillon's manual on fortification 

of Castle Hill up to 1.5 metres high still 
survives around and beneath the modern 
buildings. The excavation revealed the 
details of its construction. A substantial 
building was apparently levelled and a layer 
up to 12" of stone rubble was spread over 
the site. Speed's map suggests the area was 
empty in 1610 so it may only have been 
ruined foundations which were levelled. 
This was then immediately overlain by a 
sequence of dumped layers between about 
4" to 12" thick alternating between clean 
light brown sands, black loams with much 
charcoal and spreads of ironstone rubble.164 

These deposits survived to a depth of up to 
3' 6" in 1962. This sequence corresponds 
with the method of construction given by 
Papillon, discussed above. The construction 
materials of the mound were similar to 
deposits seen in the excavation of the inner 
bailey ditch and it has been suggested that 
the material derived from a scouring out of 
the ditch. However, given the existence of 

164. Chapman, op. cit. n. 154; Interim report on the 
excavations at Northampton Castle Hill, 1962, in 
Northants SMR. 

a substantial ditch around the Castle Hill, it 
seems more likely that much of the material 
will have come from the construction of 
the flanker's own ditch. 

The land immediately to the south of 
Castle Hill had in ~ 610 been densely built 
up (Figure 2), but by 1680 the area 
contained only two properties. It seems 
likely that the whole block had been 
demolished in 1642-3 to provide a clear 
field of fire, or even to enable other 
outworks to be constructed. The church of 
St. Mary may already have gone by this 
time, but Speed's map is unclear on this. 

The general character of a ·Civil War 
defensive curtain and ditch, as constructed 
by or advised by engineers who worked for 
Northampton, can be determined from 
Papillon's manual and from Vanden Boon's 
plan of the Newport Pagnell defences 
(Figure 9).165 Such a curtain· formed the 
main defensive work around Northampton. 
According to Papillon the dykes of the 

165. Also based on information from J. Cruso, 
Militarie Instructions for the Cavallrie, 1632, pp. 33-4. 



32 NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PAST AND PRESENT 

defences should be sixteen yards wide at the 
top and ten at the bottom and eight or ten 
feet deep. They should not, as he implies 
Northampton's defences may have been, far 
narrower and cut in a 'v' shaped profile. 
The rampart should be set four yards from 
the ditch and have a counterscarp and 
breastwork six foot high with a step. 

The fortifications initially constructed at 
Northampton may have been of a similar 
scale to those thrown up in an equally short 
space of time at Towcester by the royalists 
in November 1643. Towcester's Civil War 
defences have been examined archaeologi­
cally. 166 They appear to have comprised a six 
foot wide rampart or 'curtain' revetted with 
roughly hewn stone, fronting the old 
Roman ditch. When slighted the rampart 
was pushed into the ditch and the volume 
of this material might be consistent with a 
rampart of some 8 or 10 ft. in height. There 
is also what might represent the base for an 
internal roadway immediately behind the 
curtain. These defences were said to have 
brought water about the town at Towcester 
but the excavation would indicate that this 
was not achieved on the west side and may 
only relate to the east side, close to the 
meadow. There is, as yet, no evidence that 
the Towcester defences were enhanced by 
the construction of bastions or other 
outWorks, although the long disused castle 
mound was · apparently converted as a 
mount for artillery and eight pieces of 
ordnance placed about the town. When the 
defences were completed a parliamentarian 
force considered that 'an Army of 10,000 
men in the Summer are like to find a long 
pull of that Town when ever they .fall upon 
it'. Other towns have produced contempo­
rary defences of similar depth. At Oxford 
for example a ditch has been excavated 
which is at least 19 ft. wide and 6 ft. or 
more in depth. At Gloucester excavations 
on the outworks at the south gate have 
revealed a ditch over 27 ft. wide and 11 ft. 

166. A. E. Brown & ]. A. Alexander, 'Excavations at 
Towcester 1954' Northamptonshire Archaeology, 1982, 
vol. 17, pp. 24-59. 

deep, much closer to the dimensions 
demanded by Papillon. 167 

At over 13,000 ft. Northampton's circuit 
was three times the length of Towcester's 
and hence a far more daunting task for any 
engineer to defend. In Northampton two 
archaeological sections were cut in 1973-4 
across the approximate line of the medieval 
defences on the north side of the town, in 
St. George's Street. One trench failed to 
locate any ditch, the other produced a ditch 
12 ft. wide and 6 ft. deep. This may not 
have any relationship to the defences, alter­
natively it might represent the first stage of 
refortifying of the town in 1642, but there 
was no dating evidence. Another section 
was cut in 1973-4 across the approximate 
line of the defences on The Mounts. 168 This 
located a ditch some 7 ft. deep and 25 ft. 
wide, beyond the line of the medieval wall. 
However, apart from the narrow central 
recut the ditch is only 4 ft. deep. The 
possible wall in the section lies some 20 ft. 
beyond our projected line of the wall. It is 
unlikely but not impossible, given the 
limitations of the early map evidence, that 
this is within the margin of error. The 
dating evidence is poor and so it is 
impossible to establish which, if any, of the 
features were of the 17th century. The 
presence of a sherd of 19th century pottery 
in the upper fill of the ditch may indicate 
that this is the earthwork ditch very roughly 
mapped by Raper & Cole. The remains 
were heavily disturbed but there were traces 
of one or possibly two wall or stone 
revetted rampart foundations on the 
interior of the ditch at the Mounts. One of 

167. 'The Parliament Scout', 28 December to 5 January 
1643. Interim note on the Civil War Defences at 
Mansfield College, Oxford, South Midlands Archaeology, 
1993, . vol. 33, p. 75. M. Atkin & W. Laughlin, 
'Gloucesterand the Civil "Hfczr', 1992, p. 57. 
168. Williarns op. cit. n. 7. Though he notes the 
earthwork. running west from the north gate on the 
1809 map, surprisingly Williams fails to take account of 
the Civil War defences of the town and interprets the 
ditch and wall(s) as medieval. It is unlikely, but the 17th 
century curtain · could lie between the medieval wall 
and the medieval ditch, if sufficient of a berm existed, 
with the latter being recut by the 17th century ditch. 
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these was about 12 ft. thick and had traces 
of a possible stone revetting and might 
represent the base of a Civil War curtain. 
The position of the possible rampart and of 
the ditch in relation to the wall, as mapped 
on our reconstruction, would be. 
compatible with a Civil War date as it 
approximately matches the layout seen 
adjacent to Cow Meadow. If this is correct 
then the features would have to be those 
created in 1645-6 as prior to that there was 
just a ditch outside the medieval ~all, 
presumably a recut of the medieval ditch. In 
layout and in ditch dimensions there are 
similarities between these features and the 
Civil War defences recorded at 
Towcester. 169 However the Northampton 
evidence is not easily interpreted and so 
new sections across the defences are 
required. 

There is no description of the curtain,s 
construction and it is unclear to what 
extent stone was used. However Papillon 
specifically criticised the lining of old walls 
with earth. It was not considered a particu­
larly effective method of updating medieval 
defences, for with the first artillery 
bombardment the earth would tend to 

· come away from the wall and slide into the 
ditch. He also refers to the inadequacy of 
placing 'ill-lined and ill-flanked dikes' 
within five or six yards of the walls. The 
implication is perhaps that these were 
problems with Northampton, for Papillon,s 
critical assessment of Civil War defences 
was, at least in part, based upon his 
experience as engineer to the town. 
Papillon does specifically criticise 
Northampton because its ditches were 
more like hedge dykes than effective 
defensive barriers and, most importantly, he 
criticises the ill flanked winding angles of 
the defences. The inadequacy of the 
flanking of the curtain around 
Northampton, remarked upon by Papillon, 
can be seen from Hooper's survey. Between 
the North Mount and the Derngate each of 
the lengths between gun emplacements was 

169. Op. dt. n. 166. 

well in excess of the maximum 600 ft. 
advised by Papillon in his military manual. 

Northampton's defensive circuit is best 
described following the sequence of 
Hooper's survey, beginning on the west side 
of the town at, the castle and running in a 
clockwise direction to Cow Meadow 
(Figure 1 0). Hooper's measurements are for 
the 'graft' or outer ditch of the earth works 
as it runs around both the curtain and the 
bulwarks, mounts and other works and so 
accurate mapping is difficult witl?.out 
independent locational information. 

Hoope.es survey records a curtain around 
only part of the circuit of the town. 
Elsewhere there was presumably only a 
ditch in front of the stone wall in 1645. The 
curtain from the new flanker at the castle 
appears to have run roughly parallel to the 
river, probably close to Ivy Lane which may 
have served as an intra-mural road. From 
here around to the east of the North Gate 
Hooper describes a curtain rather than a 
stone wall. This is in part because the 
medieval stone wall had not survived on the 
west side of the town and so its course need 
not have been followed. It is clear that the 
circuit described by Hooper could not have 
extended along the medieval line as his 
measurements are far too short. The north 
west side of the town was, apart from the 
former St. Andrews Priory site, almost 
wholly deserted by the early 17th century. 
The whole of the priory was however 
enclosed by a precinct wall. It is possible 
that in the first stages of fortification in 
1642 they utilised the whole of the 
medieval circuit. However, this ran through 
very low lying land, was close tb the river 
making the construction of bulwarks 
difficult, and could be easily commanded 
by artillery on the other side of the valley. A 
defensive line placed higher, at the break of 
slope just outside Ivy Lane, would have 
provided a line which was much shorter, 
more effective and more easily defended. 

The curtain from the castle ran first to a 
shoulder, which may have been a point at 
which the straight sections made a short 
'dog-leg' to enable flanking fire. The exact 
starting point for the curtain from the castle 
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FIG 10: CONJECTURAL RECONSTRUCTION OF THE LAYOUT OF THE 
CIVIL WAR DEFENCES OF NORTHAMPTON based on Hooper's survey of 1645 
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is uncertain. It is likely to have run from the 
front of the Fort, which will then have 
given flanking fire along the curtain. The 
curtain from the Castle must have followed 
the distinct break of slope running north to 
Ivy Lane, the land to the west falling away 
to the medieval defences which appear to 
have lain at the bottom of the slope. The 
medieval defences ran along the meadow 
edge which allowed a water filled ditch to 
be run from the river the full length of the 
western side of the town. They ex~end 
north to the borough boundary, probably 
in order to control the inlet of the moat 
ditch from the river. At this north west 
corner a slight earthwork still survives, rep­
resenting the bank of the defences where 
they swing west of St. Andrew's Road 
opposite Uppingham and Hampton Streets, 
and then turn to run up or just south of 
Mill Lane. From the 'shoulder' the Civil 
War curtain continued north along the 
break in slope, close to an area of land 
which belonged to a person called 
Matlock. Thence it came to a bulwark 
adjacent to Ivy Lane. The bulwarks or 
bastions, like flankers, were intended to 
provide flanking fire along the lengths of 
the curtain. The form of such bulwarks can 
be clearly seen from the plan of Newport 
Pagnell where both full and half bulwarks 
are depicted (Figure 7). From this bulwark 
the curtain continued to the bulwark or 
flanker below St. Andrew's Mount, then to 
St. Andrew's Mount. Depending upon the 
exact starting point of the curtain by the 
castle, the flanker and St. Andrew's Mount 
may have lain a little further north within 
the Priory precinct than our reconstruction 
shows it. The Great Mount, recorded in 
1643 as being about musket shot, that is 
some 400 yards, from St. Andrews Mill 
must, judging by the distance, ·be one and 
the same as St. Andrews Mount. It was 
functioning as an artillery position by 
October 1643. Its name was probably 
changed because it was later surpassed in 
size by the East Mount. A Mount or 
'Cavalier' was a 'work generally raised 
within the body of the place, 10 or 12 ft. 
higher than the rest of the works . . . to 

command all the adjacent works and 
country around' .170 They were intended as 
platforms for artillery. On the south and 
west sides of the town the land falls away to 
the floodplain meadows of the N ene and so 
the defences had a good command of a 
wide, open area. In contrast, on the north 
and east of the town there is gently rising 
or, at best, level ground. Four mounts were 
therefore placed along this side of the town 
(Figure 11). Their presence is still 
remembered today in the street name 'The 
Mounts'. Bridges confirms what Papillon 
implies, that the mounts stood outside the 
walls. 171 Despite the height of the mounts, 
the Walbeck valley to the north of the town 

· still gave cover to an attacking force, for in 
October 1643 the royalist infantry were 
able to march 'under the favour of the hill 
without any hurt' as they retreated from St. 
Andrew's mill. 172 According to Papillon 
these 'scarcrowes Mounts ... erected neare 
or upon old walls . . . are of no other 
service then to hinder the assaillants 
approaches, for a day or two . . . for having 
a raising ground within Cannonshot, one 
may dismount all the Ordnance upon them 
in an instant of time'. This was because, 
unlike flankers and bulwarks, they lacked 
thick, cannon proof parapets with 
portholes. Moreover, with cannon shot 
where the approach to the mount was 
within 100 yards the shot was descending 
and so it was difficult to hit the target. 173 

The mounts will have overtopped the wall 
and it is possible that they were set up 
against the town wall. However, this would 
have necessitated ramps being constructed 
from the interior of the town to 'give access 
to them, set in the intra-mural street. It is 
perhaps more likely, where a new curtain 
existed, that a roadway was created between 
the wall and the curtain. This is clearly the 
form of the works which survived as 
earthworks in the 19th century adajcent to 

170. O.E.D. 
171. Bridges notes, op. cit. n. 11, p. 23. 
172. The True Informer, Oct 12-28 1643. 
173. Papillon, op. cit. n. 14, p. 11. Papillon's letter in 
Perkins, op. cit. n. 8, p. 100. 
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Cow Meadow. 
The 1809 map by Roper & Cole shows 

a ditch on the north side of the town which 
may be the Civil War curtain, and it has set 
into it two distinct protrusions between the 
north gate and the river, one of which,may 
represent a mount. This area of the map is 
however very distorted and cannot be 
trust~d as an accurate representation. From 

St. Andrews Mount the curtain ran to the 
'north gate in the curtaine', apparently 
specifying the gate in the 17th century 
earthen ~efences as opposed to the stone 
gate of the medieval defenc~s. The 
medieval North Gate was however still 
standin·g in 1632 and therefore it seems 
likely that the new defences will have been 
placed beyond it. The gate was protected by 
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FIG 12: PLAN OF THE INCLOSURE OF THE MOUNTS 
which appears to identify the extent of the Civil War defences 

a substantial outwork. When demolition 
was taking place in 164 7 this is described as 
'the great worke at North Gate'. The exact 
form of this defence is unclear, but it may 
have been some complex form of 
hornwork such as those seen before the 
gates of N ewark. 174 A small area of raised 
ground in front of the houses on the corner 
of George Street and Barrack Road might 
be a remnant of the outwork at the gate. 
The St. Andrews and North Mounts will 
have commanded the approach to the 
North Gate. ! 

On the north and east sides of the town 
there was a road running outside the wall in 
1632 and this was presumably taken up by 
the new outworks along this part of the 
defensive circuit. Roper & Cole show a 

174. RCHM, op. dt. n. 159. 

ditch on the north east side of the town, 
which is likely to be the Civil War rather 
than the medieval ditch, but it is not 
accurately mapped. From the North Gate 
the curtain continued to the turn in the 
wall, where the North Mount was located. 
A gun was probably being drawn up onto 
this mount in October 1643,175 and it was 
certainly in existence and functioning by 
the 14th October when a gun was fired 
from it. 176 Thence the curtain continued to 
the East Mount. Works, probably initial 
construction, were under way on this 
mount during 18-28th of August 1643. 
This is probably the 'north . east mount', 
referred to in 1645 as being the gun 
emplacement of a saker. Further work was 

175. 'For drawing a peese ofOnnance at St. Sepulcher 
6d.' 15-23 Oct. 1643, PRO SP28/238 f.183. 
176. Op. dt. n. 105. 
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under way on this mount between 
November 1644 & JuJy 1645.177 The East 
Mount sits on the highest point of the 
defences, commanding the slightly rising 
ground to the north east and the 
approaches to the east gate of town. 

In 1779 the town walls were still identi­
fiable in this area for the Inclosure Award 
refers to the laying out of a road forty foot 
wide from the North End at the Bull 'by 
the side of the houses and the town walls of 
Northampton to the east end of Abington 
Street'. 178 The area ofland within which the 
wall and the Civil War defences ran can be 
identified from the Award and map (Figure 
12). They would appear to be defined by 
the unenclosed area between North End 
Close and the road, while most significantly 
to the east there are two linear allotments to 
the north of the road, one of which, 
allocated to the Bailiffs of the town, was 
known as· 'a Piece of Greensward called the 
Mounts'. It is clear from the Award that 
there were some parts of the defences 
which were old enclosures and others 
which were unenclosed in 1779. Further 
east the extent of the defences is apparently 
defined by the unenclosed area between the 
road and the old enclosures ofSt. Edmund's 
End. Part of these defences still apparently 
survived in 1819 as an earthwork, for the 
'New. British Traveller', talking of the Civil 
War, records 'in the north-east part of the 
town, parts of a foss and a bastion of earth 
are ye~ visible' .179 

From the East Mount onwards there is 
clear reference in Hooper's survey to a wall 
rather than a curtain, implying that on the 
east side of the town there had not yet been 
the co,nstruction of a continuous outer 
defence work. The wall ran on to the East · 
Gate. At the time Hooper conducted his 
survey, in October 1645, new works were 
planned for the East Gate, and these may 
have been the same as those referred to by 

177. PRO SP28/133 f.414 & f.346-8. 
'178. NRO, Inclosure Award, 1779. 
179. Allotment to the Bailiffs of Northampton • of a 
piece of land called The Mounts, and the allotment to 
Richard Stanton, op. dt. n. 178; Anon, 1819, 'The~ New 
British Traveller', vol. 3, p. 675. 

Papillon in January 1646. As we have seen, 
the suburbs outside the east gate had been 
demolished and a Mount built there, 
presumably in 1643, but there is no 
indication as to the nature of the new 
defensive works which were constructed in 
late 1645. 

Hooper starts a separate survey of the 
south eastern part of the defences, 
beginning in Cow Meadow and running 
anticlockwise to the East Gate. It seems 
likely that this separate survey indicates 
exactly that section of the defences which 
Hooper was being employed to replace, 
work which was completed in the winter of 
1645-6. For consistency our description 
continues the clockwise circuit. In 1645 
there was a wall running between the East 
Gate and the Derngate but no curtain. Half 
way between the two gates a substantial 
bulwark had been constructed, at the 
eastern end of St. Giles Street, where a 
small postern gate had existed in 1632. 
From here the wall continued to the 
Derngate. The extent of the defences are 
probably defined by the old enclosures 
recorded in the 18th century (Figure 13). 
Between Abington Street and the bulwark 
the extent of the works appear to be 
defined by two linear closes, called 'Town 
Wall Closes', divided by Nine Springs 
Lane, which in the 18th century belonged 
to the Borough. 180 The closes would have 
encompassed the area of the intra mural 
road, the medieval wall and the Civil War 
curtain, which we have argued was 
constructed here in the winter of 1645-6. It 
is possible that both the mount at the East 
Gate and the bulwark at St. Giles extended 
beyond these closes. To the south of the 
bulwark the works were constructed 
through· an area known as the New 
Pastures, a piece of inclosed ground under 
the town wall in St. Giles parish, part of the 

180. NRO, cc123, Schedule ofLeases ofCorporation 
Land, 6 Oct: 1749. Nine Springs Lane ran between the 
two closes. The stone wall on the north side of the path 
from St. Giles into York Road dips slighdy eastward, as 
though into the ditch. Nine Springs Lane has not 
however been securely located and may prove to be that 
on the current line of St. Giles Street. 
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commons belonging to the Borough in the 
1630s.181 The width of the defences close to 
Derngate are indicated by the eastern 
boundary of the New Pastures and on the 
west by Spring Lane, which must at its 
southern end be the intra-mural road 
shown by Speed. · 

Bridges, writing in 1722, states that 'The 
trenches near which the wall stood appear 
near ye New Pastures .. .' 182 This shows that 
the wall depicted on the Noble and Butlin 
map cannot in fact have survived in the 
17 40s. The position of the medieval ditch 
may have been identified, for what appears 
to have been a major ditch was discovered 
in pipe laying in Derngate in the 1970s 
close to the junction with Spring Lane, 
confirming that the medieval wall lay 
immediately east of Spring Lan~. Towards 
the southern end of Spring Lane the 
ground rises eastward, ' towards Cheyne 
Walk, along the projected line of the 1646 
Civil War curtain, suggesting that the 
houses here may sit on top of the Civil War 
rampart. 

Close to Derngate in the mid 19th 
century there was 'a mound still remaining, 
a little eastward [of the bastion in Cow 

· Meadow], now crowned with a seat'. 
Perkins incorrectly identifies it as the fort 
set to the east of the Derngate proposed in 
Papillon's design of1646. If this mound was 
indeed part of the Civil War defences then 
it must have been a remnant of the bulwark 
outside the Derngate mentioned by 
Hooper. There was also a square work set 
within the gate. In the absence of any other 
locational information it is impossible to 
suggest an adequate reconstruction of these 
works. 

The following section is the only part of 
the circuit for which we have an accurate 
plan, - for the earthworks are : shown on 
Wood and Law's map, which was surveyed 

181. NRO NPL 2659 & 552; Northampton Borough 
Records 103.a; Northampton Museum, 'Plan of the 
Property of the Corporation of Northampton' , 
Thomas Sharpe, · 184 7. By this oate the northern of the 
two Town Wall Closes was no longer in Borough 
ownership. 
182. Bridges notes, op. cit. n. 11. 
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FIG 13: PLAN OF THE TOWN WALL 
CLOSES and New Pastures 

prior to 1841 when these remains were 
levelled for the construction of Victoria 
Promenade (Figure 14). 183 Beyond the 
rampart in Cow Meadow a wet ditch 

183. Brown, op. cit. n. 7, p. 88. 
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survived 1n 1779 and this broadly 
complements the detclil shown by Wood 
and Law, only conflicting where the small 
pond is shown towards the western end. 184 

This pond lay outside the line of Victoria 
Promenade where a slight depression is still 
visible today. From the Derngate 
southwards there was already a curtain in 
1645. It is clear from Bridges' perambula­
tion that the curtain was constructed 
outside the town wall, which still survived 
in some form in 1722. The wall must run 
on the northern boundary of Victoria 
Promenade. However, the defensive line 
recorded by Wood and Law, by Bridges and 
which was surveyed by Hooper in October 
1645 was replaced during the winter of 
1645-6. Hoop er records a 'corner' where 
the defences turn south westwards while 
Bridges refers to a bulwark: the 'old wall of 
the Town' running between Cow Lane and 
Derngate and 'on ye side the marks of the 
Bulwarks now built up with new stone still 
appearing' .185 The 'Old Wall' shown on 
Roper and Cole's map of 1809, which 
depicts bastions, is also most certainly this 
earthwork, the Civil War curtain, for it 
matches the earthwork depicted later by 
Wood and Law. The wall appears on the 
town map of 17 46, but it has no bastions 
and indeed none are shown by Speed. The 
angular form of the earthworks supports 
their interpretation as Civil War works 
rather . than medieval defences. 186 Their 
position some twenty feet outside the 
probable line of the medieval . wall would 
suggest the presence of a roadway between 
wall and curtain, providing access to the 
whole of the works without breaches 
·having, to be created in the medieval wall. 
From the 'corner' the curtain continued in 
a straight line to the stream in Cow 

184. Map of the Commons of Northampton, NRO, 
Inclosure Map 10.83. 
185. Bridges notes, op. cit. n. 11 , f4, p. 22. 
186. 'Within the last thirty five years [ie. circa 1880] 
there was a bastion in the Cow Meadow south of 
A'Beckett house, which seems answerable to one of the 
bastions . . .' though 'there was, however, a tower at the 
south-east corner of the wall so early as the reign of 
Henry II.' Perkins, op. cit. n. 8, p. 102. 

