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Introduction

HENRY FRENCH

These aroicles on farming, fishing. and various aspects of food supply in Devon
during the First World War reflect a series of research topics that emerged our
of an iitiative run by the History Department at the University of Exeter, as
part of its involvement with one of the Arts and Humanities Research Council
{AHRC)-funded First World War Communitv-Engagement Hubs, ‘Evervday
Lives During the First World War®, co-ordinated by Dr Sarah Llovd at the
University of Hertfordshire. Through this collaborarion, we obtained tunding
for a part-time project officer, Dr James Wallis, who organised a series of
project workshops in which a group of volunteers discussed sources, methods
of analvsis and their findings about life in Devon during the First World War,
This research was brought togerher under the title ‘Food, Farming and Fishing
in Devon During the First World War’, under the auspices of the Devon
History Sociery, through the efforts of Dr fulia Neville, The Devon History
Society’s affiliated socicties secretary. Jr fearured ac the DHS® Annual General
Meeting in October 2016. We were also assisted considerably by Southwest
Heritage Trust/Devon Heritage Centre’s on-gaing ‘Devon Remembers
Heritage Project’, tunded by the Heritage Loctery Fund, and in parucular,
the efforts of its project officer Katherine Findlay, particularly in bringing in
contributors on fishing,

This research resulted in an initial publicacion, entitled Food, Farm-
ing and Fishing in Devon During the First World War, containing a series
of brief essays, which is available on-line via the DHS website.! However, a
number of the volunteers wanted to continue their research to develop more
substantial 4,000-word articles for this journal. They extended their existing
analyses, and presented some of their findings at a special conference entitled

& 2017 The Devon History Sociery
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‘Qats, Sprats and Barley Bread: Feeding Devon in World War 1, held in May
2017, We are extremely gratetul to the unstinting etforts of the editor, and to
guwidance provided by the anonymous peer reviewers, whose suggestions and
insights have materially improved the structure and content of the articles
presented m this issue,

Although most academic research remains focused on rthe origins,
conduct, logistics and battles of the First World War, in the last two decades
there has heen a move to research civilian life on all sides during the conflict.
Such revisionist histories have siressed the obvious fact that war does not
necessarily bring out the best in people. They have revealed stories of civilian
‘shirkers’ unwilling to volunteer; slip-shod military production and assembly
line militancy: self-interested nacrow-mindedness about the implementation
of petty regulations; and the continued and very real presence of class
divisions and privilege in relation to power, resources or food. Perhaps
understandably, this research has tended to concentrate on life in capital
cities, or mmdustrial towns, given their significance in terms of population size
or for war production.” In view of this, there have been calls 1o broaden the
focus of historical attention, to include a wider range of local communities.’
In the wake of the centenary of the outbreak of the war, cthere have also been
a number of general studies of life on the ‘Home Front’* There have been
relatively few studies of rural Brirain,® but Devon has received more atrencion
than most English counties.”

Research by Bonnie White and Richard Batten has demonstrated that
Devon men’s reluctance to volunteer between 1914 and 1916 became well-
known within the region and the nation, and that it was attributed, in part,
to the reluctance of Devon farmers to let their sons go off ro war.” Recruiting
parties were frequently welcomed with a cream tea, but often in villages
where men of military age were suddenly very thin on the ground.® Similarly,
Bonnie White has shown that civilians did not always bear food shortages
stoically. In Plvmouth, Exeter and Barnstaple, there were disturbances outside
shops in the spring of 1917 Women and children queued up for bread,
potaroes, cggs and other goads from carly in the morning. The black marker
also operated, wirth farmers selling at the farm-gate to metropolitan buvers,
and numerous low-level dodges were deployed to chear the svstems of price-
controls and partial rationing introduced in the autumn of 1916." At the same
time, Richard Batten’s research into the operation of military tribunals after
the introduction of conscription in the spring of 1916 has illustrated the often
heavy-handed, crass ways in which they attempted to reconcile the urgent
need for army reinforcements, against the equally pressing requirements for
agriculrural labour.'” This resuited in a number of farmers’ sons and rural



rl

Introduction 3

workers being excoriated as ‘shirkers’, and having theic appeals dismissed in
sometimes patronising and very patrician tones.

These kinds of correctives arc very important i order to prevent our
historical lens from being misted up by centenary nostalgia or distorted
by the imperatives of popular commemoration. However, as the arficles in
this issue of The Devon Historian illustrate, the bathos of ordinary life in
warrime should not obscure some of the substantive achievements of the
people of the counry, however much they were otherwise immune to the
supposedly ennobling effects of wartime seruggle. This can be illusrraced
by che example of agricultural production in the county. Bonnie White and
Peter Dewey demonstrared thart the problem of labour shortages in agriculvre
was never fully resolved, either in the county or in the country as a whole."!
In Devon, White's figures suggest that the total labour force in agriculture
shrank from 41,940 persons to 31,330 persons in 1918.'* Despite this, she
shows that the county’s farmers remained reluctant to call on the Women's
Land Army. In the final vear of the war, Devon’s farmers were ten times more
likety (in numerical terms, at least) to use enemy prisoners of war than to
pay women volunteers. Yer, the figures given by Hitchings, Lawrence, Moss
and Wilkins in their articte show thart the acreage devoted to labour-intensive
crops such as wheat, cereals and potatoes all expanded by 1918, compared
to pre-war [evels, while the numbers of livestock had also recovered, despite
a significant reduction in the arca devoted to grassland and fodder crops.
These changes were relatively modest in scale {increascs in the area devoted
to wheat of about 3 per cent on pre-war levels), and food shortages and price
rises hardly abated. Even so, it was a significant achievernent to maintain
agranan production levels when the workforce was reduced by a quarter!
This required many people to make the kinds of sacrifices of time and effort
that the leaders of the country repeatedly exhorted them ro contribute, and
{prabably) required significant amounts of unpaid and unrecorded labour by
women and children. Qccasianally, therefore, dry staristics on employment,
acreages and outputs can be as eloquent as the reports in the local press abaut
recruftment drives, fund-raising charity events, Belgian refugees or the war
wounded, as well as the reported instances of shortages, unrest, strikes and
the black markez.

