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Medieval Devon Roodscreens from the
Fourteenth Century to the Present Day

MICHAEL AUFRERE WILLIAMS

Roodscreens dividing church chancels and naves, above which was the image
of Christ on the cross usually accompanied by the Virgin and St John and
often decorared with images of saints, were universal pieces of furnishing in
Enghish parish churches from at least the fourteenth centurv. Considerable
sums were spent during the later middie ages on the construction, decoration,
and mamtenance of screens in all churches, from cathedrals and monasteries
to pansh churches. Parish communities in parnicular saw them as status
symbols, raised money for their manufacture, and tried to match the best
examples in nearby churches. The iconography of screens provides valuable
information about the cults of saints in late-medicval parishes.

Screens became an issue during the Reformation, which did away with the
iconography of screens but usually rolerated their survival, chereby retaining
a visual object important to parishioners and the traditional division of the
church that the screens embodied. Although some screens may have been
removed in the sixteenth century, the greatest period of destruction was
probably in the eighteenth and cadv-nineteenth centuries, when screens
clashed with the wish of Church leaders and people to have open church
interiors with uninterrupted vistas, and in the mid to late nineteenth century,
the period of church restoration when ecclesiological principles were at their
most influential.

This article will consider the original funcrion of screens, their liturgical
significance, and the importance of the painted images of saints on the dados
of the screens, giving examples which include the presence of some West
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holiness to the celebrarion of masses at altars by asserting that the consecrated
bread and wine of the mass became, in a physical sense, the body and blood
of Christ, Alsa at abour this time it became common to reserve a conscerated
wafer in a ‘pyx’ or box suspended above the high altar of churches.® All this
made the chancel a place of particular sanceity, requiring sechusion and the
performance of carctul ceremonies by authorised clergy. The belicf that Chrise
became physically present in the mass was accompanied by the notion that
his presence had medicinal effects on rhose who wimessed it forgiving sins,
answering pravers, and promoting healing and peace.” Parishioners therefare
needed to see the moment of consecration, and parish screens, at least in their
lare-medieval developed form (Figures 1 and 2), were not apaque hurt provided
with windows giving at teast a parval view of worship in the chancel.

Thus screens helped to inculcate the idea that worship, the place where
1w happened, and the clergy who conducted it were especially holy. They
enhanced the dignity and mystery of worship, especialiy of the mass, by acting
as a symbolic veil. They should not, though, be regarded as barriers. They
provided a bridge between the laitv and the liturgy and were also centres of
worship in their own night: iconography (mainly upon the dadol, singing and
speaking (from the loft gallery), preaching. and the celebratton of masses in
front of the screen in the north and south atsles. There was a further, and
verv important, reason for the involvement of the laity. There was, from
1215 onwards, a division of responsibility for the parish church between
its clergy and its laity, Simply, the chancels of parish churches were the
respoasibility of the rectors whereas the laity was responsible for the naves.”
A major consequence of chis was thar since the screen was che responsibibry
of the parishioners and was the principal object in front of them when they
were m church, it became ‘their’ property, reflecting especially their tastes
in decoration and iconography. Individual people might {and did) contribute
large sums 1o build screens or maintain them, for example in 1324 William
Sellick of Tiverton bequeathed £36 ‘to the making of the roodloft™ while in
1528 Wilhiam Coxhead gave £20 to the church in Chulmieigh ‘to make there
a roodloft”.” There is also plenty of evidence from churchwardens™ accounts to
indicate that the poorer parishioners also contributed. Parish church screens
were often embodiments of local pride and ambition, and were scen as a way
of keeping up or getting ahead of neighbouring parishes. In short sereens were
a high-profile element of the structure, warship, and acuivity of churches of all
kinds.

From the 1530s to the 13605 dramatic changes occurred 1o all churches.
In parish churches maost screens lost their lofts, the rood images on the lofts,
sometimes the 1mages painted on the panels, and much of their original
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purpose. Thesc changes reflected two ideas: hostility to images and criticism
of the traditional form of mass. Both affected screens — the former hecause
they were decorated with 1mages and the lacter because sercens contribured to
the separation of clergy and laity which the Reformers disliked. So cffective
were the Reformers’ efforts nanonally that no pre-Reformation rood {the
carved figure of Christ crucified) survives, while in Deven only the roodloft at
Atheringron remains. Nevertheless Devon retains a relatively large number ot
pre-Retormation screens. Betore considering the reasons for their survival it is
uscful to discuss their iconography.

Most roodscreens, roodlotts, and roodlott galleries prior to the Reforma-
rion were likely to have had painted figures or designs on their dados. The
percentage of these that seill possess such paintings s relatively small. Qut of
120 roodscreens surviving in whole or in parcin Devon today, only 41 (thirev-
four per cent) still retain dado paintings or designs and even these are not
necessarily sall arrached to the roodscreen {Figure 3}.°

By the fifteenth century in Devon most churches would have had elaborate
sequences of saints painted on their dados as well as apostles, prophets, the
four Latin Doctors, and martyvrs, Somerimes scencs covering more than one
panel were depicted. The Annunciation {on eight or possibly nine screens),
the Adorarion of the Magi {three screens), the Coronation of the Virgin {(chree
screens) and, each in one case, the Holv Trinicy, the Assumption of the Virgin,
the beheading of John the Baptise, the Tempration and Fall of Man, the
Expulsion from Eden and the Marrvedom of Saint Sebasoan.’

The choice of figures may retlect the choice of the donor (as at Asheon,
Torbryan, and Wolborough); the needs of the time (St Roche, patron of plague
victims, after the Black Death of 1348-9) and the ubiguitous St Apollonia,
invaked by roothache sufferers. Thev might be a reflection of local rivalry
and imitation or they might even have been lefr to the painter of the screen
{although this would imply a fairly sophisticated iconographic knowledge
on his parth. The most notable groups of figures, other than individual
saints, arc the Sibvis {at Bradninch, Heavitree, Ugharough and one only ar
Ipplepen). Including Sibyvis, there are abour 131 different saintly figures on
Devon rondscreen dados. Unforrunately there is not space 10 this article for a
full list, however apart from the apostles, the Evangelists and the four Laun
Doctors the most common are those of ‘helper” saines like Apollonia who
appears fourteen times." Unusual saints appear at Wolborough (for example,
St Witham of York), at Torbrvan (fov example, St. Armel), at Alphington {St
Dunstan) and at Holne (St Jeron).

Devon screen saints also reflect changes in the religious devotion of people
in England berween ¢.1350 and ¢,1530. One of the most distinctive 13 Sir John
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Schorne {patron samr of gout sufferers) whose image appears ar Alphington,
Hennock, and Wolborough. He is also found on several Norfolk screens. The
presence on Devon screens of represencarives of late culs such as St Roche
and St Svch suggest the county was up-to-date with the religious movements
of the dav and part of internarional crends. St Roche is particularly interesting
because he lived in the mid to lare faurteenth cencury, which makes him late
indeed in termis af screen dado saints compared with the majoriey which
appear on the pamted panels. This mav account for the face thar he has onlv
five representations on screen dados in Devon: at Mennock, Holne, Kenn,
Plymiree, and Whimple. There may have been many more, of course, for
nowhere in Devon would have cscaped the recurrent waves of plague which
began in 1348, Although there is no direct evidence, 1t 15 possible thac the five
parishes which display St Roche on their roodscreen dados were parucularly
hard hit by the recurrent visitations of the pesrilence although sa might many
others whose dado painted panels and roodscreens have vanished.

Cults of older and local saints were common in Cornwall and to a lesser
extent in Devon. Four interesting examples in the larter county ave Sants
Winwaloe, Petroc, Urith, and Sidwell. Sidwell was the most popular local
saint in Devon screen iconography, appearing on dado panels ar Ashton, Bere
Ferrers, Exeter (St Mary Steps), Hennock, Holne, Kenn, Plymtree, Whimple
and Wolborough; her local guality no doubt made it easy for Devon people to
idenrify with. Winwalloe appcars only once in Devon, at East Portlemouth,
wherc the church is dedicated to him. He was more popular in Cornwall
where he was the patron saint of eight parish churches and parochial
chapels.'! There were at least cighteen churches in medicval Devon dedicated
to Petroc, vet he does not appear ance on painted panels in Devon.'* This non-
appearance, given his popularity, is odd, but may just reflect the anomalies of
image survival,

Thus saints both common and rare, distant and local, old and new occur
on Devon roodscreen dados. The introduction of newer saints mav very well
reflect changing anxieties and aspirations. Bur dado panels, while attesting a
desire to emulate a neighbouring parish, might also have wished o express
confermity. In constructing a screen, a parish might want theirs to be better
arostically than cheir neighbours’, bur might not want it o be very different
religiously, The presence of certain unusual saints on screens remams un-
explained, perhaps the result of the influence of a local, educared, well-
travelled and well-read landowner, or the appearance in the dioccse of a cleric
with wider national and international knowledge.

Althongh screens and lofts were being constructed as lare as the 1540s
the relatively rapid progress of the Reformation meant immediate danger for
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the thousands which existed in England and Wales. The Reformers despised
the fack of participation by and (alleged) ignorance of the laity. According
to this view, anv cducational purpose of the mass, through hearing the Bible
or joining m pravers had been lost or hidden beneath the language, hmagery,
symbols, and furnishings (ar least some of them) of the medieval church. By
gerring rid of these things and by — ar least symbolically - hreaking down
the division between nave and chancel, priest and lavman, the failings of the
medieval liturgy (as the reformers saw 1t} could be overcome. The reformers
wanted worship to be more educational with ¢mphasis vpon vernacular
liturgy, Bible reading, and preaching. Such aims had serious implications
for screens and lofts, which had so long reflected the values of late-medieval
religion.

Central to the unremitting desire of the reformers to rid the English charch
of “supcrstiion’ was the rood. The rood was the most conspicuous object
in the church as far as the laity in the nave was concerned and it provided
a visual reminder of the purpose of the mass: the re-enactment of Christ's
sacrifice to enable human salvation.” There was a battle for the mind as well
as for the interior of the church. According to the ‘Articles to be followed and
observed according to the King’s majesty™s Injunctions and proceedings of
1549 *. . . no mian maintain purgatory, invocation of saints . . . images, lighss

. or any other such abuses and superstitions . . " This arncle sounded
the death-knell for the medieval church interior. By 1533 the destruction of
church furnishings had been immense: shrines, sratues, wall-paintings, holy-
water stoups, staincd-glass windows, and many roodlofts had been stripped
from churches.

The roodloft, especially, was anathema to the reformers. Its purpose
was to support the rood and provide a place for organ and choir. The rood
iselt had to be removed, for it could nor be assimilated into Protestancisny.
However, the loft could also perform the funcrion of an iconestasis, in thar
the western fronr (sec Figure 2) was often divided 1nto a series of narrow
panels, each conraining a painting or carving of a saint, sheltered bv open-
work tabernacling. These images were, In part, the cause of the destroction
of the lofts, although panel paintings could simply be painted our. Bur if
this is the case, why did many screens {i.¢. the lower part of the structure}
survive? With the accession of Elizabeth T'in 13538, the destruction of church
furnishings continued apace, after the five-vear break of Mary's reign. But
Elizabeth adopted a more cautious attitude towards roo extreme a change.
Though the reformers continued to press for more and morve change {and
destruction), Elizabeth realised thart 1t would be wiser to tread more caretuliy.
Thus she issued on 10 October 13561 a roval order “for the avoiding of much
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strife and contention that hath heretofore risen among the Queen’s subjects
in divers parts of the realm.” This roval order is, perhaps. the key document
in understanding the fate of lofts and screens in the late sixteenth century.
Basically, the Joft was 1o go but the screen should stay, a decision that marks
the beginning of the distinction between whar we know todav as the screen
and the loft:

It 15 thus decreed and ordained; chat che rood-lofts |i.e. the entire structirel
as vet being at this dav aforesaid untransposed |f.e. renored). should he so
altered that the upper parts of the same [ie. the foft] be quite taken down o
the upper parts of the vaults and beam running in length over the said vaulr,
by putting some convenient crest upon the said beam wward the church jr.e.
the cornice on today’s screcins] . .. there remain a comcely partition betwist
the chancel and the church |iie. the narve] that no aleration be otherwise

artempred in them, but be suffered in quier .Y

Thus the screens, ar least, were saved, although by this tme (1561} many
had already been destroved. Visitation articles and injunctions from various
hishops in England up until ¢.1575 make it clear thar the ehmination of lotts
was not done hurriedly or enthusiastically in the parishes. Bur after €. 1573
reterences to them in visitation articles and mjuncnons began to die out,
wmdicating that the subject was becoming less and less important and by
¢. 1383 such references disappear complecely. Indeed new screens appeared (as
at Washfield in Devon in 1624} in the 1620s. However, the outhreak of the
civil war scems o have encouraged vandalism and iconoclasm; an ordinance
issued on 9 May 1644 “for the further demolishing of monuments of idolatry
and superstution’ specifically mentioned roodlofts.* In Devon, however,
there s evidence for the disappearance of only two screens {Cornwood and
Silverton} during the Commaonwealth.

Changes in fashion more than any other reason were the causes for the
removal of many of the remaining screens from 1650 onwards. ‘Auditory’
churches had begun to appear in England: these were constructed as a single
rectangular room, with no screen to divide it mto chancel and nave. This
taste continued into the eighteenth century when the emphasis was on preach-
ing, so there was need for good vision and andibility. New Georgian town
churches were wholly open in plan, with little or no chancel. Screens were
redundant in such churches, and this began to impact on medieval churches
and how they were furnished and used.

Nationally there is evidence for the removal of many screens in the
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cighteenth century (71 in Yorkshire alone berween 1720-371"7 This was the
case in Devon, but on a much smaller scale. Between 1738 and 1822 there
is evidence for the removal of rwelve Devon screens {South Molton 1758,
Sidmouth 1776, Kingsteignton 1801, Colebrooke 1805, Kingston 1807,
Shebbear 1815, Merton 1822 and Cotfinswell, Fremington, Langtree, North
Lew and Uplowman {all before 1822)." Some screens mav have been in a
ruinaus condition, even so an antipathy to screens can also be derected.
Incumbents and parishioners ar Sidmouth and Kingston complained that their
presence impeded sight and hearing.

Nevertheless new screens contiimzed to be built towards the end of
the seventeenth and mro the eighteenth century, such as thar ar Crowys
Morchard 1n 1689, Crowcombe (West Somierset) in 1729 and as late as 1820
at Haccombe. On the orher hand, when the church at Teigngrace was rebutly
in [786 there was no screen; instead the interior had an open cruciform plan
with arms of equal length. There was also, by the late-cighteenth century, a
growing interest in antiquananism from some scctions of the nobility and
gentry, Antiquartanism, being conservanive n nature, tended to help the
retention of existing screens. This was to influence the Oxford Movement
of the 1830s in which antiquarianismt was reinforced by a revival of interest
in medieval worship and theology, By the 18405 the aims and prinaiples of
‘ecclesiology’. that is, the study of church building and decoration, hecame
the dominant force in transforming the liturgy and architecture of the Church
of England. The ccclesiologists believed that every present-day church should
have a distiner and spacious chancel art least one third the length of the nave.
The chancel should be separated by a chancel arch or secreen. However,
although it mav seem that these wdeas were conducive o the retention of
pre-Reformation screens, in realiy the effects weee disastrous. This was the
century when more medieval screens disappeared than at any other time.
sa far as records evist. The ‘Gothic revival® of the ecclesiologises demanded
thar the mteror of churches reflected ‘authennicity” {ie. dhat of the fourteenth
centuryy, and manv surviving Perpendicalar sereens were perceived to be non-
authentic. In the restoranons which took place all over rhe country, much
carly screenwork was removed.

The Vicrorians also inherited the Georgian liking for open churches. They
wanted to emphasise the altar and it was necessary that the congregation
should see the activities in the chancel, sa chancels were raised up by three or
so steps funcommon in parish churches previoushy). Screens got 1o the way of
the congregation’s view of the enhanced chancel, and the raising of the chancel
tioors made them cven more redundant than they had been for the last three
hundred vears. Twenty-six screens were removed in Devon after 1850, In
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Devon's 479 parish churches 120 screens remain, whole or in part (Figure 3},
145 have been destroved {Figure 4}, but 214 arc unaccounted for.”

Their demise could have taken place at any time berween the Reformarion
and the mineteenth century. However, this brief history of Devon screens ends
on a happier note. {t may well have been a reaction to the destruction inherent
in the all-pervasive ideas of ccclesiology which led to rhe growing demand
for restoration of screens in Devon under the guidance of Harey Hems and
Herbert Read from the late-nineteenth century onwards. Bradninch screen,
one of the county’s most glorious, was restored as early as 1853, while Ashton
and Dunchideock (Read), Rattery (the Nisses Pinwell), Harberton and
Manaton {Sedding! and Bovey Tracey, Buckerell, Combeinteignhead, Feniton
and Pinhoe {Hems) were all restored i the period 1877-1911. Wonderful
to relate, new lofts were butlt at Lew Trenchard, Lirtleham (near Bideford),
Kenton and Staverton and as late as 19232 at Northlew a faculey was approved
for the purpose to testore the ancient screen. Allied with this reaction was
the growth of the principle of conservacion. There has been a considerable
tightening vp of the faculty process and both Diacesan Advisory Commitrees
and the Council tor the Care of Churches have responsibihties which nclude
the existing pre-Reformation roodscreens, Thus at present at least, the furure
of the remaining pre-Reformation roodscreens seems secure.

A reader, perhaps not being familiar with pre-Reformation Devon rood-
screens but having his or her interese sttmulared by chis arnicle, might like to
find his or her wav to Atherington, Plymtree, Bradninch or Berry Pomcroy (to
name just four). Their journevs will be amply rewarded.
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Coping with Tribulation:
A Sequence of Prayers in a Late-
Medieval Medical Compendium
in Exeter Cathedral Library

CHARITY SCOTT-STOKES

The changing shape, language and framework of two petitionary pravers and
a hvinn, as thevy move berween various types of manuscript, can be traced
backwards and forwards from a little sequence of texts in an early fifteenth-
century medical compendium now housed in Exeter Carhedral Library.! In
various ways the users of such petitionary pravers adapted them, translated
them, or provided them with an accompanying framework, which could be
modified in order to cater for users in all kinds of necd.

The provenance of the Exeter compendivm 1s unknown. Tt is unlikely to
have been in the Carhedral Library in late medieval or early modern times.
Most of rhe library’s medieval holdings passed to the Bodletan Library in
Oxford at the beginning of the seventeench cencury, and furcher damage
ro such books and manuscripts as remained was done by mid-century
iconoclasm, during and afrer che Civil War. Then, towards the end of the
seventeenth century, the Excter physician Dr Robert Vilvaine made a new
library in the dismantled Lady Chapel at his own expense.® Perhaps Dr
Vilvaine acquired and donated chis manuscript?

The second half of the Exerer compendium contains a medley of recipes
in no particular order. There are numerous remedies for common ailments,
randomly listed, with muluple repetitions. There is also ‘a praver against

© 2014 The Devon History Sociery
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all s, “Duce dame seint macie pucele pure reigne des angeles . . 7 wath
directions for reciting it . . ., which is the focus of interest tn this article.’

The praver against all ills turns out to consist of a sequence of three items,
although there is no obvious division or new beginning in the manuscript.
Theyv appeal directly or indirectly ro Mary, and ascribe power to her in the
pracess of healing and deliverance from tribularion.” They are written partly
in French and partly in Latin, and are shaped into panaceas for all ills.

The first item is a composite one, consisting of the French praver to Mary
‘Duce dame seint marie pucele pure reigne des angeles’, preceded and followed
hv French rubrics concerning its recitation, and completed by Ave Maria. The
second item 1s the well-krown Latin hymn Omnis vircus te ador[nlat {usnally
Omnss virtus te decorar).” The third is a version of the so-called ‘Devotion
of the One Thousand Aves', with a French translation of the Latin prayer
Adonay domine deus as its centre-piece, preceded and followed by French
rubrics — instructions written in red — regarding its recitation. The texts are
reproduced, and translated below (Appendix).

The combination of French {in the first and third items) and larin {in
the hymn and Ave Maria) suggests that che clerical compiler of the Exeter
compendium worked easily in both languages, whereas some of those
for whom the panaceas were intended might require the vernacular for
instructions and less tamiliar pravers, even if they had enough understanding
of licurgical Latin to recite Ave Mana and the hymn Omnis virtus te ador{n]
at 1 the more authoritanve ccclesiastuical language. Thac che vernacular s
French suggests thar the compilation was made not much later than 1400; as
the fifteenth century progressed, English was used more and more widely.

The rubric preceding the first French praver envisages four kinds of
tribulation which may atflice the individual: imprisonment, mortal sin,
sickness and poverty. The rubric then directs the person in trouble to go to the
minster on seven Saturdavs,” to stay there during all the Hours of the Virgin,?
and to recite the praver that follows. The praver iwself appeals ro Mary as the
one who can make good the ill counsel given by Eve to Adam, when she urged
him to eat the apple and they tell into original sin.” Tt asks for deliverance
from present discress, and the cancluding rubric directs the supphant 1o name
that distress, but to make sure that the request does not run counrer to faith.

The Latin hymn Omnis virtus re ador[n}at appeals to Marv by the sorrow
that she experienced in witnessing Christ’s suffering, then asks for sight of
her, and for the jovs of heaven. The sight of Mary at the end of this life was
thoughr ro presage well for life in the hereafrer, and the rraditional Ave Maria
salutation was extended to ask for her prayers now and ac the moment of
dearh.?”
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The ‘Devotion of the One Thousand Aves’, with the French version of
Adonay domine deus as its centre-piece, has a rubric which reguires rhe
supphiant to recite 1000 Aves over a penod of ten days, with alms held in
the right hand, in honour of the Jov of the Annunciation.'" This <hould take
place in front of the altar of the Virgin if possible.”? The prayer appeals to
Christ as the Lord who placed salvavon in Mary’s hands. The supphiant asks
to be delivered from suffering and also from the evil intentians of others, and
backbiting. The final rubric directs the supphiant to kiss the alms held in the
right hand and then give the offering to a poor person, with the assurance
that the rccommended procedure and praver cannot fail.