Meadow. It first ran past the powder house, 
set in the barns of the Tower, up to a small 
square :flanker. Then it ran through the 
'herb garden'(?) up to a Square Work, 
which may be represented by the second 
bastion depicted by Roper and Cole, and 
on to the battery in the Cow Meadow. The 
battery is not measured by Hooper but is 
likely to be some form of redoubt se~ at the 
north end of the meadow to control the 
whole area, particularly any approach across 
the meadow towards the suburbs outside 
the South Gate. This battery would also 
have provided protection for the postern 
gate which existed at the bottom of Cow 
Lane. 

For the remainder of the circuit of the 
town the first line of defence was the river. 
Already in January 1642 the Borough 
Assembly had ordered that 'there be 
provided at cost of the Chamber chains and 
great posts to them to chain up the bridges' 
(Figure 15). 187 Then in 1643 parts of the 
south and west bridges were pulled up and 
made into drawbridges. 188 The drawbridge 
on the south bridge may have been 
constructed in early summer 1643 for there 
was work there involving the purchase of 
brasses, gudgeons, bolts, chains, links and 
other ironwork. 189 Although the main con­
struction seems to have been carried out in 
May and June 1643,190 other works were 
taking place later in the year, with further 
ironwork for the bridges being paid for in 
September.191 The drawbridge on the West 
Bridge was complete by May for on the 
12th May 1643 there was an alarm when 2 
or 3 from a group of royalist horse 'boldly 
adventured into St. James end to their 
draw-bridge' .192 The ·drawbridges, like the 
gates, were . constantly in use, for from at 

187. Assembly. Book, op. cit. n . . 13. The Oxford 
defences similarly used posts and chains. Op. cit. n. 151, 
pp. 34-5. 
188. Op. cit n. 73, though this appears to be inaccurate 
in a number of dates it gives for other events. 
.189. Warrant of27thJune i643195. Perkins, op. 
cit. n. 8, p. 99. 
190. PRO SP28/238 f.128, 197, 205, 208, 580, 646, 
656. 
191. 1 cwt, 1 qr, 1 lb of iron used about the bridges, 
PRO SP28/238 f.128 . 
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FIG 14: PLAN OF THE CIVIL WAR EARTHWORKS IN THE COW MEADOW 

least October 1643 to December 1645 a 
certain Thomas Watte was paid 'for locking 
and unlocking the gates bridges and 
chains' .193 The bridges formed a significant 
element in the defences, so much so that in 
the winter of 1644 Thomas Watte was 

. required by the governor to take a boat and 
break the ice about the south bridge, 
presumably to stop it providing an easy 
crossing for any attackers, and there is 
record of this again in 1645.194 Improve­
ments continued on the bridges, as 
elsewhere in around the defences, with 
further work 'at the South Bridge' between 
29th March and 20th April1645. 

Along the majority of the southern side 
of the town the medieval wall still survived, 
as did the West Gate and the South Gate. 
These were renovated and, at least in the 
case of the South Gate, there was 
conversion to enable the mounting of 
artillery during 1642. Throughout most of 
the war it is possible that there were no new 
works constructed along the south side of 
the town. This, and the fact that the 
medieval ditch in this area was still an open 

192. Mercurius Aulicus, Friday May 19th 1643. 
193. PRO SP28/35 f.478, 459, /238 f.580. 
194. 2 December 1644, PRO SP28/239 unfol.; Philip 
Cave's Second Acompt, PRO SP28/172. 

watercourse, probably explains why 
Hooper did not survey the defences 
between Cow Meadow and the castle. The 
apparent absence of new works on th~ 
south was a clear defensive weakness and so 
it is not surprising that, as part of the new 
works intended for the winter of 1645-6, 
action was proposed to remedy the 
situation, but Cotton End beyond the 
bridge was to be excluded by the new 
works. If the South Quarter was to be 
encompassed then defences would have to 
be constructed across the meadow to the 
south bridge, a long length of defences 
running through very low lying land. The 
enigmatic reference, during the demolition 
of the defences in 164 7, to the ~emoval of 
stone and timber in the two water courses 
in the Cow Meadow may imply that new 
defences were in fact constructed along the 
course of the stream or ditch which ran just 
outside the medieval wall, so excluding the 
south quarter. Papillon provided an 
alternative scheme for a fort to defend 
Cotton End. His statement that Cotton 
End 'might have been fortified and secured 
at the first, with smaller charge and shorter 
Line of Circumference, then tJ:tat which 
they have made, by which it is. exposed to 
the enemies mercie', might suggest that 
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FIG 15: A 19th CENTURY DEPICTION OF A STREET DEFENDED BY A CHAIN 

new defences were in fact constructed to 
encompass the, South Quarter. 195 What 
seems clear is that new fortification on the 
south side of the town was given a low 
priority throughout the war. Good 
protection was already afforded by the river 
and, because of the wide floodplain of the 
N ene, there was no chance of enemy 
artillery gaining a commanding position 
close.to the walls. 

By 1645 the defences comprised a new 
curtain from the Castle to the Cow 
Meadow. Set along it were a series of 
bulwarks, flankers and , mount;,s to provide 
covering fire, with outworks at the three 
gates which looked out onto open 
countryside. There were artillery batteries 
at both ends of these new defence , one in 
the Cow Meadow to control approach 
across the meadow to the suburb, and 
possibly two batteries set on mounts or 
bulwarks immediately north of the castle, 
controlling this side of the approach to the 
town. Along the most vulnerable length of 

195. Perkins, op. cit. n. 8, p. 99. 
196. There is the need for a comprehensive revi~w of 
all the documentation, which is not currently possible 
due to the poor condition of a part of the colle'Ction, 
and the sheer volume of material which could be 

the defences, where they were overlooked 
by slightly rising ground on the north and 
north east, a series of mounts provided far 
more extensive covering artillery fire. In all 
there were therefore at least six batteries. 

Given the major limitations of the data 
the current interpretation must be treated 
with care, for without" . archaeological 
evidence it is impossible to provide an 
accurate reconstruction ofthe defences. A 
limited amount of new documentary 
material may still remain, in the unindexe4 
collections of the Public Record Office196 

and elsewhere, which niay further assist in 
the study of the defences .. A more compre­
hensive study of the historical topography 
of the whole town from the large quantity 
of surviving documentary records may also 
yield valua~le information on the defences. 
It is however unlikely that such documen­
tary resear~h will produce a major advance 
in our understanding of · the Civil War 
defences ofNorthampton. For this we must 
now look to archaeology. 

examined, which would require a study extending far 
beyond the issue of the defences of the town. It is 
possible that more extensive records for 1644 will be 
identified, where currently. our review has found a 
paucity of detailed information. 
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APPENDIX 1 
JO HN H OOPER'S SURVEY OF THE DEFENCES OF NORTHAMPTON 

TAKEN ON THE 9TH OF OCTOBER 1645197 

Both sets of measurements run to the east gate; 
where the new work was to be made - implying 
the measurements were made in connection with 
the designing of new works. Not only are there 
the works for the east gate referred to in the 
survey, but also the proposals which Hooper later 
designed to reduce the circuit of the defences. 198 

Hooper's survey does not deal with the majority 
of the castle defences or that part of the circuit 
between the West Bridge and Cow Meadow. 

p. 29 'the length of the graft of 
the bulwarks of and curtaine 
a bout northamton from the 
trench which is made from 
the river be lowe the new bull 
work be fore the castle gate 
(unto)\on the north side the 
towne unto the battery at the 
upper end of the cow medow 
is -- 608 roods 
or-- 3242 yards 2 foot 
or-- 9728 foote 
be sids the works that is to 
be made at the est gate 
taken (in) ye 9 of october 1645'199 

p. 77 'the new flanker at 
the castle 2(0)5 roods (400ft.) 
from it to the next 
curtaine 6 roods (96 ft.) 
the next curtaine 24 (384ft.) 
the next shoulder 2 ro 6 (38 ft.) 
the curtaine next 
matlocks200 26 rood (416 ft .) 

197. Nottinghamshire Archive Office (NAO), MS81a, 
f.29 & 77-74. Where words have been deleted in the 
book they are shown here in brackets; where words are 
written above other words this is indicated here by a 
backslash. I have converted Hooper's measurements 
into feet and added these in brackets on the right. 
198. Perkins, op. cit. n. 8, pp. 98-100. 
199. NAO, op. cit. n. 197, p. 29. 
200. Paul Matlock was churchwarden of St. 
Sepulchre's in 1646, St. Sepulchre's Churchwarden 
Accounts, 1643-74, NRO 241p/42; and held land in 
Northampton in the mid 17th century. op. cit. n. 142, 

p. 76 

the bullwork at Evy201 

Lane 13 rod 7 foot 
the next curtaine 
21 ro 5 foo 
the (flanker) bullwork 
below St. andrus mount 
9 ro 7 fo 
ye curtaine below St.and 
mount 24 
St. androws (mount) \mount 
24 rood202 

from yt mount to ye north gate 
in the curtaine 22 ro 
2 fo 
the work with out ye 
north gate 27 ro 6 fo 
ye cutaine above that 
work to the turne of the 
wall22 rood 
the work about the 
north mount 18 rood 
ye curtaine betweene 
it and ye Est mownt 45 
ro 6 foot 
ye Est mount 32 rood 
ye (w)wall beetweene 
ye Est mount and Est 
gate 44 
the mount at ye Est 
gate 16 rood 

p. 7 5 the curtaine and 
square worke from 
ye battery at the cow(medo) 
medow 16 roods 14 fo 
( 4)ye curtaine in the 
her[b?] garde[n?] 15 

(215 ft .) 

(341 ft.) 

(15.1 ft.) 

(384ft.) 

(384ft.) 

(354ft.) 

(438ft.) 

(352ft.) 

(288ft.) 

(726ft.) 
(512ft.) 

(704ft.) 

(256 ft.) 

(270ft.) 

(240ft.) 

fo. 89; also Lewis Matlock of Northampton, gardener 
in 1650, NRO XYZ 1966. 
201. This is confusingly written in the original 
document. It was transcribed by Kirk (op. cit. n. 10) as 
'Emy Lane' but it appears to be 'Evy Lane~. This must 
be the Ivy Lane recorded in 1706 near St. Andrews 
Holme, L.R.O. DG21 / 112-113, later known both as 
Ivy Lane and then as Lower Harding Street and Union 
Place, Conveyance ofland in Ivy Lane 29 Sept. 1827, 
NRO Box X8519. 
202. The coincidence of measurement with the 
preceding entry might indicate an error in the 
notebook entry. 
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ye square flanker 
5 ro 4 fo 
the curtaine by the· 
powder hous 22 ro 
to the corner and 
to the durne gate 
18 ro 2 foote 
the square work at\with\in 
the gate 5 ro 1 [1 ?] fo 
the boolwork without 
the durne gate 13 ro 

(84 ft.) 

(352ft.) 

(290ft.) 

(91 ft.) 

p. 7 4 the wall above the 
durne gate 45 ro 10 
the bulwark betweene 
the durne gate and 
the (w)est gate 22 
rood 
the wall next the 
below the est gate 
43 ro & 8 foote' 

(730ft.) 

(352 ft.) 

~'696ft.) 

7 fo (215 ft.) 

APPENDIX 2 
AN EXTRACT FROM JOHN BRIDGES' PERAMBULATION OF NORTHAMPTON 

MADE ON THE 9th OF MAY 1722 
This consists primarily of a circuit of the 
defences of the town conducted anti­
clockwise from the South Gate. 

'At ye lower end of Bridge Street fronting St. 
Thomas Hospital a piece of town wall remains over 
the town ditch. The South gate stood between ye 
wall and the hospital which was of stone and so 
spacious to admitt two wagons to pass. This gate was 
pulled down with the rest of ye gates were viz by 
order of king and Council 1660 . . .. The Town 
Dike goes under the Hospital .... The wall running 
eastward from the said hospital ye nearest is inclosing 
the garden of St. Johns Hospital and ye further pt Mr 
Whalleys Freehold was the old wall of the Town on 
yt side the marks of the Bulwarks now built up with 
new stone still appearing. . . . East of Mr. Whalleys 
stood the Derne Gate .... Turning up north towards 
St. Giles we come to the east gate near St. Giles 
which was standing hominum memoria and was no 
mean fab.ric. The trenches near which the wall stood 
appear near ye New Pastures :vhich are leased out by 
the Corporation to Mr. Hatton farmer. The wall 

running further north encompass St. Giles 
Churchyard. The east gate stood across Abington 
Street and then the town wall did run north west. 
Near the lane leading to Newland now called Sir 
Wm. Fleetwoods Lane were steps to mount the 
wall. . . . The walls were so broad yt 6 men could 
walk abreast. The ~orth Mount and East divided ye 
distances ... ye gates. The North Gate stood across 
ye Sheep Street. The Mounts stood without the 
walls. The West Gate stood since ye fire. . . . On ye 
other side of the Kingsthorpe Road ... St. Andrews 
Lane without the walls leads to the Mill . . . 
Westwards we past thro the trenches by a mound 
called St. Andrews Mound ye trenches contind on 
ye side. Walking southward from ye west we went 
through the Abby Ground c:r;ossing one then 
another lane leading to Scarlet Well. . . . We left the 
meadow on ye right called St. Andrews Holme .. . . 
Further southward we came into a lane below the 
casde and St. Marys churchyard .... The Casde . .. . 
The west gate cross Gould Street which leads to the 
west bridge . . .' . 203 

203. Bridges Notes, op. cit. n. 11., SP281238 £.646. 
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THE BATTLE OF NASEBY ANNIVERSARY, 1995 

The 14th June 1995 marks the 350th 
anniversary of the most momentous event 
to have occurred in Northamptonshire. lR 
three short hours in the open fields of 
Naseby the outcome of the Great Civil War 
was decided and with that the course of 
parliamentary sovereignty in England. For 
those of royalist persuasion it was of course, 
as Clarendon wrote, the place where '.king 
and kingdom were lost'. 

During May and June 1995 various 
events, exhibitions and lectures are planned 
to mark this anniversary, tracing the events 
of the Naseby campaign from the royalist 
siege of Leicester, to Daventry which the 
king briefly made his headquartevs, through 
the battle itself and then back again to the 
retaking of Leicester by Sir Thomas 
Fairfax's victorious New Model Army. 

There are many places in Northampton­
shire and south Leicestershire associated 
with this military action in the early 
summer of 1645. While all the major 
exploits are reported in the numerous con-

' temporary sources, many of the lesser 
events were not recprded at the time. 
Though often only fleeting, they were so 
dramatic in character or in their associations 
that they impressed their mark on local 
consciousness and have been passed down 
to us in tradition alone. Local antiquaries 
have been fascinated by Naseby and from at 
least the time of John Morton, whose 
Natural History of Northamptonshire was 
published in 1712, they have recorded these 
local traditions, which add a unique local 
insight into the battle. Whereas Morton 
could still speak to local people who had 
lived through the events, later antiquaries 
depended on stories passed down from 
father to son or as local village traditions 
from generation to generation. Though 
embellished with the telling, most contain 
far more than just a grain of truth. 

Many places and even objects are scat­
tered across the countryside from Daventry 
to Stanford on Avon, from Great Glen to 
Wellingborough, all associated in some way 

with the battle of Naseby. For example, 
there is the small and quite unremarkable 
spring in Tur Langton known as King 
Charles' Wt'(ll because, it is said, Charles 
stopped to water his horse there in his flight 
from the battlefield. There is a blood 
stained leather buff coat from Lamport 
Hall, said to have been worn by a royalist 
officer wounded at Naseby who hid from 
his pursuers in an apple loft in this royalist 
house. Equally it could be the discovery of 
musket balls or the bones of a soldier buried 
where he fell on the battlefield itself or in 
the long and disastrous flight to Leicester. 
As contemporary newsheets reported, the 
bodies of the slain lay scattered across some 
four miles of the Northamptonshire 
landscape, while yet other royalists were cut 
down as Cromwell's cavalry pursued them 
to within two miles of Leicester. 

The work of the archaeologist in 
unravelling that part of the story preserveP. 
in the landscape itself has as yet hardly 
begun, for there has been no modern and 
systematic study of the archaeology of these 
events. It may be more surprising to know 
that there is still a wealth of documentary 
evidence buried in the records made by 
local people which is only now being 
brought to bear on the history of the battle. 
There are records such as the Constable's 
Accounts for Great Houghton which show 
that supplies were transported by the village 
cart and team of horses to the parliament 
army when it lay at Kislingbuzy, a team 
which was 'lost at Naseby fight'. There is 
the record of the eight sheep stolen from 
William Jenaway when the parliament 
army was quartered in or near Ravens­
thorpe and Teeton the night before the 
battle, or the 6d. paid by the Constable of 
Braunstone in Leicestershire to · the cart­
load of maimed people on 20th June, 
presumably being brought back to the 
nearby royalist garrison at Belvoir. The 
Battle of Naseby is therefore as much a 
matter oflocal as it is of national history and 
it is open to the techniques and sources of 



46 NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PAST AND PRESENT 

study of the local as much as of the national 
historian. 

full justice to the single most important 
event of the English Civil War. 

As with previous anniversaries, such as 
those of 1845 and 1895, the 350th anniver­
sary has prompted renewed interest in and 
research on the battle. Just as one of the late 
19th century celebrations led to the estab­
lishment of a Cromwell Library, which 
existed in Naseby village for many years, so 
it is to be hoped that the present commem­
oration will untimately lead to the estab­
lishment of interpretive facilities which do 

So if you see 17th century soldiers 
marching through your village in June 1995 
don't worry! They aren't (hopefully) one of 
the apparitions recorded on previous 
anniversaries, they are probably members of 
a reenactment society here for the com­
memoration events. 
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A NORTHAMPTONSHIRE COURTSHIP IN THE 
EIGHTEENTH CENTURY 

RAY A. KELCH AND WILLIAM W WOOTTEN 

Courtship is one of the · oldest human 
activities. Its patterns have changed over the 
centuries, but its aim has remained the 
same: the creation of a nurturing unit -
man and woman with affectional, familial 
and legal relationships. Whether viewed in 
romantic novels of the 17th and 18th 
centuries or from a more objective 
historical vantage point, it is yet clear that 
significant changes in patterns of courtship 
emerged with and alongside the decline of 
the patriarchal family. Whether or not the 
courtship of Thomas Herbert and Agnes 
Clifton is at all 'typical' of the time, it will 
be found instructive to look at documents 
which illumine this 18th century courtship 
and marriage. 

The locus of the activity is the villages of 
Whittlebury and Silverston, the latter 
commonly called 'Silston', in Northamp­
tonshire. In 1722 Thomas Herbert, a 
bachelor, was courting Agnes Clifton. He 
was 3 7; she a spinster of 23. The villages 
were two of the 'forest villages' in 
Whittlewood Forest. Each community had 
several hundred residents, at most, from a 
score or more families. Names recurring 
regularly in the parish records include 
Bateman, Savage, Waterman, Plowman, 
Munday, Ayres, Bull, Hammond, Hall, 
Cook, Lovell and Herbert - but not 
Clifton. 

While records tell us much of these two, 
it is not surprising we know more of 
Thomas than of Agnes. Thomas Herbert 
held responsible positions in Northamp­
tonshire under the Duke of Grafton who 
by royal patent was Ranger ofWhittlewood 
and Salcey Forests. In 1712, when only 27, 
Thomas was appointed to his father's place 
as Woodsteward of the two forests and as 
Collector of Rents for the Honour of 
Grafton. He received further responsibility 
in October, 1715, by being deputed as the 

Duke's Receiver General in Northampton­
shire. At the same time the position of 
Master Keeper of Shrob Walk, a division of 
the forest, and Shrob Lodge, a commodious 
and comfortable dwelling, became his. It 
appears that a lease on the Lodge, held by 
another agent of the Duke's, was purchased 
for 150 guineas. This would remain 
Thomas' residence for the rest of his life. 
Having then a comfortable income from his 
various functions under the Duke as well as 
from investments in government and other 
stock, Thomas was a person of some local 
note, even as a young man. 

Of importance, too, is Thomas' only 
sibling, Edmund Herbert. Edmund had left 
Whittlebury for London in about 1702, a 
decade or more before this account begins. 
Very bright and hard working, as well as 
careful and responsible, he had secured a 
position as clerk in the office of the 
Paymaster of the Royal Marines. He had 
advanced rapidly under several paymasters 
and was named Deputy Paymaster in 1720. 

The Paymaster's position was a political 
one, while the Deputy was the responsible 
person actually managing the Pay Office 
and overseeing the highly complex business 
of receiving substantial sums from the 
Treasury and paying the Marine regiments. 
These monies had to be accounted for at 
the Exchequer and a quietus ~eceived, a 
process often taking years. Herbert was paid 
well - several hundred pounds a year - and 
had office fees as well. It was a handsome 
income, even for one living in London. 

Knowledge of the Clifton family is much 
more limited than that of the ·Herberts. 
Agnes Clifton had come to Silverston from 
London after the death in 1722 of her 
widowed mother at 54. 1 She was probably 

1. Northamptonshire Record Office, Herbert 
Papers, I, 402. Hereafter cited as Herbert Papers. 
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PLATE 1. THOMAS HERBERT'S 
MASTER 

Charles Fitzroy, 2nd Duke of Grafton, 
from an engraving of 1 7 40 

(Northamptonshire Libraries and Informat'ion 
Service) 

the only one of four children to have 
reached majority, for she served as 
executrix for her mother's will. We do not 
know the source of the Clifton investments, 
but young Agnes had heavy responsibilities 
for one so young. She received dividends 
on both India and South Sea stock of 80 
pounds p.a. Upon her mother's death, the 
family consisted of her brothers :John, 
Frances and Samuel; an aunt who received 
a legacy; and an uncle, Simon Lovell of 
Whittlebury, who was a friend of the 
Herbert family. It is probably through this 
latter connection that Thomas Herbert first 
met Agnes Clifton, late of London. 

In October, 1722, just two months after 
her mother's death, Agnes was in London 
taking care of some business for her uncle. 2 

We assume this trip and another within the 
year were made in connection with her 
mother's estate and the welfare of her three 
younger brothers. Her second trip appears 
to have been part of her continuing efforts 
to find suitable masters for the boys' 
apprenticeships. It was apparently after 
Agnes' return from her first trip to London 
in early 1722, following her mother's death, 
that Thomas Herbert's romantic interest 
made itself manifest. 

There are no documents from which to 
identify the exact nature of their first 
meetings, or the contacts they may have 
had in the year or so from their first 
meeting in 1722. We do know that mail 
service was regular and dependable; a letter 
posted in London could reach this part of 
N othamptonshire the following day. Mail 
came to Thomas at Shrob Lodge via the 
Towcester Bag. It is almost entirely from 
their letters that knowledge of their 
courtship emerges. 

It is evident from the first extant letter 
from Thomas to Agnes in London, dated 
10 November 1723,3 that he had made his 
serious interest clear and that he was deeply 
in love, for he addressed her as 'My Dearest 
Life'. She' had evidently promised to write 
to him at once. He had been in 'longing 
expectation for several days past' of hearing 

2. Herbert Papers, I, 406, 407. 
3. Ibid. , I, 411. 
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of her safe arrival in London, but had heard 
nothing. He was thus 'constrained (through 
the great passion and regard I have for your 
welfare) to be no longer silent', and he 
begged her, '[I]f you have the least Regard 
for him whose tendencies for you are irre­
pressible, to favor me with a Line from your 
fair hand. . . .' He assured Her that she was 
the only person in his thoughts. He even 
had trouble in his choice of words for 
making his protestations oflove, as the draft 
of his letter reflects. 'Assuring you , (my 
dearest heart) by all the most solemn 
Arguments the humane creature is capable 
of Expressing, you are the only Creature 
[crossed out], Object [crossed out], Person 
that Employs my Thought. . . .' He closed 
his letter, 'Most truly your Sincere Admirer 
and Most Obedient Servant. T.H·.' 