This example tllustrates the value of the subjects, and the sources, covered
by the articles within this issue, and (above all) the benefits of taking a local
approach in which national or county trends can be understood more fully
within a specific context. Penny Lawrence’s article describing the methodology
for analvsing the MAF68 Annual Census Returns of Agricultural Production
1S an important startng point. These ‘June Returns’ (the census date was in
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carlv June each vear! are held by The Naoonal Archive in Kew, and are nor
necessarily well-known to local historians, They record the annual estimates
tor ourpur in each paricsh. covering arable acreages cropped, livestock
numbers. and an cver-increasing arrav of sub-caregorics of production. They
were begun in the wake of the devastaning “cartle plague’ {rinderpest outbreak
of 1865—-6. and returns were made compulsory duriag rhe First World War.!?
As Lawrence explains, this source has its deficiencies. The war muluplied the
categories inta which agricultural production was organised, which makes
it difficulr co compare every aspect of these returns from 1914 to 1918 or
bevond. Tt is true thac there are more exciting historical documents. [t is also
true that the only way to really extract meaningful maserial from them is to
record the data within compuzer spreadsheers. Yet, ance rhis tedious rask 1s
completed, the researcher has resuits thar can be compared instantly to other
parishes wirthin the county, to the county figures as a whole [which were
collatad and published annually in reports o partiamentt, and ro the whole
couniry as well.

Penny Lawrenee’s discussion of the merhods by which resules can be
extracted underpins the zanalysis of these rerurns '[‘aT(fSE‘ﬂtﬁ{E by Edward
Hitchings. Peraiv Lawrence, Judith Moss and Roger Wilkins, This illustrates
the valoe of this material to the locai historian. O the one hand, it locates
the changing patterns of production within the county squarely within the
national context. which has heen described very cftectivels by Peter Dewey.™
Devon's experiences tallied with those of the other pastoral counties of the
west of England.” The First World War temporarily reversed the Jong-term
trend owards speaialisanon v beef and dairv herds, and a corresponding
shift from arable production 1o grasslands. These changes had mitigated
the effecis of rhe nation-wide * Lﬂctllturai Depression’ after 1873, which
resulted from the influx of cheap gramn produced on the US and Canadian
prairies, and was compounded from the 1890s by imports of refrigerated
mutton and beef from the USA, Australia. New Zealand and Argentina. By
1914, the arable acreage 1n Devon was much diminished, the proportion of
county's populanion engaged in agriculture bad halved, from 15 per cent
1n 1831 o 7 per cent tn 1911 While the war did not reverse this decline
in the rural workforce, it did halt, and even reverse, the dechine in arable
production, particularly after the introduction ot the Corn Production Act
in August 1917, As in other pastoral counties in the north, west midlands,
north-west and south-west, this increase was achieved primarily by ploughing
up ‘permanent’ grassland (that mav have dropped out of arable cultivation
in the late nincteenth century), reducing the acreage of fodder crops, but

perhaps growing them more ntensively, and generallv running down the
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numbers of hivestock through o 1217, with a gradual increase in 19187 At
the same time, great effort was put into the production of potatocs, so that
small increases in acreages helped ¢reate farge increases in vields, as long as
blight was prevented. However, despite these efforts, prices rose rapicly after
1913, particularly in the spring of 1917 when grain unports from America
were reduced. Similarly, the county never properly reconciled the competing
demands for men for the army versus agricultural production, and although
wamen workers made imporiant contributions, their numbers were alwavs
inadequate.

This research alco draws atrention to the variations in the experiences of
parishes wirhin the county. The differences in geography, soil rvpes, elevarion,
rainfall, drainage, market-access and local expertise were profound in
such a large and diverse county as Devon. The broader imperatives of the
‘plough-up’ campaign could only be interpreted and implemented on a parish-
bv-parish hasis. For example, on Dartmoor, although farmers experimented
with wheat, they soon reverred to their medieval and early modern staples
of oats and barley which suited the climate, supplemented by substantial
increases in the potato crop. Conversely, the largest declines in the acreages
devoted to fodder crops were precisely in those parishes in the Blackdown
Hills where specialisation in dairy production had been grearest prior to the
war. The same imperative also led 1o 2 decline in the numbers of pigs, which
were fed on dairy by-producrs in the Blackdowns, and clsewhere ate gram
that increasingly was rescrved tor human consumption. [t 1s also interesting
to note that pre-war patterns of production reasserted themselves in many
parishes by 1920. These variations ifJustrate thar although average figures can
be verv revealing they are obviously a composite, in which local peculiarities,
variations and histerical experiences, are smoothed our and obscured.

It the county’s farmers coped to varving degrees with the war and
its consequences, Samanrha Lirtle’s research in the Brixham fishing fleer
demonstrates that the war hit seafaring communities much more heavily.
Brixham’s fleer was reduced from 210 vessels in August 1914 to only 123
by 1919. The war dealr three powerful blows to the fishing tndustry. Firstly,
within the first few davs of war, a significant portion of the fleet’s workforce
were mobilised as naval reservists, reducing the size of the crews available.
Secondly, the Admiralty were guick to block off large areas of the fishing
grounds of the inshore tleet in Start Bav and the wider Lyme Bay area,
which mmposed unworkable restrictions on this fishery. Thirdly, after the
Introduction of conscription in 1916, there was a further process of attrition,
as naval recruiters and military tribunals cut back the exemptions available to
fishermen. Manyv of those who remained in the industry were used as directed
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labour, and sent to man trawlers in Irish Sea or the Norch Sea. This story is
one of the least well-known histories of the Home Front, and it demonstrates
powerfully that the privations of war could be felt verv acutely in some
communities, while those ten miles inland might have an entirely different
expericnce.