The Latin hymn Omnis virtus te decorat / Omnis virtus te adorfnlat
occurs in numerous manuscripts, The Exeter compendivm’s ‘Duce dame seint
maric pucele purc reigne des angeles’” and Adonay domine deus sometimes
necur in devottonal miscellanics and books of hours,'t where they are often
later, personal addirions 1o an earlier compilation. Several of the miscellanies
or bools of hours were originally owned by women, or passed into women’s
hands. Several show evidence of associations with the piety of the Birgitrine
Order founded by St Bridger of Sweden in the latter part of the tourteenth
cencury, especially with the Birgittine Svon Abbey, a double monastery ot
nuns and brothers founded in 1415 by Henry V.2 Three of the books of hours
belong o the very large group of such books produced in the Low Countries
for the English market - typically for che genery or merchant class.!”

‘Duce dame seint marie pucele pure reigne des angeles’ occurs twice
in a long sequence of penttennal devotions compiled in the first quarter ot
the fifteenth century for a woman, Alisoun.™ Although it has no rubnes or
accompanyving reassurance in Alisoun's book, the repetition suggesrs trust
in its power to relieve the penitent’s distress. Similar pravers, clearly based
on the same original but with shght personal modifications, were added to
two books of hours compiled originally in the fourteenth century for women
owners. They were added in the fifteenth cencury 1o Alice de Revdon's
Hours;" and in the sixteenth century and, not surprisingly at this lare date, in
English, ro the Carew-Povntz Hours. '

Onc¢ of the numerous manuscripts containing the Latin hymn Omnis virtus
te decorat is the carly fifreenth-century Burnet Psalter, comprising Psalms and
Hours. The book is ane of those made in the Low Countries and was comptled
for a Yorkshire merchant with a particular devotion to St Bridget of Sweden.™
The hymn forms part of an extended sequence of Marian devotions in this
manuscript.”’ The Burner Psalter also contains a copy of Adonay domine
deus, in Laun, without rubrics, but incorporating an additional request for
protection against sudden deach.”!
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Adonay domine deus occurs m Laoin, without rubrics, in a hook of hours
which was probably made for the brothers ot Syon Abbey in the 1420s. The
praver follows Compline of the Office of the Virgin Mary (the last Hour of
the dav) and is in turn followed by the seven Pemtential Psalms. -

With preceding and following rubrics in English, Adonay domine deus
was added to two further books of hours originaily produced in Bruges for
the English market around 1400. One of these books was first owned by a
gentry family in Suftolk.”® By the early sixteenth century it had passcd to the
prosperous Roberts family, merchanes in Middlesex. It includes a nore added
in 1553 by the then awner, Edmund Roberrs, that he had used this praver well
for ten davs.”® Eamen Duffy poiats out thar the framework given to Adonay
domine deus runs counter to ceclesiasnical aurhorniny:

The success of the praver 1s said to depend on 1ts being accompanied
by the reliet of the poor, in honour of the Annunciation. Bur this
edifying link is made in a quasi-magical way, which the church
authorities would certainly have condemned - holding money in the
hand while the thousand Aves are recited, then kissing 1t betore giving
it to the poor recipient . . . Characreristicallv, the English instrucrions
attached to the praver display some awareness of the precarious line
being, trod between ‘legitimare’ praver and forbidden "magic” success
1s guaranteed if the praver is rightly used {a guavantee theologians
rejected as magical) bur char guarantee is sofrened by the reference to
praving ‘lawfully, with God’s grace™.**

The second of these books produced m Bruges belonged first to Elizabeth
Efvngham of Norfolk, who bequeathed it to Margarer Burgh.™ Adonay
domine dens was added in the late fifteenth century. Further addirions in-
clude a praver with rubric ‘Tf vou be in dedely svn or in tribulacion or in ony
deses” — Iike the Exeter rubric to ‘Duce dame seine marie pucele pure reigne
des angeles’ — and pravers in Latin with direceions in English, complete with
an indulgence offered by Pope Sixeus I'V. This enabled the user to ‘purchase’ a
specific number of vears remission of the pains of hell In return for a specitic
number of recitations of pravers.

Adonay domine deus also occurs, with text in Latin and rubric in Enghsh,
in a book of privatc devonions compiled for Anne Bulkeley in the early
sixteenth century.™ Anne Bulkeley, who came from a Wiltshire family, had
links o the roval courr and ro Svon Abbev. Fler book was compiled, possibly
by brother Richard Whitford, a noted writer, not long before the dissolution



Coping with Tribudation 19

of the abbev in 1339, Brothers of Svon acted as spiritval guides to a number
of aristocratic and well-connected ladies.”

Anne Bulkelev’s book, and the latest addirions to the books of hours, arc
close in time to the Reformarion, Like the seventeenth-century iconoclasts,
the Reformers would have rejected indulgences and the ‘purchasing’
framework to the pravers for deliverance from tribulation. It is a pity that
no information is available regarding the response of Exeter’s ecclesiastical
autharities to their medical compendium. If it did not enter the Cathedral
Librarv before the late seventeenth centory it may well have been regarded,
when it did aroive, merely as a notable antiquarian repository of ancient
superstition. Yet when it was compiled it was surely a working compendium
for pracnical use.

Acknowledgement. The texts are reproduced by perimission of the Dean and
Chapter of Exeter Carhedral.

APPENDIX
Exeter Cathedral Library, MS 3519, f. 160"

The rubrics — directions written in red or underlined in red - are given in
italics; comrractions have been cexpanded; punctuation, word division,
capitalisation and distribution of u/v, i/], e/é have been modernised. Editorial
additions are given in square brackets.

En quele anguysse ge homme seit, ou en prison on en niortel pecché
ou en maladie o e poverte, face ceo ge issi est escrit si en aveva hastif
rentedie. Ange a mouster par set samadyvs si seit viouces a rores les
howres de nostre dame si la requerse par ces motz:

Duce dame seint Marie, pucele pure, reigne des angeles, mere a le
sauveour seignur de conseil, mercy vous cri, ge auxi verement cum le
mundc par Eve tust desconseilé ¢ par vous reconscilé requerez vostre
fitz qut est seignur de consell ge pur Ja voutre amour me cansaut e
delivre de cest anguisse.

Si nones vostre anguisse. Mes gardez ge vus ne requeres chose ge seit
encountre le fey. Pus fetes usn vou a tener tot wun an enter soloine coe ge
voz es deserront. Ave Maria.
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Omnis virtus te ador[n]at,
Omnis sancrus te honorar,
In celesti patria, //

Arque omnes benedicunt
Et laudantes tibi dicunc
Ave plena gracia.

Propter plagas Thesu Christi
Quas cruentas flens vidist
Pro nostra miseria

Fac me digne{m te] videre
Et videndo te gaudere

In perhenni gloria.

Dites myl Ave Maria dedens .x. jurs, ceo est chescun jour 1w cent,
e en chescien des .x. jurs taunt come vous les dirrez si devez estre en
estreant on enclinant ou enjunelant e si devez aver un audmone en
voustre maysn destre taunt cont vus fetes voz prieris en lonour de cele
seint jove ge Gabriel Iy nuncia e devant son auter s vous poez le devez
dire e dites:

Adonay sire Deu gravnt e mervellous ge donas salu en les mains de {a
seint virgine Marie, e par le ventre qe les entrailles de ta tresduce mere
¢ par icel tresduce seint corps qe de ly preistes oiez ma priere ¢ emplez
moun desir en bon ¢ me deliverez de totes tribulacions e anguisus e des
langes de tour iccux e nous coveltent ennuier ¢ des maleveys leures e
langes tricheriuzes e de touz maus. Amen

Ore devez dire cent Ave Maria e quawnt vus averez dit vosire oreson
issitz hors de mnostre si beisés vostre andnoygne si la donez a un porere
el honour de nostre seignur ge sei mesmes pur noz efn] la crovz se
mist. Ceo face si cunt eist destineté e sachez en seint verité ge pur
guele chase ge vous le facez .x. jours ensemble efn] nul manere ne poez
fatller de vostre regueste.

TRANSLATION

I whatever anguish a person may be, whether it prison or in mortal
sin or in sickuess or in poverty, let him/ber do twhat is written here and
helshe will soon find a remedy. Let him/ber go to the minster on seven
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Satwrdavs and be there for all the Hours of Owur Lady and let him/her

implore ber with these words:

Sweet lady saint Mary, pure maiden, queen of angels, mother of the
saviour lord of good counsel, 1 implore vour mercv, that just as truly
as the world received ill counsel from Eve and then good counsel from
vou that vou request vour son who is lord of good counsel that for vour
love he may counsci me and deliver me from this anguish.

And name vour angnish. But make sure that vou do not ask for
anvthing that is agaist the faith, Then make a vouw to be upheld for a
whole year depending o what yoir desive is. Ave Maria,

Evecry virtue adorns vou,
Everv saint honours vou,
In the celestial home,
And they all praise you
And praising sav to vou

Hail, full of grace.

Bv the wounds of Jesus Christ
Which, weeping, vou saw bleed,
For our wretchedness

Make me worthy to sec vou
And, seeing, 1o rejoice

In eternal glory.

Say one thousand times Ave Maria within ten davs. that is, one
hundred each day, and on each of the ten days while vou are saving
them vou are to be standing or bowing forward or kneeling and vou
are fo hold alms in your vight hand as vou say your prayers in honour
of the holv joy of Gabriel's annunciation and you should say them in
front of ber altar if you can, and say:

Adonay lord God great and marvellons who placed salvation in the
hands of the holy virgin Mary, and by the womb and viscera of vour
maost sweet mother and by the most sweet holy body that you rook
trom her, hear my praver and turn my desire to good things and deliver
me from all tribulations and sufferings and from the tongues of all
those who scek o harm us and from wicked felons and treacherous
tongues and all evils. Amen
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Yot niust say one biundred times Ave Muvia and when vou bave said
your praver In this manner outside the minster then kiss your alus
and give thew ro a poor man in honour of anrv lord who placed bimiself
o1t the cross for us. Let this be done as is laid down and know o1 boly
truth that for whatever cause you do this for ten davs together, inn 1o
WY CaN NOU ail to receive what YOI regrest.

NOTES
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Evidence for Eighteenth-Century
Rebuilding at Poltimore House:

Interpreting Edmund Prideaux’s
Drawings of 1716 and 1727

CLAIRE DONOVAN AND JOCELYN HEMMING

Rebuilding at Poltimore House in 1726-8 transformed the Elizabethan
building of ¢.1560 into an up-to-date grand mansion fit for its eighteenth-
century owner, Sir Coplestone Warwick Bampfylde, his wife Gertrude {née
Carew, of Antony tn Cornwall) and their young children, Mary and Richard.!
This paper uses three sources of evidence to investigate this most significant
of remodellings in Poltimore’s history: the surviving fabric: visual evidence
drawn from detailed analysis of Edmund Prideaux’s drawings;* and a recently-
discovered document of 1728.7

Poltimore House 1s an important Devon country mansion, situated about
four miles north-cast of the city of Exeter. Although now in a damaged
state, protected by an overarching steel roof and awaiting renovation and
restoration, it provides evidence of the lives of the Bampfyvlde family and their
household over more than four centuries, and of its subsequent institutional
roles.” The fundamental rebuilding undertaken in 1726-8 provides just one
example among many of an upgraded family mansion in eighteenth-century
Deven.®

Elizabethan Poltimore, built by Richard Bampfvlde in ¢.1560, was a fine
modern manor house of its period. Surviving fabric shows that his first house
had three storeys, a gabled roof on the north and east ranges and a Greac Hall
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of Polttmore Housc illustrate this important phase of the development of the
building, during which it changed its appearance from a high-quality Tudor
manor housc facing north, to an up-to-the-minute Georgian mansion, its
symmetncal ashlar-lined facade facing southwards to its ancient deer park, at
the end of an avenne of trees.

Prideaux’s first tour began with Stonehenge in Junc 1716, proceeding
westward, taking in Poltimare House before turning north. At Poltimore his
drawing of the north range of the Elizabethan house, mcluded the inscription:
‘Poltimore in Devan, Sr Copleston Bampfyld” {Figure 1). The main entrance
front of the largelv unchanged Elizabethan house faced rowards the village of
Poltimore and s church, as would have been expected 1n a sixteenth-century
manor house. The house is centrally placed and shown from a high viewpoint
at the end of a body of warter, a canal or pond of the kind fashionable in
the scventeenth century.™ The canal 1s as wide as the house itselt, flanked
by banks and terraces and fringed on either side with clipped trees. Two
foreground figures are shown fishing on the north bank of the canal, which
divides close to the house, forning a semi-circular moat, part-enclosing the
buiiding. The house has a toof with three gables with mullioned windows
below, the gables topped with finials. Three chimneyvs rise behind the roof
ridege. Seven large windows {probably seventeenth-century replacement small-
paned sash windows) are shown at first floor level, with four morc at ground
Hoor, below a continuous drip-moulding, a doorway and an asymmetricaliv-
placed carriage arch, This drawing accurately shows the still-visible fearures
on the north facade of the building, although the archwav has since heen
blocked. A high wall extends 1o either side of the house, on the west partly
enclosing a garden. No trace of this wall survives today. Behind the wall arc
two low butldings: service buildings or stables, but there is no recent evidence
of these buildings.

This 1716 drawing shows onlv the facade, and it s impassible to discern
the nature of the structure behind: with no evidence of depth of rooms, or
of wherher this facade (as seems likely) fronted a courtvard. The prominence
of the canal suggests this may be one of the major works of Sir Coplestone
Bampfvide in 1681." Edmund Prideaux has alwavs been eredited with
accurate depictions — nor a man to indulge in artistic heence. So it seems that
this was the wayv Polumore House presented itself to a visitor in the vear of
Sir Coplestone Warwick Bampfyvlde’s marriage 1o Gertrude Carew. It was
cereainly somewhat old tashioned, with its north-facing front and gabled roof.
Mavbe, in 1716, the newlv-weds decided 1o update the old house to create
a fashionable mansion. 1o reflect their family wealth and starus. Within a
few vears the Bampfvides did come up with an ambitious plan which was
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to transform Poltimere House, following the lead of Gererude's brother, Sir
William Carew and his extensive rebuilding of Antony House. 1n Cornwall.

Bv the time Prideaux visited Poltimore for the second time, i 1727, his
new drawing shows that this transformation had taken place. The historical
plan (Figure 3) shows the new south-facing facade, all eighteenth-century
work and svmmetrical, with four bavs to left and right of a three-bay
entrance hall, with the onlv evidence of sixtcenth-century work marked in
the tabric of the easternmost section. Prideaux depicred this new facade as
the main entrance ro the building, shifting the front of the house from north
to souih, showing the eleven-hay fronrage divided nro three vertical sections
with heavy, rusncated, atrached pilasiers from ground ro arnic with a plain
cormee. The mne attie dormer windows can be seen, alternarely triangular
and semi-circular, behmd the cormice of the single cast-west pirch of the new
Georgian-style roof. Eleven large sash windows are shown on the first floor
with, beneath a horizontal moulding, ten ground floor windows and a central
broad stone doorway, with eleven semi-buried cellar windows below. There
is no evidence here of the two huildings shown on the 1716 drawing, which
wotuld have been 1o either side of this southern view. The drawing shows a
paling fence close to the house with heavy shrubbery behind the trees on
either side of the avenue. The inscription, “Poltimore Sr Copleston Bampfvlde
provides a probable date of Seprember 1727, the date of dus jonrney given on
a number of Prideaux’s drawings of other Devon houses.

Edmund Prideaux visited Poltimore a sccond tivie in 1727, probably in
October. He had journeved on ro Launceston after that September day at
Poltimore, and made a tour of Cornish houses, ending ac Antony House,
Torpoint, the home of the Carew familv. While there Prideaux would have
heard of Sir Coplestone Warwick Bampfvylde’s sudden death on 7 Ocrober at
only 38 vears old, leaving his voung son Richard {(nearly hive) to inherit his
tather's extensive estates and the incomplete re-building ot his main manor
house at Poltimore. Prideaux stopped at one more Devan house, Fallapit
in the South Hams, betore returning ro Poltimore, presumably to pav his
respects to the new owner, now Sir Richard Warwick Bampfylde, and to offer
condolences ro s widowed morher.

Duoring this visit Pridcaux made a further drasing of the north elevacion
of the bulding, inscribed "Poltimore Sr R Bamptsld'. confirming irs date in
or after October when the voung bov mherited (Figure 41, This drawing is
much more delicate and sophisticated mn contrast to the (716 north view of
the house, and chis time his viewpoint is much closer and angled to show the
east clevation, with four gables, marching the three north-facing gables. The
north garden is shown now {aid out ro an elaborate parterre in three sections
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evidence of the much wider, eleven-bay south front which projected a further
four bavs to the west, bevond the three-gabled original house, is visible. The
angle of Prideaux’s October drawing avoided this new south fagade. The
evidence from these two drawings is apparently contradictory: seen from the
south, the new up-to-date Georgian building is in place; seen from the north,
the Elizabethan building, with the enlarged windows of the 1680s, rogether
with the parterre garden tucked behind the garden wall, is snil there. The
fabric visible today shows that ar some time after the October 1727 drawing
an addition to the north range of the Elizaberhan house was made. This was
equivalent to four bavs on the south facade, and a new wesrern range was
built 1o connect north o south range, crearing a tull four-range courrvard
building.

The recent discovery of a document in The National Archives provides
an explanation of the work undertaken during 1726-28, and records the
court proceedings arising from a dispute over the completion of this major
rebuilding which, since October 1727, was in the charge of Sir Richard’s
guardians.'”” The court record reveals three crucial new faces: the name
of the builder, John Maoyie of Exeter — who not long betore had completed
Antony House for Sir William Carew;'® the original contract date — “the 23*
dav of March, 1726"; and the agreed timescales and costs for completing the
building. The executors of Sir Coplestone Warwick Bampfylde's will went
to court 1o anthorise expenditure on his son's behalt: pavments bevond the
scope of the onginal contract. And the court demanded a detailed answer
fram John Movle which provided invaluable deratls of the original contract,

specifyving ‘the pulling down and rebuilding of part ot the . . . dwelling house
at Poltimore . . . according to a design or plan agreed upon’. John Movle was

to he paid £500 in rwo instalments, with materials for new building to be
provided by Sir Coplestone, who would also pay for the removal of rubbish
and waste marterials. In the event Sir Coplestone died before the work was
completed, leaving Gertrude and the fatherless Richard at the mercy of both
the exccurors of the will and of Movle the builder. The complaint included
accounts of ‘manv errors & defects, and the irems & particulars of the said
addirional work are excessive & extravagant . . . and ought not 1o be paid for™.

John Movle’s detence was comprehensive. He, the detendant, made it clear
that he was contracted to:

take down all the front of the mansion house of the said Siv Coplestone
Warwick Bampfylde . . . dike and make new cellars under all the new building
in the intended front and che cellars thar were to be under che hall, kitchen
and larder should and would arch with brick and those to be made and diked
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under rhe new parlour and staircase should and would lav over wirh beams
and pizgons [joists] . .. lay the floor of the hall with polished Purbeck stone
and small pieces af marble 10 be ler into the corners, lav the floor of the
kitchen, passages, scullery and larder with such stones as should come out of
the old floars and butldings . . . ser up one and twenty windows in the front
and ser up three new sash windows mare in the front chat is next ta the stable
fthe east range] . . . make the staircase near the Old Hall according o the
design and draught for thar purpose . . . make handsome pyvramids over all
the Checkert [dormer} windows, berh compass and square, make and set up
a handsome door case in che front as designed in rhe dranghr wich Portland

Stone . ..

Movle's description demonstrates the scale of the rebuilding of the southern
parts of the Elizabethan house in accordance with “a design or pian agreed
upon and settled for that purpose’. Locatung the staircase near the “‘Old Hall’
provides vital information about the house at this time — as that stair has since
heen removed, without trace. The ‘new kitchen, lacder, scullery and passages’
supports the view that the original Kirchen was south of the Great Hall, and
the description of the brick-arched cellars beneach these new kitchens locates
them in the west range, where these cellars remain roday. Movle added that
he did: ‘make a chimney, put in three windows and make the floor in the
room designed for the Servants’ Hall’ as well as ‘make a chimney and pur in
two windows in che room intended for the Steward’s Parlour’, all apparently
new ground floor rooms.

John Movle’s answer shows how ambinious was the 1726-7 rebuilding
of Poltimore House. The new south range thac he describes with its ‘one
and twenty new sash windows in the front” together with the cornice, and
the *handsome pyvramids of all the Checkert windows, both compass and
square’ is just what Edmund Prideaux depicted in his September 1727
drawing. John Movle’s reply to the court identifies the timing ser out in the
contract of 25 March 1726 when he agrecd that he would: ‘erect, ser up and
cover the same before the 29™ day of September next ensuing and the same
and every part thereof {exceprt plastering the front) finish before the 25 dayv
of December next and plaster finish the said front before the 24 dav of
June 17277, with external plastering to the new facade to ‘make it look like
freestone’,

Although the Prideaux drawing of September 1727 shows the south facade
just as deseribed in the contract, the dispute in 1728 shows that the work was
not vet complete. With the building work now under the supervision of Sir
William Carew Bart, the young heir's uncle and guardian, Sir Coplestone’s
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arrangements with Movle seem to have broken down. Sir William even claims
that he needs the authority of the court to proceed, asking whar should be done
‘about the said building during the minority of che said Sir Richard Warwick
Bampfrlde” He maintained that he and his co-trusrees were “advised that they
had not anv authority to dispose of or fay out any of the income or produce of
the infant’s estate in finishing any of the new butldings or ornaments during
his minority but under the direction of this honourable court.” He goes on
to describe the need for the building to be fimished. as ‘the finishing of the
said building will be for the advantage of the said infant . . . [as] several
parts of the work now begin receiving damage from the rain and weather'.
So, although in Seprember 1727, Prideaux drew what he saw, the evidence
reveals rhat behind this tidy facade the building outhined in the contract was
evidently not finished.