A week went by and still no word from 
his beloved, leading Thomas to write a 
second letter. Addressing her simply as 
'Most Dear Madam', he told her ofhis dis­
appointment at not having heard directly 
from her, and informed her that he had sent 
a piece of venison as a gift and hoped to 
hear that it had arrived safely. 4 Agnes had, 
in fact, written to him on the previous day, 
16 November, saluting him as simply 'Sir', 
and including not one passionate: word. 5 

Agnes had taken a room in Seething 
Lane near Tower Street, business keeping 
her in London for several months. Much of 
her effort was evidently directed toward her 
brothers' apprenticeships and to her 
inheritance under her mother's will. 
Thomas was impatient for her to return to 
the country; he had received a letter from 
her on 31 December 1723 in which she 
had told him of her recovery from an 
illness, but did not specify if this had been 
responsible for keeping her in London. 6 He 
did not reply for nearly a month; for he had 
been in hopes of seeing her sooner. He 
appeared to be very ' piqued with her. His 
comment was quite pointed: '[It] appears 
to my Apprehension that very frequent 

4. Ibid. 
5. Ibid. 
6. Ibid., I, 417, where Thomas answers hers of 31 
December. •· 

Conversation of that kind [i.e., by letter] is 
not so agreeable to you. However I shall 
trouble you with much of my Unpolished 
Scribble. . . .' Anticipating her return he 
wrote, '(I trust in God) I shall always be 
Bless'd with an Uninterrupted Personal 
Conversation, which I shall esteem the 
greatest of Blessings: till which time Every 
Moment will seem tedious.'7 

The correspondence clearly shows that 
Thomas had received an excellent 
education. He wrote with a fluency and a 
certain joy in the use of words, as well as 
with correctness in both spelling and 
syntax. Writing appears not to have been 
pleasant or especially easy for. Agnes, but 
her fluency, if not the correctness of her 
spelling, increased with the length of the 
correspondence. Especially after their 
marriage, her letters to 'dear To my' became 
nearly as affectionate and immediate as 
his. 

Although Agnes returned to the country 
early in 1724, she wrote to Thomas on 2 
March telling of her safe arrival in London, 
after a tiring trip in a wagon rather than a 
coach. Thomas replied in a loving manner 
and added, 

. . . as to your being much Fatigued 
with your Journ~y it does ' not at all 
Surprize me, And I think you have 
more Courage than is Common to 
your Sex (Especially to one that has 
been used in the tenderest Manner, & 
not Inured to fatigue) to Undertake 
such a Journey in the Manner that you 
did .... 8 

I 

From this letter, it is clear he did not stay 
with her until her wagon departed. He 
concluded by asking her pardon 'for so 
great a Neglect'. 

Agnes found her brothers well, and she 
extended their good wishes t~ T):10mas. It 
seems that a financial emergency had forced 
her sudden return to London: she was 
about to suffer an unanticipated, undefined 
loss. In this crisis Thomas attempted to 
reassure, urging her not to 'let the loss of 

7. Ibid. 
8. Ibid., 11, 421. 
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£33.6.8 trouble you or a much greater 
[sum].'9 

• 

In the meantime Mr. John Waterman, an 
especially c;lose friend of both, had visited 
Thomas at Shrob. It may have been 
Thomas' disappointment at the lack of 
progress in his courtship that led them to 
plan an increased role for John as 
matchmaker. Meanwhile Agnes had 
responded to Thomas' pleasant letter and 
jokingly told him that the real reason he 
had not accompanied her to the wagon was 
not her efforts to dissuade him, but rather 
his forest business, still 'to pardon all .your 
falts I am much inclined'. 10 

While in London Agnes received a most 
interesting letter from John Waterman. He 
recounted havirig been some time before 
'in company' with 'Mr. Herbert' and 'to be 
plain', Thomas had asked him to write to 
her 

to signify his intentions and the 
sincerity of his good [intentions] & 
affections to ' You & wether or no 
services may be acceptable to you, 
upon your own terms conditions 
what You shall please to propose. 

He immediately added, 

Making matches is an unthankful 
office sometime and he that meddles 
least is best & to recommend any 
Friend upon Sinister accounts is very 
unworthy the part of an honest Man. 

Then he gave her his evaluation in writing 
- for he had already told her as much: 

In relation to Mr. Herbert's character 
you have heard me speak.. my 
sentiments which are still the same for 
I verily believe he is an honest man, 
prudent in the management of ~s 
affairs & saving money & universally 
beloved in the Country & without 
doubt will make any Woman a good 
husband. 

John then assured her that he would not 
I 

9. Ibid. 
10. Ibid. , II , 422. 

. . . use any Arguments either to 
persuade You or dissuade You but 
leave You to the protection of 
Almighty God hopeing he will direct 
You for the best ... to give You such 
a Husband as may make Your Lyfe 
happy & comfortable 

and that they might live happily together 
eternally. 11 When he came to Londori a few 
weeks later he carried a letter from 
Thomas, to which she responded by the 
first post, sending a letter for Waterman's 
wife as well. 12 

Thomas replied at once to 'My dear 
Jewel' with his usual exclamations of joy at 
the receipt of her letters, and informed her 
that he had also had a report from 
Waterman. In addition, he noted: 

I always receive the Sound of your 
Name with the most solid pleasure, 
and there is · hardly a day passes but I 
have the Satisfaction of repeating it by 
Enquirys of men after your health, & 
oft times wishing the Continuance of 
it in a Glass .... 13 

In writing to Agnes, Thomas obviously 
drew upon reports of a convivial dinner 
gathering at S.hrob Lodge a· few days earlier. 
Mr. Waterman; Thomas' brother, Edmund; 
Mr. Nicoll, a clergyman and family friend; 
and others had enjoyed a spirited exchange 
in which Agnes 'was named more than 
once'. Both Nicoll and Waterman were 
described as seeming to be 'in a dangerous 
State of Health', the likely result of multiple 
toasts as Agnes was 'named'. And perhaps 
in response to the formal, almost stilted 
letters of Agnes (especially when compared 
to Thomas' flowing effusive style), he 
added: .' I most Earnestly beg you would 
take a little freedom in writing ... .'14 

Drawing,' as we must, from the extant 
correspondence means that many details, 
such as the reasons for Agnes' periodic visits 
to London remain unknown. She evidently 

11. Ibid.., II, 424, n.d. 
12. Ibid. , 11, 425, 14 Nov. 1725. 
13. Ibid., II, 426, Shrob 26 Nov. 1724. 
14. Ibid. 
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. -~ 
FIG. 1. THOMAS AND AGNES HERBERT'S HOME 

Shrob Walk and Shrob Lodge, from a 'Plan of the Forest ofWhittlewood in the County of 
Northampton, 1848,' based on a survey of 1787 
(Northamptonshire Libraries and Information Service) 

stayed longer than she had intended 'to 
dispatch your London affairs', as Thomas 
wrote. She had written to him on 13 
December hoping that she would return 
before Candlemas (Feb. 2) and he ended by 
trusting that she 'would not let many Days 
slide away' before she wrote 'to him that is 
(Semper Eadem) Always the Same, And 
most truly, your affectionate Sincere and 
faithful friend' .15 Thomas wrote again 

15. Ibid., 11, 427. 

before Christmas, having heard from other 
hands that she had had a fever, hoping she 
was again 'in ye Best State ofHealth ... and 
to wish you (Dear Soul) a Happy & Merry 
Xmas and many happy & prosperous New 
Years'. 16 

In spite of Thomas' hopes and entreaties, 
Agnes did not return to the country as 
anticipated. When the business of the 
forest, however, required his going to 

16. Ibid., 11, 428, n.d. 
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London in March, 1725, he apparently did 
not advise her in advance. Arriving to 
submit his accounts to the Duke of 
Grafton's agent on 17 March, Thomas saw 
his brother and evidently contacted Agnes 
to make a formal proposal of marriage. His 
personal affair did not go well; he was 
surprised and disappointed to have been 
put off, although not entirely rejected, by 
Agnes. He returned to Shrob 22 March. 
Even though suffering from a very bad cold 
upon his return home, he wrote again to 
Agnes on 25 March 1725,17 telling her that 
his official business went well, 'But the 
principal Affair of all, which relates to 
Completing my happiness in this Life, I met 
with the greatest Obstruction and must 
own my Self under some Surprise' to find 
that she had once again put off the date of 
her return, this .time until May. 

In his disappointment and exasperation 
Thomas was direct in his complaint. 

I wish to God I could find you more 
Steady in your Resolutions (Nothing 
in this World being so great a Trouble 
to me as your Slighting inconstancy). 
Pardon me if I should say what is 
unbecoming, but I am constrained & 
cannot say less than I do. But I should 
be the less Dejected should I Reflect 
th~t I think my Self causelesly 
Neglected on the one Hand, And on 
the other · hand seeing it is the 
Common Chance of Mankind to 
meet with Crosses and Vexations in 
this Life, . . . Theref~re why should I 
Complain, nor do I to any but you, in 
whose Power only it is to Redress all 
my Griev[ ances], & Compleat my 
Happinesse in this World. . . .' 18 

So, both anger and philosophy in one letter 
to his beloved. 

In his agitated condition, once again 
Thomas turned for assistance to their 
mutual friend John Waterman. By 28 
March 1725 a long letter from John was on 
its way to London. First he chided A$fieS 

17. Ibid., II , 434. 
18. Ibid. 

for not having written to him. 'Is pen Ink 
& paper scarce or a hurry of business 
prevents, or the Proverb verified? out of 
sight, etc.' He pardoned his freeness and 
dwelt on their long friendship and on her 
virtues. 

From the time that First I had the 
opportunity of being acquainted vyith 
You, I have a just estimate and value 
for You being adorned with that 
Modesty humility & good Nature 
which are so valuable to your sex. . . . 

Then he turned to more mundane or 
material matters. 

And after the death of your Mother 
who left you a considerable Fortune 
(which if you likewise had not 
inherited her wisdom & prudence as 
well as Estate) might have made you a 
Prey to the · False pretences of those 
who would have made it no 
conscience to deceive, the fear of 
which and the great Respect I had for 
You drew from me those weak & 
imperfect Sines of advice formerly to 
You ... , 

and he was happy that they had been well 
received. · 

Finally he got to the · reason for this 
second letter to her: he had seen Mr. 
Herbert who had told him that her return 
to the country was uncertain, 

if at all (prefering the noise & popular 
Town before the more pleasant & 
retired residence of a Country Seat;) 
& who I find calhng on you surprised 
You, in so doing it retorted on 
himself, at whose cold reception I was 
~orry to hear of & indeed not a little 
concerned believing You had given 
him some Assurances ofYour respects 
to him, & that you would have 
accepted of the . proposals he had 
offered, the rejecting of which puts 
him under great concern. I do declare 
I have a great deal of reson to believe 
You have' a good offer & an 
oppertunity of making Your Self 
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happy & consequently of the person 
who makes it too. 

Waterman thoughtfully dwelt on human 
fears of actions leading to a trap, and that 
earthly things are uncertain. Then he came 
to his intended point: 'And after all if you 
do not think him a Person worthy of your 
love give him a final answer ... .'He ended 
his letter with the local news, of drinks to 
her health, and observed that 'Your god­
daughter grows apace'. Finally he shared his 
wife's requests that Agnes buy her a 
quantity 'of the same sort of Sugar you 
brought her before', closing with greetings 
to her brothers. 19 

These two letters quickly brought forth a 
long and clever response to Thomas on 3 
April. The salutation was to 'Most Angery 
Sir'. Agnes wrote that she had not told him 
of her resentment of 'your last unkind 
letter', but she had since been 'reproved by 
my friend Mr. Waterman for the afront I 
gave at London'. She denied it was meant as 
a slight 'or is it possible that a few wekes 
absence so forced and so compelled must 
render me inconstant lost and ungratful -'. 
Then she added her own analysis: 

I do believe, Sir, this first Reproching 
me is rather the effects of your own 
Guilt than any you can think of mine 
-yes, it tis you begin to unfaston from 
hur that two easly belived all you said. 
. . . I do · belive by what I have since 
learned that you have made a new 
Conquest and I must own you have 
Coise of the most agreable of our Sex 
- and that your new Mistress in 
everything surpasses me. 

Mr. Waterman had asked her to send her 
final answer and she did: 

I for the future shall think myself 
disingaged from Mr. Herbert - but do 
from my very Soul wish you as much 
hapyness as I myself to hope to find in 
some other.' 

She added that she was happy that he had 
gotten home safely and that his cold was 

19. Ibid., II, 435. 

better, commenting on local news he had 
given her. Finally she twisted the knife in 
his heart: 

But now I must beg of you by all that 
in this world is dear to you to burn my 
letters and what so ever occasion I 
have given you to redicule my 
weakness - be not ungenerous to 
expose me to another - and now I 
think tis time to ask pardon for my 
trespassing on your patience. Adieu 
and may you be forever happy 
whatever is decreed for me. 

There was no complimentary close and no 
signature. 20 

Thus the great romance was ended - or 
was it? Was this letter meant to be taken 
seriously or was it a ploy? Such a strategem 
was not unknown in the history of 
courtship, and that, most certainly was 
what it was. Agnes' letter reached Thomas 
the next day where it was taken absolutely 
seriously. The pain and anguish it produced 
brought forth such an open and honest 
torrent that it is worth reporting at length. 

My Dearly Beloved Soul, 
Last Night I received the most 
Astonishing & Surprising Letter that 
my Eyes Ever beheld (I take it to be 
from you tho' there be no Name to it) 
- Astonishment I say in the highest 
Degree; insomuch that I had hardly 
Courage Enough to read it through, 
Nothing in this World so sensibly 
Grieved my Heart, or is so great an 
Affiiction to my distressed Mind, Nor 
do I Ever Remember so unhappy a 
Night as this last, I had some little 
confused Sleep which soon 
terminated in a Most Dismal Dream 
Relating to your most Dismal Letter 
after which my eyes never closed, or 
was inclined to do so. Sure I never can 
Deserve such Unparraled Cruel 
Treatment as this, or can all the Nicest 
Criticks in the World give such an 
interpretation to my last .letter as you 
have been pleased to do - as to what 

20. Ibid., II, 437, London, 2 April1725. 
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Mr. Waterman has wrote, I know no 
more than the gr~atest Stranger to 
him, . . . he promised to Write & 
Endeavour to hasten your Return 
sooner. ·. . . As to what you have 
learned or are pleased to say relating 
to my having another Mistress of my 
Affections is Entirely False, as there is 
a True and Just God -in Heaven ... or 
is it Possible for you to be Rivaled 
having in Most Secure & Undoubted 
possession of my Heart & all things 
that belong to me, And I call God to 
Witness & our Blessed Saviour by 
whom I shall be one day judged & 
must give an Account for this, that 
what I have said above is the most 
Sincere and strictest Truth; And if I 
have offended you ... I most humbly 
prostrate my Self at your feet & 
Implore for Mercy & Pardon ... & I 
most humbly Beg . . . that you will 
afford me one Comfortable line by 
the very first . Post, which will be the 
most kind thing that can be done in 
the World to a poor Dejected Wretch 
. . . I desire nothing less than to 
Devote the business of my whole Life 
to Make Restitution & Attonement 
and approve my Self, your most true 
Admirer, constant & Sincere friend & 
most Devoted humble Servant m 
great Distresse. Tho. Herbert. 21 

If st~ategem it was, this letter worked. If 
Agnes had actually any doubt of his 
seriousness and single-minded devotion, 
these words must have reassured her, for in 
less than two months, on 2 June 1725, the 
marriage contract had been signed and they 
could be married. Thomas provided £800 . 
for Agnes' jointure, to be held by John 
Waterman of Whittlebury and Edmund 
Herbert of Westminster as trustees. The 
sum was to be invested in gov~rnment or 
other stock and interest was to be paid to 

;21. Ibid., 438, 5 April 1725. 

Thomas during his life, then to Agnes and 
to any children. 22 The contract was signed 
by each party in beautiful handwriting and 
was delivered to John Yate, vicar of 
Whittlebury cum Silverston, who evidently 
performed the marriage ceremony. 

The marriage of Thomas and Agnes 
shows every sign of having been a happy 
one, for their letters after marriage: show 
deep affection and respect for one another. 
They lived comfortably at Shrob Lodge, 
which Agnes redecorated and largely 
refurnished, and where their first child, 
named Agnes, was born on 8 July 1727. 
Her uncle Edmund visited the family in 
August to see his only niece. Agnes, Sr. was 
called to London in the spring of 1728 and 
visited Edmund at Grey's Inn where he had 
purchased quarters. All was well. Three 
years of married happiness, and then 
tragedy struck. 

Late in August, 1728, Thomas suddenly 
was taken seriously ill and Edmund rushed 
from London to be at his brother's side. The 
ministrations of doctor and apothecaries 
were useless: Thomas died of 'an Unlucky 
Malignant Fever' on 5 September 1728, 
leaving Agnes pregnant with their second 
child. She was delivered of a girl who was 
named Anne, on 16 February 1729. Upon 
his brother's death Edmund promised 
Agnes, or 'Sister Herbert' as he usually 
termed her, that he would ever aid, advise 
and support her and the children. Edmund 
never married. His own records are replete 
with indications of his constant care and 
financial support throughout his long life. 
Standing in the place of his beloved 
brother, Edmund faithfully kept his 
promises until his death in 1769, more than 
40 years after Thomas' untimely death. By 
the terms of Edmund's will, Agnes and his 
nieces inherited his entire fortune and 
estate .. 23 

22. Northamptonshire Ree0rd Office, ZY 36; 7. 
23. Sometset House, 420 Bag, Edmund Herbert's 
Will, 27 November 1769. 
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WHEN EARTH HER ENTRAILS SHOOK: 
THE EARTHQUAKE OF 17501 

DAVID L. BATES 

'Among all the Appearanc~s of Nature, 
which are the Subjects of the Inquiries of 
the Royal Society, none would more sensibly 
affect the Minds of contemplative Persons 
than that of an Earthquake; especially to us 
in this Country, where they so seldom 
happen.' Thus wrote William Stukeley in a 
paper2 presented to the Royal Society on 
the 5th April 1750, shortly after London 
had been shaken by the second earthquake 
within the space of a month. By the close 
of that same year, "The Year of Earth­
quakes", contemplative persons might well 
have been left with a quite different 
impression as earthquakes struck almost at 
monthly intervals. 

Marks of His Displeasure' 
The first quake to shake London struck at 
about 12:40 on the 8th February 1750,4 and 
was reported in the Northampton Mercury, 
quoting the London Gazette: 

This Day, about Half an Hour after 
Twelve at Noon, the Inhabitants of 
this City were greatly alarmed by a 
most violent and uncommon Shock, 
(supposed, as no other Cause is yet 
heard of, to proceed from an 

1. The .tide is taken from an anonymous poem that 
appeared at the time of the first London earthquake, see 
note 11. I am gready indebted to Charles Melville of 
the Faculty of Oriental Studies, University of 
Cambridge, for generously allowing me access to his 
extensive records of historical earthquakes, and for 
many helpful comments on this paper. Dr Melville's 
forthcoming book, provisionally entided Earthquakes in 
Britain, will be published by the Cambridge University 
Press. 
2. W Stukeley, 'Concerning the Causes of 
Earthquakes' , Philosophical Transactions of the Royal 
Sodety 46, 657-669 (1750) . This volume includes an 
extensive appendix of letters and papers relating to the 
earthquakes of that year; hereafter cited as PTRS. 
3. John Wesley, see note 7. 
4. All dates in 1749/50 are Old Style.' 

Earthquake) which was felt by People 
on the Ground, and lower Rooms, as 
well as upper, in which last they were 
almost raised out of their Chairs. On 
Enquiry, we find it was in general 
throughout the City; and some 
People thought that one Side of their 
Houses rose, and the other sunk; In 
King's-Arms-Yard in Holborn a 
House was much shatter'd by the 
Shock, and a Woman therein much 
hurt. 5 

Further details of nnnor damage 
emerged the following week; chimneys 
were toppled in Limehouse and Poplar but 
the damage mostly consisted of little more 
than broken crockery and dented plate. 
Reports of the disturbance came from 
Greenwich, Richmond, Hampstead and 
Hertfordshire, and even as far afield as 
Calais. 6 Among a number of diarists who 
recorded the quake was John Wesley who 
noted: 'There were three distinct shakes, or 
wavings to and fro, attended with an 
hoarse, rumbling noise, like thunder. How 
gently does God deal with this nation! 0 
that our repentance may prevent heavier 
marks ofhis displeasureF ' 

More direct news of the earthquake 
reached Northampton in a let,ter from 
Henry Baker addressed to Philip 

5. Northampton Mercury, 12 Feb 1750, page 182 
column 3, hereafter cited as NM, date, page/ column. 
In the provincial press of the eighteenth century, 
national and international news was frequendy 
abstracted verbatim from London journals such as the 
London Gaz ette, the Westminster journa[ and the 
Whitehall Evening Post, see G. A. Cranfield, The 
Development of the Provincial Newspaper 1700-1800 
(1962), chapter 2. 
6. NM, 19 Feb 1750, 185/3. The reference to 
Calais is probably erroneous; there is no evidence that 
the shock was felt in France. 
7. W R. Ward & R. P. Heitzenrater (eds.), The 
IM>rks ofjohn Wesley (1991) vol. 20, p. 320. 
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FIG. 1: PHILIP DODDRIDGE'S SERMON 'THE GUILT AND DOOM OF 
CAPER.NAUM', advertised in the Northampton Mercury, 26th March 1750 

Doddridge. 8 Baker's correspondence 
provided an important link between the 
Northampton Philosophical Society and 
the Royal Society, and he communicated 
several letters from Northampton to the 
Society's Philosophical Transactions. 9 On this 
occasion Baker wrote to Doddridge 'to 
inquire if you felt any thing at 
Northampton of the earthquake that 
surprised us last week in London, and to 
send you some account thereof'. 10 Baker's 
account was based largely on the observa­
tions· of others, for, as he wrote, 'I felt 
nothing of it myself as I walked in the 
street, · nor do I find that many who were 
walking did, but that I impute to the noise 
and shaking of the carts and coaches.' But in 
Holborn, where Baker was walking, he 
observed that 'people came out of several 
houses to their doors in great ... surprise, 
complaining of the shaking of their houses

1 

8. Henry Baker (1698-1774, FRS 1741), DNB. See 
also Notes and Records of the Royal Society of London 29, 
53-79 (1974); G. E Nutall, Calendar of the Correspon­
dence of Philip Doddridge DD (1702-1751), The 
Northamptonshire Record Society vo1. XXIX (1979), 
hereafter Nuttall. 
9. D. L. Bates, 'All Manner of Natural Knowledge: 
the Northampton Philosophical Society', Northampton­
shire Past & Present vol. VIII no. 5, 363-377 (199~/4). 
10. J. D. Humphreys (ed.), The Corresponde'lfe and 
Diary of Philip Doddridge DD, vol. v (1831), p. 149, 
hereafter Humphreys; Nuttall, letter 1581. 

and imputing it to the fall of some building, 
large timber, OF other heavy body'. A lamp­
lighter in Gray's Inn was in danger of falling 
from his ladder, and in Westminster Hall 
'both the judges and pleaders thought the 
hall would tumble on their heads; and the 
judges, whose seats are contiguous to the 
wall, felt it shake from its foundations.' 11 

The same account was laid before the 
Royal Society by Baker, the very sanie 
evening of the quake. 12 In reply, Doddridge 
thanked Baker for his account on behalf of 
the Philosophical Society; there is no 
evidence that the earthquake was perceived 
as far away as Northampton. 13 

: 

In the normal course of events, a minor 
earthquake causing no serious damage and 
no casualties would soon have been 
forgotten as a passing curiosity. However, 
events were to take ·an unusual and, many 
believed, an ominous turn when, exactly 
one month later on the 8th March, the 
capital ~a~ ~haken a second time: 

11. A poem addressed 'To a Friend, on hearing of the 
Desertion at Westminster-HaU, at the Time of the late 
EARTHQUAKE' appeared in the Gentleman's 
Magazine, Feb 1750, p. 85 (hereafter cited as GM). It 
began: 'You say, old Rufus' fabric trembl'd, When Earth 
her entrails shook'. The reference to Rufus recalls King 
William Rufus, builder ofWestrninster Hall. 
12. PTRS 46, 601-603 (1750). 
13. Nuttall, letter 1595. 
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This Morning, at Half an Hour after 
Five o'Clock, the Town was again 
alarmed with another Shock of an 
Earthquake, which is generally 
allowed to be more violent, and of a 
much longer Continuance than that 
which was felt on the 8th of last 
Month, but happening so early in the 
Day, was not so universally felt; 
though we are well assured, great 
Numbers of People were rous'd from 
their Sleep merely by the Violence of 
it. (Happy! would it rouse them from 
their Follies and Iniquities!) Several 
Chimnies were thrown down, and 
some Houses damaged. The Shock 
was so great in some Parts, that the 
People ran from their Houses and 
Beds almost naked, being in a great 
Consternation at this unusual 
Visitation. 14 

Again, damage was limited, but the same 
report continues: 

A Lady in Piccadilly, a Curious 
Collector of Old China, who had 
piled it up on Stands, had it flung 
down and broke; a great China Shop 
in St. James's-Street had the same 
Accident; Bells in several Steeples 
struck; and great Stones fell from the 
new Spire ofWestminster-Abbey.15 

Once more . Doddridge's correspondents 
were quick to carry the news to 
Northampton. Nathaniel Neal16 wrote on 
the 15th February: 

The second shock of the earth, which 
was felt this day sevennight has given a 
great alarm in the city . . . Many 
families are flying out of town to their 
country houses, so that the places of 
public diversion are likely to be less 
frequented; not because they are 
dangerous to their virtue, but (as they 

14. NM, 12 Mar 1750, 198/3. 
15. Hawksmoor's design for the new west front had 
been completed in 1745, K. Downes, Hawksmoor 
(1970). 
16. Nathaniel Neal (d 1765) , attorney and secretary 
to Million Bank, Nuttall. 