These three articles set the scene for four further artcles which consider
the conscguences of war within local government, within the gardens of the
‘areat csrates’, in the Home-Frone kitchens, and in the lives of two young girls
on the edge of Dartmoar. It is tair to say thar ane seldom encounters the
phrases “war-time heroism’ and ‘the county council® in the same sentence!
However, as the previous arricles on farming and fishing illuscrate, at a county
level throughour the war the fundamental problem of government remained
how to reconcile the competing demands of the metropolitan ‘military-
industrial complex” with the neceds of the county. It fell to the covunty council
to try to square this increasingly irreconcilable circle, and as Julia Neville's
essay demonstrates very clearly, the council’s shortcomings in the face of this
impossible rask accelerated a process of political change in the county’s "natural
rulers’. She demonstrates that in line with many other rural counties, such as
Suffalk, rhe late Victorian creation of county councils had provided a new
outler for the governing instinces of the rraditional “squircarchy”, burrressed
by a range of legal, medical and other professionals.’® The educational reforms
after 1900, and social refarms institured by Liberal governments afrer 1906,
required county councils to assume greater responsibilities tor schools, public
health, welfare provision and wnfrastructure. Consequently, even before 1914
county councils had to trade the demands of central government against the
fiscal protests of ratepavers, the conservatism of some rural {andowners,
or the demands for further action from some working-class urban voters.
The war produced enormous increases in the demands from the centre of
government, for war recruits, the imposition of security controls, and the
creation of wartime infrastructure. After 1916, the increases in powers
claimed by central government had to be implemented within Devon by the
county council, which inspired considerable local opposition, particularly
in relation 1o the implementation of the Corn Production Acr, orgamisarion
of War Agricultural Executive Committees, imposition of price controls
and (eventually) rationing. As Neville’s article demonstrates, this created a
‘blame-game’ in which many of the landowning elite on the county council
criticised tenant-farmers for dragging their feet, while farmers pointed out
abvious examples of hypocrisy among landowners in the implementation of
these edicts. These tensions mayv have contributed to the long-term decline
of landowners as the dominant polfitical group on the county council.
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The demands for soldiers and sailors alsa accelerated another aspect of
landed decline, as shown by Claire Greener, Anne Kaile and Julia Neville’s
research on the changing function of estate gardens during the war.
Landed incomes had been under pressure since the onset of the agriculrural
depression, although they held up berrer in the south-west than in arable East
Anglia. In addition, landowners faced substantial increases in taxation. Death
duties rose from 1894, After 1908, Llovd George also increased supertax
on higher carners, and in 1910 introduced Incremental Value Duty, which
was (in essence} a ‘capital gains tax’ on increases in land values, aimed
ar landowners who had benefitted from rises in land prices caused by the
suburban ‘ribbon development” around rowns ~ the Killerton valuation is
discussed in the artcle {the source, National Archives IR [Infand Revenuel
58 is another excellent, and little-known resovrce for local historyy.” This
was compounded by the Parliament Act of 1910, which removed the House
of Lords™ power ro veto parliamentary legislation. These moves were regarded
by Devon landowners, such as Lord Poltimore, as an all-our assault on the
‘landed interest’. They sparked an increase in {and sales by estates (notably
the Bedford cstate in West Devon) berween 1910 and 1914, as landowners
sought to reduce their taxable liabilities {and, often, their mortgages as
well).”® This foreshadowed the flood of cstate sales berween 1919 and 1922,
The war began against this background of pressure on landed incomes and
financial retrenchment. As this article shows, estates sought to turn kitchen
gardens over to food prodoction, make land available for ‘plough-up
campaigns and release men of service-age for the war. As long-term leaders
of the county, and current county councillors, the Aclands, Bampfyides,
Fortescues, Clintons and Stucleys needed 1o emphasize their conteibution to
what Bonnie White has termed the ‘equalicty of sacritice’ on the Home Front.
However, it was also evident that estates sought to protect valued emplovees
{as at Killerton) or manoeuvred to preserve garden or parkland fearures
{such as the deer-park at Poltimore), causing complaints to military tribunals
and War Agricultural Exccutive Committees. As has been noted, the war
caused a rapid acceleration in the sale of estates, and wartime wage controls
{and staturory increases} sparked further reducnions in garden emplovment
after 1918, despite previous pranuses that jobs would be kept open. This
article provides furcher interesting evidence that the war speeded up soaal,
economic and political trends that had already begun in the first decade of the
century,

‘Equality of sacrifice’ was a particularly important, and fraught, message
to inculeare in the kitchen, when basic commodities rose in price with
alarming and disorienting rapidity after two generations of remarkable price
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stability since 1870, Paal Cleave's arricle on food supply, recipes and local
initiatives offers an insight into the ways in which local communities sought
to put into practice the patriotic ijuncuons of government and food writers,
to substitute cheaper commodities for expensive imported goods, create
surpluses that could be given to the armed torces, and make increasingly
meagre supplies go further.”t His survev of parish and diocesan magazines
uses an interesting set of source materials, which get beneath rthe exhortations
of county leaders like earl Forrescue, or the bishop of Excter, and ilustrate
how “local worthies™ tried o rranslate these requests into practical advice,
and palatable recipes, at a time when supplies were often short, and gueuves
increasingly long.

Ultimatelv. perhaps the best wayv 1o appreciate the combined cffects of
global war, national pobey, local implementation, pansh imitiatives, and
household struggles, is to examine how they intersect within the experience
of particular individuals. Judith Moss’ examination of the diary of Faith
Lowe, working on her father’s farm in 1918, helps us appreciate how these
different spheres of politics, policy and power, bore down on the daily life of
a voung woman, who lived apparently miles from any immediate influence of
wartime. Lowe’s diary iltustrates the sheer hard work, the aching back, the
frozen fingers, the muddy boots and {perhaps also) the sense of contribution
for 2 woman given the unexpecred task of farming the land. As Moss also
explains, Lowe’s example also illustrates the feathered edges of female
involvement on the land. outside the formal structure of the Women's Land
Army, If the Land Army’s contribution was small, in terms of actual numbers,
during the First World War, Faith Lowe’s slightly equivocal relationship to the
auxiliary Women'’s National Land Service Corps, may indicare that many more
women contributed to the agrarian war efforr than were ever recorded in the
official statistics. This helps ro fill in rhe apparent gap berween the size of the
agricultural Fabour-force, and the relanive stability of production in the county.

These articles offer a variety of new perspectives on the First World
War in the county. Thev illuscrate how statistical sources can be used to
provide a historical context against which to assess the competing claims of
landowners, farmers, military recruiters and committee members reported in
contemporary newspapers, teibunals and committee minutes, and to assess
De¢von's performance against that of neighbouring counties or the whole
councry, Similarly, they aiso illustrate expertences that have tended ro be
overlooked. such as the plight of fishermen, the role of the county council, or
the effects on the grear estates. While most of the drama of the war was played
out overseas, and much of its tragedy experienced within the family, much
of the impact of war was felt through relatively understated but sometimes
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profound changes in the tabric of daily life, many of which were unintended.

The local study provides a verv powerful lens through which 1o examine

these, assess their cffecrs, and consider cheir signiticance, and we hope that

the case-studies presented here will stimulate further research on the effects

of the First World War in other locations within the county, o recover other
fargotten histories.
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Changes in Crop Areas and Livestock
Numbers in Some Devon Parishes in

Response to World War I

EDWARD HITCHINGS, PENNY LAWRENCE,
JUDITH MOSS and ROGER WILKINS

Introduction

This article examines changes in crop areas and livestock numbers in some
Devon parishes in response to World War I, using data excracted from
Agricultural Returns from 1912 to 1920 for ten parishes in east and mid
Devon. Agriculrural returns made by farmers for 4 June annually provide
an excellent record of crop areas and livestock numbers, and information
aggregated to the parish level, available at The National Archive, provided
the basts for the current study.’ In an overview of changes in Devon farming
during World War [, Pau] Brassley highlighted the massive imports of foad
into Brirain betore the war.® Peter Dewey noted thar for the 1909-13 period
honie supplies provided only 42 per cent of total food supply and only 19 per
cent of wheat.’ The increasing concern about food supply was exacerbared by
poor harvests and the impact of submarine warfare on imports. Feeding the
population was a crucial part of the war effort, and concerns led to the 1917
Corn Production Act which guarancced the prices of wheat and oats for four
vears. County Councils were required to set ap War Agriculrural Execurive
Cammuitiees (WAEC) with a primary task of increasing the output of cereals
and potatoes, through conversion of grassland to arable production. Earl
Fortecscue’s Devon WAEC set a targer of increasing the arable area 1o that
in 1870, a time before massive imports led to a fall in grain prices. Brassley
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Table 1. The parishes studied.