When he returned only a month later, after the 3rd Baronet’s deach,
Prideaux did a simple drawing, of the old north range tor the voung Sir
Richard. In this drawing Prideaux possibly showed some nostalgia for the
way the old house looked, now overshadowed by thar grand south tront. The
north-facing gardens were protected from the building site behind, and his
angle of view and the breadch of the wall obscured the new Georgian mansion
that was to be Sir Coplestone Warwick Bampfvlde's fepacy 10 his mtant son,

This detailed look at Edmund Prideaux’s three drawings of Polomaorce
House, togecher with the evidence provided by the case against John Movle
concerning the great rebuilding of 1726-7, and supported by new analvsis
of the fabric of the building as it cvists rodav. have collectively provided a
new reading of this phase of the building history of Polimore House. The
evidence suggests thar the south range of the Elizabethan house was in the
same plice as the 1727 south range, and runming towards the west. The
Elizaberhan kitchen and service rooms would have been provided there at the
Jower (south) end of the Great Hall, probably separated by a cross (or screenst
passage, as suggested in the Keystone Report.”” This is the expected locanion
for a kitchen in a late sixteenth-century manor. These kitchens wonld have
had access to the north, facing imto the courtvard, which was itself aceessed
through a broad carriageway through the north range, clearly shown on
both north-view drawings. The in-fldl of the carriageway 1s still visible from
inside the courryard. This southern kitchen range was, in accordance with
the contrace, ‘raken down” and rchuiir in accordance with the design agreed,
creating a new Parlour in the south-cast corner and a new statrcase burlt near
the Old Hall.™" A cellar was dug beneath this new room and stair, under a
beamed cerling. A new entrance hall at the centre of the new-built south range
was also ser over a new cellar, roofed wich brick arches, and this cellar also
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ran benearh the new kirchen, larder, scullery and passages. These offices must
have been in a new west range, which would also have included rooms for
servants: the Servant’s Hall and the Steward's Parlour. In accordance with the
contract, the builder would have reused stone from the building he had pulled
down, including stone for the flooring of the new kitchen. It ts unknown as
vet whether the completion of the building incloded the extension of the north
range of the bulding to march the widrth of the 11-bav south range, as still
exists, This would have completed the fourth range of the courtvard.

This was not the end of the story, Sir Richard Warwick Bampfilde re-
maodelled the east range later 1in the eighteenth century, removing the old-
fashioned gables as thev were depiceed i Prideans’™s October 1727 drawing
(Figure 43, remodelling the roof to continue the cornice and paraper along the
east range. Furthermore, it1s hkely that Sir Raichard (or his rich and demanding
wife, Jane Codrington) initiated the redecoranon of the Old Hall into the light
and arry Rococo Saloon sometime in the 17350« And fooking turther ahead. a
major reboilding took place in the 1830s to create a house fit for a Lord — the
tirst Baron Polumore — work which continued into the twenteth century.™
Successive gencrations of Bampfrldes, from the initial building of the current
Poltimare House in 1360, continued to build and rebuild m accordance with
the current stvle and fashions of fine country hyving: a process which can be
followed i some detail in 1726-8 as a result of this new nterpreration of rhe
evidence.

NOTES

1. For a full account of the history of Poliimore House and the Bampfvide family,
see Jocelvn Hemunina, The House that Richard Built: Six cenmuries at Poltintore
House (Poliimore: Poltimore House Press. 20134 and Jocelyn Hemumimpg. A
Devon Hurse: The story of Poltinore Honse \Plvmourh: University of Phvimouth
Press, 20031 Also see an earlier stodv, R. Forrescue-Fonlkes, From Celrie
Settlerment 1o Twentieth Century Hospital: The story of Poltimore House
{Devon: Friends of Polamore Mospital, 19710 Adso see Bridzer Cherry and
Nikelaus Pevsner, History of the Buildings of England Series: Devon (New
Flaven and London: Yale University Press, 20041 688-90. A projecr, ‘Landscape
and Community: Transforming Access to the Poliimore Estare”, funded by che
Arts and Humaniries Rescarch Counal 20H0-12, continues 10 provide new
information through its legacy research group, Poltimore Fstate Rescarch
Sovicry. See the project wehsire, <hrep:ffelacex.acok/polomore-landscapes/
index.php=. A publication from rhis project focuses mainhy on the fandscape
history ar Poltimore, but provides comprehensive references velevant to the
development of the esrate: Oliver Creighron, Penny Canningham and Henry



[

fp]

a.

(s
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French, “Peophing Polite Landscapes: Community and Herttage ar Poltimore,
Devon’, Landscape History, 34:2 (2013}, 61-86.

fohn Harns, ‘The Prideaux Collection of Topagraphical Drawinas’, fournal of
the Society of Architectural Historians of Great Britain, 7 (19641, 33, figures
81, 82, 83. Todd Grav, The Art of the Devon Garden: The Depiction of Plants
and Qrnamiental Landscapes from the Year 1200 (Excrer: The Mine Press and
Devon Gardens Truse, 2013) 91-2.

TNA. C11/322/10 Bampfylde v. Bampfvlde, 1728, Many thanks to Professor
Henry French for discovering and transcribing this dacument, and for
discussions on its significance and interpretation.

For information on Polrimoere House teday. and the Poltimore Heuse Trust. see
<htrp//www.pottimore.org/s.

Poltimore House, as this paper shows, was remodefled in 1726, with a rebuilr
south-facing range. Other examples of new buile or newly remodelled eighteenth-
century country houses are shown in Prideaux’s drawings {Harris, “The Pridcaux
collection of Topographical Drawings’ Grav, The Art of the Deron Garden).
Other Devon country houses, including Killerton House, home of the Aclands.
the neighbouring estate to Poltimore, and Bicton House, then in the hands of the
Ralle family, were rebuilt in the later cighteench century,

Historical Development: Ground Floor Plan of Poldimore House, Simipson and
Brown, archireees (2003), created for the conservadon plan. with evidence
drawn from examination of the bmlding. This plan faces page xviii in Hemming,
The Heouse thar Richard Builr. (Note that compass points are not precise, but
provide uscful reterence for the Four main ranges of the building. These direction
references arc used throughont this papert The new evidence presented in this
paper s not reflecred in this plan.

The room in the north-west of the notth range - bevond the carriage entrance
— was idennified as the kitchen by Richard Forrescoc-Foulkes who converred
this room with irs substantial freplace into rhe operating theatre of Poliimore
Hospital in 1945, Fortescue-Foulkes, From Celtic Settlement to Twentioth
Century Hospital, 12, Tts unusual position for an Elizabethan house bas ofren
been noted.

{o Cox and [ohn Thorpe, Kevsfone Repnrt K60OS, Poltimaore House, Poltimore,
Derear (Unpublished: 19951 This reporc provided the historical background 1o a
major application for funding, and has provided the basis for understanding this
building in its context.

The four gables are shown in Prideaux’s sccond drawing of the norch front,
Qctober 1727 {Figure 4).

Evidence of modernisation within the building can be seen in the surviving
fabric {floors, fireplaces, the staircasel, and corresponds with the dare 1681,
inscribed on one of the new gareposts, also indicating vperading of the grounds
at this time. See Hemming, The House that Richard Bmilt, 24-28. For further
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informarion about this phasc of the development of the Iandscape. Creighron,
Cunningham and French, ‘Peopling Polite Landscapes”, 61-86.

Evidence from the will of Sir Coplestone Bampfylde (d.1692) and a related
dorument suggests new redecoration ot a number of rooms, including a room
identified as the ‘indian Room™ (TNA, CI/283/14).

His father, Hugh, had dicd as a resolr of a fall from his horse, sharrly before the
death of his grandfather, Hemming, The Hanse that Richard Built, 29,

Sce Nikolaus Pevsner, History of the Buildings of England Series: Cormall
{Harmondsworeh: Penguoin, 19513, 128, A new building on a nearby site replaced
the carly manor houose in 1808, known as Prideaux Place.

Canals feature in the formal garden topography of Hampron Court, also fringed
with avenues of trees, and examples of similar features were to he found in
seventeenth-century Devon. See for examiple, the Prideaux drawing of Cascade
and Wilderness at Ford, 1727, In Grav, The Art of the Devon Garden, 88,
Artempts w locate this teacure, through soif core analvsis have been unsuecessful
so far, but the evidence of this drawing s clear.

A documenc of che early 17305 ITNAL CT17/138) idenrifies payments of more
than £10 towards ‘carrving of earth to fill the pond” (Creighton, Cunningham
and French. ‘Peophing Polite Landscapes: Community and Herirage ar Poltimore,
Devan’, 78

TNA, C1/322/10 Bampfyide v, Bampfylde. 1728, The document records in
deratl the dispute beeween the buwlder, John Movle, and the guardians of the
infant heir, Sir Richard Bampfylde. chiefly his uncle Sir William Carew. Note:
all the quotations relating fo the dispute in this parc of the paper are taken from
this document.

Antony House, home of the Carew family, 1s varionsly deseribed as completed
in 1731 or 1724, built for Sir Willtam Carew, Gerorode Bampfvlde's brocher.
This butlding is artributed o James Gibbs (Pevsner, The Brildings of England:
Cornwall, 1281 its north front of nine-bavs and rwo srorevs with a cenrral
three-bav pedimented section. The builder emploved to do the work has been
identiticd as John Movle, now shown 1o have worked ta work ar Poltimore in
[726-8. For Movle, see Howard Colvin, A Biograplical Dictionary of British
Architects 1600=-18340) (London: John Murray, 1978), 363.

Coxand Thorpe, Kevstane Report K608, Poltintore House.

The east wall and the roof gable was retained ar rhis stage in 17275 bur by
c.1740-50 the east range roof structure had been modernised ro a single pitch
with a cornice. matching up to the strucrure of the new south range. The detail
of the madification of the cast-range roof should he further investigated once
repatr waork provides aceess to the roof structure in the east range.

A full account of the nimeteenth- and rwentieth-century rebuildings ar Poltiimore
House is teld in Hemming, The House that Richard Built.
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Claire Donovan was a Trustee of the Poltimaore House Trust from 2007-13,
after six vears as Deputy Principal of Dartingron College of Arts and a carcer
in higher education. With the University of Exeter History and Archacology
departments she was closely mvolved with the project. “Community and
Landscape: Transforming Access to the Poltimore Estate’, funded by the Arrs
and Humanioes Research Counail 2010-12.

Jocelyn Hemming’s long assoctation with Poloimore House began m 1945
when her doctor parents bought the house and irs 112 acres, and set up the
first Poltimore hospital. She is a founder member of the Poltimore House
Trust, established in 2000, and is the avthor of A Deron House: The Story of
Poltintore (Plvmourh, 2008) and The Howuse that Richard Built: Six Centuries
at Poltimore House (Poltimore, 201350,
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Charles Lanyon, Merchant of Penzance:
Victim of Cruelty and Corruption in the
County Debtors Prison in Exeter

GILLIAN SELLEY

To be in debt in the early modern period was to he ar the mercy of one's
creditor who could have the wretched debror, however honcest and hard-
working a man he might be, thrown inco prison unol he received sarisfaction
tor those debts. As a consequence of tnahility o repay their creditors many
debrors spent vears confined in appalling condinons whilst their families
languished. dependent on kinstolk, friends or the parish overseers to feed and
clothe them, The futility of a svstem which deraimed debtors for many vears
until they could sanisfy their creditors, and thereby prevent them from earning
any money by which they could repay their debts, was finally addressed n
the reign of George 1. In 1719/20 a bull was passed in Parhiament by which a
prisoner was permitted to deliver a schedule of his estate, and the names of his
creditors. The schedule was 10 remain with the clerk of che peace, in whom
the estate was to be vested, and the monies raised from the sale of the assets
to be assigned to the creditors. Justices were to order the shenff to discharge
the prisoner withour any other fee." In Exerer the County Debrors” Prison was
known 23 the Sheriff’'s Ward ar $t Thomas. The published correspondence of
a Cornish merchant incarcerated art this institution during the earlv cighteenth
century reveal it ta be a notariously unpleasant place of confinement as this
articte will highlighr.

In 1729 a group of debtors, presented their accounts to the magistrares at
the Devon Quarter Sessions, and agreement was made with the creditors for

€ 1014 The Devon History Sociery
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the sale of all the properties and estates of the debtors {excluding furniture and
tools of trade) in order to repay as many of their debrs as possible.” Amongst
these debtors was a merchant from Newlvn, ncar Penzance, called Charles
Lanvon. Lanvon was a Falmourh man whose business affairs appeared to
have been cencred on Penzance. There was norhing, cvidently, to distinguish
Lanvon from the hundreds of other debtors (of all ages, social positions and
occuparions) who had passed through or remained in the hands of the prison
zaolers, apart from some extraordinary and revelatory correspondence sent to
the Exeter printer and publisher, Andrew Brice, in 1727

Brice's Weekly Journal of Seprember 1727 commenced with an explana-
tion regarding fetters that Brice had received from a Mr Lanvon (who was a
stranger to him, as were the circomstances of his imprisonment), which he
was publishing 10 the hope of thereby obtaining some relief for the writer. He
reters to ‘that unforrunate person and his wrerched colleague’s circumstances’
as deplorable, and stares thar he would not consider himself a Christian if he
did not highlight the terrible conditions of Lanyon’s incarceration as revealed

in his published letter: *

At mv entrance info this ward under the confinement of Mr, George Glanville
31 Jun 1726, some of the rablers were pleased o advise me, as friends,
board zlong with them.” But taking one mighr for deliberation 1 was put into
a room on the Common Side of the Kevs. By the morning, having considered
thar being far distant from triends and having a family besides, the charge
of rabling would be too great [ rhought best to find myself . . . Abaout three
months afrer AMr. Folwell, Mr. Roger Edaccombe and Caprain Oliver afrer
supper, came ingo my room and asked me 10 go with them inco the cellar 1o
take a ghass.t T readily found with so good a company, and we sat unail we
had spent o groat or 3d each. The reckoning being called, [ gave the drawer’s
wife, Mrs. Poinrz, 2s. 6d to change — nat being able to do it she gave ir o her
husband, who gave me mine, and change all round. Mr. Edgecombe having
not less than a guinea, Mr. Pointe changed i and Just as we were about to
rise, the Drawer being eight ar ten feet discance put his hand i his pocker,
and taking one 2s. 6d directly charged me wirh having put a brass one on
him, 1 told him minc was good. and that it was a [air bright one of King
William's coin, against the face of whose image wirthout the letters there
was a brim rore than was commaon, which [ chanced 1o take note of, the
candle being near me, before | delivered it to his wite. T desiring ro sce his, he
delivered it to me. being an old brass piece. which he still charged me with.
The company being surprised parted and being gone into the Clock Hali |

desired Mr. Edgecombe to loak upon his change: the which he did and found
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the very picce exacth as [ had described it. The Drawer, not withstanding,
made a greatr noise, and told Mr. Glanvilic  had put brass moncy vpon him,

and would have me secured for a cheat ..

Mr Pointz threatened Charles Lanvon that he would take our an affidavie
against him and have him removed to the High Gaol. Unpleasant as hfe
was n the Debrors’ Prison the appalling conditions of incarceration in the
High Gaol awaiting trial for a penal offence was a horrifving prospece, of
which fortunately he was spared when Pointz dropped the charge. In fact
rwo mouths later Pointz confessed to having made up the storv. Despite being
tlhwarted in his first attempr, he went on 1o accuse Lanvon of a further series
ot offences, alleging that he had been selling brandy to the prisoners, drawing
up petitions on behalf of many of the debtors setting our the abuses they
recerved, and lastly that he would not pay for the lodgings in the prison. Of
these charges, Lanvon admitted to only ane, thar of drawing up petitions.
But Pointz convinced the keeper thar he was guilty and on 4 February 1727,
Lanvon was confined in the Dark House with John Maddick. ‘double gieved
with the largest irons that could be got in Bodewell™®

Lanvon sent for his business papers from Penzance in order to lay out
a schedule of his monetary atfairs, but when he was eventually given themn
he found that the papers were in confusion, wich some missing. His letter
continued with a descriprion of the awful circumstances in which he and his
comrades were kept.

At our first commitment to this dark hole underground, we lay 14 davs in our
clothes on the floor, neither could pravers and entreatics obtain one bundle
of straw to lie on in that bitter scason, when the cold took such fast on us
thar seems now to be shortening our davs, we having long time being in a
very ilf state of health, And though we afterwards had beds allowed us, vet
a bedstead has not been admitted. bur we were abliged o lav our beds on
the cold damp ground, whereby they are become rotren and inwholesome.
Neither for some time were we suffered to send a letter to our tamilies ot
friends, hut the under-keeper would hreak rhem open o see Hf he liked the

contents. savme he had orders so to do.”

Lanven then related how he attempted to send a letter to Mr Glanvill, the
keeper of the gaol, but the gaoler {unnamed} refused ro take any letters and
threw them back into the room. The following is the undelivered letter from
which Lanvon quoted in his letrer to Brice
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To Mr. George Glanvill, tram the Dark-house, 3 Aug

Worthy Sir,

After our manv letrers finding no relief during our long confinemenr, but
having the irons off ane leg, we hope vour severity witl cease, and thar vou
will cast an ¢ve of compassion on us, considering we are Christians and not
infidels, and release us from those intolerable burdens vou have been pleased 1o
lav on us. Mr. Langley, in High Gaol, does nor wear irons, as vou are pleased
ro make us do, bur has the bencfic ot open air, and though a condemned
criminal by far more of the Christian part v all his trearmenes than we
recerve.” Had we been guilny of any fact we would not open our mouths for
any favour at vour hands. but as we neither broke prison, nor atempred it
i any wise, nor had any tools. weapons, materials or ammunition found on
us 1o canse any suspicion, how have we merited this ¢ruel pumishment? Had
either of us abosed vou or family or agents or done anvehing ro disoblige vou.
we should readily heg pardon for it In our last Hetrer] we entreated the small
favour of having the board before the hole in the door taken away, which the
prisoners formerly in this place had the advantage of by aking in anv small
matter they wanted, as a pint of ale ar milk, though vou are sensible a larger
thing than a pint will not come in, ver vou pleased to take no notice of ir.
And if ar any time we have any ale ar eder we are sure 1o have che very worst
tap in House, often times not fir for the use of man, although we pay 4d per
gnart. We are almosr crippled with violent pains in our limhs and hones by
laving on the floor, our beds quite rorten. and no hedsiead permitted us ax
our own cost. i vou are not pleased ro release us out of this misery bur are
resolved we shalt fall a sacrifice ro vour resenrment, we beseech vou o give us
a more generous and quick dispateh, and not ler vs lie gasping and suffering

a lingering death in our own filth and nasoness. Which s the defence of

vour poor niserable prisoners, Charles Lanyvon and John Maddick. We have
desired Nr. Brice. in pure commiseration to insert this account in his Journal,
thar the world mav be made sensibte of our sufferings: and that as winter t5
coming on, such a confinement must put a period o our lives, our bodies
being so weak that it's impossible we can bear much more. 1 we die in chis
condition, we lav our deaths on Mre Glanville, and desire the gentlemen of

the Jury who shall sit on our bodies to rake note of it

George Glanvill took exception o the publicarion of Lanvon's Jerters and
took Brice before the Justices,

whereas Andrew Brice, of the Ciry of Exon. printer, hath in several of his
Weeklv Journals, reflecred on and abused Mr. George Glanvill, Keeper of the
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Sherisfs Ward for the County of Devon, in a very vile and notorious manncr.
and as the said reflections consist of noching bur hes and forgeries highly
prejudicial 1o his character, Mr. Glanvill has already prosecuted him for vhe
same ar Common Law, and designs to proceed in alf other coures thar will

admit of anv prosecution.”

Brice answered the charges by pointing our thar the name of Glanvill
was printed tn the letters themselves, and that he himself did not name the
zaoler, neither did he specifically name St Thomas as being in Excter. He
stated chat Glanvill was cringed 1o and worshipped by poor captives through
fear. He questioned whether *anv man should be torrured and racked and not
be allowed o groan, or shall the dagger penetrate his breast and he not cry
out murder!” He also asked whether 1t was a criminal act o relate rrue facts
thowever unpopular). With regard to the accusation that he had printed lies
and forgeries Brice asks whether men were truly incarcerated 1n ‘the hellish
cavern’ and had anvone seen them “in open salubrious air’ for the last nine
months. He suggested thar the gaoler treated his dogs far better than ‘these
men, these Christians’. Brice then proceeded 1o describe how he proved all
Lanvon's claims to be true through the means of disguise and by greasing a
few palms. With some trusty triends he had gained admission

into the dismal confines, and by light of candle, which we bv straragem
procured. viewed as melancholv a scene as ever my eyes were grieved with,
where every object they encountered bore the image of desoladiaon and
despair. Horrible! Most horribie! We conched their wrerched woven lirter, for
can give the mar no berrer name. and it broke off short and crumbled and
mouldered in our hands; which not ene, among the numbers which essaved it.

could afrerwards suffer within one vard of their noses.

Brice and his companions remained until the noxious fumes gave them head-
aches, and all agreed thar all that he had printed on behalf of Lanvon was
strict and sacred truth'. Brice contended that if the keeper acted towards
his prisoners in an unnecessary way, the consequence of which could lead 0
disease and death, then that man was no herter than a murderer. Flis final
reply to Glanvill's charges was to ask 1f it was not cevery person’s duty to
prevent actions which could lead to murder.'

A week later Brice wrote in us newspaper that the magistrates and legal
officers claimed thar Lanvon had endeavoured to escape from custody, there-
fore his ferters were justified. To which assertion he replied that Lanvon had
complained of his fetters as ‘an unjust grievance” and surely it was as easy 1o
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fetrer him above ground in a lighe and airy room tacher than burving him
alive to rot and dic from disease.”