PLATE 1: REV PHILIP DODDRIDGE 
(Northamptonshire Libraries and Information 

Service) 

apprehend) to their safety; and in 
hopes, as it should seem, that their 
guilt will be too swift or remote for 
the Divine vengeance. However, 
some, I would hope, who are using 
the same means of safety (for there is a 
prevailing expectation of another 
earthquake in a month's time) have a 
juster sense of their own duty and 
God's omnipotence. The shaking was 
felt every where in London, and seven 
or ten miles around it, and was 
undoubtedly very violent . . . The 
notion of its being merely an airquake 
I can by no means embrace: for, 
supposing the convulsion to have 
been in the atmosphere, it certainly 
shook the earth also. 17 

The tone of the letter conveys the fear, 
confusion and remorse of the refugees, the 
lively dispute between the proponents of 
the rival theories of earthquake and 
airquake, and the anticipation of further 
quakes to come. 

Whether this second earthquake was 

17. Humphreys, vol v, p. 111; Nuttall, letter 1589. 
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Olincoln 

Newark
0 

FIG. 2: MAP SHOWING THE APPROXIMATE EXTENT OF THE EARTHQUAKE 
OF SUNDAY 30th SEPTEMBER 1750. . 

Reports from 66 locations are categorised according to the local intensity, see key. "Weak" 
refers to descriptions such as 'scarce reached' (Higham Ferrers), 'hardly felt at all' (Easton 

Maudit), as well as many reports where little or no detail is given. "Moderate" and 
"viol~nt" are reserved for those places where reports mention the strength of the shock, 

or refer to damage 

indeed of greater intensity than the first is 
difficult to assess. The first struck during 
the middle of a busy day, the second in the 
quiet ,of an early morning when most 
people were still in bed under ideal· 
conditions for detecting a minor quake. By 
general consensus, though, the second 
quake seemed more severe and, naturally, 
the imaginations of many tunied to wild 
speculation and apprehension of even 
greater terrors to come. 

Hardly had the rattling of the crockery 
abated, than an avalanche of publications 
appeared, pointing to the moral ~ and 
spiritual decay of the nation in general,_ and 

of London in particular, as the cause of 
what was surely divine retribution. 18 No 
means of reproduction of the written or 
spoken word were neglected as pamphlets, 
sermons, letters and verse descended on an 
already 'troubled populace. One of the first 
to publish was Philip Doddridge who, con­
veniently, had preached the previous 
August a sermon at Salter's Hall in the City 
entitled (The Guilt and Doom of 
· CAPERNAUM, seriously recommended to 
the Consideration of the Inhabitants of 

18. Earthquakes as divine judgements or portents, see 
K. Thomas, Religion and the Decline of Magic (1971). 
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LONDON', which was rapidly transcribed 
and published 'On Occasion of the late 
Alarm by the Second Shock of an 
EARTHQUAKE, March 8, 1749'-50.' It 
was advertised in Northampton in the 
Mercury of the 26th March (Figure 1). 

The sermon had been a ferocious 
denunciation of the evils of London society, 
taking as its text St Matthew, chapter xi, 
verse 23: 'And thou Capernaum, which art 
exulted unto Heaven, shall be brought 
down to Hell.' With great eloquence, 
Doddridge inveighed against every form of 
iniquity rife in the capital: 'Profaneness, 
Luxury and Vanity . . . great Licentiousness 
. . . great Indolence and Indifference to 
Religion.' 19 Delivered six months before 
the first quake, it was uncapnily prophetic 
in tone, yet Doddridge denied any 
deliberate prophetic intent, adding 'that the 
Perusal of what so many Hundreds heard, 
before an Earthquake was thought of by 
them or by me, and when there was 
nothing uncommon to awaken an 
Attention, may have its peculiar Weight.' 20 

The hastily added preface ('this Labour 
of a Night'), penned in Northampton on 
. the 12th March, revealed Doddridge's 
genuine shock and concern for his many 
friends in the capital and renewed his 
urgent call to repentance. 'If therefore this 
alarming Convulsion of the Earth, which 
has made your Houses totter, may so far 
shake your Hearts, as to procure a Remedy 
to the most crying Evils, I shall hope . . . 
that the farther Judgments of God on so sinful 
a Nation may be diverted.'21 

The Capernaum Sermon brought 
Doddridge gratitude and congratulation 
from many. Bishop Thomas Sherlock, 22 

who himself had published 'A Letter from 
the Lord Bishop of London to the Clergy 
and People of London and Westminster; 
On Occasion of the late Earthquakes', 
wrote on the 24th March: 'It was with great 
pleasure and satisfaction that I received and 
read your very excellent and seasonable 

19. Doddridge, Sermon, p. 35. 
20. Doddridge, Sermon, p. iv; see also note 82. 
21. Doddridge, Sermon, p. viii. 
22. E. Carpenter, Thomas Sherlock 1678-1761 (1936). 

sermon, published upon the occasion of the 
late earthquakes. I pray God it may have a 
due influence upon the minds of all who 
read it; and I wish all would read and 
consider it.'23 

As March turned into April, apprehen­
sion turned to near hysteria at the anticipa­
tion of a third tremor. 'The second Shock was 
it seems more dreadful than the first; and 
may not the third be yet more dreadful than 
the second?'24 Concerning the Almighty's 
timetable, opinions differed; some feared 
the 8th of the month again but others 
expected a further shock on the 5th April 
after another interval of exactly four weeks. 
In any event, lunatic predictions sent 
thousands fleeing the capital, 25 but those 
seeking to escape the divine wrath were 
scathingly pilloried and condemned from 
many quarters. On the 2nd April Horace 
Walpole wrote: 

This frantic terror prevails so much, 
that within these three days 730 
coaches have been counted passing 
Hyde Park Corner, with whole 
parties removing into the country . . . 
Several women have made earthquake 
gowns - that is, warm gowns to sit out 
of doors all tonight . . . But what will 
you think of Lady Catherine Pelham, 
Lady Prances Arundel, and Lord and 
Lady Galway, who go this evening to 
an inn ten miles out of town, where 
they are to play at brag till five in the 
morning, and then come back - . I 
suppose, to look for the bones of their 
husbands and families under the 
rubbish! The prophet of all this ... is 
a trooper of Lord Delawar's, who was 
yesterday sent to Bedlam. 26 

The Northampton Mercury reported: 'We are 
credibly informed that 30 Coaches, filled 

23. Humphreys, vol. v, p. 153, Nuttall, 'letter 1591. 
See other responses, Nuttall, letters 1598, 1609, 1624 
and 1669. 
24. Doddridge, Sermon, p. vi. 
25. NM, 9 Apr 1750, 5/3 & 6/2. 
26. W. S. Lewis, W. H. Smith & G. L. Lam (eds.), 
Horace Walpole's Correspondence with Sir Horace Mann vol. 
IV (1960), pp. 136-7, hereafter Walpole. See also NM, 
23 Apr 1750, 15/3. 
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with genteel looking People, were on 
Wednesday Noon [4th April] at Slough, 
running away from the Prognosticated 
Earthquake.' The report followed an 
anonymous verse addressed to the 
runaways, 'Rise from your lurking Holes 
each dastard Fool; Creep back to Town, and 
go to Wisdom's School.'27 

Thus, the unfortunate inhabitants of 
London fell prey to all manner of madmen, 
knaves, fanatics, doom-mongers, charlatans 
and hoaxers. Their credulous folly was no 
more cruelly exposed than on All Fools' 
Day, falling appropriately at the height of 
the commotion. 'Last Sunday, being the 
First of April, several hundred People went 
from London, and parts adjoining, to 
Edmonton, upon the Report of a Hen's 
having laid an Egg there the Day before, 
whereon was inscribed, in large Capital 
Letters, BEWARE OF THE THIRD 
SHOCK; when, to their great Mortifica­
tions, they were well wetted by the Rain, 
and returned Home.'28 

When the 'Prognosticated Earthquake' 
failed to materialize and the fugitives 
returned sheepishly to town, the panic 
subsided, but the moralising continued in 
relief at the reprieve; 'Come, - come out of 
your holes, for you've got a reprieve, 0 ye 
sons, and ye daughters, of Adam and Eve.'29 

Even . the authorities felt compelled to act, 
issuing a Royal Proclamation 'for the 
Encou~agement of Piety and Virtue, and 
for the preventing and punishing of Vice, 
Profaneness and Immorality', published by 
the Lord Mayor and Court of Aldermen of 
London and carried in the Northampton 
Mercury. Among a long list of offenders to 
be 'pr~secuted with the utmost Severity of 
the Law' were those guilty, on the Lord's 
Day, of 'the loathsome Sin of Drunkenness, 
of profane Cursing and Swearing, and such 
as shall keep or frequent Houses of 
Lewdness, or shall keep or frequ,ent publick 
Gaming-Houses, or Houses of Ill Fame; all 
such as shall sell, or expose to Sale, any 

27. NM, 9 Apr 1750, 7/2 & 7/3. 
28. NM, 9 Apr 1750, 5/3. 
29. Anonymous verse, GM, Apr 1750, 181. 

profane or obscene Books,30 Prints, or 
Pictures, that may corrupt the Manners or 
Morals of the People.'31 

A Violent Shock of an Earthquake 
London eventually resumed something of 
its former composure32 but, even without 
further earthquakes, those seeking signs of 
divine displeasure found ample evidence. 
All year, a distemper of murrain had raged 
amongst cattle throughout the country. 33 

The late winter and early spring were 
unseasonably warm34 and, during the 
summer months of June and July, extreme 
heat brought more distress together with 
violent storms. 'Numbers of People have 
been brought out of the Fields almost 
expiring: At Little-Bow den, near Market­
Harborough, and the adjacent Fields, many 
have died before they could be got home.'35 

In Kent, 17 sheep were killed by lightnin~6 

and, in Southwark, £4000 damage was 
done to gardens by hailstones that 'measur'd 
above 3 inches about.'37 The storms struck 
Northampton on the 16th July: 

Last Monday we had here, and in the 
Neighbourhood, as heavy Storms of 
Thunder, Lightning, and Rain as ever 
were known in the Memory of Man; 
whereby nine Sheep were killed in 
Harleston Field, and many People 
were knock'd down, but we don't 
hear of any Person losing their Lives. 
The Thunder and Lightning begun 
early in the Morning, and continued 

30. A reference to, among others, Fielding's Tom 
]ones (1749) and Cleland's Fanny Hill (1748-9); M. 
Drabble (ed.), The Oxford Companion to English 
Literature (1985). See also note 79. 
31. NM, 16 Apr 1750, 9/3. 
32. For 'a full account of the London earthquakes see 
T. D. Kendrick The Lisbon Earthquake (1956), chapter 1, 
and G. S. Rousseau, 'The London Earthquakes of 
1750',Journal cif World History 11, 436-451 (1968). The 
latter, however, is more sensational even than the con­
temporary sources. 
33. NM, i4 May 1750, 28/1; GM, Dec 1750,489 & 
525; and Doddridge, Sermon, p. x. 
34. Walpole, p. 143; PTRS 46, 619 (1750). 
35. NM, 16 Jul 1750, 63/3. 
36. GM, Jun 1750, 280. 
37. GM, Jul1750, 329; NM, 16Jul1750, 63/3. 
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all the .Day by Intervals. 38 

When it came, the third shock39 struck not 
at London, but the comparative rural 
respectability of Northamptonshire and the 
adjoining counties. At about 12:30, ou 
Sunday the 30th September, the 16th afte.r 
Trinity, when many were· still at divine 
service, a quake lasting 20 or 30 seconds 
shook the churches and houses, spreading 
alarm and consternation. Ironically it was 
the congregations of the devout that were 
most affected. Thomas Barnett, Vicar of 
Rothwell, recorded in his parish register: 

On Sunday Sept" 30th 1750. We were 
terribly alarmed with a violent Shock 
of an Earthquake. It was felt at this 
Town about half an Hour pas~ twelve 
at Noon. I was at that time adminis­
tering the Holy Sacrament, and was 
with the whole Congregation in the 
greatest surprize. Its first Approach 
was heard like a mighty Wind or 
rather the driving of many Coaches. 
The Motion was from S.W. to N.E. Its 
Continuance was as near as I could 
judge about half a Minute, and was 
very dreadful and awful. The Earth 
was sensibly perceived to heave under 
our Feet. The Church totter'd from its 
Foundation, and the East Window 
shook most violently, as if all was 
coming down, and from the Roof, 
which we thought was falling on us, 
we heard dreadful Crackings three or 
four Times; as if great prodigious 
Weights were flung upon it. In Fear 
and Trembling we expected instant 
Death, either by being crushed under 
the Ruins of the Church or else that 
we should have been swallowed up 

38. NM, 23 Jul 1750, 67/3. 
39. At least seven genuine shocks were recorded in 
Britain in 1750, of which the Northamptonshire quake 
was the last. Besides the three 'major' ones, lesser 
quakes were felt in Plymouth (9 Feb), Portsmouth (18 
Mar), Cheshire (2 Apr) and Lincolnshire (23 Aug). All 
but the first of these were reported in the Northampton 
Mercury. See PTRS 46, 601-750 (1750) and C. P. 
Melville, 'The geography and intensity of earthquakes 
in Britain - the eighteenth century', Earthquake 
Engineering in Britain (1985), pp. 7-23. 

alive; but as Almighty God directed, 
no Harm happen'd unto us. They 
who were in the Churches or Houses 
were more sensibly affected and felt it 
most, than those who were walking. It 
was felt in all the Neighbouring 
Towns 0f Northamptonshire and 
Leicestershire. 40 

Within a few days reports came in from 
around the county and beyond, and the 
next issue of the Northampton Mercury 
carried the following brief report: 

On Sunday the 30th of last Month, 
about three Quarters after Twelve at 
Noon, a Shock of an Earthquake was 
felt in this Town, and in the Country 
round us for many Miles; but was not 
thought to be so violent as those 
which happen'd in London at the 
Beginning of the Year; People who 
were sitting in the Churches, or in 
their Houses, were most sensible of it, 
but those who were walking were not 
so much affected; and many 
consider'd it at first only as the Noise 
of a sudden Gust of Wind, or the 
remote Running of a Coach or Chair. 
We don't hear of any Damage done 
thereby.41 

Appended to the report was a letter from 
the Reverend Minister of Weston with 
Sutton recalling the account from 
Rothwell: 'I really thought that Part of the 
Church betwixt th~ Chancel and the Pillar 
next to it would have sunk into the Earth 
with a loud and dreadful Noise.' 

Henry Baker again wrote to Ooddridge 
requesting news of the event, and 
Doddridge's reply,42 together with a further 
nine reports, was presented to the Royal 
Society on the 25th October at the first 
meeting after the summer recess. 43

· The 

40. In addition to Rothwell (NRO 284P/5), the 
quake was recorded in at least two other parish 
registers, at Arthingworth (NRO 14P/3) and West 
Haddon (NRO 147P/3). All three describe the event 
in identical words, 'a violent Shock of an Earthquake'. 
41. NM, 8 Oct 1750, 111/3. 
42. Nuttall, letters 1664 and 1666. 
43. PTRS 46, 701-724 (1750). 
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other accounts included letters from 
William Folkes FRS44 who experienced the 
quake at Newton near Kettering, the Rev 
John Nixon FRS, Rector of Cold Higham, 
and Sir Thomas Cave of Stanford, along 
with the report and letter already published 
in the Mercury. 

Doddridge's account45 is a model of 
objective reporting. He fixes the time at 
about '20 Minutes after 12 at Noon' and 
expresses his surprise at the Mercury, which 
placed it at 12:45, 'so palpable a Mistake.' 
Doddridge himself did not feel the quake; 
'I was at that time in Company with a 
pretty large Number of Friends, just 
returned from divine Worship, and hardly 
set down in the Parlour; but no one of us 
felt any thing of it; and if we heard any 
Noise, did not distinguish it from a Coach.' 
But the impact in the town varied from 
place to place. 'I think the whole Eastern 
Part of the Town was most affected. Dr. 
Stonehouse, 46 who lives in that Part of it, felt 
it with great Violence, as if a loaded 
Waggon had run strongly against the gable 
End of his House.' In Gold Street, 'in the · 
House of Mr. Yeoman, 47 where our little 
philosophical Society meets, it threw down 
a Board from the Tester of a Bed; yet Mr. 
Yeoman himself did not feel it.' In Abington 
Street 'some Chimnies were thrown down', 
and 'a.few Bricks were thrown down from 
a Chimney in College-Lane.' 'Mr. Shippley'48 

reporte4 that 'he felt four distinct 
Concussions (the second and third of 
which · were much more violent than the 

44. William Folkes (FRS 1726/7) was the brother of 
Martin Folkes (1690-1754, FRS 1714), President of the 
Royal Society, 1741-1752; The Record of the Royal 
Society of London (1940). 
45. PTRS 46, 712-721 (1750). 
46. Dr (later Sir) James Stonhouse (1716-1795), 
physician and founder with Doddridge of the County 
Infirmary, DNB. 
47. E. Robinson, 'The profession of civil engineer in 
the eighteenth century: a portrait of Thomas Yeoman 
FRS, 1704(?)-1781', Annals of Science 18 (4), 195-215 
(1962); see also note 9. 
48. William Shipley (1714-1803), also a member of 
the Philosophical Society. D. G. C. Allan, William 
Shipley, Founder of the Royal Society of Arts (reVised 
edition 1979); see also note 9. 

first and last) all within 3 or at most 4 
Seconds.' 

The intensity of the shock in 
Northampton was evidently attenuated by 
its distance from the epicentre of the quake, 
which was probably close to Market 
Harborough, where the effect was at its 
greatest. 'Its greatest Violence seemed to 
have been spent on the Villages of C:r.eaton, 
Cottesbrook, Kilmarsh, Maidwell, ffiston, and 
some other small Towns within 4 or 5 Miles 
of Market-Harborough, mostly between us 
and that Place.' At Maidwell, Mr Scawen49 

was violently shaken, at Kelmarsh, Mrs 
Hanbu~0 was thrown down on her hands 
and knees, and Doddridge adds, 'No 
Building, that I can learn, has any-where 
been thrown down; but I am very credibly 
informed, that a Beam in the new Toll­
house near Harborough was split by the 
Shock.' More exaggerated reports of the 
quake Doddridge discounted: 'Some 
strange Stories have been told of much 
more violent Effects produced elsewhere; 
particularly that a Chasm was open'd at a 
Garden at Daventry; but I can find no real 
Foundation for them.' Rather implausibly, 
Doddridge attributed one human casualty 
to the quake, albeit indirectly. 'Mrs. Alicock, 
Wife to the chief Gentleman in Loddington, 
who had been deliver'd of her first Child a 
few Days before, and was · in a very fine 
Way, was so al(l.rmed with the Accident, 
that she expired within a few Hours, to the· 
great Grief of all who knew her.' Neither 
the Mercury nor the parish register implicate 
the earthquake in the unfortunate lady's 
death. 51 

Farther afield,. the quake was reported in 
Leicester, Derby, Nottingham, Lincoln and 
Boston, 52 and reports from a total of 66 

49. Thomas Scawen (d 1774), Whig MP for Surrey, 
1727-1741, R. Sedgwick, The History of Parliament, The 
House of Commons 1715-1752 (1970). 
50. The wife of William t:lanbury, another member 
of the N orthlunpton Philosophical Society, note 9. 
51. NM, 8 Oct 1750, 111/3. The parish register 
(NRO 196P/4) records the burial ofboth 'Ann ye wife 
of Charles Allicocke Esqr and Charles, son of ye above', 
8 Oct 1750. 
52. PTRS 46, 736 (1750). 
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places (33 in Northamptonshire) allow a 
fairly complete geographical reconstruction 
of the event (Figure 2). The disturbed area 
was about 70 x 50 miles, and its south­
western edge is most clearly defined by an 
arc of negative reports from Coventry, 
Warwick, Farnborough (Warks), Marston 
St Lawrence, Braddon, Towcester, Stony 
Stratford and Newport Pagnell. It is notable 
that the distribution of reports is quite 
asymmetric, being concentrated to the 
south of the epicentre; to the north and east 
the reports are more scattered suggesting : 
the intensity attenuated much less rapidly in 
these directions. 53 

Outside the county, the tremor was most 
violent in Leicestershire. At Narborough, 
'the whole church shook' and, at Noseley, 
two distinct shocks were felt. 54 Plaster was 
shaken down in the church at Stonton 
Wyville, while in Leicester itself 'a 
Gendeman of Fortune narrowly escaped 
being killed by one of his own Chimnies; 
which fell so near him, that some of the 
Bricks grazed upon his Shoulder.'55 The 
violence of the tremor in Leicester had a 
salutary effect on at least one of its residents: 

A certain lawyer in Leicester, who had 
employed his two clerks in his office, 
as on another day, was so terrified 
with the shock, and the warm 
reproofS of his mother, for paying no 
deference to the Lord's Day, that he 
exclaimed, "Yes, Yes, for God's sake give 
over! For God's sake give over!" - and 
remained for a time stung with the 
impropriety of his conduct. 56 

The general opinion expressed by Philip 
Doddridge and others was that the 
Northamptonshire quake was less severe 
than the two tremors felt in London. This 
was certainly the view of Williain Folkes 
who witnessed all three. 57 While this may 