Annual
rantalt
rmmd

Alatude
range

(m!

Sonls and terrain

Towland

Eeniton

00

60-140

River vallevs and gontly rolling stopes.
Considerable areas of free dratning red
sandstone soils, but some heavier areas
with impeded drainage.

Newrton 5t Cyvres

300

20-200

Three distinet areas with {11 alluvial sorls
of the Creedy FHond plain 1} free-draining
fairly flar red sandstone sotls and (111
poorlv-draned clav and shale soils with
uneven terrair.

Poltimore/Huxham

5040

Noreh - slightly acid loam and clavey with
mpeded drainage; south - freely draining
slightly acid; castern intrusion - loamye &
sandy with high groondwater and peaty
surface.

Sandford

800

40-160

Mainlv fertife rolling free-draiming red
sandstone soils, with some river vallevs.,

Blackdown Hi_”s

Clavhidon

100

Culmsrock

1,166

20-230

Hemvock

1.100

103-
260

Soils on the Blackdown pliteau and high
ground. derived from the clav-with-flinrs
and Upper Greensand, are generally poor
and acidic ranging from brown carths to
sraznagievs. They ace often classified as
Grade 4, cither because of the steep slope.
or because they are slowly permeable.
seasonally wer and ' same areas peaty,

The vallevs are cut through inco che red
friassic Mercia Mudstone, giving rise o
more fertile brown earth and brown clay
soils, These are mosthy Grade 3. bur are
stitl often elavey with impeded drainage. In
Culmsrack parish there are berter quality
hrown carchs in some arcas with more
sandv Triassic scrata, and conversely poarer
peary sotls in the area of Maiden Down.
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Dartmioor “Fringe

Chagford 1,430 140- Mainly coarse loamy soils over loamy
ien sulssoil, bot with areas of finer matrerial.
Valley bottoms tending to waterlogging
going up to well drained gentie siopes and
steep rocky soils on open moorland with
ManY SPrings.

Gidlcigh L 404D i180- Similar terrain and soils m Chagford. but
420 with grearer propardion of very bouldery

and rocky ground. There are peary
soits wirh seasonal warerlogping on the

moorland edge. i
Throwleigh 14H) 200- Generally similar to Chagford |, bur with
00 greater proportion of coarse Joamy marerial

over loamy subsotls, seasonal waterlogging
and many springs. Less sreep than

Chagford and Gidleigh.

A broad comparison of agricultoral land quality between parishes is
given by the Agricultural Land Classification and chis is aggregated for the
parishes in Table 2. Boundaries of individual parishes trom the Agricultural
Land Classificarion Map South West Region were supenimposed on relevant
sections of the map, and a transparent grid overlay used to record the extent
of individual land classes.

Land was allocated to onc of five grades according to the extent to which
its physical or chemical characteristics and climate posed limitations on agri-
cultural use:

Grade 1 - excellent guality Land with no or very minor [imirations to agri-
cultural use. A very wide range of agricultural and horticultoral crops can
be grown. Yields are high.

Grade 2 — verv good guality Land with minor imitations which affecr crop
vield, cultivations or harvesting. A wide range of agricultural and horo-
cultural crops can usually be grown, but on some laud in the grade there
mav be reduced flexibility,

Grade 3 - good to moderate quality Land with modcrate lmitations which
affect the choice of crops, timing and tvpe of cultivation, harvesting or the
level of vield.

Grade 4 — poor guality Land with severe limitations which significantly
restrict the range of crops and/or level of vields. It is mainly suited to grass.
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Giade 5 - very poor quality Land with very severe limitanions which generally
restrict use 1o permanent pasture or rough grazing.’

Table 2. Agricultural Land Classification for parishes.

Land class "%
1 2 3 4 5
Feniton 23 33 43 2 ¥
Newton 5t Cyvres 13 16 63 2 0
Poltimare/Huxham 36 0 30 -+ 0
Sandford o | 2 68 5 0
Lowlind' 23 g 19 52 6 ‘ f)
! Clavhidon o L o 67 33 0
! Culmsiock 6 ‘ 10 69 13 | 0
Hemvock 0 0 3 26 0
Blacbdeoren Hills 2 3 T 25
Chagford 0 0 12 Y] 12
Gidleigh ’ 0 0 0 29 =3 :
Throwleigh 0 0 25 43 3
| Darrmone "Fringe’ (} 1] 12 £6 43 g

Although the parishes studied reflected the interests of the authors and
their localities, they nevertheless give contrasts in climate, soil and terrain
and collectively encompass many of the contrasts in Devon. There are three
parishes {Clayhidon, Culmstock and Hemvock) with moderate to high rainfall
and hilly terrain in the Blackdown Hills, three parishes {Chagford, Gidleigh
and Throwieigh) on rhe castern fringe of Dartmoor with high rainfall and
hilly terrain termed Dartmoor ‘Fringe’. The final group of parishes is racher
more diverse and has been termed ‘Lowland’, with lower rainfall and much
more land than in the other groups being indicated by rhe Agricultural
Land Classification as suitable for cropping. The parishes in this group were
Femiton, Newton St Cyres, Sandford and Poltimore/Huxham (Huxham is a
very small parish directly adjacent to Poltimore and the figures tor the nwo
parishes were amalgamared).
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Crops and livestock

Figures were taken from the Agricultural Returns for the period from 1912 to
1920, with the exception of 1915, because information for that vear was not
available in The National Archive for most of the parishes. [n order to provide
a tobust base-line to reflect the sitnarion before the starr of the war, a mean
figure was calculated for the three vears 1912-14, and changes during and
immediacelv afrer the war were related to this figure.