Four wecks later Brice continued his criticism of debtors’ conditions at St
Thomas, declaring that the law treated the prisoners worse than felons and
murderers, Charles Lanvon was described as a man who unti] recently had
been prosperous, well-bred, of good sense, respected and loved, and careful
in business. The unfortunate prisoner was suddenly reduced by Closs and
avoidless accidents’, and far away from his friends. However he did not drown
his sorrows in drink, but lived in the prisan as frugally as possible to ease his
conscience, to regain his liberty and repav his creditors. Was this brutality
the reward for virtue, Brice asked his readers? Relving on their ‘Christian
generosity’, he suggested that £100 would be enongh money to give Lanvon
his libertv.™ There 1s no evidence that this money was forthcoming.

Two vears after Charles Lanvon had first been incarcerated in the Sheriff's
Ward at $c Thomas, and seventeen months since he was confined in the Dark-
house, the following letter (dated T July 1728) was receved by Andrew Brice,
which he printed and distributed over a large part ot Devon.

Dear Sir, — rhis comes ro advise vou that | have my liberty and the srons off
last Sarurday; bur vesterdayv T came forth into the room nexe the Dark-house,
having the liberry of that room and the ceflar, bur no farther as ver, But hope
in a hirtle while to obrain the liberty the rest of my hrother sufferers enjov. 1
wrore Mr. Glanvill a lerter last Friday advising him, | had reccived a message
fromm madam . . . of Exon {who had some ralk with him when the Sheriff was
in rown} and that he was pleased to tell her | might come our if T would: 1
wrote him likewise, 1 never received his order for so doing, if { had T should
readily have rerurned him a letter of thanks, But if he was so pleased as to
grant me such liberty as he should think most proper, and take off the irons,
[ should take 1t as a favour; which he readily granted, and | returned him a
letter of thanks, which Mr. Glanvill and wife said, when they had received
i, was very handsome of me. And T am sure, ler chem speak the generous
part of mie, thev never found nor saw 1o the contrary by me. T hope they will
remember for thar rime 1o come not to serve others as [ have been served. |
find myvself very weak and fainr, but 1 hope n God, T shall recover strength
by degrees. 1 remain. with my hearty service to vour good self and spouse,

Charles Lanvon."’

Aparrt from the disclosure of the brutal treatment handed out 1o debrors, these
lecters reveal something of the regime the prisoners experienced. Lamvon's
obsequious address to his gaoler highlights the fact that his survival depended
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upon demeaning himself to a lesser man. The appalling svstem ensured that
gaolers and their staft received no salary or wages, but were dependent on
extracting as much money as possible out of the prisoners in order to earn
their own liwving. They ruled supreme in a brutal institution which those
in authority were cither ignorant of, or disinterested in. Lanvan repeatedly
highlighred the fact that debrors were treated with far morc crucly than
convicted felons, and not only the debrors rhemselves, but also therr wives
and children.

There are several instances of corruption amongst the staff of the prison,
apart from that reparted by Lanvon. In 1727 a perition was sent to the Justices
trom the poor prisoners of the Ward humbly begging

that the charity of well-disposed persons sent to them for the future be seen
distribured by the party who brings it (to whom there will be delivered a list
of names of the most miserable objects). Some of the Gaol agents encrusred
wirh thar office having very frequently defrauded them.™

This corruption continued unul the 17705 when a system of appointing
saolers with a salary was instituted and, through various Acts of Parhament,
atrempts were made to improve the conditions within the Sheriff's Ward.!” An
Act of Parliament in 1773 attempred o improve the condinions mn debrors’
prisons with the tollowing rules:

Persons acquitted or discharged upon Proclamarion for want of Prosceution
shall be discharged immediacely, in apen Court, and without fee: the walls
and ceilings of cells in Gaols shall be seraped and white-washed once in the
vear at Jeast; che cells shall be kepe ¢lean; the cells shall be provided wich
fresh air by ventilators or otherwise; there shall be rwo rooms set astde for the
sick; a warm and cold bath or bathing tubs shall be provided; this Acc shall
he hung up in the Gaol: a surgeon or apothecary shall be appotnred with a

salarv.’

A return sent by the Keeper to the Jusnces ot the Peace in Exeter in 1789
shows that only a few of the recommendations were being umposed.!”

Even sixty vears after Lanvon’s experiences the inhumanc treatmient
of prisoners continued, as was demonstrated in 1786 when John Jursum,
Keeper of the Sheriff's Ward was brought before the Justices, together with
the Turnkeyv and five late prisoners for debt, charged with ‘unlawful riorous
assembly and assault’ on Benjamin Shaw, a prisoner. They were accosed of
‘putting and throwing great quantities of human excrement and other filth
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over his face and other parts of him, and putting him into a tub tilled with
urine to the depth of three feet, foraibly holding him in tor five minutes”. Ir s
not disclosed what Shaw had donc to meric such treatment, but at Jeast the
assault was brought before the Justices and the public could judge the brural
hehaviour of the prison keepers.™

Although derails of Charles Lanvon’s family can be traced in parish
registers, the nature of his business, or to whom he was indebted, have ver
ta be revealed.-' Since he was imprisoned in Devan County Debtors” Prison
one musr assume that his debt had been mcurred 1n the County of Devon. It
seems probable thac his business was concerned with the sea, possibly with
the fishing indusiry, as he states that his business was in Newlyn. if this is
the case his enterprises must have had a connection with one of the Devon
ports where he incurred his debt. Andrew Brice’s support of Charles Lanyon
through the publicarion ot his letters was important n thar he drew the
attention of his readers to the injustice of the laws against debrors, revealing
the ease and impunity wich which the gaol keepers were able to abuse ther
positions. However, penal reform was slow and conditions ar the Sherift's
Ward did not improve significantly during the eighteenth cencury, as this
article has demonstrated.

NOTES

Act of Parliament 1719720 (Geo 1.

London Gazetre, 7 June 1729

Andrew Brice was the apprentice of Joseph Bliss, the printer and publisher of
the Exeter Post Bov. He ran away from his master in 1715 and by 1720 had
sce up his own newspaper. first known as The Postmasier, later Brices Weckfy
Joreraal,

Ritee's Weelkly fournal, § September 1727

DHC, 27 Box 4. On 24 January 1724 Adrian Swete, Esq.. the Sherift of Devon,
appointed George Glanvill keeper of the Sheriffs Ward ar St Thamas for the

e 1 —

v

paviment to him of £20. Glanvill was granted the right to all the fees. sewards,
gratuities and advanrages of the prisoners” ward as was customary.
6. Edward Holwell, gentleman of Woodbury; Roger Edgecombe, mercer of
Holsworehy.
Brice's Weelh Journal, % Seprember 1727,
8. John Maddick, veoman of Brixham.
Brice's Weehly Janrsaf, 10 Julv 1727,
10. Nathantel Langley had been convicted of murder in 1727, bur since Judge
Hale was snconvinced by the prosecutor’s evidence, he refused to sanction
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the exccurton. Langley fanguished in the High Gaol untd Aprit 1728, when he
received a pardon.

Brice’s Weekh Jaurnal, § Seprember 1727,

Brice's Weskly Journal, 17 November 1727

Brice's Weakly Journal, 24 November 1727

Biices Woekly Jowrnal, 22 December 1727

Brices Weekly fonurnal 19 July 1728,

DHC, QS bundles 1727« petition to the Justices of the Peace.

Act of Parliament, 17584 (24 Geo 111 ¢34},

Act of Parliament. 1772/73 (13 Gen 111) for the improvement of the condinions
in debrors” prisons

At rhe Quarter Sessions of ¥ October 1789 John Jursum, as Keeper of the
Sheriff’s Ward was obliged o swear before the Justices how the Debrors” Gaol
conformed to the provisions in the various Aces aof Parbament. The Gaol did
conform to the clauses of the early Acts hur the answers aiven ro che tater laws
are mteresung. jursum stated that there was no clergyman appointed for the
Sheriff's Ward. With regard o cleanliness he confessed thar though the inside
of the prison was washed ance a vear, the ocutside walls had nor been white-
washed for a great number of vears: each room had window casements for fresh
air. Though the Act required that there should be bathing facilities for prisoners
there were none prepared v the Sheriffs Ward, Wich regard to rhe sick, he
informed the justices thar if debrors were i1l chey were placed in the hess manner
they could arrange as rhere were no spare rooms for the purposc: nor was there
a surgeon or apothecary appointed for the Gaaol.

DHC. QS bundles 308, 1 June 1786. The eighreenth-century philanchroprst John
Howard repareed on the disrressing conditions in eightecnthecentury prisons
during this periad, see John Howadd, The State of the Prisons in Eaghoind and
Wales: With Prefiminary Observations, and An Account of Some Fareien
Pirrsons and Hospitals, vol.b (London, Warrington: T. Cadell, 1784, Scevon 1,
<http://hooks.google.co.ukss accessed 18 July 2014; Randall McGowan, 'The
Well-Ordered Prison: England [780-1S43", in Norval Morris and David .
Rothman, eds, The Oxford History of the Prison: The Practice of Punishwient
i1 Western Society {(New York, Oxford: Oxtord Universioy Press, 19981

DHC, printed Parish Registers of Fabmouth and Penzance. In 1709 Charles
sarried Grace Berteau who died 10 1714 having produced two children (one
born in Falmourh and the second in Penzancel. He remarried a woman called
Elizabeth, and they had three children, the first two haposed at Paul and the tast
at Falmouth. Charles Lanvon died inresrate 1n 1748 back i Falmourh, where
Elizabeth dicd five vears later. Their lasr child was born m {723, betare his
IpCarceranon.
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Gillian Selley moved ro Woodbury in 1891, and attended the two-vear Local
and Regional History Course at the University of Excter m 1994, Duning
the same vear she founded the Woodbury Local History Society, Her main
interest and research has been the history of the parish of Woodbury, but she
has also wrirten several articles on a variety of subjects unrelated to her own
parish.



The Deren Historian, vol. 83, 1014

Napoleon in Plymouth Sound

QUENTIN BOND SPEAR

Plymouth at the start of 1815 would have been busy scrvicing the Navy on
a war footing with France, but would face a downturn in this trade later in
the year when the Napoleonic Wars came to an end. The arrival of Napoleon
Bonaparte in Plymouth Sound as a prisoner on board the third rate ship HMS
Bellevophon (74 gun} was the high point of the yvear and long remembered.

In 1814 Napoleon escaped his exile in Elba and artempted to rebuild his
Republican ambitions in what has been named the *100 days' that ended in
the French defear at the bartle of Waterloo on 18 June 1815, He escaped the
battle and returned to Paris where he abdicated his position as Emperor and
headed west, arriving in Rocheforc on 2 July 1815, Six davs later he sailed
from Fouras across to lle d’Ajx, in an attempt to escape by sea to the United
States of Awmerica. However, the Roval Navy was blockading the coast and
had a squadron of ships patrolling the Basque Roads, off the entrances to
Rochefort. When Napoleon was denied permission to leave on a French frigate
which was anchored off lle d*Aix, he agreed to surrender to Caprain Frederick
Maicland, captain of the Bellerophon, on 15 Julv 1815 and so deparred from
France." Napoleon had hopes of being allowed to settle in England following
his abdicarion and wrote a letier ro the Prince Regent requesting this.

The Bellerophon satled for England and anchored in Torbay, Devon, at
8§ a.m. on Mondayv 24 July 1815, where First Lieutenant of the Superb went by
post chaise to the Admiralty in London with despatches from the blockading
fleet’s Admiral Hotham. Captain Maitland received orders to stay anchored
but not allow any wisitors on board unnl further notice.” At this stage the
locals were unaware that the ship housed an illustrious prisoner, although
they observed that the normal purchasing of tresh bread did not occur and
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boatmen."” Napoleon noticed that an artist was skerching him and held his
pose for some time, later allowing some of his clothing to be taken ashore
so that Eastlake could get the dress and colours correct. This painting shows
Napoleon at the head of the gangway with a distant view and his officers
behind him. A marine stands guard to his right and a sailor is placed down
the gangway. He painted two portraits, the larger of which was purchased by
five Plymouth businessmen for 1000 guineas.™ It was mitally exhibited at the
Picture Gallery, Frankfort Place, Plymouth from 23 December 1815 at one
shilling admission and later at 236 Piccadilly, London, to great acclatm.’® Iris
currently part of the National Maritime Museum Collection.™

Evewitness accounts are remarkably consistent in their description of
Napoleon. A Roval Marme officer, Major Dyer recorded his outing on
Monday 31 July in his diary:

We went off in ve Myrmidon BRoats with Lieur Jenkins to sec Bounaparre
and fortunately got a very good view of him. He came to the gangway and
stood wirh his hat off for a considerable time, and afrerwards ar the Stern
windows, this was about 51x oclock i the evening, the sea was beautifully
smooth, which was covered with boats & so crowded near the ship, thar ve
penple appeared as tho’ standing on the shore. He wore a Blue, or as some
thought a very dark bottle green coar with red collar & cuffs, burtaned close
up ro the throae, the coat was curt off very much from the frant, in ve French
fashion, showing a great deal of the waistcoat. He had on white pantaloons
or trousers — he looked frequentdy through an opera glass at ve people. He has
a high and wide forchead, the hair chin at the top and back part of the head,
and of a dark colour, there appeared 1o be a fullness about the evebrows and
the cves sunk in ve head & small, and appeared to be grey. his neck 1s shorr,
he has a wide chest & had the appearance of a strong man, with an upright
Malitary Air. He had small burrons on his coac with two Gold Epaulets and a
Silver Star on his left breast, his whole appearance was of 2 man in full flesh-
inclining to faf. His countenance of a sallow tinge and a fixed steady look,
His face round. chin projecring & thin fips.®

The news of Napoleon's surrender on 15 July 1815 had becn reported in the
Sunday papers on 23 July, so the news his arrival in Plymouth spread rapidlv
through the Country.” It was noted in Plymouth that excitemnent increased
daily and visitors arrived from North Devon, Carnwall and Dorser, with all
possible speed.' Visitors also travelled down from London expressly to catch
a glimpse of him.* This sense of a special occasion was remembered in my
family’s oral history — my mocher’s grandfather told her that his grandmother
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The tollowing day Lord Keith and Sir Henry Bunbury informed Napoleon
of their governments decision to send him to St Helena. Napoleon's protests
concerning the legahity of che decision feli on deat ears, despite an emotive
plea being delivered in writing to Admiral Hotham in which he stated:

I appeal to Historv: it will sav chat an enemy. whe tor rwenty vears waged
war against the English people, came voluntarily, in his misforrunes, o seck
an asvlum under therr laws, What more britliant proot could he give of his
esteem and his confidence? Bur whar return did Fngland make for so much
magnanimitv? Thev feiencd ro stretch foreh a friendiv hand e thar eneme:

and when he delivered himself up in good faith, they sacrificed him.”

A convoy was organised ro take Napoleon to 5t Helena. The government
was apprehensive about the crowd’s tnterest in Napoleon, tuelled by the ex-
tensive press coverage, and thev were concerned thar he might try to escape.
Although Plvmouth had supported the government in the past, putting on

*and had

an claborare procession in 1810 to ¢clebrate George Il1s Jubilee®
previoush had burnt an effigv of Napoleon on the Hoe, = Napolcon was now
an object of excitement and curiosite. Not surprisingly the government was
concerned that this could result in a rise in support for republicanism. [t
was recorded that whilst on Napolcon’s arrival the crowds were silent but
waving their hats in the airv when warching him, but by the end of the week
they were cheering him to show support for his position against the govern-
ment view. ™

The government had been canghr ourt by Napoleon surrendering to a naval
caprain without terms of surrender being dictated by government negotiation.
Was he a ‘prisoner of war’? His ranik as general was recognised bur not his
former utle of emperor, as after the 1814 peace treaey Louis XV was restored
as king of France and his government recognised. Having been detained, who
should be responsibie for holding him — Britain, France, Russia, Prussia or
Austria and what were his legal rights? This question still resonares down 1o
us today in the legaliny of ‘excraordinary rendition”.” One aspecr of the case
that did help the government was that by being confined to Belleraphon and
not allewed to scr foor on fand, he was under rhe jurisdiction of the Admiraley
Court, which was coequal with other branches of judiciary, They were able
to obstruct a High Court Constable from serving a writ of habeas corpus on
Lord Keith, as the responsible person in charge of Napolean, by warning Lord
Keith of the situation. He then had three davs being chased by the Constable
from house to ship 1o shore, before sailing out 10 sea on Promethens and
eventually ordering Bellerophon 1o follow. If Napoleon had been allowed to
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land and state his casce, there were fears that he would be granted asylum and
that if he bad the chance to speak to the Prince Regent, a country estate might
be offered as well 3=

To prevent problems arising before Napoleon was safely transferred,
orders were issued in London on August 3 for Bellerophon to zail ourside the
Sound and she left on Friday 4 August 1815 at 9.30 a.m. Sighting the convoy
on Sunday evening. she rerurned to Torbay. On Monday 7 August Napoleon
was transferred ro Narthumberland and the tollowing dav set off in a convov
for St Helena. The convoy was joined by Havannah from Plymouth, the boat
Major Dyver’s son George had requested 1o serve on as a [ieutenant, and he
was no doubt pleased to be on a commissioned ship as the return to peace
would sce ships being paid off.

Many thousands of peopie tried to carch a glimpse of Napoleon following
his arrival at Plvmourh on the Bellerophon, and the memory of Napoleon's
brief sojourn in Plymouth lived on in popular legend to become an important
aspect of the city’s history. Indeed, the enigma of Napoleon is a subjeet which
continues to generate much interest. In 1351, Mr Walter Prideaux, a London
based businessman, was in Paris at a bosiness dinner when talk turned 1o
Napoleon. He was pleascd to record that the onlv man present who had set
eves on Napoleon was an Englishman, even though his hosts had served with
scveral notable Generals.” Prideaux had lived in Plymouth at the nme of
Napoleons visit, although he was only ten vears old at the time. & window
recording the legendary event was placed in the Plymouch Guildhall (opened
in 1874)," bur later destroved in the Blitz ot 1941, Howcever Burrow Lodge
in Plvmstock, built in 1835 by Dy George Bellamy (Mavor of Plvmouth 1811-
2}, remains an existing link to the Napoleonic era.”” Bellamy, who had been
surgeon on Belleropbon in 1798 ar the Batte of the Nile, obtained umber
from the Bellerophon to build his house just before the ship was towed 1o
Rotrherhithe to be broken up.’* The ship was being returned ro the Navy afrer
cight vears anchored in the Hamoaze, functioning as the prison hulk Captivity,
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Early Victorian Farming on the Culm:
Using the Tithe Survey to Examine
Patterns of Land-Holding and Tenure

JOHN BRADBEER

Introducrion

The origins of this project lie in an interest in the past fand-use of fields in
culm grassland nature reserves now owned by the Devon Wildlife Trust,
An obvious source was the Tithe Survev of ¢, 18371841, This interest has
widened into a more comparative study including specific fields on nature
reserves bur also of farm-holdings and the wider landscape across selected
parishes on the Culm Measuares, principally in north-west Devon.

The Culm Measures, are of Carboniferons age and comprise a series of
sandstones, siltscones and shales with occasional lenses of limestone and culm
—a powdery form of anthracite. They lie across northern central Devon from
Marsland Mouth on the Cormish border to just cast and north of Hacherleigh
and form the basal geology of about a4 quarter of the county. While writers
like Willlam Marshall and Charles Vancouver recognised culm country as a
distinct region, in practice both tended ro regard it as verv akin in agriculeural
terms o that part of north Devon underlam by rocks ot Devenian age.' In
more recent times, Truman while recagnising the disemcriveness of che culm,
telc thac 1t was probably the least attractive part of che county, although party
redeemed by the splendour of the Atlantic coast from Marsland Mouth to
Hartland Point and the more intimate heaury of the area around Clovellv.”
Use of terms like culm countryv were leginimarted with the adoption of name for
one ot the Natonal Character Areas, oniginally developed by the Countryside
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Commission and now promored by Nartural England.” Among ecologists
the term culm grassland has become popular since the 1980s to describe
the wet grassland dominated by purple moor-grass (Molinia caerides) and
with gorse {Ulex spp) and soft rush (Jusncus effusus) as prominent companion
species. Many other species have a particular liking for ¢he culm and thus the
Narnional Vegetation Classiticanion indicates that cubm grassland s really a
series of vegeration types. However, the fact that abour eighty pev cont of culm
grassland has been lost since ¢.1930 has made it a prime rarget for acquisition
and management as nature reserves since the lare 1980s.

Culm country is characterised by a gently undulating platean, usualiy
between 1350 and 200 metres above sea level, with numerous small vallevs
and two major rivers, the Taw in the cast and the Torridge in rhe west, both
more deeply incised into the platcau. Where the gentlest slopes and plateau
tops coincide with outcrops of shale and siltstones, soils are often very heavy
and poorly dramned and have given rise to the classic culm grassland. On
moderate slopes, soils can often be well drained and suitable for most forms
of agriculture, In the vallev bottoms there are thicker soils of alluvial origin
and these may be exploited for agriculture where drainage s good, but where
drainage is poor they become low-grade, rush infested pasture. Bath Marshal
and Vancouver commented upon the potential and the poverty of agriculture
on the culm.