53. In addition, it may reflect a bias in the sources, 
since many of the reports come from Doddridge and 
his circle in the Northampton Philosophical Society. 
54. PTRS 46, 704, 718 (1750). 
55. PTRS 46, 723, 724 (1750). 
56. J. Throsby, The History and Antiquities of the 
Ancient Town oj"Leicester (1791), pp. 153-154. 
57. PTRS 46, 701 (1750). . 

have been the case, it is certainly true that 
the quake of the 30th September was felt 
over a wider area than any other that year. 
The boundary of the shock (Figure 2) is 
represented by the isoseismal line of 
intensity IV and covers about 2500 square 
miles, 58 Historical seismology is fraught 
with problems of evidence59 and, in the era 
before sensitive seismological instruments, 
it is impossible to determine the magnitude 
of a quake. However, by comparison with 
modern quakes of known magnitude, 
intensity and felt area, it is possible to 
estimate the magnitude of historical events 
where the effects are well documented. 60 

On this basis, the surface-wave magnitude 
of the Northamptonshire quake may be 
estimated at 3.5-4.0.61 

This tremor did not bring a return of the 
moralising sermons and pamphlets, 
although at least one sermon was 
advertised: 'The late Uncommon and 
Terrible SHOCKS of our EARTH 
considered as alarming and awakening Calls 
to a National Repentance. Occasioned 
more particularly by the last dreadful 
Earthquake that was felt in and about the 
County of Northampton, on Sunday, Sept. 
30, 1750. By a Clergyman of the Church of 

58. It is important to distinguish between seismic 
magnitude and intensity. Magnitude is determined 
from measurements of earthquake waves at different 
distances from the epicentre, and is a measure of the 
energy released in the quake. Intensity is a qualitative 
indication of the local effects of a quake and depends on 
its magnitude, distance from the epicentre and the local 
geology. Intensity is usually reported on the Modified 
Mercalli Scale, a scale of I-XII in which 1-111 are 
normally below the threshold of perceptibility, IV-VI 
generally felt, with minor damage, VII the onset of 
structural damage, continuing to XII, widespread 
devastation. See S. Bowler, 'Earthquakes and 
Volcanoes', New Scientist, 18 Sep 1993 and C. F. 
Richter, Elementary Seismology (1958). 
59. C. P. Melville, note 39. See also 'Killer quake that 
never was', New Scientist, 16 Apr 1994, p. 7. 
60. C. P. Melville, 'The use of historical records for 
seismic assessment', Osservatorio Geofisico Sperimentale 
(Trieste), Silver Anniversary Volume (1984), pp. 109-119. 
61. The Richter scale is logarithmic. An increase of 
one unit represents an increase in released energy of 
about 32-fold. A major event such as the San Francisco 
earthquake of 1906 (estimated magnitude 8.3), is thus 
more than one million times greater than the "great 
Northamptonshire earthquake." 
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England, who was preaching to a large 
Congregation, at th~t awful Juncture.' 62 

Perhaps, by the time of the Northampton­
shire earthquake, the impact of such events 
had been · dissipated by their recent 
frequency, and perhaps the imperturbable 
folk of Northamptonshire were less impres­
sionable than more excitable Londoners. In 
any event, the quake left litde lasting 
impression. As Philip Doddridge remarked, 
'I was surprised to see how litde the 
Inhabitants of Northampton were impressed 
with this awful (tho' by no means super­
natural) Event: The Sound of such a Shock 
was, in a manner, grown familiar to their 
Ears, by what they had heard from London, 
and other Places. Many did not themselves 
perceive it; others found it very gende; and 
in a very few Hours it seem'd to have 
affected them no more than a Shower of 
Rain.' 63 

On the Causes of Earthquakes64 

The events of 17 50 stimulated considerable 
debate amongst the scientific community, 
which sought to explain the natural causes 
of earthquakes without denying the divine 
hand that lay behind them. William 
Stukeley published extensively on the 
subject, contributing three papers to the 
Royal Society, 65 and Step hen Hales wrote 
'to consider the Causes of them, both in a 
religious and natural View.'66 Yet eighteenth 
century science, heir to the post 
N ewt~nian enlightenment, was able to 
provide litde by way of rationalexplanation 
for the quakes. To the modern reader, 
much of the debate seems bizarre and 
nonsensical. 

A great deal was made of the prevailing 

62. NM, 29 Oct 1750, 119/1. I have been unable to 
locate the sermon itself. 
63. PTRS 46,717 (1750). 
64. William Stukeley, see note 65, 
65. 'On the Causes ofEarthquakes', PTRS 46, 641-
646 (1750), 'Concerning the Causes ofEarthquakes', pp. 
657-669, 'The Philosophy ofEarthquakes', pp. 731-750. 
66. Stephen Hales (1677-1761, FRS 1718), see 
D. G. C. Allan & R. E. Schofield, Stephen Males: 
$dentist and Philanthropist (1980); 'Some Considerations 
on the Causes of Earthquakes', PTRS 46, 66c}-681 
(1750) . 

weather conditions at the time of the 
tremors, and many reports referred to 
atmospheric lights and auroras. 67 All these 
observations supported the contention that 
the shocks were not the result of 
earthquakes at all, but were the terrestrial 
reverberations of airquakes, the supposed 
explosions of 'sulphureous Vapours . . . 
continually ascending thro' the Pores of the 
Earth'68 and ignited by lightning. Each of 
the elements in turn was implicated. In the 
terrestrial earthquake camp, various expla­
nations were proffered, including 'subterra­
neous Waters . . . air penf-up in the too 
narrow Viscera of the Earth . . . Sulphur, 
Bitumen, and other inflammable 
Substances'69 and subterranean fires; 
'Caverns, not far below the Surface of the 
Earth; wherein are ingender'd Vapours, 
Explosions, Fermentations, and Fires from 
inflammable Minerals, that cause these 
ConYulsions on the Surface.'70 More per­
ceptively, Stukeley questioned 'Where is 
the Power to be plac'd, that is required to 
move a Surface of Earth 30 Miles in 
Diameter?' and, of even greater quakes, 
remarked 'I dare be bold to say, that all the 
Gunpowder made since its Invention, put 
together, would not be able to move it.'71 

But it was to electricity:. the fashion of 
the day, that Stukeley looke~ for an answer: 

In an Age when Electricity has been 
so much our Entertainment, and our 
Amazement; 72 when we are become 
so well acquainted with its stupendous 
Powers and Properties . . . what a 
wonderful Vibration is produced, 
what a Snap it gives, how a lambent 
Flame breaks forth, how violent a 
Shock; is it to be wonder'd at, that 

67. Doddridge's account included barometric 
readings for the week preceding, and noted, on the 
Tuesday following the quake, 'absolutely the finest 
Aurora Borealis that I remember to have seen.' PTRS 46, 
718 (1750). ' 
68. Hales,' PTRS 46, 677 (1750). 
69. NM, 19 Feb 1750, 186/1. 
70. Stukeley, PTRS 46, 657-658 (1750). 
71. Stukeley, PT.RS 46, 662 & 663 (1750). 
72. Electrical experiments were demonstrated in 
Northampton in 1746 and 1747 (note 9). 
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hither we turn our Thoughts, for a 
Solution of the prodigious Appear­
ance of an Earthquake?73 

Consistent with this theory, Stukeley 
attributed a key role to water, particularly 
rivers, both in conducting and magnifying 
'the electric Vibration'. Of the September 
quake, he wrote: 

The first electrical Stroke seems to 
have been made on the high Ground 
above Daventry in Northamptonshire, 
where the Roman Camps are ... From 
thence it descended chiefly Eastward, 
and along the River Welland, from 
Harborough to Stamford, Spalding, and 
the Sea; and along the River Avon, or 
Nene, to Northampton, Peterborough, 
and Wisbech to the Sea. 74 

Bales too inclined towards the electrical 
explanation but reproached those 'who 
make light ofEarthquakes, because they are 
capable of being accounted for by natural 
Causes. But the Hand of God is not to be 
overlooked in these things.'75 He went on to 
identify the 'constant and uninterrupted 
Plague' that hac;l provoked the hand of the 

·Almighty, 'I mean fermented distilled 
Spirituous Liquors of all Denominations. 
Did Amighty God destroy as many by 
Earthquakes as are yearly destroyed by 
distilled Spirituous Liquors, which is 
probably abou~ a Million of Persons in a 
Year all over the World?'76 Still more 
unlikely explanations included obstructions 
of the Earth's perspiratory ducts,77 the 

73. Stukeley, PTRS 46, 663 (1750). 
74. Stukeley, PTRS 46, 743-744 (1750). 
75. Hales, PTRS 46, 670 (1750) . 
76. Hales, PTRS 46, 671 (1750). A more realistic 
contemporary report estimated that more than 9000 
lives were lost annually in London alone to the effects 
of liquor, principally gin. The worst excesses of drink 
were effectively curbed by licensing legislation in 17 51; 
M . D. George, London Life in the Eighteenth Century 
(1925), chapter 1. 
77. GM, Apr 1750, 154. 

malign influence of the planet Jupitee8 and, 
of course, Tom ]ones.79 

17 50 marked the beginning of the 
serious study of earthquakes in this country. 
The subject was to receive considerably 
greater attention five years later, when, on 
the 1st November 1755, a devastating 
earthquake struck Lisbon, which, with the 
after-shocks, fires and floods that followed, 
killed 10-15,000.80 Yet it was not until the 
understanding of continental drift and plate 
tectonics in the twentieth century that the 
underlying causes of major quakes were 
finally explained. 81 

The earthquake of 30th September 1750, 
undoubtedly the most violent to strike 
within or near the county in modern times, 
was modest, even by British standards, and 
insignificant on the global scale of seismic 
events. Although it warrants little more 
than a footnote in the annals of seismology, 
"the great Northamptonshire e·arthquake", 
coming as it did in "the Year of Earth­
quakes", commanded far more attention 
than any before or since. It harks back to a . 
time when science and religion competed 
to explain the natural world and when, for 
the space of a few weeks, many lived in fear 
of the 'great Day of the Lord . . . which shall 
be ushered in by the Voice of an Archangel, 
and with the Trump of God; when the 
Heavens as well as the Earth shall be shaken, 
and pass away with a great N oise.'82 

78. Jupiter acquitted; NM, 19 Mar 1750, 204/1. 
79. In the introduction to the Penguin ediqon 
(1966), R . P. C. Mutter writes: 'when, the following 
spring, London experienced two earthquake shocks, 
there were those who asserted, with varying degrees of 
sincerity, that Tom ]ones was in some way responsible . . . 
A translation of Tom ]ones had, it was said, been banned 
in France; Paris had not been visited by God's 
earthquakes; therefore Tom ]ones was the cause of the 
earthquakes.' QED! 
80. See Kendrick, note 32. D. R . Dean, 'Benjamin 
Franklin and Earthquakes' , Annals of Science 46, 481-
495 (1989). 
81. For a general account, see B. Walker, Earthquake 
(1982) and S. Bowler, note 58. 
82. Doddridge, Sermon, p. 40. 
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APPENDIX 

HISTORICAL EARTHQUAKES IN NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 

Even in an area of very low seismic activity such as Northamptonshire, minor earthquakes 
are quite common. 83 Although Britain is far from any major tectonic boundary, small dislo­
cations in local geological faults give rise to minor tremors, most of which are below the 
threshold of human perceptibility and are only detected by sensitive instruments. , 

A catalogue of earthquakes reported in the county is presented in Table 1. It is doubtless 
incomplete and, to it, could be added a number of significant quakes in the medieval period 
that were reported to be felt throughout the country but, owing to the vagaries of the 
historical record, escaped local mention. 84 With the advent of a provincial press in the 
eighteenth century, and especially after the events of 1750, records are much more frequent 
and, in general, more reliable. 85 

The history of earthquakes in the county has been a much neglected subject.86 The "great 
Northamptonshire earthquake" was undoubtedly the most violent local event, and the 
Colchester earthquake of 1884, the greatesf of national significance to be reported. The list 
ends rather arbitrarily in 1900; it appears that no quake originating in the count)r has been 
reported since t~en, although I have not studied the twentieth century systematically. 

83. As if to make the point, a quake measuring 3.1 on the Richter scale and la~ting a few seconds was reported in 
the county on the 12th May 1994, at the time of writing. 'Small quake leaves Midlands unmoved', The Times, 13 
May 1994, p. 11. 
84. For example, the powerful quake of April1185 which was reported to have destroyed Lincoln Cathedral, R. 
Holinshed, Chronicles of England~ Scotland & Ireland vol. 2 (1808, reprinted 1965), pp. 188-189. 
85. Despite the occasional confusion caused by meteorite impacts (27 Oct 1776). See C. P. Melville, notes 
39 & 60. 
86. I am aware of only two brief articles on the subject: the charming 'Walks in my Study. Earthquakes', 
Northampton County Magazine 4, 165-168 (1931), and a brief piece by Stephen Loveless in Northamptonshire Life, Feb 
1989, p. 16, which draws heavily on the former. ' 

. Table 1 
EARTHQUAKES REPORTED IN NORTHAMPTONSHIRE (1563-1900) 

Date ·and Time Location1 Epicentre2 l-max3 Car References5 Notes 

Sep 1563 County 49,50 Holinshed 6 

2Jul1623 Northampton Borough records, NCM 7 

10 Dec }650 Northampton 
A 

Short (Davison, p. 283) 8 

7 Oct 1690, 07:30 Althorp N. Wales 74 Evelyn 9 

19 Jul1727, 04:00 Spratton Margam, Wales VII 82 NM, 24 Jul, 50/3 
Wetton, p. 115 

10 Oct 1731,04:00 Aynho Ban bury iv 85 PTRS 39, 367 (1736) 

30 Sep 1750, 12:30 County wide Market V+ 112 NM, 8 Oct, 111/3 
Harborough GM 20, 473 (1750) 

PTRS 46, 701-50 (1750) 
' parish records 

31 Jul1755, 06:00 Rush den Newark IV 120 NM, 4 Aug, 71/2 10 
IM, 394 (1755) 
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Date and Time Location• Epicentre2 l-max3 Car References5 Notes 

3 Jan 1768, 01:00 Crick, Naseby, Rugby IV 140 NM, 11Jan, 171/3 
· Welford 

27 Oct 1776, 21:45 Northampton 151 NM, 4 Nov, 131/4 11 
PTRS, 286 (1792) 

25 Feb 1792, 20:45 Kettering, Stamford IV+ 174 NM, 3 Mar, 207/2 12 
Oundle, GM 62,272 (1792) 
Peterborough PTRS, 283-8 (1792) 

18 Nov 1795, 23:10 County wtde Derbyshire VI 209 NM, 21 Nov, 147/5 
NM, 28 Nov, 151/5 
PTRS, 353-81 (1796) 

24 Sep 1813, 15:15 Peterborough Stamford IV 262 GM 83 (1), 391 (1813) 
: 

.23 Jul1829, 00:00 Thorpe, Cransley, IV NM, 1 Aug, 91/6 
Loddington 
Thrapston 

8 Dec 1837, 23:15 North Stamford V- 345 TRIA 28, 293 (1884) 

12Jun 1844, 19:00 Kettering Stamford IV 645 NM, 15 Jun, 75/4 
, 

-
26 Mar 1845, 21:00 Kettering, Huntingdon V 658 NM, 29 Mar, 31/5 

Wellingborough 

18 Mar 1850, 22:10 Kettering IV NM, 23 Mar, 27 I 4 13 

6 Oct 1863, 03:30 North central Hereford VI 730 NM, 10 Oct, 5/1, 5/2, 
5/6,8/1,8/2,8/4 

22 Apr 1884, 09:18 County wide Colchester VII-VIII 795 NM, 26 Apr, 3/6, 3/7 14 
NHS 3, 107-9 (1884-5) 
Skipp, Haining 

4 Aug 1893, 06:41 North Woodford Eaves, V 892 PRS.57, 87-95 (1895) 
Leicestershire 

17 Dec 1896, 05:32 County wide · Hereford VII- 922 NM, 18 Dec, 5/1, 7/1 
NHS 9, 151-5 (1896-7) 

1. Places or general areas within the county (the ancient county including the Soke ofPeterborough) where 
the earthquake was reported. . · 
2. In the absence of accurate seismometric recordings, the epicentre is assumed to be the approximate geo­
graphical centre of the disturbed area. 
3. Maximum intensity at the epicentre, taken from C. P. Melville, 'The geography and intensity of 
earthquakes in Britain - the eighteenth century', Earthquake Engineering in Britain (1985), pp. 7-23, and 
personal communication. For an explanation see note 58 in the text. 
4. Number in the catalogue of C. Davison, A History of British Earthquakes (1924). 
5. The year of publication is given only when it differs from the event described. Abbreviations used: 

Evelyn H. B. Wheatley, Diary of John Evelyn, vol3 (1879), pp. 90-91 
GM Gentleman~ Magazine 

Haining P. Haining, The Great English Earthquake (1976) 
Holinshed R. Holinshed, Chronicles ofEngland, Scotland and Ireland vol. 4 (1808, reprinted 1965), p. 224 

IM London Magazine 
NCM 'Walks in my Study. Earthquakes', Northampton County Magazine 4, 165-168 (1931) 
NHS Journal of the Northamptonshire Natural History Sodety & Field Club 
NM Northampton Mercury 
PRS C. Davison, 'On the Leicester Earthquake of August 4, 1893', Proceedings of the Royal Sodety 

of London 57, 87-95 {1895) 



68 NORTHAMPTONSHIRE PAST AND PRESENT 

PTRS Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Sodety 
Ski pp B. 0. S~pp, D. T. Shilston, J. C. Gutmanis & R. D. Adams, 'Colchester revisited', 

Earthquake Engineering in Britain (1985), pp. 189-206 
TRIA J. P. O'Reilly, 'Catalogue of the Earthquakes having occurred in Great Britain and Ireland 

during Historical Times', Transactions of the Royal Irish Academy 28, 285-316 (1884) 
Wetton G. N. Wetton, ~ttonj Guide-Book to Northampton and its Vidnity (1849, reprinted 1969) 

6. A double entry in Davison; Holinshed simply records 'An earthquake was in the moneth of September 
{1563) in diuerse places of this realme, especiallie in Lincolne and Northamptonshires.' 
7. In a manuscript list of the Mayors of Northampton, 1623: 'An earthquake felt in Northampton'. The 
Northampton Daily Echo (17 Aug 1926) gives the date as 2 July. 
8. 'A shock felt at Northampton'; Davison (p. 283) quotes Short (A General Chronological History of the Air, 
~ather, Seasons, Meteors, etc., 1749), as the source (vol. 2, p. 170). 
9. 'The 8th of this month Lord Spencer wrote me word from Althorp, that there happen'd an earthquake 
the day before in the morning, w'h tho' short, sensibly shook the house.' 
10. Associated with a second quake at Stamford, 1 Aug 1755 (Davison cat. 121). 
11. Spurious, almost certainly a meteorite impact, see NM, 4 Nov 1776, 131/4: 
On Sunday Evening the 27th ult. about ten Minutes after Ten o'Clock, a large Ph:enomenon appeared in the 
West, and proceeded towards the East. Its appearance was like a large Ball of Fire, having a long Tail. It passed 
through the Air with great Swiftness. And we are informed that, its course ended in a Field between Tansor 
and Fotheringhay, in this County, where it burst with a prodigious Explosion, and fell on a Barn, which it set 
on Fire and consumed, together with a Rick of Hay. 

Several of the inhabitants of this Town, about the same Time, imagined they felt the Shock of an 
Earthquake, attended with a Noise much like the violent Jolting of a Cart, which very apparendy jarred the 
Houses, and threw the Windows into a noisy Agitation for about two Seconds. 

The like Ph:enomenon was seen and felt in various other Parts, but we do not hear of any other Harm 
than the above happening. 
12. Also recorded in the manuscript diary of]ohn Cole, Northamptonshire Notes & Queries, vol. II (1888), 370, 
p. 245. 
13. 'The third shock that has been felt at Kettering during the last six years.' NM, 23 Mar 1850, 27/4. 
14. "The Great Colchester Earthquake", the most destructive British earthquake of mod~rn times, felt 
throughout the country. 
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THE SALE OF ASTWELL AND FALCUTT IN 1774-1778 REVISITED 

In my article on the sale of this estate, which appeared in last year's number of Northampton­
shire Past & Present, pp. 378-82, I suggested that the fifth Earl Ferrers recovered the Astwell 
and Falcutt property in 1771 after its confiscation by the Crown in the wake of the 
execution of his brother, the fourth Earl Ferrers, in 1760. I now realise that this is a 
misreading of the information in Complete Peerage, Vol. 5, p. 3·37, where it is stated that the 
property was restored to the fifth Earl Ferrers by letters patent of 6 December 17 63 and 
confirmed by Act of Parliament of 1771. My assumption was that it was the Act which had 
restored the property to the family; but in fact it was the letters patent in 1763, under the 
terms of which the fifth Earl recovered full control of the family estate. This is clear from the 
auction particulars mentioned below. 

I also suggested in the previous article that the work which the fifth Earl undertook at 
Staunton Harold ran him into deep financial difficulties, as a result of which he sold the 
family's estates at Brailsford in Derbyshire for £88,000. In fact, the scale of the building 
work appears to have necessitated sales of property almost from its start in 17 64. Nichols 
describes the property as 'the largest and most elegant display of modern architecture in the 
county', 1 and the Earl's financial problems were such that he had almost certainly attempted 
to sell the Astwell and Falcutt properties to ease his cash flow long before he disposed of 
Brailsford. The property was offered at auction on 13 June 17 65 in London. 2· 

The sale was advertised in the Northampton Mercury on 27 May and 3 & 10 June 17 65. 
There is no subsequent report in the Mercury on the 17 & 24 June or 1 July to suggest what 
happened at the auction. It seems likely either that Earl Ferrers decided to withdraw the 
property before the auction occurred, or that no takers could be found for the property. It 
seems likely that this is the explanation why he then· went on to sell Brailsford, since he still 
needed money, even if the property he had earmarked for sale had not in practice attracted 
buyers. · 

The sale catalogue includes maps, a description of the individual farms and their acreages, 
as well as the woodland. · 

I also commented in the earlier article that we know relatively little of the operation of 
the land market in this period, and the ease with which a major land sale could more or less 
drop out of sight - as this example shows - points to some of the problems with which 
historians are faced in attempting to disentangle the workings of the market. 

]. V BECKETT 

1. J. Nichols, The History and Antiquities of the County of Leicester, Vol. Ill, p. 717. 
2. A Catalogue of the LArge and Valuable Estates in Northamptonshire of the Right Honourable Earl Ferrers . .. (1765). 
Copy in the Northampton Studies Collection (under Wappenham) in Northampton Central Library. I should like to 
thank Mr. Peter McKay for drawing my attention to these documents, and for checking references in the Northampton 
Mercury. 
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POEM 
THE HON. JOHN BYNG AT 'THE HAYCOCK', WANSFORD (1790) 

At a cold Inn, without a pitying Friend, 
Obliged to tarry and his cash to spend, 
Repentance comes on fast; and far from home, 
He strangely wonders what could make him roam. 

I doubt if I shall take another tour. 
This inn is fine, passing expectation, 
but the filth and lack of service at the others! -
farting osders, insolent chambermaids, 
half-rotten meat and stale gooseberry tarts ... 

Oh, the squalid state of this island of ours! 
It's enough to make you weep: 
The people stripped of dignity 
by creeping enclosure and greedy landlord, 
good farmla~d ruined by neglectful tenants, 
roads rutted and potholed like a dose of pm~:, 
whilst in distant mansions, sipping claret, 
absentee rectors doze and nod, 
leaving their parishes to green young curates. 