The crop areas used were for whear, other cereals (the sum of barley and
oats), potatoes, fodder roots (the sum of mangolds, swedes and curnips) and
grass {the sum of temporary and permanent grass used for cutting or grazing).
The total of these categorics was considered to be the total tarmed arca. Some
crops, e.g. beans, peas, cabbages, orchards, were excluded from this classifi-
cation, but, with the exception of orchards, these occupied very small areas.
The total of whear, other cereals, potatoes and fodder roots was considered
to be the area of arable crops. Nate that with this categomsation, temporary
grass was not included in the arable area. Rough grazing and common {and
was also excluded from consideration. Much of rhis would not be included
in the Agricultural Returns and this land would be unlikely to be converted
into arable cropping, although some might have been smproved to permanent
grass.

For livestock, the figures used were horses for agriculrural use, and the
totals for cattle, sheep and pigs.

Crops

The areas occupied by each crop for individual parishes, for Devon and for
England and Wales berween 1912 and 1920 {not including 1915) arc presenred
in Appendix 1. Cropping at the beginning of the war is shown in Tahfe 3.
The area of wheat in the parishes varied from 0 in Gidleigh to 11.1 per cent
in Sandford, with only Sandford being above the national average of 6.9 per
cent. All three Dartmoor ‘Fringe’ parishes had less than 2 per cent of wheat,
lower than all other parishes. Other cereals (barley and oats) varied from
7.3 per cent in Hemvock to 19.0 per cent in Poltimore/Huxham, with mean
figures very similar to the national average, although the arca was somewhar
lower for the Blackdown Hills. A norable feature of the potato acreage was
the substantial area of 3.4 to 3.7 per cent for the Dartmoor ‘Fringe’ parishes,
above the national average of 1.8 per cenc and well above the figure for all the
other parishes. There is a long tradition of potato growing in these Dartmoor
‘Fringe' parishes with Tanoer noting in 1848 that potatoes were established
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Table 3: Cropping in 1912-14 {as per cenc of total area in cereals, poratoes, fodder
roots and grassiand).

Other i

i Wheat cercals Potaroes Fodder roars Grass |
| Fenion |40 18.7 04 | s 5.1
Newton St Cyvres 3.9 12.3 0.6 D 37

Poltimare/Huxham 2.0 19.0 0.4 ' L‘TQ tT0 B

Sandford ny | o158 0.7 9.5 62.8 |

‘Lowland’ 70l 158 0.6 .7 67.8 |
Clavhidon 3.3 9.8 0.3 1.6 821
Culmsrack .7 113 0.4 7.1 : 76.4
Hemyvock | 3.2 7.1 (.5 4.3 §4.9
Blackdawn Hills | 3.3 9,2 0.4 5. 82.0
Chagford 0.8 12.§ 37 i 8.2 4.4
Gidleigh 0.0 12.6 34 7.3 TR.T
Throwlengh 1.3 17.8 3.5 9.7 677
Dartmoor "Fringe’ 0.8 13.7 3.4 8.4 734
| Devon 3.8 11 0.9 67 1 749
| England and Wales 6.9 13.6 1.8 ss [ T

as ficld crops in the Moretonhampstead area soon after their introduction
from America late in the sixteenth century.® The deep soils of the Furlong
Series, prevalent in thar area’, suit the crop. All pavishes had substancial areas
of fodder roots, with only Clavhidon and Hemyock being below the national
average. Fodder roots made important contributions to the provision of high-
quality teed for the large number of cattle and sheep 10 the parishes.

Grass occupied from 62.8 per cent (Sandford} to 84.9 per cent (Hemyock)
of the total and was above the national average far seven of the ten parishes,
associated with the moderate to high rainfall giving grass a relative advantage
over the arable crops. The figures for the Dartmoor ‘Fringe’ parishes for grass
would have been much higher if rough grazing had been included as grass.

There were only small changes in cropping in Devon in the early part of
the war. There were much larger changes in 1918. These would have resulted
from the Corn Production Act in 1917 giving guaranteed prices for cereals,
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and the actions at che WAEC in sctting quotas. The changes were most
marked for wheat and potatoes, the crops most rargeeed for increase to satisfy
national requirements, There were also increases tn the areas of other cereals,
whilst areas ot fodder roots and grass tell.

Figure 2 illustrates the changes in wheat arca for the three groups of
parishes, showing the substantial increase from 1917 to 1918, A similar
pattern was followed for potatoes (Figure 3). With both crops, the areas had
fallen towards pre-war levels by 1920,

Figure 2: Wheat

—e— lowland ---w-- Blackdown Hills === Dartmoor Fringe'
area (acres)

1800 in groups of
1.600 parishes, 1914 o
1.400 1920
A 1300 .
c Sourrce:
1.000
c calculated
e SO0 ‘_ . from parish
5 BN — s e s s l--."l e o 3 g ricu i tura ]
A00 - ":':;‘;‘;';';:';:'.'.';....'-.,_-‘G"' L 3 returns. i
w0 SRR _;";';;':;1—-'~-"'"~.._
o o demmmmag ek A
12014 16 17 i8 19 20

. s Figure 3: Porato
—e— Towland «--m- Blackdown Hills —a  Dartmoor Fonge’
area {acres)

0 in groups of

;lf:\{} Y . parishes, 1914 to
s " BT S SR A1
Cakip . e - Lo Source:
T oo - & calculared
: 130 - trm_n partsh

100 - agricultural

0 returns.’

0 .

2014 13 1% i)

[
-1
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Changes from 1912-14 to 1918 are given for individual parishes, for
Devon and for England and Wales in Table 4. There were increases in the
arcas of wheat, other cereals and potatoes in all parishes, with the increases
exceeding the response nationally in eight, seven and nine of the parishes for
wheat, other cereals and potatoes respectively, The areas of fodder roots and
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grass declined, with the response for fodder roots being greater than that
nationally in eight of the parishes.