In the twentieth century culm country was usually regarded as an
agricultural problem area. In a classic of English rural sociology, William
Margan Williams described his composite, anonymous parish ‘Ashworthy’
as having hoth well-established farms in local families for many generations
and difficolt farms which were rarely held by farmers for more than a few
vears and which had a succession of owners or tenants, often from outside
Devon.? The problems of culm farms also attracted much attention in the
1950% from the Department of Agricubrural Economics of what was then
the University College of the South-West in Execer and perbaps the best of the
many previovsly unpublished reports was finally published in 2011 .°

This study has the principal aim of examiming farming, land-use and
landscape ar the start of the Victorian penod by using the Tirhe Survey,
An opportunistic sample of seventeen parishes has been drawn from across
the Culm Measures in the modern District Council Areas of North Devon
and Torridge. These are shown in Figure 1. The sample comprises most, but
not all, of the parishes where the Devon Wildlife Trust has culm grassland
reserves, along wich some neighbouring parishes and a few others of interest.
There is no reason to assume that these seventeen parishes are atvpical of culm
country, although, as will become apparent, each has a certain distinerive
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Figure 1. The Location of the Sample Parishes.

character of its own. This paper deals with rhe data source used and discusscs
the patterns of land-ownership and occupancy in the sample parishes,

The Tithe Survey as a data source

In 1836 the Tithe Commutation Act was passed and render of tithe in kind was
to be replaced by monetary pavments. To this end, survevs were made of most
parishes to determine land ownership and land-use so that the tithe pavment
could be calculated. In Devon, virtually all the parishes were surveved,
principally berween 1837 and 1841. Hiscornians and historical geographers
have long made use of the Tithe Survevs. Hugh Prince discussed the potential
thar lav in the Tithe Survey and before him, H. C. Darby, in a disquisition
on the methodology of historical geography, noted that Domesday Book
and the Tirhe Survey were two fixed paints in what would now be called a
synchronous approach to historical geograph.” Moast of the survevors were
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local men, although not from the parishes to be surveved.” Parliament had
laid down the conventions to be emploved but some survevors ook it upon
themselves ro refine the land-use categories and to imply sub-divisions by the
descripnions they used. However, nor all did this and. i any case, there is no
record of the criteria they mav have used to distinguish, sav ordinary pasture
from coarse pasture. so analvsis has to proceed ac the aggregate level,

The Tithe Survey comprised two elements, a large scale plan of the parish
with each parcel of land marked and numbered, rthe Tithe Map, and a listing
of all parcels, their land-owner, present occupier, field name, current fand-use
and area {in acres, rods and perches), the Tithe Apportionment. The usual
ordering in the Apportionment is alphabeticathy by land-owner. The land-uses
required to be recorded were arable, meadow, pasture, gardens, orchards,
woodland, butldings and waste.

Deven Heritage Centre has made most of the Tithe Appartonments
accessible as pdf documents available for down-loading. These are digiral
copies of originals held in The National Archives.” These have been used in
compiling the basic data set for this studv. A few Tiche Maps have also been
scanned bur most are only accessible either as originals or as micro-fiche
copies in the North Devon Record Office. Manv of chese micro-fiche copies
are indistiner and transceriprion 1o base-maps of the Six Inch to the Mile Serices
of ¢.1890 has not been possible. As this study is focused more at the landscape
scaie than that of the individual farm, this is not a signiticant problem. For all
of the sample parishes, except Pancrasweek, the pdf files consulted have been
scanned copies of the original manuscript Apportionment. The pdf file for
Pancrasweek s a scanned copy of a later printed version, produced in 1901
far the Board of Agriculture.

The transcribed Apportionments were used 1o form the data base. Firsr,
all areas in the ongimal in acres, rods and perches; were converted to decimal
acres. so a small amount of rounding will have raken place. Secondly, all
properties which were exclusivelv house, garden and orchard were excluded
but all properties with any farmiand or woodland were included. Thus, the
final agriculrural arca of parishes does not tally exactly with the toral parish
arca in recorded in the Appornonment, nor that of the modern pansh. Of
the seventeen parishes in the sample. just Bulkworchy and Abbotsham have
experienced boundary changes since the 1840s. Six categories of land-use
were employed. Arable and meadow were generally self-apparent. Because of
the mconsistency with sub-divisions of pasture, pasture has been treated as a
single categorv. Gardens and orchards have been apgregated and it appears
that ‘gardens’ growing vegetables were sometimes recorded as arable. Houses,
farm and other buildings {(such as mills) and farm raads were combined with
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waste for a fifth cawegory. The final caregory 1s woodland, which includes
parcels variously described as copse, coppice, plantation and woodland as
well as a few withy beds. Some parcels were given two land-uses, such as
‘arable with furze'. In these cases. the first named land-use is emplaved for the
whole parcel.

Holdings

This term has been given to blocks of land recorded m the Tithe
Apportionment as a distinct entity. By the time of the Tithe Survevs, some
farms had been divided and the Apportionment sometimes records farms as,
for instance, "Lower Narracott’ and ‘Lower Narracott, part in East Puford,
or as in Welcombe where four holdings have the name “Upcott” and the fields
of these four clearly torm a coherent block. In some instances, the same land-
owner and occupier are recorded for two ar more parts and the tmplication
must be that the tenancies are disunct. In a few panshes. common land
survived and each common s treated as a holding. The holding is perhaps not
a crucial fearure and should be seen as a component in the patterns of land-
ownership and occupancy. The small sizc of a holding matters less per se than
the toral amount of land etther owned or accupied. Nonetheless, the numbers
of holdings per parish do show considerable variation (see Table 11

Table 1. Number of holdings and average size.

! Parish B | Numbcr of holdinas | Ascrage size (acres)
. Abbots Bickington 1 10 A
{ Abbotsham I ' L2673
| Alwington EE D
Bulkworthy (3 B EE
East Putford 24 L
Huish s )
{ Landcross - 8
Mariansleigh 136
Meshaw 20
Monkleigh 3
Newion St Petrock 1 2
Pancrasweek e
Romansleigh ' 2
Shegpwash P37 _ §
: Weare Giffard 132 ) dion _
Weleambe ; 33 32.09
! West Putford f43 3R.44
L TOTAL 534 3552

Sonrce: Calculated from Tiche Apportonments.
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[n the sample parishes there are some 354 holdings recorded with an
average size of 55.52 acres. Most parishes do have an average holding size
within the range of 40 to 75 acres. Floish is clearly a special case, being both
a small parish of some 980 acres of agricultural land and the seat ot Lord
Clinton at Heanton Sacchville, with its extensive park included wichin the
holding of Huish Barton. The coastal parishes of Abbotsham and Welcombe
stand out as having the smallest average holding size and clearly the processes
of farm division and fragmentation appear to have gone further in these
parishes than in others. Why this should be so is unclear and the concrast
with Alwington, the other coascal parish in the sample, is evident.

Land-owners

Table 2 shows thar there were a total of 211 Jand-owners in the sample
parishes. This figure actually overstates the number of individual ownerships,
as some owned land in mare chan one parish and for the wholc sample, there
were 163 land-ownerships, of which 13 were joint-ownerships. Most of the
land-owners are tairlv readily identified, especially those with “great esrates’
and a little more will be said about them later. Onlv twelve people held fand
in more than one parish and all bur one held land over {00 acres m total.

Table 2. Numbcr of land-owners by paristh.

Parish " Number of land- " Total agricuitural
DWTIETS ! arca {whale acres)

“Abhots Bickington | 3 ' 1045
i Abhotsham 23 1.724
| Alwington f12 I
Bulkworthy 10 1093
| East Putford 5 12349 B

Tuish 3 982

Landcross 3 34— ]

Martansleigh 12 1.943

is NIEXEE
| Monklei i S 1,964 '

Newton St Petrock 113 1,549 i
: Pancrasweek 121 11676 _
_Romansleigh 2 BN ERTE '

{ Sheepwash 14 1.437

Weare Gillard 3 1.341

Welcombe i29 .30y

West Putlord |23 2.513

TOTAL 217 30,757

Source: Calcufated from Tithe Apportionments.
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The broad pattern of land-ownership is shown in Figure 2 with land-
ownership displaved by size classes. The size classes 10<20 and 20<30 had
the most owners but there was a fairly even spread of owners among the other
size categories,

Numbers

Z Muembers

Figure 2. Land-ownership by «ize classes: all parishes.

Sorrce: Calenlated from Tithe Apportionments.
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Figure 3. Land-owncership and total agricuteural arca by parish.

Sonrce: Calcutared from Tithe Apportionments,
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Figure 3 uses che same data as in Table 2 and shows the general correlation
berween the number of land-owners and the roral agricultural area of each
parish. Some parishes stand out as exceprions to this general trend, in
parricular the coastal parishes of Abbotsham and Welcombe. In both parishes
the average size of land owned by individuals was well below that in all other
parishes. For the sample parishes as a whole, the average land-owner had
some 146 acres. Welcombe 1s also distinet in thar almost a third of 1ts Jand
owinters had land less than 3 acres in area.

Figure 2 shows rthat in the sample parishes there are twelve land-
ownerships with more than 600 acres and a turther four with between
400 and 600 acres. These owners are histed in Table 3. There are eleven
major fand-owners, with six of them having land in more than one parish,
The largest single land-owner was Lord Rolle with 3,355.46 acres in seven
parishes. Lord Rolle’s scat was at Stevenstone in St Giles-in-the-Wood, near
Grear Torrington, which s generally reflecred in the parishes where he was a
majar band-ouwner. The nexr largest land-owner was the Reverend John Pine-
Coffin, of Pordedge in Alwington parish. His total holding was onlv some
180 acres less than that of Lord Rolle, bur it lay in the two adjoining parishes
of Alwington and Monkleigh. The chird large land-owner was Lewis William
Buck {1784-1858} whose seat was at Daddon in Bideford and swho served as
Tory MP for Exeter 1826~1832 and for North Devon 1839-1857. He was Lord
of the Manar of Pancrasweek, which was reflected in his very considerable
ownership in the parish. Much of the Buck land subsequently passed into the
hands of the Stuclevs of Hartland Abbeyv. Lord Clinton of Heanton Satchville
in Huish parish was another major land-owner and his Lordship of the
Manor of Sheepwash was also reflected in a major land-ownership there as
it was for Richard Preston as Lord of the Manor of Meshaw. Reverend John
Moore Stevens was archdeacon of Exeter 1820-18635 and was the major land-
owner in Bulkworthy parish. Given the fragmencation of land-ownership in
Abbotsham parish, it is perhaps noteworthy that Robert Studley Vidal with
some 448 acres in that parish was also onc of the larger land-owners in the
sample parishes.

A problem with a geographically non-conniguous sample of parishes
is that it can obscure the extent of ‘grear cstates’. Of the 51 ownerships of
land n excess of 150 acres in the sample, 10 were recorded as land-owners
in neighbouring parishes in 1850." Of the tand-owners with a thousand acres,
Lord Rolle had land in three neighbouring parishes. Lord Clinton land in
four, and the Reverend John Pine-Coffin and Lewis William Buck in one. Earl
Stanhope, with just over 282 acres was listed as a major land-owner in three
neighbouring parishes. The sample probably significanty undercstimates
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the total land-holding of Reverend John Moore Stevens, as he held land in a

further tour neighbouring parishes and his wife, a small land-owner in the

sample

of which also concained her husband’s land.

, with 34,92 acres, also had land in three neighbouring parishes, two

Table 3. Major land-owners.
i Land owncr Parish Total Iand—hold'i"ng (acres)
i Sir Thomas Acland Romansieizh 160994 }
[Tawis William Buck Abbotsham 099
-| Newton StPetrock 37408 ]
i | Pancrasweck | 1704.87
; Welcombe 283.19
i N I Teral: 242313
. Lord Clinton [Huish o | 678.30
-” { Sheepwash | 83754
: [ Weleombe £ 50.27 I
| Tatal:1.586.11
Sir Humphrey Davie Maransleigh 1.530.02 ;
fohn Davman Fast "utford 404.49 i
West Putford 37.28
Towl #4177
| Earl Fonescue Weare GifTard 89618 L
Lord Rolle Abbots Bickington 793 .88
Buikworthy 60.37 i
East Putford 847.08 o L
Jandeross 31332 -
{ Romansleigh 626.83
IWeareGiffard 127796
i Weat Putford 434.02
L ; Total: 3,355.46
" Rev John Pine-Coffin Alwinglon N i 1.605.23
' Monkleigh L i 1.560.85
o I Total:3166.08
Richard Preston Meshaw . je6$908
Rev John Moore Stevens | l‘:)){.lﬁ(:\\mih‘- T ._-H‘{ 32 ;
Newton 5t Petrock 163 71
\West Putford “10.01
o _ FTotal 62224
Roberi Studley Vidal Abbotsham 48845

Saeree: Calewlaced from Tithe Apportionments

Only fourteen of the land-owners (6.6 per centl m the sample parishes

were women and they held just

2.8 per cent of the agricultoral fand. The

average stze of their land-ownership was §9.08 acres, which compares fairly

well with that overall. What is significant, however, is the fact that the largest
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land-ownership by a woman was 191.05 acres held by Charlotte Hodgson m
Romaunsleigh parish. Just two other women owned more than one hundred
acres of land, Mrs Barry' with some 130 acres in East Putford, and Mary Ann
Saltren, with some 105 acres in Monkleigh. The smallest land-ownership by
a woman, and one of the smallest overall was the 0.53 acres of part of Claws
in Abbotsham owned by Rachel Stone. Higher Thorndown in Romansleigh
parish, a farm of 67.70 acres was owned by Agnes Carter as trustee for Ann
Cheldon and nearby in Meshaw parish, the 20.85 acres of Peck’s Tenement
was owned by Sarah Torringron. Harriet Eastmond, Ann loosemorce and
Maria Pyncombe. Withour biographical study it is impossible to establish the
relationships, if any, among these four women.

Occupiers

These are the people who held tenancies or leases and actoally worked rhe
Jand. As will become apparent, manyv occupiers had more than one holding
and scveral were also tenants of more than one land-lord, or combined
tenancics with holdings they owned. Table 4 shows the number of occupiers
per pansh and the average size of occupancy in each parish. There are more
occupiers than land-owners and in consequence, the average occupancy ar
some 87 acres is Jower than that for the land-owners. The fragmencation 1n
land-holding alrcady noted for Abbotsham and Welcombe is also seen here in
the small average arca of land occupied. Landcross is perhaps a special case
in thar it is the smallest of the parishes in the sample and a little over a half
of the agricultural acreage falls in one holding, Pillmouth, held by John Ford
from Mary Ann Salteen, herself holding a lease on the land from Lord Rolle.
The very large size of the average occupancy in Abbots Bickington retlects the
lands of Thomas Reed, who was in occupancy of more than three quarters
of the parish. Thomas Reed had 820.97 acres, 182.31 acres in his own right
and 2 further 638.36 acres held from Lord Rolle.!! Lord Rolle’s other renant
m Abbots Bickington was Daniel Petherick with 155.32 acres and the thurd
occupier in the parish was John Lewis with 66.52 acres.

The area of land held by cach occupier is show in Figure 4. Tt can be seen
that che distribution is bimodal, with peaks in the 10<20 acres and 150<200
acres classes and a fairly even distribution among the other classes up to
250 acres. The two peaks in the distribution were also found in most of the
individual parishes, atthough Abbots Bickington has already been identificd
as a somewhat anomalous case. Welcombe had twelve of its thirty-three
occupiers with less than 5 acres. Many occupiers have more than one holding
and often they were tenants of more than one land-owner. Other accupiers are



Early Victorun Fanming on the Culmi 69

Table 4. Number of occupiers by parish.

| Parish Number of occuplers | Average area of tand

5' o occupicd

i Ahbols Bickington | 4 260.68

{ Abbotsham 29 59.46

L Alwington 29 §7.08

| Bulkworthy 10 | 10927
East Putford 17 138.18 ]
Huish 3 196.35 ]
Landcross 8 40.44
Manansleigh 23 77.71

L}1c&ha\\-' . ]1n 95.52

' Monkleigh 29 67.72

| Newton 51 Petrock i8 $6.06
Pancrasweek R} 96.72 |
Romansleish | 22 i12.45 |
Shezpwash 21 R7.47 |
Weare Giffard 20 | 67.04 j
Welcombe 33 51.54
West Putford 27 91.07

[TOTAL SE R £ YA ER

Somyee: Calealated from Tithe Appartionments.

simultaneously owner-occupiers and tenants. A good example is John Serjeant
in Alwington parish, who with some 200.80 acres, was onc of the larger
occupiers in the sample parishes. He owned Rollstone {84.61 acres) and held
Ford Moors (46.23) on lease from Lord Rolle and rented two smaller holdings
from Lord Rolle (Cross Parks, 12.41 acres and Wormsworthy 15.07 acres).
Serjeant also rented Gratton (19.28 acres) from William Bruton and Horsc
Parks (23,20 acres) from Anna Morrison and James Hammerr, who held this
on lease from Samuel Kekewich, William Frv in East Putford owned the 13.43
acres of Northcott’s Tenemenrt but then rented a furcher four holdings from
Lord Rolle, which ook the toral of che lands be occupied to 154.06 acres.
It would be wrong to assume that only the larger occupiers assembled their
fand from several owners. For instance, in Welcombe, William Saunders had
27.82 acres. He owned just a single field, North Meadow at 1.55 acres, and
rented from three different land-owners, the 23.22 acres of Mead 1'° from
John Ashton and single fields of 4.21 acres and 0.39 acres from John Gav and
John Walter respeceively,

Eleven men occupicd more than 230 acres of land. Thev are shown in
Table 5. Ir can be seen that Lord Clinton, Reverend Jolin Pinc-Coffin, William
and George Toms and Thomas Reed were owner-occupiers and in the case of
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Fipure 4. Land-occupancy by size classes: all parishes.

Stsirree: Caleulated from Tiche Apportionments.

Thomas Reed, his own lands were less than a quarter of the total he occupied.
Table 5 confirms the complex parterns of land-holding that prevailed. wich
five men having two land-lords and John Adams in Romanslagh having rhree
land-lords.

Only seventeen of the occupiers (4.8 per cent) were women and one
woman occupied land joindy with a man with a different second name 1o
hers. Even if this jointly held picce of land is included with that held only by
women, then women occupiers are less significant than women land-owners.
The average area of land occupied by women is 44.72 acres and thus little
aver a half of the figure for all occupiers. Figare 5 shows the distribution of
land occupred by women and while rhis also display a peak in the class 10<20
acres, there is no corresponding peak in the 1530<200 acre class. The largest
area occupied by a woman is the 248.11 acres of Jane Clement in Alwingron
parish who occupied Gilscott 1 (175.02 acres) and Hole (73.09 acres) both
guite substanuial holdings. Mary Andrews had Lower Narracorr in East
Puttord ar 130.16 acres bur no other woman accupied more than one hundred
acres of land. There were no women occupiers in 7 of the sample parishes
but in three parishes, Ahwvington, Mariansleigh and Romansiaigh, women
accounted for at least 10 per cent of the occupiers. [n Mariansleigh the four
women occupiers had only 1.6 per cent of the land and in Romansleigh, the
three women occupiers had 4 per cent of the land.
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Table 3. Occupicrs with morc than 250 acres of land.
i Occupier Parish [ Holding Land-owner Arca facres) |
[ John Adams Romansleigh | Whitchouse | Sir Thamas 129.02 |
! l Acland o o
|| Odam Lord Rolie 458.92 '
i {lease)
? Higher Thorndown | Agnes Carter 6770
: (trustee for \ ,
:; i Ann Cheldon | !
i' . TOTAL | 655.64 _‘
| John Andrews East Purford | Nutton Lord Rolie i 148.40
: Winslade { William Walter : 309.18 |
| . ; L TOTAL 357.58 j
William Burnard | Pancrasweek Pancraswike Barton | Lowis William | 375.70 '
A jBuck -
Kingford Parl 3 John Henry (7364
Kingford Part $ Hoare . 17.06 ]
| Sub-rotal 90,70 i
L E - N TOTAL 46640 i
Lord Clinton Huish Huish Barton Lord Clinton | 457.79 !
f Glebe Reverend John | 66.40
i o Knight
P ! TOTAL 524.19
Jokn Ford Alwington Knotty Comer William & 2446
_Tenement __| Charles Aruen o
Winscoft Bartan | 345 21
: . o | TOTAL 369.7
- Richard Lane e/ | West Pulford | Copplestones Charles Rowe | 47.28
al Holmans 5.94 )
| | Middle Down 19.97 ]
NewPak EXER—
| Oxenhams (2910
! Risdons 11.37
Stephens 8.60
: | Trenchers | 39.82
Wedficld 110.02
| TOTAL 271223
[ William | Bulkworthy ¢ Hankford Reverend John | 246.56 !
| Newcombe ; : Moore Stevens
| Randalis& Vallets | | 4049
TOTAL 287.06 o
Reverend John Alwinmon ‘ Portledge Barton 1| Reverend John | 335,33 |
! Pine-Cofiin i | “Sundrices’ i Pine-Coffin i 30.80 i
| [ ' TOTAL (33613 [

[
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i Occupier : Parish Holding Land-owncr Arca (acres)
{ Thomas Reed  ; Abbots _Culsworthy Thomas Reed [ 109.35
i Bickington Youldon | 72.96
| . Sub total 182 31
:' Bickington Barton | Lord Ralle 400.06
‘ North Place L LR
West Culsworthy 119.61
Yeallands 3844 i
Sub-total 638358 i
5 _ TOTAL 182097 :
Charles Snell ! Sheepwash Lord Clinton Newcourt 127047
William and ' Mardansleigh | Fastacott Williamand | 82.84
(reorge Toms Yeo & Oxen Moor | George Toms 214,94
TOTAL 1297.78
Thomas Welcombe Henalord 2 i Lewis William | 105.66
Warmimngton . Buck
_South Down Charles Carter | 28 62 i
Upeow?t | 167.81 _
Sub-tofal 196,43
{ o TOTAL 302.09
Sowrce: Calenlated from Tiche Apportionmenis.
Numbers
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Figure 5. Women as land-occupiers.

Source: Calculared from Tithe Apporuonments.
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Table 6 shows the number of owner-occupiers in the sample parishes. It
can be seen thar there were 80 owner-occupiers, or roughly a third of the
number of owners. Only Weare Giffard did not have any owner-occupiers,
and the lone owner-occupier of Landcross was the Reverend Philip Kelland
who held the glebe lands and had a mere 2.5 per cent of the land of the parish.
Huish is again exceprional in that its owner-occupier was Lord Clinton and
his seat, Heanton Satchville House, and Huish Barton, the home farm of
the estate, dominate this small parish. Welcombe and Abbotsham had the
most owner-occuplers, with cleven and ten respectively and where the owner-
occupters were 37.9 per cent and 43.3 per cent respectively of the number of
land-owners. However, six of Welcombe’s owner-occupiers held less than five
acres. In Abbotsham, the owner-occupiers held an average of 53.98 acres and
the smallest holding any beld was 12.52 acres. Just three women were owner-
occupiers and none held more than 25 acres.