I've seen it all too often over the past ten years. 
Do I need to see it again? 
Put up with filthy roads and filthier inns? 
What a fool you are, John Byng! 
You could be sitting in comfort at your Duke Street hoine! 
But I know I shan't. This is my pleasure, 
to leave the noise and scramble of the metropolis 
and see the land of England for myself. ' 

So I'll content myself here at 'The Haycock' 
tryi~g out new angling-rods on the sluggish Nen, 
visiting the lantern church at Fotheringhay · 
or riding over to Nassington to quiz 
the rector on Roman antiquities, 
and as I warm my seat ~y my landlord's fire, . 
I'll harangue, like an ancient marintrr, all within hearing, 
on the vile restorations of this barbarous age. 

TREVORHOLD 
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'THE SECOND SPRING': 
ROMAN CATHOLICISM IN VICTORIAN NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 

MARGARET OSBORNE 

The Nineteenth century saw a marked 
increase in the Roman Catholic population 
of England and Wales boosted by the 
temporary residence of French emigres, 
large scale Irish immigration, and a stream 
of converts from anglicanism. In 1850, 
Pope Pius IX reintroduced territorial : 
dioceses to provide for their pastoral needs, 
one of which was centred on 
Northampton. This 'Papal Aggression' led 
to a shortlived outburst against Roman 
Catholics throughout the country. There 
were anti-Catholic tract campaigns and 
periodic petty rioting provoked by 
Protestant agitators, who travelled the 
country encouraging extreme emotions 
against the Papacy. One of these, 'the 
notorious Father Gavazzi' appeared at the 
George Hotel in Northampton in July 
1851. Bishop Wareing appealed to the 'men 
of Northampton' for tolerance and fairplay, 
and Gavazzi's visit passed without violence.1 

Gradually, Roman Catholicism was 
accepted as part of the English . religious 
scene. Catholic churches, convents and 
schools were built alongside those of other 
denominations. With time, much of the 
prejudice against the Church diminished, 
and the shared patriotism and hardships 
during the First World War did much to 
lead to a fuller acceptance of Catholics into 
English life. 

Between 1850 and 1910, 1173 new 
Catholic mass centres were opened in 
England and Wales. The majority were 
situated in the industrial urban areas, 
especially in and around Londoh, where 
there were 309 new centres, and 
Lancashire, where there were 209.2 In 
Northamptonshire, one of the least 
Catholic areas in the country (in 1767 only 

1. An Appeal to the Sensible Inhabitants of the Town of 
Northampton, handbill issued by Bishop Wareing, July 
4th 1851. PR2 (Northampton Diocesan Archives, 
hereinafter NDA). 

110 Catholics were recorded for the whole 
County)3 and one which experienced no 
Catholic immigration on any scale, only 
eight new mass centres were opened. In 
1850 Northamptonshire contained only 
0.85% of the total mass centres of England 
and Wales. By 1910 this percentage had 
dropped td 0.73%.4 The reestablishment of 
the Roman Catholic religion in 
Northamptonshire was a painstakingly slow 
and difficult process, achieved by a small 
team of clergymen, supported by a handful 
of generous lay people, hampered by a 
continual lack of resources and the absence 
of well-established congregations. 

In 1850 the existing mass centres of 
Northamptonshire comprised of two 18th 
century missionary centres and three 19th 
century foundations. The two older centres 
were located at Aston-le-Walls in the south 
of the county and Kingscliffe in the north. 
From the seventeenth century there was a 
small group of Catholics in the south west 
of the county. Of the 110 Catholics listed in 
the 1767 census 39 were scattered in the 
parishes of Aston-le-Walls, Crowlton, 
Marston St Lawrence and Middleton 
Cheney. 5 At Warkworth (Oxfordshire) 
there was a chaplain from 1688, ministering 
to Catholics on both sides of the 
Oxfordshire-Northamptonshire border. 
Warkworth was sold up in 1805, ·but a 
chapel and priest's house was provided at 
Overthorpe, the first post-Reformation 
Catholic chapel to be opened in 
Northamptonshire. A French priest, Fr 

2. National Catholic Directory & Register, 1850, p. 99 
& 1910, p. 510. (Mass Centres are taken to be the total 
number of churches, chapels and stations where regular 
services were available.) 
3. The 1767 Census of Catholics, ed. by C. S. 
Worrell, Catholic Record Society, 1989, p. 120. 
4. National Catholic Directory and Register, 1850 & 
1910. 
5. 1767 Census, op. dt., p. 190. 
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PLATE 1: THE RT. REV. 
DR. WILLIAM WAREING, 

Vicar Apostolic and then first Bishop of 
Northampton 

(Diocesan Archives) 

Pierre Hersent served it from 1806 till his 
death in 1833. 

In July 1827, with the support of 
Edmund Plowden, a local landowner, Fr 
Hersent was able to open a chapel at Aston­
le-Walls, saving the congregation the nine 
mile journey to Overthorpe. Fr 0'9orman 
was installed as the first resident pnest: an 
account of his influence on the village was· 
given in the Catholic Miscellany of January 
1828. It describes the spirit of curiosity 
which led some young protestants to attend 
the services, and the conversion of 33 
persons in 1827 when they found that 
'Popery was very different to what they 
conceived it to be' .6 The habitual fear of 
'Popery' was often dispersed by direct 
contact with a Catholic community. The 

6. .Catholic Miscellany January 1828 (NDA Pre A.6) . 

chapel at Overthorpe was closed in 1833, 
having established Catholic communities at 
Banbury and Aston-le-Walls. 

In North Northamptonshire the post­
Reformation centres based on gentry 
houses had been forced to close, but a small 
Catholic remnant remained. The 17 6 7 
census recorded the greatest number of 
Catholics in the County at Benefield :(20). 7 

A single priest served the region. In 1803 
Dr O'Brien claimed that he served 
Catholics scattered over the whole of 
Huntingdon and Northamptonshire and a 
large part of Cambridgeshire, Lincolnshire, 
Rutlandshire, Bedfordshire and Leicester­
shire.8 In 1804 Fr. William Hayes was 
appointed their missioner and travelled 
across his widespread mission on his horse 
'Salamanca', a long, angular, hollow­
backed animal born on the day of the 
battle. 9 He said Mass regularly at 
Kingscliffe, Stamford and Oundle, and 
officiated to the gentry families at N evill 
Holt and Bosworth Hall in Leicestershire 
when their chaplains were absent. He 
travelled further afield administering the 
sacraments to individual groups of 
Catholics. At Kingscliffe the priest's house 
was next to the Golden Ball Inn. Mass was 
celebrated in the upper room of the stable 
at the rear of the house reached from the 
outside by a ladder. At Oundle a private 
chapel was provided by the ]inks family in 
their house. As the nineteenth century 
advanced, the area served by Fr. Hayes 
contracted. In 1834 Stamford became an 
independent mission, Wisbech (Cambs) 
had a temporary chapel in 1840, and Peter­
borough a resident priest in 184 7. Only the 
two rural communities at Kingscliffe and 
Oundle were left to the Mission, and the 
Kingscllffe house was closed after the death 
of Fr. Hayes, as the congregation had 
dispersed. 

Three mass centres were opened in 

• 
7. 1767 Census, op. cit., p. 190. 
8. NDA, letter Dr O'Brien 17 August 1803 to the 
Committee for the relief of the French Exiled Clergy, 
Pre A.6. 
9. Mary Francis Roskill; Francis Kmil Amhurst D. D., 
p. 32. 
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PLATE 2: PUGIN'S DESIGN FOR NORTHAMPTON'S NEW ROMAN 
CATHOLIC CATHEDRAL, the Builder, 28July 1860. 

The planned tower and spire were never built 
(Northamptonshire Libraries and Information Service) 
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PLATE 3: FATHER FOLEY'S MOST 
NOTABLE CONVERT: 

Father Ignatius of St. Paul, Passionist 
(the Hon. and Rev. George Spencer) 

(Northamptonshire Libraries and Information 
Service) 

Northamptonshire in the early nineteenth 
century, at Northampton, Weedon and 
Peterbo,rough. The development of the 
Catholic community in the latter place 
owed much to the establishment of the 
railway works in the town in the 1840's and 
to the labour of Fr. Thomas Seed, who 
became the resident priest in 1848. Before 
the est~blishment of the railway works in 
1845 there were only a handful of Catholics . 
in the town, who had to travel to 
Kingscliffe or Stamford for Mass. By 1856 
the number of Catholics had increased to 
150.10 Much of the congregation consisted 
of railway workers, including the Station 
Master, William Collis, who was later to 
join the priesthood. The congregation 
provided eight shillings a week for ' the 

10. Catholic Standard, 3 May 1856, H-eekly Register, 6 
February 1858. , 

support of Canon Seed, but money for 
church, presbytery and schools had to be 
looked for elsewhere. Canon Seed 
therefore undertook a series of begging 
tours on foot in England and Ireland, while 
the congregation in Peterborough was left 
in the care of Fr. Hammond of Shefford 
(Beds), who, after saying Sunday Mass for 
his own congregation at half past S!even, 
dashed in a pony chaise to Arleslay to catch 
the train to Peterborough in time to say a 
second Mass. 11 By 1856 the first purpose­
built Catholic chapel and Presbytery was 
opened in Peterborough, funded solely by 
the efforts of Fr. Seed. 

In Northampton, in 1823, it was 
estimated that there were about 80 
Catholics, plus Irish soldiers stationed at the 
Barracks. At Weedon depot there were 
some 200 Catholic soldiers stationed 20 
miles from the nearest chapel. 12 Fr. William 
Foley was therefore sent to Northampton 
to try to establish a mission. He managed to 
rent a small house on Black Lion Hill, and 
on Sundays between 40 and 50 Irish 
workmen were crammed into a small 
ups~airs room measuring 18 feet by 10, 
which served as a chapel. In 1824 Fr. Foley 
also began Sunday servic,es at Weedon, 
leaving Northampton on horseback at a 
quarter to seven: after th~ half past eight 
service at Weedon he returned to 
Northampton to say Mass again at eleven 
o'clock. 

On the 25th of October 1825, Fr. Foley 
was able to open a new chapel at 
~ ortham~ton on the Kingsthorpe Road, 
JUSt outside the town. He had raised 
enough money by newspaper appeals and 
from his friends to build a small chapel (the 
present Cathedral's sacristy) and a large 
house (the present Cathedral House), and 
op~ned a · sin~ school for · Catholic boys 
whic.h he ran himself. Meanwhile, the con­
gregation in Northampton increased 
steadily. In 1830, Fr, Foley wrote 'I have 
sent to the Bishop 185 for my number of 

11. Shefford Magazine, May 1915, p. 120, by Fr. 
Dudley Cary-Elwes, which includes a letter verifying 
the story. · 
12. Catholic Miscellany, November 1823. NDA (Pr2). 
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Catholics, not reckoning soldiers', 13 and, 
'There is a great enquiry about our Holy 
Religion; I have this year twenty Commu­
nicants more than last year and have now 
sixteen converts under instruction besides 
more with whom I am conferring'. 14 By 
1839, when Fr. Foley left Northampton, 
the Church and congregation were firmly 
established. Fr. Foley's most notable convert 
was the Rev. George Spencer, rector of 
Great Brington, the brother of Earl 
Spencer. A friendship which began while 
they were both serving the Barracks led to · 
the Rev. Spencer's conversion at Leicester 
in 1830. He then went on to join the 
Passionist Order, and as Father Ignatius 
devoted his life to the task of trying to 
reconcile England to the Catholic faith. 

In the second half of the 19th century 
the Catholic community at Northampton 
came to be the largest in the county. In 
1840, Bishop Wareing was appointed Vicar 
Apostolic of the newly created Eastern 
District, and took up residence in 
Northampton where Fr. Foley's House was 
large enough for a Bishop's residence and 
the housing of a Seminary. The latter was 
forced to close in 1853, but the Bishop 
remained in Northampton, which in 1850 
became the centre of the diocese for the 
South Midlands and East Anglia almost by 
accident. In the 'poorest and most desolate' 
diocese in Englarid15 it was the only town 
which possessed a large priest's house, a 
church with land for its enlargement, and a 
settled congregation. In the seven counties 
of Bedfordshire, Buckinghamshire, Cam­
bridgeshire, Huntingdonshire, N orthamp­
tonshire, Norfolk and Suffolk there were 
only 26 chapels and 27 priests, 16 many of 
whom were living with gentry families or 
in lodgings. There was a largish Catholic 
community in Norwich, but that: town was 
served by the Jesuits. 

13. NDA. Letter of Fr. William Foley to Fr. F. C. 
Husenberth, 6 March 1830, Pre A.5. 
14. Ibid., Letter of Fr. William Foley to Fr. F. C. 
Husenbeth, 27 April 1830. 
15. Pastoral Letter, Bishop Arthur Riddell, 16 
November 1880. 
16. National Directory and Register, 1850. 

PLATE 4: MONSIGNOR 
MARC OLERON (1807-80). 

A French priest, who came to England as 
missionary apostolic, and rose to be Vicar 
General of the Diocese of Northampton 

(Diocesan Archives) 

The establishment of the Bishop's See in 
Northampton contributed to its develop­
ment as a Catholic centre. Its numbers grew 
steadily, from 200 Easter Communicants in 
1850 to 868 in 1910 and convents and 
schools were established. 17 In 1845 Bishop 
Wareing invited the Sisters of the Infant 
Jesus from Nivelles in Belgium to come to 
the town to instruct the poor children 
under his care. In 1852, the order merged 
with the Sisters of N otre Dame and their 
work prospered. By 1881 there were 34 
teachers, ' teaching 64 boarders, 71 day 
pupils and 722 poor scholars. 18 The Sisters 

17. NDA, Fr. F. C. Husenbath's 'Notes on the 
Missions in the Diocese ofNorthampton to 1870', p. 
95 F II.5. Mission Statistics 1910, for Northampton, 
BI. 
18. NDA. Pre A.6 Bp. Wareing, p. 25: Statistics. 
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PLATE 5: 
FATHER BERNARD MURRAY, 

resident priest at Wellingborough for 38 
years 

(Diocesan Archives) 

of Nazareth also opened a House in the 
town, ·next to the Church, which served as 
a home for the elderly and the orphaned. In 
1859 a boy's school was opened in 
Woolmonger Street, which later moved to 
larger premises in Clare Street. · 

Father Foley's small chapel was soon 
inadequate for the Congregation and the 
role of Pro-Cathedral of a diocese.,. Bishop 
Wareing built a small Collegiate chapel in 
1845, and Bishop Amherst opened the 0 

Cathedral of Our Lady and St. Thomas in 
1864, which incorporated the first two 
chapels. A second Church was opened in 
the town when the chapel and domicile of 
St. John's in Bridge Street was bought by 
Bishop Amherst, when the rest of the 
ancient Hospital was demolished to IV-ake 
way for a railway station. The chapel was 
refurbished and opened for Catliolic 
wors~p by Bishop Riddell in 1882. 

The priests based at Northampton ad­
ministered the sacraments to scattered 
groups of Catholics throughout the county, 
fostering new communities. New mass 
centres was served from Northampton until 
the resources could be found to support 
resident priests and rent house-chapels. 
Between 1853 and 1861 Father Marc 
Oleron visited Catholics at Grick, 
Blisworth, Wellingborough, Badby, 
Thrapston, Oundle and Everdon. His 
journal tells us he occasionally stayed over 
night at Daventry and said Mass in the 
morning. Unfortunately Father Oleron's 
journal ends in 1861, though he continued 
to live in the town until his death in 1880, 
but from other sources it is clear that 
Wellingborough, Billing and Weedon were 
regularly served from Northampton in the 
1870's, and presumably services at Daventry 
continued. From these small beginnings 
independent missions were to develop, and 
by 1881 resident priests were established at 
Billing, Daventry and Wellingborough, and 
Sunday Mass said at Ashby St. Ledgers and 
Weedon. 

The Catholic religion was reestablished 
in the manufacturing towns of Welling­
borough, Kettering and R~shden through 
the ministratrions of Fr. Bernard Murray. ' 
He was resident priest at Wellingborough 
for 38 years, and devoted the best years of 
his life to the mission and its neighbour­
hood. Mass had been said at Welling-: 
borough from 1869 by the Northampton 
clergy. Mrs. Arkwright, a convert who 
lived at Knuston Hall, Irchester, provided 
for a priest to say Mass at her home and at 
Wellingborough. 0riginally Mass was said 
in a room over the Post Office for Welling­
borough's four Catholic families. In 1875 
the newly ordained Fr. Murray was given 
responsibility for Wellingborough which he 
served from Northampton. He rented a 
House in Church Street for twenty pounds 
a year and 

0 
used a. large upper room, 

variously " described as a 'bedroom' or a 
'garret', as a chapel seating about thirty' .19 

The Mass offe!ing was between five and six 

19. Kettering Evening Telegraph, 15 November 1900. 
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shillings a week. In 1881, Fr. Murray was at 
last able to move to Wellingborough when 
Miss Eva West donated £500 to the 
Mission. Father Murray now began his 
long career of begging. He appealed 'up 
and down the world; in America, India and 
everywhere'. 20 In 1884 he opened an iron 
school/ chapel measuring fifty feet by 
twenty four. In the absence of a School 
Board grant, until 1887 the children were 
charged 3d. a day for their schooling. The 
Church of Our Lady of the Sacred Heart in 
Knox Road was opened in 1886. New · 
Schools and a Presbytery were added, and 
sodalities, confraternities and a Catholic 
Men's Institute were initiated. Father 
Murray founded a close-knit community. 

Father Murray also served the Catholics 
in the surrounding area. In 1881 he was 
approached by the Duchess of Buccleuch, 
who was interested in founding a Church at 
Kettering, a town she described as 'being 
full of Dissenters of every description and 
very little Catholic.'21 These plans came to 
nothing, and the town had to wait another 
ten years for a resident priest. Fr. Stanley 
arrived in 1891 and offered mass originally 
in the Billiard Room of a Temperance 
Hotel on the Market Hill. He then moved 
to a larger room in Loasby & Miller's shoe 
factory. A house/ chapel was quickly built, 
to be replaced by a temporary church 
designed as a hall in 1893. Kettering had to 
wait until 1940 for its first purpose-built 
Church. 

The growing number of Catholics in 
Rushden led Father Murray to continue his 
begging campaigns to provide a chapel 'in 
order that they might have the sacraments 
in their midst and instruction in their 
faith.' 22 He raised money for the mission, 
and when the Oratory at Knuston Hall 
closed in 1898 on . the death : of Mrs. 
Arkwright, he arranged for the Church 
furnishings to be left to the Rushden 
mission. In 1902 a resident priest was sent 
to the town, and in 1905 a small temporary 

20. Ibid. 
21. NDA, letter from the Duchess of Buccleuch to 
Fr. Murray, 29 March 1882. FIV.14 TE9.1. 
22. Kettering Evening Telegraph 15 November 1900. 

Church was erected. The Rushden mission 
struggled to survive. Its congregation 
remained small and, without a wealthy 
benefactor, it remained dependant on the 
Diocesan Poor Missions Fund for its 
support well int~ this century. 

By 1910 there were thirteen resident 
priestS in the county, nine in the towns 
(four in Northampton), and two in rural 
districts. 23 Increasingly Roman Catholicism 
in Northamptonshire was becoming con­
centrated in the manufacturing towns. 
Figures for Easter Communicants in 1855 
show that out of a total of 317 communi­
cants 63% were to be found in 
Northampton, 19% in Peterborough and 
18% were to be found in Aston-le-Walls. 
By 1910 the mission priests recorded a total 
of 1,639 Easter Communicants of which 
53% were in Northampton, 38% in Peter­
borough, : Daventry, Kettering, Rush den 
and Wellingborough and only 8.5% in the 
villages of Aston-le-Walls, Ash by St. 
Ledgers, Hothorpe, Harrowden, Weedon 
and Billing. The increase in communicants 
had occurred overwhelmingly in the towns; 
there were 668 more communicants in 
Northampton, 220 in Peterborough, 302 in 
the new missions of Wellingborough, 
Kettering and Ru~hden, and 48 in 
Daventry. The only village to record an 
increase of more than 50 communicants 
was Billing, with 56.24 

This increase in communicants was 
obtained by conversions, natural increase 
and the migration of Catholics into 
Northamptonshire. No conversion figures 
exist before 1880, but between 1880 and 
1910 there were 1, 13 7 recorded 
conversions throughout the county. Of 
these 46% were in Northampton, 34% in 
Wellingborough, Kettering and Rushden, 
17% in Peterborough and Daventry and 
only 4% in the rest of the county. When the 
number of conversions is comp·ared to the 
estimated increase in the total Catholic 
population between 1880 and 1910 (2,091 
persons), 56% were converts. In 

23. National Catholic Directory, 1910, p. 256. 
24. Husenbeth Mission notes, pp. 21, 61 and 92. 
Mission Statistics 1910. 
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Northampton 52% of the increase was due 
to conversions, in Peterborough 65%, and 
in Wellingborough, Kettering and 
Rushden, where the Catholic population 
grew by 456 in thirty years, a remarkable 
382 (84%) were converts. 25 

The opportunity for conversions was 
obviously greater in the manufacturing 
towns than in the rural areas. Labourers 
were being forced by the Agricultural 
Depression to migrate. All the Christian 
institutions worked to provide for their 
needs. The Anglican Church Extension 
Society was formed to establish Churches 
in the new working class areas, and ·Non­
conformist Chapels were also built. The 
Catholic congregations of these new town 
churches seem to have been financially 
unable to support the church and school 
building programmes. Except for 
N ortharnpton, where the weekly collection 
was said to have been twenty-five pounds, 26 

the congregations could barely provide for 
the priests' salaries. The erection of 
churches and schools were dependant on 
fund-raising efforts by the clergy outside 
the County, and the generosity of a small 
number of wealthy benefactors. The late 
nineteenth century saw in increase in the 
involvement of local gentry or well-to-do 
families. The mission at Daventry was 
financed by Father Oleron of 
Northampton, Mr. Hibbert of Ashby St. 
Ledgers and Lord Braye of Stanford Hall. 
The mission at Wellingborough was, as we 
have seen, supported by Mrs. Arkwright of 
Knuston Hall, Miss Mary Howard, and 
Mrs. Lyne Stephens from Lynford, who 
gave £5,016 towards the church. This 

· Cathoiic widow, formerly a ballet dancer, 
also provided churches at Cambridge', 
Shefford and Lynford, and financed the 
building of the Bishop's House at 
Northampton. The Kettering church was 
paid for by the Dowager Duchess of 
Buccleuch of Boughton House and Mr. de 
Trafford from Hothorpe. 

The few catholic chapels in , rural 

25. NDA, Annual Mission Statistics, 1880- 19J. O, Bt. 
26. NDA, Visitation Report on the Cathedral parish, 
Northampton, 1859, P.R.2. 

Northamptonshire were also dependent on 
the patronage of these benefactors. The 
Plowden family at Aston-le-Walls and the 
Cary-Elwes' at Billing provided churches, 
presbyteries and resident priests. The 
conversion ofValentine Cary-Elwes and his 
family in 187 4 resulted in the founding of a 
new Roman Catholic community in their 
village. Originally the family travelled to 
Northampton for Sunday Mass, with Fr. 
Christopher Scott travelling to Billing in 
the week to say Mass in their private 
chapel. In 187 6 Father Blackman was sent 
to Billing as the first resident priest. He was 
looked on with suspicion and fear but some 
came to visit him through curiosity, and 
stayed to enjoy his wit and open hospitality. 
Soon a club house was transformed into a 
temporary chapel, and a permanent chapel 
was opened in 1878. By 1910 there was an 
estimated Catholic population of 66, made 
up of the family, their servants and some 
villagers. 27 

The other Mass centres at Ashby Lodge, 
Hothorpe and Harrowden were provided 
with chapels by the local landowners and 
served by priests from the nearest town. In 
the first half of the twentieth century most 
of these estates were sold up. Hothorpe an~ 
Ashby chapels were closed; and the church 
property at Billing and Ast.on-le-Walls were 
transferred to the Diocese to ensure that 
services continued. The case at Weedon 
was singular; its congregation mainly 
consisted of soldiers and their families. It 
had no lay benefactor, and was always 
dependant of grants ,from the army and the 
Diocesan Mission Fund, and was served by 
the priest from Daventry. 