Table 4. Changes in areas of crops and grass from 1912-14 10 118, Main

table pives 1918 area as per cent of 1912-14 area of the crop, whilst figures in
parenihesis give the value of the increase in the percentages of the farmed area
occupied by a particilar crop from 1912-14 t0 1918,

Wheat Orher Potatoes Fodder (irass
cereals TOOLS
Feniton 173 (2.3 120 (2.7} 130 (0.2} Fri-204 | 1080 (-3.09
_1\'6\\'t0n 5t Cvres 226 (3. 133 {4.6) 235¢1.0% EEEREY r 8389
Polomere/Huxham (05 (0N 14 {0.6) 336 (0.8) SO {-1L.8) 10} {60.2)
Sandtord 159 (&£.1) 123 (3.0} 17240.3] 63 (-4.1) 93 {-6.00
HLoveland 167 14.6) T20 3.0 203 1041 2T 93 ¢-6.0)
Clavhidon 138 (0.9} 180 (4.5 630 (1.3} &l (-2.1) 102 {(-4.7)
Culmsrock 228 4.6) Ll (1.7 338108 55{-3.2) 95 {-4.0)
Hemvack 147 (1.4} {843 3 255 (0.9 63 [-1.4) 96 (-&.1)
Blackdows Hills a6 (2.0} 155 14.3) A75 1.0 o {-2.2) 98 -3.2)
Chagford 2822.0) 132 (7.5) 148 2.7 TN TUTL4
CGhidicigh # 1.1 148 {5.9) a4 (1.9 94 (0.5 T3 (-12.8}
Throwleigh 2254(1.4) IREFENY 138 {1.6} 5 -1 99 (-3.86}
B Dartmaor 278 (1.8) 1347720 M8 2.4 o [-11.8) 76 ¢-10.3]
‘Fringe'
Devon F1s=i3.3) [ 13650 | 185(0.8) | 73 (-L.8) $9{-7.5)
England and Walcs 143 (3.1} 122 (3.2 13510.7) 87 (-0.7) A i-6.3

# No wheat in Gidleigh in 1912-14

For wheat, the percentage increase varied from only 5 for Poltimore/
Huxham ro 182 for Chagford {excluding Gidleigh, where there was no
wheat i 1912-14), compared with 43 per cent nationallv. When, however,
the increases were expressed as the increase in the percenrage of the farmed
arca that was occupied by wheat, the largest responses were in Sandford and
Newron St Cyres, with wheat increasing from 11.1 to 17.7 per cent of the
farmed area in Sandford and from 3.9 to 9.1 per cent in Newton St Cyres,
representing substantial changes in land use. These parishes had particularly
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high proportions of land graded 1 to 3 and only moderate rainfall, making
them well suited for increased wheat producrion.

The increases in wheat and other cereals in Poltimore/Huxham were
particularly small at only 4 and § per cent respectively. In this case the parish
statistics are at variance with published conclusions of the St Thomas War
Agriculture Committee that boasted much increased whear production in
Poltimore.* It has not been possible to resolve this discrepancy. Either the
parish returns fail to record land use correctly, or the War Committee was
being misled. During the war, as discussed by Edward Hitchings,” the primary
landowner in these parishes, Lord Poltimore, gave up his agricultural interests
in Poltimore in favour of concentrating his activities on his North Molton
Estate. This may have given rise to less pressure on his tenants 1o convert
to wheat. He also declined to see any of his deer park ploughed, despite 80
acres of it having been farmed as recently as 1840. Nevertheless, some cattle
grazing was permitted and the deer herd was regularly culled during the war
to boost local meat supplies.

For potatoes the percentage increase varied from 34 in Gidieigh to 330 for
Clavhidon, with the largest percenrage increases ofien occurring in parishes
where only a few acres of potatoes were being grown at the beginning of
the war. As with wheat, there was a rather diffcrent pictore when changes
were considered in relation to the farmed area. On this hasis, the increase
in potatoes as-a percentage of farmed area was greatest for Chagtord, from
3.7 to 6.4 per cenr, and substantial for the other Dartmoor ‘Fringe' parishes,
whilst for Clavhidon the increase was from 0.3 to 1.6 per cent, rising only
to a figure that was still lower than the Dartmoor ‘Fringe’ parishes ar the
beginning of the war. As noted previously, there are suitable soils and a Jong
rradition of growing potatoes in these Dartmoor ‘Fringe’ parishes, so that
farmers would have been well equipped and knowledgeable abour growing
this crop, in contrast to other parishes with no tradition of growing potatoes,
Also, much encouragement was given by the Chagford Parish Council for
potato production to be increased. The Counci acted as a broker, putting
small preducers wishing to grow potatoes 1in contact with farmers having
available land. Furthermore, rhe Council irself rook on the cultivation and
production of potatoes on five acres of land thar had been earmarked for
housing (and made a small profit from the operation).' Thus, ar least in this
area, increased production arose not only from mainstrcam farms, bur also
from other community actions.

The increases in cereals and potatoes occurred at the expense of fodder
roots and grass. Fodder roots were widely grown in all the parishes ar the
beginning of the war. The area of fodder roots declined in all parishes, with
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the decline being greater than that nationally in seven of the ten parishes.
The decline was greatest in the Blackdown Hills pacishes (40 per cent) and
least for the Dartmoor ‘Fringe™ (9 per cent). Fodder roots are crops with a
particularly high labour requirement. The reduction in fodder roors would
have made an imporrant cantribution to the ability of the farmers to increase
cereal and potato production throough releasing cultivable land, labour and
horse power. This change would, however, reduce the feed available for cattle
and sheep. The reduction 1n the area of fodder roots was equivalent to 21, 25
and 30 per cent of the extra land used far cereals and potatoes in Dartmoaor
‘Fringe’, Blackdown Hills and ‘Lowland’ respectively.

The arca of grass fell 1n seven of the ten parishes, with the dechnes being
particularly marked for Chagford and Gadleigh. There were though declines
in the calculated farmed area of 16 per cent for Chagford and 13 per cenr for
Gidleigh, suggesting that somne areas returned as temporary and permanent
grasshand in 1912-14 were reclassified as rough grazing and rthus excluded
from the calculated farmed area for 1918.

[t scems unlikely that sufficient grassland was ploughed up for arable to
satisfy the rarget ser by Earl Fortescue, hecause nanonally the area of arable
crops, although increasing from 10.23 m acres in 1916 1o 12,36 m acres in
1918, was still substantially below the peak figures of 13.75 m acres in 1875
and 13.71 m acres during World War 2 in 1944."

Crop areas for 1920 as a percentage of the 1912-14 area are given in Table
5. There were in almost all cases reversions from the 1918 areas towards the
pre-war situation, matching the pattern for Devon and England and Wales.

For wheat, the reduction in area was most marked for parishes in the less-
favoured areas, with acreages in 1920 as percentage of 191214 being 84, 101
and {24 for Dartmoor ‘Fringe’, Blackdown Hills and “T.owland® respectively.
Challenge from poor climare and reduction in Government pressures would
have contributed to this pattern. Also, when grass 15 ploughed up, nutrients
released from the breakdown of organic marter contribute to high inical
cereal yiclds, but rhis effect becomes less over time,' reducing the economic
attraction of continuing to grow cereals. Added to this, the WAEC did not
impose quotas afrer 1919, The area used for growing potatoes fell from 1918
to 1920 in all parishes, but remained above pre-war areas in all parishes
other than Feniton and Hemvock. The fall was greatest in the Blackdown
Hills {64 per cent}, intermediate for ‘Lowland’ (36 per cent) and least for
Dartmoor ‘Fringe’ {16 per cent). The long traditon of potato growing in the
Dartmoor ‘Fringe’ parishes would have contributed ro the potato remaining
an important crop there.