Table 6. Owner-occupiers by parish.

Parish Number of owner- | Arca owner-occupied | % Parish farmland
occupiers i (acres) owner-occupied
Abbots Bickington i 182.31 s
Abbotsham 10 539.78 I |
Alwington 3 483.07 19.2 i
. Bulkworthy i e 232.44 e L
. East Puttord P4 429.335 183
CHuish il 457.79 46.6
. Landcross L] 8.23 25 ¥
;_ Marianslcigh 5 66722 343 5
| Meshaw r S15.17 L300
Monkleigh o 1158.03 KN
Newton St Petrock | 6 32259 P08 g
Pancrasweek 5 86.58 P24
Romansieigh 8 636.62 1257
Sheepwash 7 . 22725 ci24 ]
Weare Giffard 0 G 0 |
Welcombe 11 i 206.43 17.4
i West Putford g i 82613 32.9 ]
i Total 80 : 6,068.99 19.7

Seurce; Caleulated from Tiche Apportionments.

Figure 6 shows the distriburion of owner-occupier holdings by size. As
is seen in the distributions of occupiers and land-owners, there was a peak
in the size class 10 <20 acres. However, the secondary peak in the occupiers
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in the size classes 130 <200 and 200<250 acres was not found for owner-
occupiers but there was a relative gap in the distribution among what might bhe
termed the medium-large holdings of 70 to 100 acres. It must be remembered
that some of the owner-occupiers were also tenants and i many cases had as
much, if not more land held in this way as they owned.

Figure 6. Owner-occupiers by size of holding
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Discussion

Among many sssues disenssed by agriculeural historians abour nineteenth-
century farming are rhose concerning the tate of smaller farms and the degree
to which this reflected a more general shift rowards capitalist agriculture,
emploving hived labour, and away from the family farm.” It s bevond the
scope of this paper to explore craplovment patterns bur it is ¢lear that the
sample parishes, with an average farm size (area occupied by an individual)
of 8§87 acres were very much part of what Shaw-Tavlor” recogmsed as a
discontinuous zoune of medium-sized farms from Devon and Somerser and the
Welsh Borders to Lincolnshire, the North Riding of Yorkshire and Durham.
Although the accuracy of the 1851 Census regarding farming is in some doubt,
the geographical patterns displaved seem to be based in acrual facr as Grigg's
anatvsis of farm dara from the 18351 Census and subseguent Agricultural
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Rerurns shows.!"In 1831, the average size of farm in England and Wales was
114 acres.” Thus the sample parishes can be seen as fairly tvpical of Devon as
a whole but with marked variations, as figure 4 shows. Wirh roughly three-
quarters of farms under 20 acres m size, the sample parishes are more typical
of Shaw-Tavlor’s smail farm zone, while almost a fifth of farms were over
150 acres in size and typical of Shaw-Tavlor’s Jarge tarm zone. The 1851
Census figures for farm size show a range at the county scale fram 471 acres in
[ancashire to 251 acres in Northumberland.

Conclusions

The sample parishes show that most farming on the culm was undertaken
by men who were renant-farmers. The rvpical farmer had what by modern
standards wounld be regarded as little more than a small-holding and the
majority of farm enterprises at the time of the Tithe Survey were under 80
acres. Nonctheless, there were many farm enterprises of more than 150 acres,
which would he regarded as small, but viable holdings in modern times and
a few at more than 300 acres. Alchoogh this i3 ondv a sample, the role of
great estates is apparent, wich four individuals owning mare than 1,000 acres
and actually controlling a little over a third of the rotal agricultural area.
Women were not all prominent as land-owners and held a mere 2.5 per cont
of the land and thar combined tandholding would have ranked only seveneh
overatl, They were hardly more sigmificant as occupiers. Some eighty farmers
were owner-occupiers, having a lictde under a fifth of the total agricultural
arca. Just three of the owner-occupiers were women and their combined land-
holding was only (1.2 per cent of the total agricubruval land area.

NOTES

I. William Marshall, The Rurad Econoniy of the West of England (London: Board
of Agriculrure, 17965, Charles Vancouover, General View of the Agricudiure of
the Conntv of Devos (London: Board of Agriculture. 1808).

2. Arthur Eo Treman, Geology aimd Seenery i Eneland and Wales (Flarmonds-

worth: Pelican, 1949

Narural England. Natiowal Character Arvea: Profile 149 The Culni (Pererborough:

Natural England, 2012 The Countryside Commission developed Landscape

Characrer Arcas and English Natore produced a similar classificarion called

Natural Arcas. Following the merger of rchese two bodies, thetr successor,

Tad

Naroural England, produced rhe National Character Aveas. with 159 such units
and the last profiles were pubhished in 2014,
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William Alorgan Williams, A West Comntry Village, Ashwortin: Fanily,
Kmship and Land (lLondon: Routledge and Kegan Paual, 1964,

S. T. Morris, G. D. D. Davies and W. | Dunford (cdited by G. Norris) The Crhn
Measures Problen: Area (The “Holaearthy Siudy’ly A Report from the 1950s.
(Exeter: Centre for Rural Policy Research, University of Exeter, 2011}, Research
Paper 31.

Hugh C. Prince, ‘“The Tithe Survevs of the Mid-Nineteenth Century’, Agricul-
tural Histary Revierc, 7 (1) (1939), 14-26: H. €. Darby, “On the Relations of
Geography and History', Transactons Institnte of British Geographers, 19
{1933), 1-11.

For the 17 sample pacishes, 11 survevors were emploved, with 6 working on 2
parishes. Two sprvevors were from Cornwall (Kilkhampron and St Srephens-
by-Launceston), the rest from Deven, with John Coldridge from Exeter the onfy
one not from northern Devon.

Available ar <hturpdfwww.devonigovauk/tithemaps=, (IR 29/6, 8 10 and 30)
These were digital copies of original documents held in The Navonal Archives,
White's Directory of Devonshive, 18350 gives names of chief land-owners in the
parish and names of land-owners in parishes with a boundary with the sample
parishes have been compiled.

The East Purford Tithe Apportionment gives no first name,

Thomas Reed's gravestone in Abbots Bickington churchvard proudly describes
hiny as ‘veoman’

The convention of numbcring holdings has been adopted when the Tithe
Apporrionment gives two or more holdings the same name. Some divided
holdings arc distinguished in the Apportionment as farm and farm part but
sometimes there are even several ‘parts’.

. Among papers reviewing this discussion arc David Grigg, ‘Farm size in England

and Wales from FEarlv Victorian Times to the Present’, Agricuitieral History
Review, 35 (19873, 179-189 and Leigh Shaw-Tavlor, ‘Familv Farms and
Capiralist Farms in Mid Nincreenth-Century England’, Agricudtural History
Review, S3 (21 (2003}, 158-191.

Shaw-Tavler, 140 ff.

Both Grigg and Shaw-Tavlor evaluate the 1851 Census, especially in che light of
the subsequent Agricultural Returns from 1866.

Calculated from D. Grigg. Table 3, 186.

T

John Bradbeer is a retired lecturer in Geography at Portsmouth University,
originally from Barnstaple and now living in Wesrward Ho! He is secretary
of North Devon Archacological Society and a volunteer warden with Devon
Wildlife Trust.
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The Bideford Rope-Maker’s Posts

PETER CHRISTIE

The history of industry is one of constant change. As new rtechnology
develops so the ald gives wav and becomes the industrial archaeology of the
furure. The Bideford rope-making industry provides a good example. This
article will examine the events which occurred when changes relating to the
perceived rights of the old established industry provoked a significant dispute
in the town in the 1880s, with emotions running high amongst the many
lacal people who became involved. The local council became involved in the
emerging issues, which led to changes both within the council and also 1n
the rope making industry.

For many hundreds of vears the town had been a major port with important
links to the fledgling colonies in North America as well as closer ties to South
Wales and Southern Ireland.' As in most ports, ancillary industries based
around shipping developed and Bideford was no exception, with one of the
largest being rope-making. From at least the mid ecightcenth century a rope
walk where ropes were laid and twisted had been established along an arm of
the Torndge estuary known as the Pill {Figure 1). Run for many years by the
Wren fanily it passed around 1876 to Henry Morgan Restarick a prominent
local shipbuilder, temperance champion and town councillor, who ran it as an
ancillary to his main site by the side of Bideford Bridge at East-the-Water.” The
site 18 shown in detail in figures 2 and 3 from an 1888 map by the Ordnance
Survey as well as (n a late nineteenth-century photograph (Figure 4).

By this period longer ropes were being required as ships had rapidly
increased in size and complexity and Mr Restarick cherefore decided to
lengthen his rope walk. Rope-making was still a labour mtensive industry in
the late nineteenth cencury, and the sequence of operacions by which men in
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miiddle of High Street’ would the same fourtcen davs’ notice be given? Other
Bideford members counselled caution hoping that an amicable sertlement
could be reached. The clerk then admitred that Yit had been rumoured chac he
was in league with Mr Restarick” — a rumour he “utterly denied’.” The meeting
ended with a vote to allow two weelks for the posts to be removed.

Already, however, a letrer writer 1o the Bideford Gazette suggested thar
Restarick’s ‘sympachisers and all lovers of justice and tair play. should open
a subscription hst rowards Mr Restarick’ law expenses in the event of the
matter really coming before the law cowrts™ The same anonvmous writer
also attacked “the hunkum [printed in] a contemporary” publication — possibly
the Western Express, which was also printed i Bideford. ™

Two weeks after their Iast mecting the Local Governmenc Board met
again to hear that Restarick had declined to remove the contentious posts.
At 7 a.m. on the morning afrer the deadline passed the survevor and his men
went o the Strand to remove them but on arvival he found all the posts
with numerous ropes around them and guarded by Mr Restarick and all
his men in his employ, nearly ey alrogether’, with an additional audience
of several hundred people. Restarick then *dared the Survevor o touch the
posts.” The survevor, trying to carry his instrucnans, ovdered one of his men
ta seart digging them ap but as soon as he used his pick ‘NMr Restarick jumped
forward and placed his foor on the spor, declaring that if another Mow was
srruck it would have to be at him.” Realising that diserenion was called for the
Survevor withdrew with his men and reported his repulse back to the Board*

In a sanirical editorial headed ‘Battle of the Posts’ the editor of the
Barustaple-based Neorth Devon fouwrnal thought the events would make
a good subject for a novelist or even a writer of musical farce pointing our
that ‘Bideford must be prepared to find a good deal of fun poked ac her on
account of this dispute’.” A repore of the subsequent meeting of the Local
Government Board was also imcluded. This explained that when the survevor
tried to dig up the posts Restarick had said “if force was brought he should
bring three men ro the Board’s one.” Mr Ascott reckoned it was a simple case
but they had been reduced to “a Jaughing stock for the whole neighbourhood
He was all for removing the posts and indeed he wanted to “knock down the
doors at cither end of the Rope Walk™ so convinced was he of the wroneness
of Resrarick’s dlaim o rights. A Mr Braund moved that they do nothing
until proper legal advice had been obtained. Restarick rhen purt his side of the
argument claiming there had never been a carriage wav over the Strand arany
point’.” This didn’t convince the Board whose members vored overwhelmingly
to order the survevor to carry out thetr orders to remaove the offending posts.

A Mr Hole then stated that *The Strand had been used for rope-making
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even sa there was a crowd of around 100 plus interested onlookers along with
Restarick, and 40 to 30 of his men waiting for them. As soon as Passmore
began work he was seized by the rope-makers and his tools taken off him.
He and his fellows ‘were escorted off the scene by rtheir wives or female
arrendants’. Apparently they were lucky to get away as the rope-makers had a
bucket of tar and a bag of feathers near at hand and were very anxious to use
them.” Following chis debacle Restarick appears to have got his men to raisc
some “trinmphal arches’” made of cvergreens and topped with suitable mottoes
- as shown in Figure 7.1

After this set-back the Local Board met again ‘in a very different state
of temper from the strong bellicose tone which had previously characterised
many of the members.” Restarick took the floor and said it was ‘low, brutish
blackguardism® by the committee ‘to send a drunken man ro rake down his
posts in the middic of the night.” He was followed by various councillors
clatming they had norhing to do with the case and racher hlamed the surveyor.
This hapless emplovee then told how Passmare had been emploved by Mr
Ascott and it was the former who had decided to turn up at midnight. Afrer
this exercise in ‘buck passing’ the Board decided to halr attempts to remove
the posts for a month to see if any ‘amicable arrangement by arbitration
could be arrived at.™

This was a political move as a council clection was looming in November
1886 - and the question of the “posts” became a major issue in the hustings.
Three of the *anri-posts’ candidates were Messrs Ackland, Gloag and Pollard,
all of whom were councillors who had voted to have the posts removed.
Against them were Messrs Clements, Cock and Burrow (a draper. builder
and accountant respectivelv); the Mavor who was also standing was seen
as neutral as was 1. J. Braddick ‘an entirelv independent candidate’. Rather
unexpectediy onlv two of the candidates alluded to the posts i their election
leatlets with Ackland sceing the issue as a test case for public rights against
private interests. M Braddick an the orher hand felt that ‘the rights and wishes
of the Working Classes on the Strand question have been entirely ignored by
a majority of the Board® going on to characrerise the actions of the Board as
‘tyrannical in the extreme’ in that “working men would be compelled to seck
emplavment elsewhere.” According to the editor of the North Devon Journal,
all the other leaflets consisted of ‘the usual vague generalines.’!

After some ‘very hard’ canvassing the result of the election was the victory
of the ‘pro-post’ candidates in the heaviest poll ever recorded in the town. The
figures were as follows; Duncan {the Mavor) 676, Cock 621, Burrow 499,
Clements 486, Ackland 467, Pollard 380, Gloag 364, and Braddick 228.'* An
editorial in the Narth Dervon Journal nored thar “Bideford has very plainly
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manifested its disapproval of the indignity to which the town has been sub-
jected in the absurd travesty of The Barrle of the Posts.” The writer went on to
suggest the best course now would be to submit the whole dispuce “to impar-
rial arbitration.’t

At the first council meeting following the election the whole body went to
the Strand ro discuss with Mr Restarick ‘if some anncable arrangement could
not be arrived at’ Unfortunately the rope-maker dug his heels in and “The
only concession, however, which Mr Restarick was willing ro make, was ro
alter che position of one of the posts at the bottom of Chingswell Street, so as
to make it easier tor anvone driving round the inside of the posts towards Mr
Rouse’s stables.” Two of the new councillors, Burrow and Clements, were in
tavour ‘of at once letring the matrer drop altogether” but this wasn’t accept-
able to the majority and so the meeting broke up with a vague suggestion as
to takmg counsel’s opinion."

Whatever happened after the dispute s unclear, and it isn’t undl January
1893 that further news of the rope-making industry emerged when the Novtls
Devon Journal printed a story under the heading ‘Rope Works 1o possibly be
revived”. A new company had been established to take over from Restarick
with a significant capital outlay ‘being subscribed for laving down modern
plant ctc and as many of the promoters are themselves large users of the
manufacrured article, there seems every prospect of the venture becoming a
successful one™ This appears to have occurred and Restarick was removed
from the picturc when he died five vears later aged 67.

It s nort surprising 1o read a newspaper report on a Bideford town council
meeting held in August 1906 that rather prosaically notes that Mr Cooper,
proprietor of the Strand Collar Works, had, as the result of a conference with
the Mavor and Alderman Ascort, ‘generously decided to forego his rights
in respect to the posts on the Strand’ and rhey had been removed under the
direction ot the acting survevor.”™ Cooper had developed his new factory in
1898 and clearly one industry had replaced another — with an existing problem
just fading awav — a bathetic end to che grear ‘Batdle of the Posts’,

NOTES
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Book Reviews

Helen Fry, The Jewrs of Exeter. An Hiustrated History {(Wellingron:
Halsgrove, 2013) 160 pages. Approximmately 200 photographs. Hardback.
[SBN 9780837041982, £24.99.

This book was written to mark cthe 230 anniversary of the ‘second oldest
extant synagogue ourstde London™ and is a very comprehensive history
of Exeter’s oldest minority community. Helen Fev has found evidence of a
Jewish presence tn the city in 1177 when permission was given ta open a
cemerery, implyving the communiry was already well cstablished. The author
has consnlied a wealth of carly documents mainh- relaring to money lending,
a trade not open to Christians. Consequent heavy taxarion by the Crown led
to the decline of the community which then suffered persecution nationally
and focally, leading to the expulsion of Jews from England i 1290.

The Jewish community in the citv has had a continuous presence since
the 17205 though subjecr ta decline and revival. The documents show a
prosperous society of skilled crafrsmen and professional people including the
well known sibversmichs Abraham and Benjamin Ezekiel, Abraham Ezekiel
leased the land for the svnagogue and burial ground. His son was Ezekiel
Abranam Ezekiel, born 1757, who became a very prominent cinizen as an
artist, engraver, optician, clock and warch maker and dealer in spectacles,
microscopes and magic lanterns. Obviously the documenrary evidence is
linmmted for this period and less prosperous Jews would have lett fewer records,
but by the 1840s census records become avatlable and Helen Fre has used this
evidence exrensively.

Tt is ditficule to determine why, bur from the mid 1850s the community
began to deehine and people moved awav - to other countries as well as
other parts of Britain, From a community of abour 135 in 1831 numbers
declined to about 65 in 1871, Revival came with the persecution of Jows
in Eastern Furope and Russia, many of whom moved to England. Many of
these families obviously felt the need to anghcise their names, bur refarions
with the host community and berween new and seitled Jewish communities
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are not analvsed 10 detail. The author has had access ta family photographs
and memories which help bring these people to life and show the role they
plaved in the Jewish community and local and national life, in particular rheir
service in the two World Wars, The Second World War meant that Jews came
to Exeter as service personnel and evacuces and many communiry and Zionist
groups were set ap in the city ar chis time. Bur the war also brought massive
bomb damage to the synagogue and the first fHloor was lost. In a very full
account of the history of the building Helen Frv describes the difficulties of
restoring it. Initial repairs did not rake place annl 1962, and more work was
needed in the 1980s. In the mid-1990s, grant monev was ratsed to restore it
properiv. After the War the community had declined rapidly and many of
the prosperous families who had provided financial support moved awav. The
history of Exeter’s Jewish community seems marked by restlessness which
1s not fully explained i this book. The arrival of Jewish students at Exeter
University boosted numbers and again a few families took on leadership roles.
The confidence of the community was marked by the Jers of Devon and
Cormeall exhibinon which was displaved at various venues m Devon and
Cornwall, including the Roval Albert Memorial Muoseum, Excter, in 2000.

In 1977 the burial ground in Magdalen Road was acquired. Helen Fry
devotes a full chapter ro this cemetery which dares from 1757 The lease
expired in 1951 withourt the Jewish community or Excrer City Council {which
had inherited the land} noticing. In the 1970s the Council wanted to exeend
the inner bypass through Bull Meadow and there was a campaign to save the
burial ground.

Helen Frv has used a very wide range of sources for this book which is well
footnoted. The records of the sypagogue survived rwo close escapes when Dr
Bernard Susser, an earlicr historian of the community, rescued them from a
skip during repair work in the 1960s, and after Dr Susser’s death when the
caretaker of the flats where he lived found a large number of black bin bags
outside the flar! Me alerred Dr Susser’s daugheer who found her mocher had
had a full scale clear-ourt of old papers including the svnagogue records. They
are now sate in the Devon Herirage Centre.

This book 1= deseribed as an illustrated history and it containg a wealth
of images. Tt will be an invaluable source tor fanily historians as Helen Fry
has included so much informanon about the local families, used the marriage
registers of the synagogue, provided complete lists of rombstones in the
cemeteries and transcripts from the censuses and orher documents. The book
would perhaps benefit from more analysis of the background to the story, bue
15 an important celebranion of Exerer’s multiculiural pasi.

Alice Lock
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Paul Garnsworthy, ed., Brunel’s Atmospheric Railway: Featuring the
Contemporary  Watercolonrs of William Dawson {Excter: The Broad
Gauge Socicty in Association with The Friends of Devon Archives, 2013)
104 pages. Drawings, maps and photographs 1n colour and monochrome.
Softback. [SBN 9781847850379. £20, plus £5 p & p. Available from <www,

stevenshooks.couks.

Brunel's Atmospheric Railiay gives a comprehensive account of 1. K.
Brunel's bold but short lived experiment in atmospheric traction on the South
Devon mainline in 1847/8. Accessible to the general reader but designed for
those with a special interest 11 Devon's ratlway history, 1t 1s an expanded
and upgraded edition of the Broad Gauge Society’s 1998 bookler abour the
Atmospheric Railway, Beautifullv illustrated and produced in association
with The Friends of Devon Archives, it is a coliector’s item and measuring
12 by 14'%2 inches (297 by 363mim) literally a magnum opus. s landscape
tormat means that facing pages need o be opened together, so a spacious and
unchuttered desktop is needed o study 1t but anvone who does will be richly
rewarded.

Lditor Paul Garnsworthy explams how the armospheric railway was
designed to bring speed and efficiency to the mllyv terrain west of Exerer by
replacing locomotives with stationary stcam pumping engines. These created
a vacuum in a central pipe that ran between the rails and was joined o the
train by a hinged piston, thas drawing it along by armospheric pressure. Jt
was a seductive concept bur proved unworkable. Brunel invested large sums
of the railway company’s money in this guixotic project, which continues o
fascinate historians and engineers.

Garnsworthy makes the workings of atmaspheric traction clear with the
aid of technical drawings and diagrams, whilst the svstem’s brief history
and the reasons for its failure are chronicled n detail. Qcher chapters are
devored to close studies of the Clegg and Samuda armospheric system used in
South Devon, the horizontal engine houses and the railway piston carriages.
Garnsworthy has further sections detailing other atmospheric railways and a
recrospect on this brief but mtriguing chapter in raihway history. He concludes
with sketches of the key personalities involved in the atmospheric experiment
and a bibliography, though there 1s no index.