By 1910 Roman Catholic worship had 
been reintroduced into Northamptonshire. 
Progress was steady rather than dramatic, 
and Catholics remained · a very small 
percentage of the population (an estimated 
1.05% in 1910).28 Thirteen churches or 
chapels had been opened, and priests were 
deployed in eight centres, mainly in the 
urban areas. Rural Northamptonshire was 

27. Mission Statistics, 1910. 
28. National Directory 1910, and the Census returns 
for Northampton, 1911. 
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largely untouched by the 'Second Spring'. 
By the joint efforts of the -clergy and a few 
wealthy lay people the churches and schools 
were free from debt and were able to 

provide a firm foundation for the expansion 
of the twentieth century, when there was a 
much greater influx of Catholics into the 
County. 

THE MAKING OF A COUNTY HISTORY 

JOHN BRIDGES' NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 

BY A. E. BROWN, University of Leicester, and 
GLENN FOARD, Principal Archaeologist, N orthamptbnshire Heritage 

219pp., 50 illustrations, 5 appendices, :Price: £9.00 

John Bridges' History and Antiquities of Northamptonshire is without doubt the single most 
important work of local history ever published on the county of Northamptonshire. 
This study looks at John Bridges the man, and traces the story of his 'great undertaking' 
from its beginning in 1718 through to its final publication by Peter Whalley in 1791. 
The way in which the information was collected, mosdy during Bridges' lifetime, and 
then the many twists and turns through which the editing went after his death in 1724 
provides a fascinating insight into the nature of antiquarian work in the 18th century. 

Available from Gillian Patterson, Dept. of Adult Education, University of Leicester, 
University Road, Leics. LEt 7RH 
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WHY THE RAILWAY MISSED NORTHAMPTON: 
-SOME FURTHER THOUGHTS 

JOHNLOVELL 

Conversations with the late Victor Hatley 
not infrequently turned to railway matters, 
particularly the L.N.WR. for which Victor 
showed some affection. It was during one 
of these conversations that he said he 
intended to revise his article 'Northampton 
Revindicated' on why the London and 
Birmingham Railway missed N orthamp­
ton, and went on to say that it was a pity 
that earlier commentators did not look at a 
map, since a tunnel near Watford Gap was 
inevitable. 1 I pointed out to Victor that 
there were a number of aspects which could 
be considered and which had previously 
been ove_rlooked, gradients and tunnels 
being two of them. Let us examine these 
two. 

In August 1895 a Mr. William Law 
wrote to the Northampton Daily Chronicle . 
and said - 'the late Mr. T. Robinson Rice 
has often related to me a conversation that 
took place between the late Mr. Grundy, at 
his house in Spencer Parade and Mr. 
Stephenson, the engineer of the (London 
and Birmingham Railway) line. Mr. 
Stephenson said that the real cause of its 
being taken by Blisworth was 'that he 
feared if he got down into the valley of the 
N ene ·he should never get out again'. 2 A 
surprising remark when we look at the 
Leicester and Swannington Railway. 

William Stenson of Whitwick is said to 
have determined to have a better rpeans of 
·getting his coal into Leicester other than 
using carts after seeing the Stockton and' 
Darlington Railway in 1829. He made a 
preliminary survey of a possible route, and 
in conjunction with John Ellis firstly 
contacted George Stephenson and then 
obtained an Act on 30 May 1830, to build 
.the line. The Stenson route 'was altered a 
little to improve the gradients' by Rqbert 

1. NP&P, 11, No. 6, 1959, pp. 305-309. 
2. Northampton Daily Chronic~e, 21 August 189.5. 

Stephenson, and on 17 July 1832 the line 
was opened, the train being drawn by a 
locomotive, Comet, built by Stephensons. 3 

On leaving the station at West Bridge, 
Leicester, this line climbed a gradient of 1 
in 145 for 1 mile 1,100 yards before 
entering the tunnel at Glenfield, 1 mile 36 
yards long and with a level track. 4 There are 
popular stories that George Stephenson 
drove the first train, and that the chimney 
of Comet was knocked off when it fouled 
the tunnel roof. 

Four years later, in 1836, plans drawn up 
by Francis Giles for a railway from the 
London & Birmingham at Courteenhall via 
Northampton to Market Harborough were 
deposited. The story of this line has been 
recorded by Victor Hatley, but the present 
interest is in the line plan itself. 5 The route 
passed midway between Collingtree and 
Milton Malzor, crossing over the road 
between those two villages, crossed 
Wootton Brook at a height of 70 feet and 
then under the road n0w known as 
Mereway in a cutting about 650 yards long 
and a maximum of 65 feet deep to cross Far 
Cotton on the line of the present Delapre 
Street at a height of 69 feet before reaching 
Castle Orchard and then crossing Bath 
Street and Scarletwell Street at about 22 
feet above ground level. ·The gradient for 
the whole of this line was 1 in 264.6 

In the summer of 1838 the N orthamp­
ton Branch Railway Company was formed, 
with Samuel Percival as chairman, 'for the 
purposes of making a branch railway from 
that town ' ... to Blisworth' .. This Company 

3. W. J. Gordon, Our Home Railways, 1910, Reprint 
by Bracken,,Books, 1989, pp. 62-64 . 
4. C. R. Clinker, 'The Leicester and Swanington 
Railway' in Railway World, Vol. XTV, April 19 53, pp. 
80-84. 
5. V. A. Hatley 'Northampton Hoodwinked?' in 
Journal of Transport History, 7 May 1966, pp. 160-171. 
6. Leicester CRO QS73/16. 
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omitted for clarity) 

wrote to the Directors of the London & 
Birmingham Railway on 10 August 1838 
enclosing traffic projections and asking 'that 
they will allow R. Stephenson Esq. to be 
their Engineer. And if the Board will grant 
them a Survey and intimate their 
willingness to rent the Branch ... ' It would 
appear that no reply reached the proposers, 
since on 1 October 1838 they wrote to the 
London and Birmingham again, enclosing 
copies of the previous letter and supporting 
documents. This second letter is endorsed 
'This Co. have no knowledge of a Survey 

being made. Permission given to 
Northampton to make their Survey.'7 This 
correspondence may have been one of the 
reasons for the promotion of the 
Northampton and Peterborough Branch, 
and by 1842 we have an intial plan 
deposited. This plan shows the line from 
Northampton to Blisworth climbing for 1 
mile 660 yards at a gradient of 1 in 103 
from a point 220 yards beyond the place 
where the railway crossed the Far Cotton to 

7. PRO, RAIL 384/281/2. 
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Rothersthorpe road, and then 400 yards at 
a gradient of 1 in 100 to the junction with 
the main line. 

The last comparison must be with the 
line finally opened throughout the 1882 
from Roade via Northampton to Rugby. 
The line from Northampton to Rugby has 
a maximum rising gradient of 1 in 230, 
firsdy for 8 miles to Long Buckby and then 
a further 13 I 4 miles to just south of the 
entrance to Watford tunnel. Going south to 
Roade ('Up' to a railwayman) we have a 
climb of 1 in 200 for 33 I 4 miles from 
Northampton. Clearly both the 1882 line 
and Giles proposal in 1836 are less severe 
than either the Leicester and Swannington 
line or the Northampton and Peterborough 
branch. 

The power output of locomotive 
engines is measured in pounds of tractive 
effort, although this theoretical formula 
does not take into account the ability of the 
boiler to sustain the generation of the 
amount of steam required. Comet of 1832 
developed about 1,630 pounds of tractive· 
effort, and Atlas, a much larger 6-wheeled 
engine supplied to the Leicester and Swan­
nington in February 1834 developed about 
4,050 pounds. The litde Bury engines 
which were the standard for the London & 
Birmingham, and ·which worked the line 
from Northampton to Blisworth developed 
about 1,900 pounds, although their tiny 'D' 
shaped : firegrates make their steam raising 
capacity highly suspect on a long severe 
climb. The claim of not being able to get 
out of the N ene valley, therefore because of 
the gradients involved, is contradicted by 
the Stephensons' own works and cannot be 
sustained. 

The second area open to question is the' 
matter of the tunnel at Kilsby, for the con­
struction of which the mythical 'obstinacy' 
of the people of Northampton has been 
blamed. Let us firsdy look at some of the 
reports sent by Robert Stephenson to Capt. 

· Moorsom, one of the London & 
Birmingham Railway Secretaries. 8 On 22 

8. Typescript copies of these, made by F. D. Smith of 
Bolton, are in the Central Library, Northampton, Local 
Studies Room. 

October 1835 Stephenson writes, 'The best 
line through Kilsby ridge is undoubtedly 
that which I originally examined by Crick 
(in fact close to the line of the later tunnel 
on the line from Northampton to Rugby) 
but the Union Canal having abandoned it 
on account of the quicksand I considered it 
to take that which we have adopted (i.e. the 
Kilsby tunnel as built). In the b0rings 
already made on that line symptoms of 
quicksand made their appearance, but I 
believe only to a partial extent.' 

Doubts must have existed, however, as to 
the practicability of the chosen route, for in 
a postscript to the letter Stephenson 
advocates an additional clause to the 
Contract 7G (for Kilsby tunnel works) to 
the effect that 'if the Company is compelled 
to adopt the deviation line the contract 
shall be void'. The deviation considered 
was evidendy considerable, for the enabling 
Act allowed for' a deviation up to 100 yards 
either side of the proposed line. It is also of 
note that four days before this letter, on 18 
October, Stephenson had asked for 'two 
secondhand engines . . . not a moment 
should be lost in completing arrangements'. 
On 22 December 1835 Stephenson was 
reporting that 'Borings op the deviation 
line over Kilsby ridge as fully objectionable 
as the present line in reference to 
quicksand' and suggested that 'no further 
expense be incurred in procuring an Act 
for the proposed deviation'. 

The problems encountered by the Grand 
Junction Canal Company with their tunnel 
at Blisworth were obviously widely known, 
since it took from mid 1794 until the end 
of February 1805· to complete it, and this 
reflected in the 11 trial borings taken for 
Roade Cutting. 9 Stephenson by his own 
report had knowledge of the problems the 
Grand · Union Canal Company 
encountered with its tunnel at Crick, 
where in 1812 the original line of the 
tunnel to the west . of Crick village was 
abandoned following the quicksands which 
Bevan found, and a revised route, 
increasing th~ tunnel length from 1,000 to 

9. Sectional plan PRO RAIL 384/323. 
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1,528 yards was adopted, the canal being 
opened in August 1814. The southern 
entrance to the canal tunnel is slighdy over 
a mile from the southern entrance to the 
Kilsby railway tunnel which has a north 
western heading, the tunnels diverging at 
an angle of about 50 degrees. Three miles 
further to the south, on the same ridge, the 
Grand Junction Canal Company also found 
quicksands, extending for 328 yards, but 
this does not seem to have caused undue 
delay to Jessop, the consulting engineer, for 
the tunnel was opened in July 1796.10 

The problems with Kilsby tunnel have 
been written about extensively, the earliest 
probably being Roscoe who says, 'Previous 
to the commencement of the works, trial 
shafts were sunk in several parts of the line 
of the tunnel, in order that the nature of the 
ground through which it would pass might 
be ascertained and found to be generally 
lias shale, with a few beds of rock - in some 
places dry, in others containing a consider-. 
able quantity of water. In sinking the 
second working shaft, it was found that a 
bed of sand and gravel containing a great 
quantity of water lay over part of the 
tunnel; and this was such a perfect 
quicksand that it was impossible to sink 
through it in the ordinary way. By repeated 
borings in various directions near this part 
of the tunnel the sand was discovered to be 
very extensive and to be in shape like a flat 
bottomed basin, cropping out on one side 
of the hill. The trial shafts had accidentally 
been sunk on each side of this basin, so that 
it had entirely escaped notice until the 
sinking of the working shaft.' Head locates 
the quicksand 'at about 200 yards from the 
south end of the tunnel . . . overlaid by a 
bed of clay 40 feet thick . . . which 
extended 400 yards into the proposed 
tunnel'. 11 Stephenson in fact :made only 
four trial borings over the projected line of 

10. Canal information from Alan H. Faulkner, The 
Grand]unction Canal, Rickmansworth, 1993, pp. 17,21 
et. seq., and 134-5. 
11. Thomas Roscoe, The London and Birmingham 
Railway, Charles Tilt, 1839, Ch. XI. Sir F. B. Head, 
Stokes and Pokers or The London and North ~stern 
Railway, 1849; Reprint 1968, p. 19. · 

the tunnel in the first instance, and then six 
boreholes in a distance of less than 400 
yards at the southern end of the tunnel 
when the quicksand was found. 12 The 
contractor for Kilsby tunnel was Joseph 
N owell who was a sick man when he was 
awarded the contract in May 1835. He 
evaded signing his contracts, and is said 'to 
have had misgivings concerning the extent 
of his problems. At the time of Nowell's 
death not even Stephenson appreciated the 
magnitude of the task ahead; in his opinion 
Ganuary 1836) the quicksand amounted to 
no more than an isolated patch, the 
draining of which would be "easily accom­
plished." ' 13 

If we compare the amount of tunnelling 
on the 'old' line, via Weedon, and the 
'new' line via Northampton, we find that 
the 'old' line has Stowe Hill tunnel at 491 
yards and Kilsby at 1 mile 656 yards. On the 
'new' line we have Hunsbury Hill at 1,152 
yards, Watford at 115 yards and Crick at 
595 yards - a saving in tunnel distance of 
1,045 yards over the 'old' line. 

Examination of many maps will show 
that railways pass some considerable 
distance from towns and villages, being 
built on the principal of a railway between 
major town A and major town B. It is 
recorded that when the Midland Line was 
built southwards from Leicester the 
chairman, John Ellis, 'went along the line 
deciding where the stations should be'. In 
March 1865 James Allport, General 
Manager of the Midland Railway, ·was 
giving evidence to the House of Commons 
Committee on the proposed Bedford and 
Northampton Railway. Questioned as to 
why the line· did not pass closer to the 
villages on the route, he replied that 'the 
line was laid out for the works, with no 
regard to population.' 

Sir Richard Moon (1815-1899) joined 
the Board of the L.N.WR. in 1851, and 
was its Chairman from 1862 until his 
retirement in 1891. In August 1881 he 

12. Sectional plan, PRO RAIL 384/336. 
13. David Brooke, The Railway Nawy, David and 
Charles, 1968, p. 90 and PRO RAIL 384/67 {quoted 
by D. Brooke). 
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addressed the Shareholders' Meeting and 
described the extensive developments at 
Northampton. In his speech he said, 'I do 
not believe it was the intention of 
Stephenson to go through Northampton.' 14 

Neither, Sir Richard, do I. But it could be 
argued that for over a century 
Northampton became the whipping boy 
for Robert Stephenson's errors. 

14. Railway News, 1881, p. 323. 

APPENDIX 1 

The power of a ~team locomotive is calculated as: 

Cylinder diameter squared X piston stroke X 85% boiler pressure 

Driving wheel diameter in inches 

Thus for 'Atlas': 
16 X 16 X 20 X 42.5 

54 = 4,030 lbs. 

This formula does npt take into account the ability of the boiler to supply steam. In later years several formulae 
have been evolved to attempt this, but these are for engines burning coal, not coke, and with a different firebox 
construction. 

APPENDIX2 
TRIAL SHAFTS [Further evidence ofRobert Stephenson's inadequ~te work] 

The sectional plans of Roade Cutting and Kilsby Tunnel held at the PRO give the following details of Trial 
Shafts sunk to determine the nature of the geology on the projected line of work: 

Roade Cutting 
Southern end of the cuttihg 
Shaft 8 
Shaft D 
Shaft 7 
Shaft 6 
Shaft C 
Shaft B 
Shaft 4 
Shaft 2 
Shaft 5 
Shaft 1 
Shaft A 
Northern end of cutting 

Kilsby Tunnel 
Southern end of tunnel 
Shaft 1 

0 yards 
209 yards 
444 yards 
810 yards 

1,142t- yards 
1,364 yards 
1,424 yards 
1,710 yards 
1,980 yards 
2,204 yards 
2,354 yards 
2,536 yards 
2,761 yards 

RAIL 384/323 

0 yards 
237 yards 

Shaft 2 
Shaft 3 
Shaft 4 
Northern end of tunnel 

Boreholes are given as follows: 
Borehole 1 
Borehole 2 
Borehole 3 
Borehole 4 
Borehole 5 
Borehole 6 

820 yards 
1,606 yards 
2,508 yards 
2,530 yards 

330 yards 
402 yards 
523 yards 
550 yards 
622 yards 
693 yards 

RAIL 384/336 

Note: The scaling on these plans is in miles and 
chains. The conversion to yards is therefore subject 
to a margin of error due to the small scale of the 
original plans. 
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OBITUARIES 

Lt.-Col. JOHN CHANDOS-POLE 

Lt.-Col. Chandos Pole, who was Lord-Lieutenant ofNorthamptonshire from 1967 to 1984, 
and for some years a vice-president of the Record Society, died on 24th December 1993, 
aged 84. 

The son of a soldier, educated at Eton and Cambridge, he too made the army his career, 
being commissioned into the Coldstream Guards in 1933. Before the war he became suc­
cessively ADC to the Governors ofBombay and Bengal and the Viceroy of India. He served 
with distinction in the Second World War and in Palestine in 1948, where he commanded 
the 1st Batallion, the Coldstream Guards. ·He retired from the army in 1953, and made his 
name at Newnham Hall, near Daventry. He was Gendernan-at-Arms, 1956-79. 

MISS GERTRUDE MARGARET (PEGGY) HEWITT 

Another connection with the Record Society in the days of Miss Wake was broken by Miss 
Hewitt's death late last year. In 1962, the Society made Miss Hewitt and her sister, Mrs. I. 
Dawson, a joint presentation to mark 21 years of service, Miss Wake noting ori that occasion 
that they had been involved with the Society for exacdy half of its existence. Miss Hewitt 
served the Society as assistant honorary treasurer from 1954 to 1963, and in 1972 the Society 
made her an honorary member. She came to Northampton at the age of 14 and, aft~r 
leaving school, trained in shorthand at the Chisholm Billingham School in the Arcade. Most 
of her working life she spent with the law firm now known as Hewitson Becke & Shaw. 
Apart from the Record Society, her other great interest was breeding and showing Cairn 
terriers. 

R.L.G. 

JAMES LLOYD CARR 

Jim Carr, who died 26 February 1994, aged 81, constituted a sort of one-man literary anti­
establishment. From his magnificently unglamorous address in Kettering he brought forth a 
succession of books, maps and eight comic, touching, meticulously-observed novels of his 
own. It is unlikely that many obituaries of him will appear that do not use the word 
'eccentric'. It would be more accurate to call him a one-off, a man of remarkable and 
improbable gifts who gave up teaching when he was past 50 and made a living as a publisher 
and novelist. 

The novels never seem to nave made much money but their reputation has gathered 
momentum. They were always a mixture of direct experience and astonishing flights of 
fancy. He came from a Methodist background in Yorkshire. He taught in rural Hampshire, 
Birmingham, Kettering, where he became headmaster of a primary school, and 
(improbably, even by his standards) Huron, South Dakota. The Dakota experience produced 
The Battle of Pollocks Crossing, short-listed for the 1985 Booker Prize. The teaching produced 
The Harpole Report. His war service in ·RAF Coastal Command produced A Season In Sinji, 
the best novel ever written centering on cricket. His masterpiece was A Month In The 
Country, which also made the· Booker short-list and won the 1980 Guardian Fiction Prize. 
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It brought together his affection for put-upon people, quiet churches and half-forgotten bits 
of England. 

His literary ability emerged, Carrishly enough, when he was editing the Northamptonshire 
County Cricket League Handbook in the late fifties and contributing idiosyncratic notes of his 
own. He began trying his hand at a novel when his son Bob was battling with homework. 
To lend moral support, he sat himself down at the same table and started writing. 

In the early sixties he began producing the Little Poets series that became his trademark. 
These 20-page illustrated booklets were put on sale by tills in bookshops in the manner of 
chocolates at a supermarket and are just as hard to resist. The series now includes dozens of 
writers plus such varia as Carr's Dictionaries 'of extraordinary English Cricketers' and 'of 
Kings' Wives, Celebrated Paramours, Handfast Spouses and Royal Changelings'. His only 
defect of imagination was in finding a suitable place on the bookshelf where these litde gems 
could avoid getting lost once they were bought. 

This series and his historical maps enabled Carr to break off teaching in 1977 and write 
and publish full time. The novels never made much immediate impact: The Harpole Report 
began to circulate among teachers of a subversive cast of mind almost like samizdat. His 
football novel, How . Steeple Sinderby Wanderers Vliln The FA Cup, was dramatised more than 
a decade after it was published. It has all Carr's slighdy desperate sense of first-hand 
experience: 'People don't know about rural England between the last Mystery Autumn 
Foliage Coach Trip and the Mystery Blossom Journey into Spring. Mud, fog, dripping trees, 
floods, mighty rushing winds under doors that don't fit, damp hassocks, sticking organ keys, 
and that dreadful smell of decay.' He also manages to have Steeple Sinderby playing Glasgow 
Rangers in the Cup Final. Well, the Scots ought to be in the FA Cup, so why not? Novels 
are about suspension of belief. 

With a cheerful contempt for the ways of London publishing, he brought out his last two 
novels under his own imprint, The Quince Tree Press, doing everything down to addressing 
the parcels. Quince Tree has now bought back the rights to most of the earlier volumes and 
- under Bob's control- will continue to send them from 27 Mill Dale Road. 

Jim Carr went in for batik, sculpting, stonecarving and painting in a primitive style he 
developed in South Dakota. Through the fifties and sixties he spent weekends wandering 
round. Northamptonshire painting quiet churches and obscure villages. It was wholly in 
keeping that Northamptonshire, generally regarded as a forgettable county, should appeal to 
him so .much. His heroes were shy, unflashy and chary of outward show, as he was. His 
literary ·reputation, one suspects, will keep growing. 

MATTHEW ENGEL 

(This obituary appeared in the Guardian of 28th February 1994 and is reprinted by kind permission.) 

WANTED 

A DESCRIPTIVE LIST OF THE PRINTED MAPS OF 
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE. 

By Harold Whitalier 
Northants Record Society, 194 9 

If you have a copy you would be willing to sell, please contact 
Air Commodm;e John Jarvis, Walnut House, 

Church Road, Spratton, Northampton NN6 8HR 
(Tei: 0604 821260) 
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CAROLINE CHISHOLM- THE EMIGRANTS FRIEND 
By Joanna Bogie 

(Gracewing, Fowler Wright Books, Leominster, 1993, £9.95) 
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It is only in recent years that Northampton has become aware of the story of Caroline 
Chisholm and even now far too few local people are aware of the contribution she made to 
life in the early pioneering days of Australia. 

In the Northampton Poll Book for 1796 her father, William ]ones, was described as a 
'hog-dealer' who voted for the Hon. Spencer Perceval and Mr. William Walcot by virtue of 
the fact that he owned property on the Mayorhold. In fact; William ]ones was a yeoman 
farmer living in Wootton and it was there that his wife Sarah gave birth to their youngest 
child on the 30th May 1808. On the 26th June the baby was christened Caroline at the 
Church of the Holy Sepulchre. It was from this church Caroline was married on 27th 
December 1830 by the Revd. Spencer Gunning, to become an army wife to Captain 
Archibald Chisholm. 