Fodder roots increased from 1918 to 1920 in all ten parishes, with the
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Table 5. Area of crops and grass in 1920 as per cent area in 1912-14.

Wheat Other Potatoes E Fodder (irass
cereals ! roots
Feniton 143 124 o2 1 99 112
Newton St Cyres 186 160 133 L er b g7
. Poltimore/Huxham 134 112 ws 1 & 101
| Sandiord 111 129 122 38 92 |
L Lowland’ 124 131 129 89 45
Clavhidon 141 103 133 106 104
{ Culimstock 13 9% 197 $0 a0
‘ Hemvock 94 121 87 102 1013
\ Blackdown Hills 101 107 135 96 101
Chagford 7 1M 122 83 71
Gudleigh Ed 103 132 o7 ©3
Throwleigh 63 109 134 102 103
i Dartmoor Frmge’ 34 1033 125 58 7
‘ Dievon _ 114 1l 125 R a0
| England and Wales 105 12 120 92 92

#No wheat 1n Gidleigh in 1912-14

recovery being most marked in the Blackdown Hills parishes, with Clayhidon
and Hemvock having slightly more fodder roots in 1920 than in 1912-14.
The area of grass, in general, increased only slightly from the 1918 figures.

Livestock

The total numbers of agricultural horses, cartle, sheep and pigs for each
parish, for Devon and for England and Wales for 1912-4, 1916, 1917, 1918,
1919 and 1920 are given in Appendix 2. There were considerable differences
between the groups of parishes in the relative importance of sheep and cattle,
with the ratio of sheep to cattle numbers in 1912-14 being 0.71 for Blackdown
Hills, 2.32 for ‘Lowland’ and 4.17 for Dartmoor ‘Fringe’, compared with the
figure of 2.62 for Devon. The number of pigs in the Blackdown Hills was
higher than in the other groups of parishes, pig farming having been well
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established for many vears in the Hemyock area. The availability of skim milk
from the Culm Valley Dairy Company’s butter production at Hemvock would
have made an important contribution to pig feeding in that area, as discussed
by Penny Lawrence.'?

Livestock numbers in 1918 expressed as per cene of those for 1912-14
arc given for individual parishes in Table 6 and Figures 4 to 7 indicate the
changes in the numbers of horses, cattle, sheep and pigs respectively over the
period from 1912-14 to 1920.

. N ) Figure 4.
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. . Figure 6.
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There was liccle difference between these vears in the number of
agricultural horses, although there was a small reduction early in the war.
The rotal number of horses in these parishes in 1916 was 209 compared
with 394 in 1912-14 and 1006 in 1918. The numbers were lower in 1916
than in 1912--14 in every parish, presumably reflecting the requisitioning of
horses for military service. There would though have been a large dernand for
horses for farm work, with the increase in arable cropping ar the expense of
grassland increasing the need for horse power at a time when tractors were
still unimportant.

The number of cattle in 1918 was very similar to thar in 191214, as was
the case for Devon and England and Wales. The changes varied from a reduc-
tion of five per cent in Gidleigh to an increase of 24 per cent in Culmstock.

There were considerable variations in the changes in sheep numbers. All
of the Blackdown Hills parishes showed reductions, with the number in
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Table &: Livestock numbers in 1918 and 1920 as per cent numbers in 191214,

[ Hurses Carle Sheep Pius _;I
1918 1920 1918 1924} 1918 192( 1918 1920 i
as % |as % as % | as Y as % |as % as % |as "
12-14 112-14 | 12-14 | 12-14 | 12-74 | 1214 | 12-84 | 12-14

Femiton 85 2 163 tl6 140 23 61 66
Newron St Cyres 99 102 97 103 121 79 73 70
Polrimare/Huxham 83 74 106 90 71 73 46 N1
Sandford 100 95 | 105 sa | 95 | =2 | & | so
Towland 96 92 103 110 15 TG G4 7
Clavhidon P 117 | 100 | 103 9% 148 32 45 | 47
i Culmstock 459 103 124 94 RS 47 G4 57
Hemvock 103 105 106 a0 66 AT 46 57
Blackdmen Hills 106 3 110 93 69 47 49 54
Chagford 119 a3 113 93 114 30 92 89
Gidieigh 106 1046 95 ne 81 107 78 52
Throwleigh 87 94 98 89 33 SO 73 73
Dartroor 104 | 9 | 108 | 94 | 102 | 73 | 87 | 86
‘Frings’
Devan 98 : 94 104 53 101 83 71 78
England and Wales 98 F 94 7 95 94 77 72 34

Clayhidon being reduced to less than half of the pre-war number. In contrast,
sheep numbers increased by more than 20 per cenc in Feniton and Newton St
Cyres.

The most pronounced change in livestock was the reduction 1n the
number of pigs, which occurred in all parishes, and was 1n hne with changes
nationally as indicated in Table 6. The reductions were greatest in the three
Blackdown Hills parishes and in Poltimore/Huxham. The main driving force
for this reduction was the need to divert the available grain from teeding pigs
to feeding humans, with the reduced number of pigs becoming more reliant
on waste and by-producr feeds.

Livestock numbers in 1920 are also shown in Table 6 and Figures 4-7.
There was little change from 1218 in rhe number of horses. Catrle numbers
fell in seven of the ten parishes, with a decline also occurring for Devon and
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to increase supply of food for humans, and rhe availability in most of the
parishes of land af reasonable quality.

In the "Lowland’ parishes, 42 per cent of the fand was classed in grades
1 and 2 with licdde impediment to arable cropping, with a further 52 per
cent w grade 3, with moderare limitations to arable cropping. To put these
figurcs in context, only 32 per cent of the land was occupied by arable crops
1in 191214, with this increasing to 38 per cent in 1918. For the Blackdown
Hills parishes only § per cent of the land was in grades 1 and 2 but there was
71 per cent tn grade 3, whilst the arable area for these parishes was 18 per
cent in 1912-14, in¢reasing to 23 per cent in 1918, The area in arable crops
was remarkably high in the Dartmoor “Fringe’ parishes, where there was no
land in grades | and 2, only 12 per cent in grade 3 and raintall higher than in
the other areas. Arable crops increased from 27 per centin 1912-14 o 38 per
cent in [918. These hgures may have been influenced by much poor land in
the Dartmoor “Fringe’ parishes being occupied by rough grazings, that were
excluded from the sum of cereals, potatoes, fodder roots and grass {permanent
and temporary) considered here as the farmed area. Also, the parish statistics
indicate a reduction by 19218 for the Dartmoor ‘Fringe’ parishes of some
L0 per cent in the total land occupied by arable crops and grass compared
with 1912-14. This could have resulted from some re-classification of grass
to rough grazing, as this distinction is difficult to make.” This ‘loss™ ot
arassland would have inflated the calculated increases in the area of arable
crops. Nevertheless, the acreages of arable crops in these parishes increased
subsrantially during the war.