The core ot this beautitully produced book is a full set of twenty-five high
resolution images of William Dawsons 1848 Atmospheric Railway warer-
colours. Each gives a plan section and views to each side of the line from
Exeter to Tomes and occupies a full page. The opposite page consists of a
commentary and two modern photographs for contrast. Purchased from the
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Insticution ot Civil Engineers, Dawson’s paintings give a marveloush vivid
contemporary view. They are full of meticuloushy recorded and fascinating
visual information of pumping hauses, pipes, locomotives and rolling stock;
of bridges, track, embankments and cuttings, all as they appeared o an acute
observer as the railway was under construction.

Dawson’s paintings have an almost photographic immediacy. There 15
a wealth of incidental devast besides showng the engineers, surveyors and
navvies who built this remarkable railway with such skill and speed. Their
tools and machinery are accurately recorded, as are cheir clothes. Watched by
an engineer, a surveyor sauints 1nto his theodolite, while his assistant marches
off with poles and flags. Navvies laboor with pick and shovel, trundling heavy
wooden wheelbarrows vp planks supported on trestles. Towns and villages,
fields and beaches beside the line are depicred with the zame attention o
detail. Children play on Dawlish beach, deer roam Powderham Park, a man
tishes with a long pole and workers rake hav in the fields whilst a hay wain
heads for the barn. Carrs and carriages are shown with equal care, so oo are
many tvpes of sailing and rowing boats on the Exe and Teign and along the
coast.

Dawson’s accompanying niaps are models ot the cartographer’s art,
They not only show the course of the rarlwav, but field boundaries, lanes,
buildings and watercourses besides. s artwork 1s accompanied by modern
photographs of the line as it is now and detailed notes, giving a strong sense
of continuity, However, it is Dawson’s paintings that draw the reader back to
the book with a teeling they could be in the crowd on the platform ot Dawlish
station or under the arches and wooden spans of Brunel’s original Ivvbridge
viaduct.

Robert Hesketlh

Todd Grav, The Art of the Devon Garden [Excter: The Ming Press, in
comunction with the Devon Gardens Trust to celebrate therr 23th anniversary,
2013). Numerous black and white and colour illustrations. 336 pages.
Softhack. ISBN 9781903356647, £24.

Available from «www.stevenshooks.co.uk>.

With the emphasis on Art, wirh a capital A, this book explores the portraval
in art forms of Devon’s plants and ornamenral landscapes from the vear 1200,
In total chere are 677 historical images of artworks, some of which have been
created in wood, stone, stained glass, pottery, fabric, paper and canvas. Such
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a broad range of marerials used w arvisrs to portray Devon garden motifs and
designs is remarkable.

The wide arrav of completed arr forms includes ecclesinstical and Jare
medicval iHuminated manuscripts, late medieval vestments, painted panelling,
bench end carvings and woaden panels, Phvmouth poreclam, Norch Devon
pottery, East Devon lace and an embroidered sampler of 1830, There is even
mention ot Thomas Whittv’s Axminster carpet firm and three whole page
illustrations of the intricate, floral carper designs, The Axminster carper at
Brighton, in the Roval Pavilion Saloon, teatures large colourful tlowers with
several arranged in an abstract pattern above a sea monster.

Hence, rhe unusual and unexpecred s mentioned alongside the more
readitional art forms one might expect 1o come across, There 1s a stunning
view of John Abbot's claborate plaster ceiling i the Exerer Custam House and
a detail of the flowers and fruit carved in high relief. The Citrusy, at Combe
Roval, near Kingsbridge, is described as ‘one of the great features of Devon's
garden history’ and is represented by a wood engraving dating from 1871, In
the engraving the Cirrus Walk is seen from a distance and looks semewhat
like a viaduct. However, over the page a black and white photograph of the
samc garden fearure, dated 1904, veveals a closer view of a row of walled
recesses in which hime, citron, orange and lemon trees, ali of eleven feet high,
were planted.

Inevitably one tearns much about social history and gardening trends
this book, as well as garden history. At the stare of the chapeer titled *The
Italian Garden ar Lupton Park, near Brixham ¢.1840" the author writes thar
“The lalian Garden came in the waning of intevest in the natural, or green,
landscape of the eightecnth century.” John White Abbort's views of Canonreign
are reproduced; four delicare warercolours dating from 1801, 1803, 1804 and
1808. They are summed up as an expression of ‘a growing interest amongst
the public for the English landscape.”

The significance of art as a wol to hetp us understand garden history s
succinetly expressed in the book's concluston; ‘Art preserves these gardens
that change or arc lost.” In this wav the many ditfering arr works illuserated in
the book have become reminders or pieces of evidence of garden designs and
plants rhat otherwise might have been forgorten.

Many of the hook’s historic images were previously only known to
specialists. Thus, Todd Gray has opencd up an appreciation of garden history
to 2 much wider audience, through his exploration and illustration of a
notable diversity of art forms, in a truly fascinating book.

Amne fervoise
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Robert Hesketh, Devorn’s Railieay Heritage (11klev: Bossiney Books, 2014} 40
pages. Map and many colour photographs. Softhack. ISBN 9731906474456,
£3.99.

Thanks to the arrocious weather that will probably go down in history, at the
nme of commencing this review there are no rallway connections between
Devon and the rest of the country. Floods, land-slips and storm-driven tides
have all raken their toll on che tines from Watcerloo and Paddington. Although
the present prablems highlight the current importance of the narional railway
to Devon's economy, this pales into insignificance when compared with the
state during Victorian times and the carly twentieth-century when a large
network of branch lines tinked rhe mainline stations with the county’s various
holiday resorts. Although the mainlines are well-covered trom an historical
viewpoint, including comment on Brunel’s ill-fated atmospheric railway, the
bulk of this book is accupted by che branch lines that stilf survive, either in
their original intended form or as reopened ‘*heritage lines”. The former consist
of the colourfully named Avocer Line, Riviera Line, Tarka Line and the Tamar
Valley Line. The latter range from the South Devon Railway {Buckfastleigh -
Totnes) to a remnant of the Lynton and Barnstaple Railway in the north of
the county. As well as steam- and diesel-operated lines, Hesketh describes the
Seaton Tramway and the Lynton and Babbacombe cliff railwavs. The final
scctton 1s devoted to former railway hines and tramways that may now be
followed on foot or by bicvcle. OFf parricular value to the visitor, the book
provides helpful information on how 1o conract and reach the heritage lines
and on any attractions over and above bemng able to enjov travelling, usually
by stcam, through often stunning scenery.

This is a well-presented concise account thar is a worthy addition o
Robert Hesketh's other short books on various aspeces of Devon's history and
heritage. It is reasonably priced and slim enough o fit comforrably into a
jacker or rucksack pocket.

Sadrie Blwinj:
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Richard N. Longridge. Thc Devon and Exeter Institution, 1813-2013.
Updated cdicton by S. Bhanpi (Exeter: The Devon and Exeter Institution,
2013} vi, 36 pages. 9 illustrations. Paperback. No 1SBN. £5 (£6.20 including
p. and p. from the Devon and Exeter Institution, 7 Cathedral Close, Exeter,
Deven, EX1 LEZ).

Shirley Paterson et al. The Plvmouth Achenacum, 1812-2012: Cclebrating
200 Years. {Plymouth: The Plymouth Athenaeum, 2012) 92 pages. 28
itluserations. Paperback. No ISBN. £3. {(£6.20 including p. and p. from the
Plvmouth Athenacum, Derry’s Cross, Plvmouth, Devon, PL1T 25W),

Both the Plymouth Athenaeum {formerly the Plymouth Institution) and the
Devon and Exeter Institution share many characreristics. Both were founded
two hundred vears ago as part of a much wider national movemenrt to improve
access to science and the ares in Brinsh cities outside London. Both insticutions
depended on subscriprions, both were housed 1n splendid buildings, both bauilr
up impressive libraries, collections of scientific material and even developed
art galleries. while both were patronised by the most notable men of the ciry
and surrounding area {women did not become full members unnil Jong afrer
the societies’ foundation). In addition, both suffered from declining fortunes
in the twentieth century, with reduced revenues and a decaving (in Plymouth's
case destroved) building and later falling memberships, while after the Second
World War both were forced to diversify their activities. and to refocus their
aims and objecrives.

There are, however, significant differences berween the two institutions
borh as they were originally conceived and in the way thev now operare. The
Plymouth Institution was formed in 1812 to promote ‘lecrures on various
hranches of Nacural Philosophy and other subjects’ {p. 5} and the early lectures
show a strong bias towards science and technology, with members cxpected o
give lectures and to conduct experiments in front of a sceptical, indeed, even a
hostile audience. Recalling in 1912 the atmaosphere which greered him as a new
Lecturing Member in 1883, George Wighrwick declared *When ! first joined
the impression I derived was that it was quite the right and expected thing o

slate the lecturer as violently as possible . . . the whole course of procedure at
the lectures was in facr far more solemin and austcre than at present and the
applause which now greets the lecturer . . . would then have been regarded

with astonishment and disapproval” (p. 23), That science and related lectures
were taken very serioushe can also be seen by two further facrs, firstly, that,
alchough members of the anstocracy such as the Earls of Morlev and Mount
Edgcumbe artended meetings. the officers of the Instirution including the
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President were alwavs commoners, several being distinguished scientises such
as Str William Snow Harris. Henry George Hurrelly Gordon Monk, and
Drs Alison and Douglas Wilson. and, sccondly. by the fact that ‘one of the
chiet assets of Plymouth Institucion was rhe Scientific Library™ (p. 25) which.
rogether with the Davidson Collection of pamphiers on Devon, and Calendars
of State Papers, ran to over 10,000 volumes. The Plvmouth Institution also
expanded bevond its original remit, by amalgamanng with the Plyimouth
Mechames Institwte in 1899 and by creating a General Literature Tending
Library which lent as many as 30.000 books in a single vear. The membership
held steady in the early nwentiech century — there were 361 members in 1912
and 304 1n 1934 {although by the latter date che Tnstitunon “was notin a very
strong position financially™ — p. 31) = but all this changed iy 1941, when the
building housing the Institution was bombed and virtually all the contents
tost = the Library, the Art Gallery, rhe Gatcombe-Pickthall china collection,
and a considerable amount of other scientific and boranical marerial.

After a peripatetic existence for twenty vears, the Plvmouth Institution (now
renamed the Plvmourh Athenacum) was able to open its new purpose-buil
headguarters in Derryvs Cross in 1961, the first lecrure being appropriately
on “The Amateur and the Scientist’ delivered by Professor Co Fo AL Pancin,
During the sixties, the Athenacom developed a wide range of parmerships,
mcluding  callaborarions wich Weseward  Television, with amarcur and
professional theatre companics which used the newly constructed stage, and
with the Brirish Fibm Insciruce, while numerous special interest groups were
also formed. Unfortunateh, the collaboration with Westward and rhe BFIE did
not last long. the theatre suffered mounning losses and closed in 2009, and che
Dinner Lectures, having been very successtul in the 1970« and 1980s were
Hnaliy discontinued in the 2000s. However, continuity has been maintained
through rthe Thursdayv Athenacum Lecture as well as the publication of the
Proceedings (tormerly the Transactionst, while the Athenacum has conrinued
to build up a new library (now focussed on the West Country rather rhan
sciencel, and to promote itz social and special interest sides. such as the
photographic and art groups.

The impuise behind the founding of the Devon and Exeter Institntion
was rather different from Plvmourh, firstly, 10 thar the focus of the sociery
was not onlv on science, Hterature and the arts bor alse ‘on the Natural and
Civil History of Exeter and the Counry of Devon™ (p. 1} and, secondiv, that
1 was a proprietary msutunon, with (26 original proprictors subscribmg
£25 each. Founded in 1813, and initially housed in Exerer High Strect, the
DEI moved to ws current home in Cathedral Close in 1814, using as s basc
the former town house ot the Farls of Devon and the connection between
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the local aristocracy and the DEI can be seen by the fact that members of
no fewer than twelve separate fanded families filled the role of president
during the first fifty years of the DEIs exisrence. The DEL originally housed
both a museum and a hibrary, with the library and the associated reading
rooms being the principal focns {the DET transferred its museum arrefactes
to the Roval Albert Memorial Muscum when the latter opened in 1869,
and did not promote lectures unel the 1980s). Even in the mid-nincteenth
century the DEI was considered ‘an old-fashioned cancern designed for
davs when exclusiveness was thoughr to be gentifity” (p. 9) and Sir Thomas
Dyke Acland complained that “whar was once intended to be a great Wost
of England Museum [was| becoming just a general writing room’ (p. 110,
Even the dyvnamic Sir John Bowring was unable to effect anv major retorms,
alchough one innovanen was the 70 volumes of modern literature purchased
bv Edward Parfite, librarian trom 1860 to 15892, By 1900 the DEI 1s described
as o longer a semi-museam nor a select chub for the ariscocracy, though it
appears there was an old guard who wanted it to remain so” (p. 16}, hut it
remained ‘more of a gentlemen's club rthan a titerary cstablishment” (p. 28)
with scientific activities now confined to weather recording. The inter-war
vears saw greater social activity {social events had been introduced in 19101,
and varions improvements were made o the building during this period.
However, although the building and its contents suffered little damage during
the Exeter Bliez. the Institution failed to profic from its relative good tortunce
cither by expanding its membership or by developing new partnerships in the
immediate post-war period. Indeed, in 1960, the emment historian of Devon,
W. G, Hoskins, was moved to ask why the DE] should "gather dost silently
and struggle 1o make ends meer” (p. 30}, However, the sale of many books and
a collection of Raman coins in the 1960s enabled the fabric of the building
to he 1mproved and a signiticant start made in expanding the focal history
collections to cover Devon's neighbouring countics. Even more sigrificantly, in
1972, the Institunon entered into an agreement with the Univerairy of Exeter
whereby the University would administer the library (with volunteer help) and
staff and postgraduates ar the University would benefit from membership. In
1979, Associate Members of the DEL were allowed t vore, and in 1989, in
a major constirutional change, it was ascertained that che ownership of the
bulk of the original 230 Proprierors’ shares resided with the Instirunion; as
a consequence, the 39 remaining ndividuals who still held personal shares
gave these back ro the Insticunion which then became a Registered Chariey for
the promotion of History, Lirerature and the Arts {but no longer Science) nor
only tor Devon but tor the South-Wesr in general. Membership increased to
s current level of 700, atrracred by the lunchtime and evening lectures winch
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had been institured in the 1980s, a film club was begun in the 19905 and the
Insuturion’s collaboration with the Universiry conuinued to be truitful with
visits from University members doubling between 2010 and 2012, whilc the
Libracy is now approaching 50,000 volumes in size.

Bath these small volumes under review chart the changing fortunes of their
respective institutions. The history of the Plvmouth Arhenacum is described in
clear, chronological fashion by Richard Wilcockson, with particular emphases
on the foundation and the early scientific lecrure series, the consolidation in
the late Victorian period, the tragedy of the loss of buildings and contents
in 1941, the efforts to rebuild, and rhe various partnerships between the
Athenacum and outside users from 1961 onwards. Much is made of some of
the prominent personalities who gave so much of their time to the Athenacum
and the biographical supplement by Shirley Paterson is most welcome, as
are the many references 1o fuller articles available elsewhere on parricular
subjects {e.g. the Library and the Art Collection} in the Transactions and the
Proceedings, parncularly as the minute books prior to 1941 were lost in the
Blizz. Perhaps more statistical information for the modern period counld have
been introduced, but as a retrospective, this is a compact, well-illustrated
guide to a famous, indeed unigque, Plymouth institnnon.

The booklet on the Devon and Excrer Insticution s more discursive, more
repetitive, and less clearly structured than the booklet on Plymouth, but like
s counterpart, it includes any number of judicious guotations and does
give a sense of the way the institution changed over time {although there is
very lirtle analvsis of the aims of the founding fathers particularly regarding
the creanion of the Librarv). Originallv written by the Reverend Richard
[.ongridge and published in 1988, the bookler is described by its 2013 editor,
Sadru Bhanji, as ‘engaging’ but perhaps ‘lacking the forensic touch of the
modern historian’ {p. v). This edition includes some minor amendments and
abridgements ro the text of 1988 and contains rwo additional sections, firstly
the “Postscriprum 1987-2000" by former Insticution Chairman Adrian Reed
which was appended to the reprint of the booklet published in 2002, and,
secondly, a turther update by Sadru Bhaniji, taking the story up to 2013 and
including details of the current major work now required to stabilise the roof.

The twa booklers show how both the Athenaeun and the DEI have plaved
major roles in the intellectual, cultural and social history of Devon ~ indeed
in the early nincteenth century, outside the churches, they were almost the
onlv organisations in Devon with firsc-rate libraries and intellecrually engaged
members. Both have clearly had to move with the nvmes. with the Plymourh
Athenaeum in particular being forced to find more radical and innovative
solutions afrer the destructive impact of the war. The Devon and Exeter
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Institution moved more slowly, rejecting major reform for much of the first
130 vears of its existence, but from the latc 1960s onwards, its partnership
with the University of Excter, and its reformulation as a charitable instirution
wholly responsible to 1ts members, have enabled it ro transform itself into
a much more vibrant organisation that the one Professor Hoskins found
gathering dust in 1960.

Pawl Auchterionie

Alex Mettler, A Devonr Gem: The Bedford Hotel, Tamistock (Tavistock:
Philip Davies, The Bedford Hotel, 2013} xiv + 202 pages. 174 illustrations,
2 appendices, extensive sources and index. Hardback, ISBN 97809576493(5.
£20, available from the hotel, Tavistock Muscum and local bookshop,
Baokstop.

For many vears ‘The Bedtord' — as it is familiarlv known - has been a
prominent feature of the Tavistock scenc. Situated close to the rown’s main
square, and just across the road from the parish church, it is well-placed to
cater for both the wide range of occasions generated by the Iife of a busy
town and also for the needs of travellers from near and far. It is a strucrure
of some antiquity, and in this book Alex Metder has used his research and
wrietng skills, and a fine collection of illustrations, to provide a detailed and
catertaining account of the hotel’s history.

The foreword given by Henrietta, the Dowager Duchess of Bedford, who
was tormerly the Marchioness of Tavistock for 42 vears, marks the influence
of the Russell family m the original construction and establishment of the
hotel, although the connection has long ceased. In fact, much of the horel's
actual marcrial and structure dates from carlier times, being largely com-
posed of stone salvaged from the destruction of Tavistock’s Benedictine abbey
following the Dissolution of 1539, Several ot the abbev's former features are
incorporated in the present Grade 1T lisred building. The abbev lands were
granted by Henrv VIIT to John Russell under whose successors — carls and
dukes of Bedtord - they remained until the rwenteth century.

Tavistock had a hostelry called the Duke’s Arms from around {719, located
on the cast side of todav’s Bedford Square. This gradually became dilapidated
and in the ecarly ninereenth century, general improvements and reshaping of
the town were being considered. Replacement of the inn was necessary and
eventually redevelopment of the site occupied by the deteriorating eighieenth
century Abbev House was agreed oun, just a short distance from the inn but
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still within the former abbey precincts. The architeer appointed was Jettry
Wyatr (fater Sir Jeffry Wyatville) whose other works included transformation
of Windsor Castle in 1824, Work proceeded, and the Bedford Hotel is believed
to have been opened 1n 1822 or 1823, Clearance of the cramped town centre
and the new lavourt as seen roday proceeded in mud-century.

The running of the Bedford became the responsibility of a suecession of
tenanes, with che hotel the hub of social life in the town. Great were the meals
prepared and served on occasions which involved all strara of the population,
and many people — somc of great fame — from farther afield. There were at
rimes links with some Plymouth hatels and thosc operating them, all of which
are explained by the author. The Bedford Hortel escaped the greac sale of the
Bedford estate’s Tavistock properties in 1911, but in 1953, tollowing the death
of the 12%* duke and the need to fund death duties, it was sold. Modern day
owners have comprised individuals and couples, and also for spells Trusthouse
Forte, Granada. and Regal Hotels, As with the managers of previous davs,
these are all detailed in the book.

In 1999 the hotel was bought by Philip Davies, a former publisher, and
its lite continues, with the new owner introducing further cnhancements
and some new construchon.

Alex Mertler has provided here an artractive and well-written account of
the Bedtard Hotel's history and developments, with the artention ro deraif an
indication of the extent of research involved. One feels that for cerrain there
can be nowhere in Tavistock ~ except for his own home — that is nearer to
Alex Mertler's heart than The Bedtord.

Helen Harris

Nicholas Ormc, The Church in Devon 400-1560 (Yxcter: Impress Books,
2013) ix + 241 pages. 42 dlustrations and maps. ISBN 978190760541 3.
£14.99.

Nicholas Orme has written prolifically on the medicval religious history of
south-western England over the last 30 vears, and there can surely be no one
better placed o provide a broad-ranging survey of the Chriscian church in
Devon from irs ongins in the post-Roman periad up to and mcloding the
Retormartion. In facr, given the breadrh of Orme’s writing, it is perhaps
surprising to rcalise that he has not produced such a study before. We should
welcome the fact he has now done so, because the result is every bit as good
as we might expect.
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Nicholas Orme takes a broadly chronolegical approach, successive chap-
ters covering the periods prior to rthe Norman congnest in 1066, the early
Aliddle Ages up to 1300, the later Middle Ages up to the Reformartion, the
Reformartion itself between about 1530-1360, and a brief retrospect. The
tarer Middle Ages period between 1300 and 1530 is however afforded an ex-
tended survey, divided into two chaprers dealing with the clergy and the laicy.
This book 1s T think aimed at a popular rather than scholarly readership, and
is written i a straightforward, accessible stvle that 3s easy to read. It s also
generously illustrated, making good use of full page colour pictures of the me-
dieval stained glass at Doddiscombsleigh, which depict nmany of the vitnals of
medieval Christian life.