Caroline's husband ·was a Scot from a clan with a strong military tradition, and a Roman 
Catholic. Since a career as an officer in the Army at home in those days was not open to 
him, Archibald Chisholm joined the Madras Infantry of the East India Company. Following 
her marriage (which proved to be an exceptionally happy one) Caroline converted to the 
Catholic Church and followed her husband to India, where she started a very practical 
school for the children of the white NCO's of the garrison. This was to prove a prelude to 
her work in Australia. When her husband's next long leave came round, there was litde to 
attract the Chisholms back to Britain, so they decided to spend the time in Australia instead. 
The family arrived in Sydney in October 1838 and found a cottage in Windsor just outside 
the city where 'they setded and where Caroline's third child was born. 

The core of this book is the story of Caroline's life and work in Australia, in which she 
was assisted by her friends Lady Gipps (t~e wife of the Governor) and Lady O'Donnell (the 
wife of the Commander-in-Chief and the daughter of William Bligh, of 'Bounty Mutiny' 
fame). Australia had a problem in 1841 in that there were 87,298 white males and only 
43,558 white females. Single girls were frequendy taken off the immigrant ships as they 
arrived and induced to enter the brothels of Sydney. Initially, Caroline wanted to set up a 
hostel and an employment agency in the old Barracks in Sydney, becoming the organising 
Secretary of the Committee set up for this purpose. So much more developed from this. In 
the years 1841 and 1842 it is estimated that 20,000 white females arrived in Australia, of 
whom 2,000 were 'single' women who passed through her hands. Caroline placed many of 
these in the outback after she had inspected both prospective employers and the accommo­
dation they offered. The Employment Agency became in fact a school, and in some respects 
a matrimonial agency. Caroline's travels on her white horse 'Captain' became part of 
Australian legend. She became Sydney's most respected citizen, refusing all honours and 
seeing her work as a practical expression of her faith. 

She returned to England in 1846 and lived with her husband in Fulham after his 
retirement with the rank of Major. Amongst her friends were Charles Dickens and Florence 
Nightingale. She was consulted by the British Government on emigration matters and 
shipping practices. There was a second visit to Australia between 1856 and 1866, but her 
later years were clouded by ill-health, and on the 25th March 1877 at the age of 69 years 
Caroline died. Apparendy she never forgot her happy childhood, and, at her own request, 
she was buried in the Billing Road Cemetery in Northampton. Major Chisholm died at 
Rugby in August 1877, and is buried in the same grave. 
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In 1850 a poor (but grateful) emigrant girl penned a letter out in the interior of New 
South Wales. She did · not know the address so she simply wrote to: 'Mrs. Caroline 
Chisholm, the Emigrant's Friend, England - or elsewhere.' The letter reached the GPO in 
London and· was correctly delivered. 

To this day Caroline is remembered in Australia - her portrait appears on the Australian 
5 dollar bill and also on the 5 cent stamp issued in 1968. Recently, in this country, Caroline's 
name was suggested as one of the ten women whose memory might be commemorated by 
the Church of England by 'Saint Days', when ASB is revised in 2000. 

Hitherto, only two biographies have been published, Fifty one pieces of Wedding Cake by 
Mary Hoban (1973) and Caroline Chisholm by Margaret Kiddle (1957). Both of these are 
Australian publications and Joanna Bogie's book is the first contemporary publication 
available in this country. It is not an academic work, but rather the story of this remarkable 
woman, with few errors of fact (the Revd. B. Winthrop was not a Roman Catholic priest, 
but Vicar of the Church of the Holy Sepulchre at the time of Caroline's marriage). It is a 
narrative which is both interesting and well worth reading, but the copy I received was so 
poorly bound that it has fallen apart on first use. Publisher and printer please note. 

DAVID WALMSLEY 

JOHN CLARE: A BICENTENARY CELEBRATION 
edited by Richard Foulkes · 

(University of Leicester, Department of Adult Education} 1994} 
£4.00 (incl. p & p) from University Centre} Barrack Road} Northampton) 

The celebrations for John Clare's Bicentenary were surprisingly modest. With a few notable 
exceptions the .publishing houses kept their pages blank whilst the media at worst were 
silent, at best only raised a token finger, in spite of plenty of warning, cajoling and lobbying. 
The BBC's lack of enterprise was disgraceful. Fortunately Clare's nat.ive county did 
remember, and Clare-lovers all over the world- and they are an international brotherhood 
now - are grateful for what took place here. This booklet is a direct, tangible keepsake of 
that celebration. It consists of transcripts of six lectures given at local educational institutions: 
four of them ~ by David Powell, Kerith Trick, Kelsey Thornton and Sean Street - at 
University Centre Northampton, Tom Paulin's at Nene College, Northampton and Greg 
Crossan's at Vaughan College, Leicester. And what a diverse band of contributors they are: 
an editor/librarian, a medical man, a dramatist, a poet and two academics, one all the way 
from New Zealand. The lectures have transcribed remarkably well; only occasionally do you 
feel 'This would have sounded better than it reads'. 

David Powell writes about Clare getting into print during his lifetime and reviews the 
publisliing history in the 130 years since his death, illustrating his thesis with long quotations 
from the autobiographical writings. The most valuable parts of the essay are his comments 
on his own work as editor, in the minefield of this mightily prolific, disordered and untidiest 
of England poets. In doing so he rekindles the argument ·as to whether .Clare should be 
printed 'raw' or intelligently 'edited'. Kerith Trick, writing on Clare's experiences at 
Northampton Asylum, comes up with some lovely byway information. For example, twice 
a week 'recreational meetings' were held for inmates and ,at one of th~se there was a reading 
·of Clare's poetry. Did he attend? Unfortunately we don't know. Kelsey Thornton takes a 
characteristically oblique look at 'the complexity of Clare', concluding that he was not the 
dumb peasant he sometimes seems. Tom Paulin's contribution. is short and sweet though not 
particularly illuminating, whilst Sean ~Street's is a personal account . of the making of his 
excellent play, Honest ]oh11. But paradoxically the most original contribution is by a person 
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whom one would least expect to have an affinity with Clare. Greg Crossan was brought up 
and still lives in New Zealand, as far away from Clare's Helpstone as he could possibly be, 
where January is Summer and June Winter. But as he says, Clare travels so well 'across the 
years and across the miles'. 

The booklet contains what will become historic photographs of Sean Street's play as well 
as, on front cover, a photo of Tom Bates' bicentenary sculpture in All Saints' Church 
Northampton: Clare looking for all the world like a quizzical Jack Russell terrier. At £4.00, 
this book is excellent value. 

TREVORHOLD 

COLONEL JOHN PICKERING'S REGIMENT OF FOOT 1644-1645 
By Glenn Foard 

(Pryor Publications, Whitstable, 1994, £7.95) 

This is a hist9ry of the regiment raised by John Pickering ofTitchmarsh, Northamptonshire, 
during the Civil War. It should be of interest to a range of readers, given that it strays beyond 
the bounds of a military history. The opening sections of the book examine briefly the 
family history of the Pickerings and their links with the county. John Pickering's life prior 
to the war is explored as far as the sources will allow, and here Mr Foard takes the work 
beyond the scope of a straightforward military history and begins to explore the nature of 
the revolutionary period itself. 

The problem with any book that purports to examine a fragment of history, such as the 
story of one regiment, lies in the way in which that fragment is related to the broader 
picture. This relationship is important: if achieved successfully it gives a work a significance 
beyond the confines of its particular subject matter. There are some signs in this book that 
this relationship is weak. For instance, there are factual inaccuracies which could belie the 
limits of the author's specialist knowledge: one example being the confusion over the royalist 
governor ofLeicesterjust prior to the battle ofNaseby in 1645. It was not Lord Hastings but 
Henry Hastings, Lord Loughborough. There is also the issue of the politicisation of the 
New Model Army. The subject is touched upon, but the recent work ofian Gentles is not 
discussed, nor are the very important debates between Gentles and]. S. A. Adamson, or the 
ensuing reappraisal of Mark Kishlansky's conclusion about the New Model's politics referred 
to. This is a great pity as Mr Foard does explore the religious affiliations of John Pickering 
in some detail and he makes some very important points. Relating these points to Gentles's 
exploration of the dev.elopment of a religious and political radicalism within the army would 
have enhanced this study and given it an important role in this contentious area of debate. 

Given this, we are left with a somewhat more than competent regimental history, based 
on sound primary research, which brings forward some important points. For example it 
demonstrates the origins of the massive arrears of pay which faced the New Model 
regiments, even though a tax had been established to support it, and it shows that parlia­
mentarian regiments were under-sized and over-loaded with officers. This has long been 
held to be the case with royalist forces and promoted as one of the causes of their defeat. 
Foard rightly points out that the New Model's financial crisis was to have imp·ortant conse­
quences for parliament and Britain too. Despite his early death, Pickering played an 
important role in the religious and political divide within the parliamentary cause which led 
to the furtherance of the political revolution. For the reader patient enough to read around 
this book all this will be made clear. 

MARTYN BENNETT 
Nottingham Trent University 
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BOUGHTON 
HOUSE 

Northamptonshire home of the Dukes of Buccleuch and their 
Montagu ancestors since 1528. 

"A vision of Louis XN's Versailles 
transported to England." 
3 miles North of Kettering on A43 

With 500 years of history from monastic origins, Bougbton grew 
around 7 courtyards until the French style addition of 1695. 
Superb art treasures fill lovely rooms, many with painted ceilings 
and an incomparable armour. 

House Open Daily August 1st - September 1st 
2.00 p.m.- 5.00 p.m. 

Grounds Open Daily (except. Fridays) May 1st- October 1st 
1.00 p.m.- 5.00 p.m. 

Conservation considerations limit house opening, but The Living 
Landscape Trust welcomes specialist educational or history of art 
groups at:many other times by appointment. 

* 350 acre Park with broad avenues of 200 year old trees. 
* River and Lakes with walks * Gift Shop 
* Gardens & Garden Shop * Picnic Area 
* Nature trails, including one for Disabled Persons 
*School packs and Children's Guides for environmental studies 
* Tea Rooms (Open August and weekends and by appointment) 
* Exciting Adventure Woodlands Play Area (Open August and 

weekends and by appointment) 
* Free Access for Wheelchairs * Toilets incl. disabled 
* Free car and coach Parking 

Administered by the Living Landscape Trust 
· Kettering 01536 515731 

A Registered Charity 

' 

32 Market Plaoe, Brackley, Northants NN13 SDP. 
Tel: 01280 704146 

Staniland (Booksellers) 
4 & 5 St. George's Street, Stamford 

Gust off the High Street) 

(Tel. 0780 558.00) 

I 

Some 25,000 second-hand and antiquarian 
books always in stock 

We specialise in the topography of Lincolnshire, 
the Fens, Northamptonshire and Rutland and 

Architecture but have good sections on 
literature, history and music 

vve are glad to inspect af!d, if possible, 
. offer for large or small collections of 

books of most kinds 
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THE OPEN FIELDS OF NORTHAMPTONSHIRE, THE CASE FOR THE 
PRESERVATION OF RIDGE AND FURROW 

- By David Hall 
(Northamptonshire Heritage, 1993, £3.50) 
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This interesting pamphlet from Northamptonshire Heritage j.s a well set-out and highly 
alarming account of the destruction of the ridge-and-furrow of the county. The point made 
here is that this (hitherto very) common earthwork form, so common that it is almost taken 
for granted, is being eradicated at such a high rate by modern ploughing and other all-too­
familiar destructive agencies that very litde of it still remains - the detailed statistical tables 
show that for example in Wollaston and Strixton only four per cent of the total area, once 
largely ridged, has survived. There are similar dreadful figures from elsewhere in the county 
and grim projections for the future. Much of the book is taken up with background 
discussion which is intended to show just how important ridge-and-furrow is as an historical 
and archaeological source in its own right - it contains within itself information about the 
basic setting out of the Anglo-Saxon and medieval landscape as well as about changes over 
time in the agricultural regime of the common-field system; taken in conjunction with 
documents its potential is much greater. The case is made here that Northamptonshire in 
particular is exceptionally rich in the type of documents which are best able to throw light 
on medieval agriculture, far surpassing Leicestershire or Warwickshire, for example; it has, 
or had, superb earthworks; its research potential and the scope it presents for educational 
purposes is high. Practical proposals are set out for the preservation of som:e of the best 
surviving areas before it is too late. 

A.E.BROWN 

RECENT WORKS ON RELIGIOUS HISTORY 

THE BISHOPS OF PETERBOROUGH, 1541 to 1991, by Geoffrey Carnell (Smith, Much 
~nlock, £7.95, £9.50, including p. and p.); THE CHURCH IN VICTORIAN 
NORTHAMPTON: VISITATION RECORDS OF BISHOP MAGEE, 1872-1886 edited 
by Victor A. Hatley (Northamptonshire Record Society, vol. XXXVII, 1992, £12.00); THE 
KETTERING CONNECTION - NORTHAMPTONSHIRE BAPTISTS AND 
OVERSEAS MISSIONS, edited by R. L. Greenall (Department of Adult Education, the 
University of Leicester, £3.50, including p. and p.); ONE HUNDRED AND FORTY TWO 
YEARS: BEING A HISTORY OF THE WESLEYAN METHODIST CHAPEL, GOLD 

. STREET, NORTHAMPTON by Alan Bowles (Typescript, available from the author, £2.50 
plus 7 5p p. & p.). 

It is sometimes difficult for people living in the largely secular atmosphere of the 20th 
century to appreciate the central place that religion occupied in the lives of local 
communities and of the nation, as well as in the hearts and minds of their individual 
inhabitants. The different approaches of these four publications provide valuable reminders 
of this in relation to Northamptonshire and some of its towns. They take us into the lives of 
both Anglican and Nonconformist churches and the approaches adopted by their authors 
and editors reflect the variety of experience membership of one or other of the churches 
provided. 

The Bishops of Peterborough, a commemoration of the 450th anniversary of the foundation 
of the diocese in 1541, is a series of biographical sketches of the 36 bishops who have 
occupied the see. The author's treatment of them varies both in length and approach. The 
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bibliography, which unfortunately does not distinguish clearly between manuscript and 
printed material, shows that the author has made forays into the world of episcopal visitation 
charges and special sermons. This means that the perspective of The Bishops of Peterborough is 
largely ecclesiastical history as seen from above. 

The views of the bishops whose lives are chronicled here did, however, depend on 
information from below on which they could base judgements and plan action. One way 
this was obtained was through visitation. As the relatively brief but illuminating introduction 
to The Church in Northamptonshire explains, the practice developed from the 18th century for 
bishops to precede their visitations by addressing questionnaires to incumbents. The answers 
to them became known as Visitation Returns. It was nearly four years before Bishop 
William Magee made his first formal visitation of his diocese, so that he was already aware 
of the challenges which faced the Church in its urban areas. He had visited Leicester and 
Northampton immediately after his enthronement in November 1868 and had found in the 
latter an elderly body of Anglican clergymen 'with a sense of mission that was at best 
moribund'. Since the Radical atheist Charles Bradlaugh had made the first of his four 
attempts to be elected as one of the borough's two MPs in 1868, succeeding at the General 
Election of 1880; on the face of it Northampton hardly seemed to be a fruitful field for the 
Church of England, or indeed for any form of organised religion. The view provided by the 
visitation returns from the Rural Deanery of Northampton between 1872 and 1886 is 
therefore particularly valuable not just in relation to the situation in Northampton, but for a 
picture of the Church of England at work in a distinctive set of circumstances. 

While the incumbent of the small parish of Dallington · could attribute the poor 
attendance of W?rking men at his church in 1872 to indifference, the Revd. ]. H. Glover 
from Kingsthorpe suggested that his work was hindered by the 'dissemination of the publi­
cations of an infidel and revolutionary character' as well as drinking, music and dancing in 
public houses. Glover's impression that a distinctive set of attitudes had developed among the 
workers of Northampton was shared as part of the cultural milieu of the town, elements of 
which were also to be found elsewhere in Northamptonshire. , 

One of these was nonconformity, which had become a dominant part of the life of 
Kettering by the early 19th century. The Kettering Connection shows the great strength and 
impor:tance of provincial nonconformity which. was capable of providing, in the case of the 
Baptist Missionary Society, a base for institutions with horizons extending far beyond the 
religio~s preoccupations of English provincial life. The lectures ·which are published in this 
collection were an imaginative attempt to do justice to this achievement and should provide 
the stimulus for more work in this area. While the local records of Protestant dissent are 
often less well structured than those generated by the regular round of Anglican administra­
tive activity they can be used to open up a significant part of English religious history. 

An approach which is often adopted is to chronicle the history of individual chapels, 
.and that for Gold Street Wesleyan Methodist Chapel in Northampton is part of this genre. 
It is a painstaking account of Methodist life, in an English provincial town. While typical of 
many similar places, the ties which bound the local chapel community to Gold Street were 
representative of the strength of English religious life which, whether viewed from the 
perspective of episcopal palace or provincial meeting house, must continue to be a major 
concern of local historians. 

R. WAMBLER 
University of Hull 
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BOOKS ON OLD KETTERING 
By Tony Ireson 

THE DEFENDERS (192pp.), £6.50) 
Deals with central Kettering, its historY, 
comprehensive development, opposition to 
the scheme, and the ultimate reality. 

'A VIEW FROM THE 1930's' SERIES. 

BOOK 1 (137pp.), £5.95 
The Changing Scene - Shops, Shopping and 
Shopkeepers Boots and Shoes - 40 Years of 
Motoring - the Co-operative Reformers -
Newland Street Revisited - An Old 
Curiosity Shop - the Evening Telegraph. 

BOOK 2 (178pp.), £6.50 
Memories - the Railway - Doctors and 
Patients- the Old Doctors- the Grammar, 
High and Central Schools - the Old GS 

Foundation - Kettering Furnaces - Housing 
Developments. 

BOOK 3 (184pp.), £6.50 
Lively Times - Childhood and Youth -
'Technicolour Boulevards' - Mother's Week 
- 'Socials' - Theatres and Cin~mas - the 
General Hospital, Nursing Association and 
St. John ;- the Gotch, Stockburn, Barlow 
and Wright families. 

BOOK 4 (212pp.), £6.50 
Old-Fashioned Values - Hard Times -Brass 
Bands - Stamford Road School - On -the 
Buses - Leaves from some Lives - the 
Elworthy, Henson and Wallis families -
Indexes to all five volumes. ' 

fllustrated. Postfree in UKfrom Beech Cottage, Tanners Lane, Kettering, NN16 8DP 

THE CENTENARY HISTORY OF ST MATTHEW'S CHURCH AND PARISH, 
NORTHAMPTON 
By Mona C. Harrison 

(1993 The Pentland Press Ltd., Edinbut;gh, Cambridge, Durham, £12.50) 

Many of us in more ordinary parishes tend to regard St Matthew's as some sort of super­
parish, with "its internationally regarded works of art, its highly professional musical 
tradition, its pulpit so often filled by a bishop, its vast and sombre building, its intensely 
Anglo-Catholic ethos. All this adds up to an overwhelming image of a very special chlirch­
manship. This highly-charged situation makes St Matthew's quite exceptional, but it has not 
meant that this parish is able to avoid all the tribulations suffered by other churches. 

Regularly recurring lack of money, partly owing to very poor endowment from the 
beginning, a congregation always reluctant to accept necessary change, crippling bills for 
heating and lighting such an enormous building, at first no parsonage house, nor any church 
hall, an inadequately-built church school, large problems of parish visiting, periodical 
changes in clergy with interregna, all these difficulties have been perennial and almost 
insoluble. 

Both the clergy and laity of St Matthew's have struggled with this permanently up-hill 
task, and they have achieved a high level of worship, which must be creditable. 

This book describes all their efforts and the many setbacks in an honest way and with an 
attractive sense of humour. I have not been able to make out for certain whether the author 
is a member of St Matthew's congregation. She has been able to gain a very detailed 
knowledge of what has been going on and puts it to very entertaining use. 

DAVID SARGANT 
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SHORTER NOTICES 

A Spencer Childhood by Margaret Douglas-Home (Autograph Books, Saxmundham, £4. 95, 
plus £1.00 p. & p.) is a brief (58 page), memoir of her childhood before, during and after 
the Great War. The youngest child of the sixth Earl Spencer and Margaret Baring, daughter 
of the first Baron Revelstoke, her childhood was solitary, her mother· having died giving 
birth to her in 1906. Her father, forty nine when she was born, was formal and aloof, 
though not at all unkind. She remembers that, in 1919, 'a curious assortment of people 
were living in Althorp. There was a solitary, elderly man, living on memories, and a solitary 
child; no one in between. The rest of the family had grown up and gone.' There were com­
pensations. She was brought up by servants and remembers several of them with affection, 
recollecting the curious fact that certain of them seemed to exhibit noticeably similar 
physical characteristics. 'My Nannie's father and my Nannie herself also showed a striking 
resemblance to many of the red haired Spencers. In our walks and drives outside the Park, I 
was constandy taken for her daughter, we looked so alike. It never occurred to me then, it 
only has now!' She developed a deep affection for her childhood home, and has fond 
memories of the agreeable if inflexible cycle of aristocratic life at the time (the London 
season, summer at Althorp, and annual visit to Creke, the Spencer shooting-box in 
Norfolk). And there were interesting Baring cousins to liven up her dullish existence. Life 
has dealt Margaret Douglas-Home some hard blows (the book is dedicated to her dead sons, 
Robin and Charlie) but she recalls it with honesty and a quizzical humour. . 

A very different, but contemporary, Northamptonshire is recaptured in Ron Sismey's 
Corby A Pictorial History (Phillimore, 1993, £11.95). In a way, the transformation ofCorby 
from Victorian village to steel town to subsequent site ofThatcherite de-industrialisation, is 
the story of the rise and fall of industrial Britain in microcosm, down to its putative resur­
rection by Mr Heseltine as an 'Enterprize Zone'. The story is experdy told through 150 
photographs chosen by Mr Sismey, who worked for Stewarts & Lloyds and British Steel for 
41 years. Ron tells me his book has become something of a best-seller, and I am not 
surprised. , 

Finally, I have to hand a second volume of photographs from another Northamptonshire 
town with a strong sense of its own local identity - Eric Fowell's A Pictorial View of Old 
Rushd(m Part 2, 1993. Like his previous volume, this is good value for money, 112 pages of 
photographs of the small-town scene (both the everyday and the celebratory). I particularly 
liked th~ pictures of the hamlet of Knuston, and especially the one of the late Edna Smith,: 
principal of Knuston Hall Residential Centre. It is a great consolation to me that 
Northamptonshire reme.mbers its adult educators; one hopes this will continue. Copies of 
the book are available from booksellers, or direct from Mr Fowell, 101 Spencer Road, 
Rushden, Northants NN10 9AD, price £6.50, plus £1.00 p. & p. Also from Rushden is 
Eric Jenkins' Victorian Northamptonshire The Early Years (Cotdelia, 60 Newton Road, 
Rushden, NN10 OHQ), 1993, price £9.95. Beautifully produced, this is a work with 
several virtues: it is full of short pieces of local information, mainly from newspapers, 
accumulated by Mr Jenkins over a teaching career .goin'g back thirty years, and is carefully 
edited. However, in nearly 400 pages ·it only covers the ·years 183 7 to 1839. The mind 
boggles at how many volumes the author would need to complete the whole of Victoria's 
reign. Moreover, the extracts are printed chronologically rather than thematically, so there is 
no storyline. It is tit-bits rather than history. Nonethele~s, for students of Northampton­
shire's finest and foulest this will be a fascinating read, and a testament to the local newspaper 
as a source for the local historian and the teacher alike. 

R. L. GREENALL 
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