Hlowever tlis is also an authoritative and learned work, extensively
referenced with sixteen pages of notes and an eight page bibliography, Orme
regulartv draws on, and re-presents the conclusions of previows researches,
published in more academic form elsewhere. So for example, the post-
Roman and Anglo-Saxon period is closely based on the longer article on this
subject {*Christianuty in Devon Before 1086°) in the Devonshire Association
Transactions of 2011, Other works, such as his groundbreaking work on
church dedications (English Church Dedications with a Survey of Cormwall
and Dervon, 1996) and West Councey saints (Nicholas Roscarrack's Lives of
The Saints: Cormeall And Devon, 1992 and The Saints Of Cormwall, 2000}
are referenced incidentally throughourt the text. However Orme does make a
point of avoiding too much overlap with his earlier book for Iimpress. Fxeter
Cathedsal: the First Thowsand Years, $00-13550, 2009,

In addition to making the fruits of Nicholas Orme’s more academic
studies accessible, what the reader gains from this approach s a strong sense
of historical perspective, and the changing position of the church over time.
National change is illuminared with vivid local detail throughout, which brings
the narrative to life. The impace of the Black Death 1 13549 15 illustrated by
reference to the bishop's registers recording the number of clergy instituted to
recrortes and vicarages. Berween 1342 and 1348, the numbers ranged between
12 and 27 in 1349 the figure leapt to 238, At the end of the period, after
hundreds of vears of modesthy-shifting tradition, the extraordinary pace and
extent of change during the Reformation, 1s therefore startling. The monastic
establishments of Devon, some of which originated in the late Anglo-Saxon
period, were disbanded. Siv smalier monasteries were closed in summer 1336,
the four friaries were shut down in September 1538, and then the fourreen
remaining monasteries were closed during a period of just over three weeks in
March 1339 {pp. 163-7}). The work 1s described as a social not architecrural
history: 1t concentrates on people not buildings. This 15 exemplitied by the
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chapter on the medieval laicy, which 1s an enhightening and moving msight
into what the medieval church meant 1o its parishioners. Take for example
the subjecr of church seating. The provision of seating in a church reflected
a basic human need for comfore, but the secating arrangements reflected the
soclal hierarchy of the parish. The best seats were reserved for those of highest
status; there could even be segregation of men and women. One medieval
bishop tried to order that those who first entered the church should choose
where thev sat. That was never going to work in such a stratified soctety
{pp. 61, 115-6}.

The church changed Devan; 1t Christanised the landscape with church
buildings and monuments; it changed beliefs; and it ordered communiries into
parishes. But Devon changed the church too, to harmonise the Christan life
with thar of the everyday lives of local people, to make Christianity Devonian.
Nicholas Orme’s book explains how this happened wonderfully well.

Nicholas Grant

David Parker, The People of Devon in the First World War (Stroud: The
History Press, 2013) 272 pages. Numerous photographs and illuserations.
Softhack. ISBN 9780730952897, £16.99.

This vear sees the publication of many books about the First World War to
commemorate the centenary anniversary. All aspects of cthe vears 1914-1918
will have been explored and covered and it is fitting that the part that Devon,
and the people of Devon plaved, should have a book devored to them. David
Parker's The Peaple of Devon in the First World War, 1s a firring tmibute to
the county, its people and their important contribution. Ar the same time
it provides a valuable resource for people interested in the social history of
Devon immediately before Waorld War 1, during the war, and immediatelv
afrerwards.

In the introducrion David Parker explains that the book has seven
themes. Theyv are: Summer 1914; Going o War; Ahens, Spies and Outsiders:
Casualties, Charities and Causes; Perceptions of Childhood; Communities
under Pressure, and Into the 1920s. Each one is treated 1 a logical, usually
chronological, order. The text is interspersed with relevant illustrations taken
from archival sources, each credired. At the end there is a derailed bibliography
and index.

The build-up ro war was marked by rhe establishment of extra Territorial
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Batralions in the Devonshire Regiment and Voluntary Aid Detachments on
the one hand, and strikes, suffragette ourrages and the ‘Irish Question™ on
the other. The very poorest in the community lived in urban slums or rural
poverty: a startling figure from the NSPCC showed thar 140,000 babies
died in the first thirceen months of war compared with 109,300 servicemen.
Nineteen fourteen saw the end of the belle époque for the wealthy and
powertul, while at the other end of the social scale any 1mprovement
was extremely slow and then only in response to wartime demands and
conditions.

While more and more men went away to fight for their country as the war
progressed, increasing numbers of wounded returned, unfir for work., With
a submarime blockade and increasing shipping losses, supplics trom abroad
began to become scarce. Something had to be done. That something was to
scour the county for workers among the old, the women and the children,
to grow maore food locally, and to find more wavs to become self-sufficient.
In Devon the imtiative was led by county families, with Earl Fortescue and
Miss Georgiana Buller taking a lead. Opposition came trom a small number
of communists and a few recaloitrant farmers, some of whom had their farms
confiscated. The guantities needed for the home population were grear. In
addivion, requirements for the army ook priority. By the end of the war this
amounted to 30,000 tons of meat and 40,000 rons of bread, 14,000 tons of
forage for the horses, and 13 million gallons of perrol. per month.

Evervone suffered, those whose loved ones departed for the front, those
who returned as casualnies having seen atrocities and suftered bath physically
and psychologically, those who were victimized because theyv were considered
‘aliens” and a threat, and the children who were deprived of a tather, They
arew up with the wartime restrictions and had to undertake war work at a
very voung age. Alchough living wirthin these condirions became the norm,
just as for the men in the trenches the gruelling rontine of living amid the
mud, carnage and tnsanitary conditions while ‘going to work” wn the trenches
was what hife entatled, the long-term impact was bound o be lasting.

This book details the contradictory pressures, rhe rensions they caused,
the solutions, the endless fund-raising and the improvements to living
standards that had to be made 1o win the war. Once the euphoria of vicrory
had passed the servicemen returned not to a ‘land fit for heroes” bur o the
distinct possibility of joining the thousands of unemploved ex-servicemen,
many of whom carried physical, mental and spiritual scars as a resulr of their
service. They rerurned to a life where much had changed, particularly the role
of women; to a life where no-one who had not experienced 1 could possibly
understand what fighting for vour country had meant; to a life in which their
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experiences had to be buried or forgoten, ver for many it was never far from
the surface.

Well rescarched and presented, this book is highly imformative and read-
able. While many books about World War [ will focus on strategic events, the
bacdles and the politics, this focuses on the people of Devon, and the country-
side and towns of the county. It is a must for anvone interested in the history
of Devon in the rwentieth century.

Bab and jacqueline Patten

Lucy Ryder, The Historic Landscape of Devon: A Study in Change and
Continity (Oxford: Windgather Press, 2013) xi + 244 pages, 138 hgures.
Softback, ISBN 9781905119387, £386.

The ordnance survey map. famoush championed by W, (. Hoskins as rich
evidence for human development of the landscape over many centuries, has
vielded much over recent decades to deepen our historical understanding.
Within Devon, detailed ‘tithe maps® survive from the 18305 tor most parishes,
and this stody, based on the author’s doctoral thesis, used rthem as the basis
for her artempt to examine rhe tield and settlement patterns and enclosure
of open ficlds and commons since the medieval period. Within sample areas
ot the Blackdown Hills, the far north-west of the county ar Hartland, and &
tew locations within the South Hams, the cithe maps and their accompanying
apportionments giving details of land use, field names, ownership and
occupations, have been digitised within a Geographic fnformation System
{GIS). This allows other lavers of mapped data to be diginsed, potennally
enabling more syvstematic analvsis of historic landscape change.

However, it ts difficult to understand why many of the additional sources
incorporated were selected, and why orthers were not. A variery of printed
primary sources have been used, including the Domesday survey, calendars
ot Inguisitions Post Mortem, Feudal Aids, and Vancouver’s summary of
the 1801 census contained wichin his survev of the countvs agriculoore.
These sources are not accompanied by any eritical exammaton of their
comparability and potential value to the elucidation of landscape development,
The most alarming result of this 15 a table of ‘population numbers™ within
the study parishes drawn directly from the very different raw counts given in
Domesday, lay subsidies of 1332, 1344/5, Pohwheles History of Devon and
the 1807 census. Even if adjustments could be made to allow comparisons
o be drawn, the point of displaving the data 1s not made clear. Likewise, if
earlv nmereenth century occuparion structure is important, why not use the
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greater detail in the 1841 census mstead of the 1801 dara, especially as it
was contemporary with the tiche survevs? Another striking omission, given
the porential ot GIS based analysis and the purpose of the study, are older
detailed maps where they exist. Ravenhill and Rowe’s detailed catalogues of
early Devon maps were published by the Devon and Cornwall Record Sociery
as long ago as 2002, and mentian several for parishes within the author’s
Blackdown Hills study area. These would have been helpful in peebing back
1819 century common enclosure to reveal the patrern of medieval and
earlv-modern cultivation and settlement, and more reliable than showing the
distribution of certain field name elements in an acrempr to 1llustrate recent
common enclosure at the time of the tithe survevs.

The author’s use of GIS provides many maps showing tithe survey fields,
colour coded by landowner, sometimes accompanicd by a kev. “Fossilised’
strips of prior open field farming arc revealed in some, as have been observed in
several previous studies of the Devon landscape. Bevond this, the bewildering
kaleidoscopes portraved are often subject to litele more interpretation than to
note thatr the pattern ts ‘varied.” The author discusses the notion of ‘cultural
pavs n relation to landscape variety but 1t remains uncicar whether this is
identified over a wide area, or distincrive at a parish or ‘community’ level, and
still less how this relates to pateerns and sequence of ficld enclosure, if ar all.

The importance is stressed of using GIS as a tool to aid research rarher
than as a buzzword o legitimise a study, but it is difficult 1o see that the trap
has been avoided here. It is compounded by a lack of cditing, ranging trom
uncorrected tyvpos, errors ~ from the irritating and trivial ro rhe serious and
substantive (sec above) - and incomplete and inconsistent references. Above
all, however, it is hard to sce thar the evidently large amount of effort which
must have gone into data collection and loading has given risc to anvthing
more than ‘computer-aided antiquartanism’ which adds nothing to our un-
derstanding of landscape study and history. Those seeking a recent summary
of this imporrant dimension of Devon’s past should seek our the collection of
essayvs on Medieval Devon and Corntwall edited by Sami Turner. Somewhat
curiously, the only menoion of this wark in Lucy Ryder's bibliography is of her
own chapter in it on folklore and the imagined landscape.

Greg Finch
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Sam Smiles, ed., West Conntry to World’s End: The South West in the Tudor
Age {lLondan: Paul Holberton, 2013) 116 pages, 26 Catalogue illustrations,
27 additional illustrations. Introduction, five specialist essays and a Who's
Who drawn from the catalogue. ISBN 9781907372520, £20.00

This richly illustrated book was designed to complement the exhibition ac
Excter's RAMM {(Roval Albert Memornal Museum} berween October 2413
and March 2014 at which a very wide range of items from the South-West
were on show, including documents such as wills and contracts, important
works of art and fine ¢craftsmanship, Both beautifully designed, the exhibition
and the book provided many delightful surprises.

Sam Smiles had the inspiration for West Corntry to World's End to place
‘Tudor Devon and Cornwall in the spotlight .. " {p. 11} and goes on to define
its ‘centre of attention’ as “between the 15405 and the 1610s . . " because
cthis ‘corresponds with che life of Txeter’s most imporcant artist, Nicholas
Hilliard (¢.1547-1619Y. However, this time shift of the Tudor period (1485—
1603) deprived the exhibition, and particularly the book, of thar vieal pre-
Refarmation period in the region, and the chapters on the arts unfortunarely
move with Hilliard to the capital and the court: territory which is already
well known. Even so, the exhibition makes a strong argument far chis
period as a ‘golden age of the South West’, with plenty of ‘sheen’ to show
(p. 21).

Smiles’s jntroduction provides a compressed history of the region in the
later Tudor period, with well-chosen snippets secting out the main events —
rhe impact of the Reformarion, the Armada with its focus on the South-West,
the age of sea exploration and an interesting brief account of ‘civic improve-
ments’ {p. 19), including the construction of the Excter Canal, enabling
the development of the Excter quay. Changes to the built environment as
abbeys and priories disappear and ‘the most powerful names in the region
developed their tamily sears’ (p.16), show the wav imported Renaissance
motifs influenced building styles and crafts. However, the book’s omission
of those pre-Reformartion Tudor davs, means that the significance of late
medieval church building and decoration is lost: the towers, rood screens,
wagon roofs with bosses and elaborate carved bench ends of that early Tudor
period are very particular glories of the South-West, and there are remarkably
many intact survivors of that period sull to be seen. The imported styles
from the continent and elsewhere would at the time certainly have echipsed
the indigenous significance of Devon’s golden age of church building, mostly
paid for by the chrving wool mdustry, There is a further exhibition to be
devised that celebrates pre-Reformarion Tudor Sourh-West. Az Siniles says,
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‘the change in religious ohservance altered the very look of towns and villages
as monasteries, priories and other religious buildings were put to other uses’
(p.15). But the later Tudor landscapes of the Sourh-West continued to be
scattered with those same parish churches which, to their pastors, patrons
and parishioners rerained their original use, even if in the reforimed nites of
the Praver Baok. The five chapters which follow this interesting overview aim
to provide more detail: “The Decorative Arts’ {Susan Flavin), *Art in Britainy’
and ‘Nicholas Hilthard' (Karen Hearn), ‘Maritime Activity and Exploration’
{Stephanie Prart) and *Education and Learning™ (Sam Smules).

The new rescarch underpinning Susan Flavins chaprer really shows, pro-
viding a focus on some of the kev decorative arts of the period, including
waood, stone and plaster, goldsmithery and lace making. As she claims in the
conclusion to the chapter, ‘the limitarions of the source material’ meant that
the crattsmen remain rather ‘shadowy figures’. The contrast between the well-
documented goldsmiths, and other crattsmen such as lace makers, known
by name only rarely from courr records or conrracts, shows the disuncrion
berween different crafts, in thetr organisation and status. Flavin's rescarch,
whally focused on the West Conntry and diligently faornoted, provides future
rescarchers with a valuable entry to further investigation of these significant
crafes in the region.

In contrast Karen Hearn's gaze wanders awav from the South-West,
as suggested even in the title of her first chaprer, “Arc in Britain’, and this
chapter disappomts. While it provides an account of painting in sixteenth-
century Britain her focus is on elite pawnting, almost exclusively elite court
portraits. That the subjects of these portraits are sclecred tor their South-
West connections is incidental ro the narrative provided. As she savs, *. . . the
leading pamters to the English elite . . . scem to have been migrants, who
had been born and trained overseas.” althongh the chaprer ends, tantalisingly,
with the claim thar ‘a nomber of practittoners from the West Counery plaved
significant roles in its {art’s) production.” {p. 72): a claimy which in fact seems
to refer mainly to Nicholas Hilliard. Exhibits of portraits with undoubted
South-West provenance, for example ¢he fine portraits of Hooker {Car. 24}
and Carew (Cat. 25) - no less worthy of study because they are works of
unknown painters — are not mentioned in this chapter.

Hearn’s next chapeer, ‘Nicholas Hilliard'| is equally London-centric, wirth
the West Counrry focus drifting awav once Nicholas leaves Exeter, city of his
birth, in 1553 following John Bodlev into exile to avord Mary Tudar’s Cachalic
practices. That he was the son of the prominent Exeter goldsnuth, Richard
Hilliard, was clearly significant in his career choice of miniature painting,
betraving its role as a branch ot the jeweller’s art, The exquisite dehicacy
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of painting on a nmiature scale dominates che tHuseradon of the book. as
visually it was in the exhibition itself. and Hilhard is himself undoubtedly a
catch for Exeter. Although some of Hilliard’s elite clientele were indeed from
the West Country, the focus of this chapter again draws the spotlight away o
Elizabeth's court.

Stephanic Pratt’s chapter returns the focus to the West Countryv with
Drake, Ralegh, Davis. Gilbert among others highlighting the extraordinary
significance of the West Country in producing privateers, navigators, map
makers and settlers, quite apart from theiv role in defcatung the Spanish
Armada. As Prart savs, they ‘truly opened up the possibility for English
settlement in North America.” (p. 86). Not onlv did they travel, but they
provided charts and records of their pioneering exploravions of distant
aceans, enabling the nexr generation of explorers to go even further. The
Gilberts, related co Walter Ralegh, led the wav to founding the “Virginia®
plantations, and the inchision of John White, a painter, i the crew led o the
many watercolours of these distant lands and tharr people, which were such o
highlight of the exhibition.

Smiles concludes the book with a brief chapter on “Education and Learning’
which demonstrates the significance of the provision of schools = not only for
the rich ~ and the breadth of learning achieved in post-Reformarion Devon and
Cornwall. Town schools, such as the stll-surviving King Edward VI School in
Totnes (1353}, and schools founded by phifanthropists, such as Peter Blundeli,
mftluenced the wayv schooling was appreciated, and o this Smiles effectively
links the spiric ot enquiry that pervades his story of the Sourh-West. Blundell’s
school, Gilbert’s new curriculum, Ralegh's writing of poetry and history, and
Carew’s philosophv are all connected outcomes from this focus on learning,.

This is a fine book and a valuable souvenir of a memorable exhibition
at RAMM. Inevitablv it has omissions and each reader will identity histher
own. For me rthe gaps that T most regrer are the glories of the earher Tudor
achievements, the absence of bonks. and the {almost) invisihility of women.
But the achwevements of the volume outweigh any such absences, and this
partnership of exhibition and book is certainty o be celebrated. Everv West
Country houschold should have a well-thumbed copy of this book!

Claire Dosnroran
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W. B. Stephens, The Seventeenibh-Century Customs Service Swurveyed
{Farnham: Ashgate, 2012} 233 pages. Hardback. ISBN 9781409438373,
£65.00.

Dr W. B. Stephens of Leeds University, well known as a social, cconomic,
educational and local histortan, was working on Treasury records for his
book Seventeenth-Century Excier when he noriced a 1684 report on the
customs ports of the South-West and sourh Wales: now, fifty vears on, he has
made a deratled study of 1. William Culliford. son of a Dorset rovalist and
Restoration MP, a loval and experienced customs officer, was sent on a tour
of inspection in 1682, empowcred to replace incompetent and corrupt officers
and ro recommend improvements to the Commissioners of Customs. e also
had to respond to roval pressure to root out religrous and polincal dissenters
fram the service. His repore is the basis of this hook.

The result is an excellent accounr of the organisation of the customs
service after rthe duties ceased to be farmed 1n 1671, and a colourful and
detailed picrure of the economic. pohirical and ¢riminal nerworks centred
on the customs houses at the ‘headports’ of the South-West {Bristol, Carditt,
Bridgwater, Barnstaple, Poole, Wevmouth, Exeter, Plvmouth, Falmouth and
Penzance) and around cheir “member ports” and “creeks’, in the 1680s.

Exeter was the sceond biggest of these ports. Irs trade with Europe,
Amenica and the West Indies increased afrer 1660, becoming one of the
Treasury’s main sources ot custonus revenue, Cullitord found the Customs
House newlv built on the quav, where goods were brought by lighter up
the recentdy renovated canal from Topshant. Uniquely among the poris he
inspected, he found very hittle evidence at Exeter that ofticers took bribes or
colluded with smugglers, and the “collector” or chiet officer was nor apparcently
in cahoots with local merchants.

Negligence and poor supervision, however, were general, Qtticers would
leave incoming ships unguarded for a three-hour lunch break, crearing visible
opportanines tor evasion, Idleness and absenzeeism were suspiciousy vite. too.
in the lesser ports under Exeter’s purisdiction, from Exmouth to Daronouth.
The Starcross atficers would rake the customs hoat out mackerel-tishing all
dav while the vessels they should have boarded and searched sailed past. The
riding officers who should have prevented coneraband being landed along the
coasts of case Devon and Torbav were not up to the task, in either numbers
or disapline. Here, as elsewhere, Culliford’s recommendations of more scaff
were mostly agreed by the Castoms Board.

Barnstaple was nominally the headport of North Devon, though overtaken
commercially by Bideford. Here Cullitord had 1o compel the Collecror ta
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remit large sums owed to the Treasury which he had kept for his own usc.
Barnstaple also illustrated the damaging effect of medicval survivals. The
ancient offices of ‘customer’ and ‘controller’ had become simcecures for local
notables, held by letters patent with the right to appoint a depury. In this
case the deputy controller was also a merchant, ship owner and smuggler, and
Culliford, having caught him out, ordered the controller to dismiss him. Bur
the political value of these sinecures for electoral patronage prevented cheir
abolirion for more than a century.

In Plvmouth Cullifard made powerful enemices. The collectror, Hamlvn,
and the leading merchanes tormed a smuggling ring, with a ‘zang” of lesser
ofticials in regular parmmership with smugglers. Hamivn was also an influen-
tial rovalist swho challenged Cullitord’s charges before the Commissioners of
Customs; local merchants and town council rallied behind him, and he and
others escaped dismissal.

Cases like this suggest a querv about the author’s presuppositions.
Stephens endorses Cullifords standpoing, treating it as an early example of
what became the Civil Service ethos of legality, probiry and efficiency. He
upholds Culhiford’s *honesty™ aganst his opponents” ‘dishonesty’, and applies
Culhiford’s language of fraud’, ‘corruption” and ‘negligence’ without qualifyving
its moral force. But it seems thar many of Culliford’s bartles took place ar
the intersection of oppased value-svsrems and of mutually uncomprehending
subcultures — for insrance, berween the self-justifving claims of dvnastic
legitimacy and the sclf-cvident goodness of free trade i an age of expanding
markets; or berween cultures of localism and maritime enterprise, on the one
hand. and the metropolitan culture of legalistic officialdom on the other. Such
perspectives might sometimes offer a fuller understanding than a moralistic
and bureauvcratic framework.

Still, the author has chosen to write a straightforward conrribution to
iraditional administranive history, and succeeds admurably. For a stare,
Culitford’s investigarions malke for a rattling good story, with a hero and
plenty of villains. Thev are also a goldmine for local historians, and for
those addicied to the history of smuggling. Bevond this, they demonstrate
the emergence and consaolidarion, in this rather understudied pertod, of an
important part of the fiscal state that was to underwrite Britain's wars in the
eighteenth century. With usetul maps and statistical appendices. as well as
impeccable scholarship, the book definitively fills an important niche.

Jobn Torrance
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