The maintenance of cartle numbers and, in most parishes, sheep numbers,
is quite remarkable, although there was the same pattern nationally, This
occurred despite the reductions i the areas of grassland and fodder roots
that would have been usced principally for teeding these ruminant animals.
Furthermore, imporrs of concentrate feeds, wvsed to supplement forages,
were also reduced during the war and supplies of fertiliser ({to increase
grass production) were reduced. Many studies have though shown large
differences berween farms in the utilised outpur from grassland, with wascage
varving fromt 15 per cent to over 30 per cent.”” The evidence suggests that
with increased pressure, resulting from reduced availability of other feeds,
arassland was used much more efficiently during the war through increased
stocking rates and improved management. Peter Deowey, however, drew
attention to the drop in milk yvield that occurred narionally during the war
trom an average of 560 gallons/cow in 1909-13 ta 436 gallons/cow in 1918,
presumably due to reduced availabilitv of concentrare feeds, and a reduction
in slaughter weights for cattle, sheep and pigs.'
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APPENDICES

Appendix t: Crop areas in the parishes, Devon and England and Wales
from 1912-14 o 1920 {acres)

CRODP AREAS

WHEAT

Feniton

Neweon Sr Cvres
Paltimore/Huvham

Sandford

Clavhidon
Cubinsrock

Hemyvock

Chagford
Gidleigh
Thrawleigh

Devon
England and Wales

{thousands!
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Devon
England and Wales
{thousands)

QATS

Feniton

Newton 51 Cores
Poltimore/Huxham
Sandford

Clavhidon
Culmscock

Hemvock

Chagford
Gidieigh
Throwlcigh

Devan
England and Wales
(chousandst

POTATOES
Feniten

Newrton St Cyres
Poltimare/Huxham

Sandfard

Clavhidon
Culmstock

Hemyock

Chagford
Gidleigh

Throwleigh

Devon
England and Wales
(thousands)

IR.S02
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178

|
I

o

10
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Il"—
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10,742

A5G
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194

HS. 977

2,083

20

b
ey ]

.
1=
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584
140
945

e
ot
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=
12

[

13,496

308

36,139
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ig2
1.083

468

12,892

634

40,482

620

97

154

13,5304

475

48,5312
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SWEDFS,
TURNIPS,
MANGOLDS
Fenieon

Newron 5t Crres
Poltimore/Huxham

Sandford

Clayhidon
Culmstock

Hemvock

Chagford
Gidleigh

Throwlecigh

Devon
England and Wales

{thousands)

GRASS excludes
cough grazing)
Feniton

Newtan St Cyres
Polormare/Huxham
Sandford

Clayhidon
Culmstock

Hemvack

Chagford
Gidleigh
Throwleigh

Devon
England and Wales
(thousands)
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119
234
189
f39

66
194

03

2,993
2.1t
4,085

010

881,254

18,531

107

2074

-

4,201

3,303
482
1,027

905,716

18,573

119
143
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1,095
2,423
1,643
4,308

3,223
2,111
4,254

5053
408
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881,282

L8 385

Ba
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418

1.354
2,184
1.584
3,920

3,063
2,001
3,924

3707
393
03

784631

16,724
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214
152
563

Th4,%20

16,734
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157
0%
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2,229
1,579

3,890

3.109
1,904
4224

2,892
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036

791,940

16,980
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Appendix 2: Livestock numbers in parishes, Devon and England and
Wales, 1912414 10 1920

ANIMALS

HORSES (AGRIC)
Feniton

Newton St Cvres
Polrimore/Huxham
Sandford

Clavhidon
Culmstock

Hemveck

Chagford
Gidteigh

Thrawleigh
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England and Wales

{chousands)

CATTLY
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Newran St Cyres
Poltimore/Husxham
Sandferd

Clavhidon
Culmscock

Hemyock

Chagtord
Gidleigh
Threnwleigh
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Engiand and Wales
(thousands)

Numbers {England and Wales in thousands)

1912-14

=0T « (-
L .

]
o]
]

02
§4
140
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421

&

fad
—
[ 2]
b
L

1
-~

i
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403
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h
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32,198
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1,179
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T
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R
L
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fry

4
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-
3
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N
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SHEEP

Fenmron

Newton St Cyres
Poltimore/Huxham

Sandford

Clayhidon
Cutmstock

Hermvook

Chagfard
Gidleigh
Thrawleigh

Pevan
England and Wales
ithousands)

P1GS

Feniton
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Poltimare/Huxham
Sandford

Clavhiden
Culmsenck
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Throwlegh
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Engtand and Wales

{thousands)
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Methodology of Investigating
Changes on Farms in Some Devon
Parishes in World War I

PENNY LAWRENCE

Introduction

This article discusses the methodology for data analvsis used in the previous
paper in this volume, ‘Changes m Crop Areas and Livestock Numbers in
Some Devon Parishes in Response 1o World War I', outlining some limitanions
of the daca, and highlighting additional sources which provided contextual
informarion. Prior to 1866, agriculrural sratistics were assembled on a
relatively ad hoc basis by the Home Office. The Board of Trade commenced
data collection relating to ¢ropping and livestock on an annual basis from
individual farms in 1866, producing annual volumes of Agricultieral Statistics,
England and Wales. From 1899 the returns were made to the newly formed
Board of Agriculture; collection by the Board and its subsequent incarnations
contmued unril 1988, From 1917 1t was compulsory to provide the figures
and these are probably more accurate. The information was aggregared into
parish summaries of agricultural returns, which form the MAF 68 daraser,
availabie at The National Archives.' The data relates to the same date cach
vear, 4th June, commonly known as the June Returns.

Data extraction and analysis

The statistics assembled in the MAF 68 dataset are presented under several
headings:

€ 2017 The Devon History Sociery
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old Mr Burrows that, and he said the German prisoners were too far away.
Sheldon was a late district, and evidently they wanted help, and as thev bad
asked for help the Commiitee should give them some. A member said thac a
deal of the corn was rotting, The Chaitman: That is the fault of the weather
and not duc to want of labour. Mi Cruwys remarked that it had been srared
1 him thar farmers had many pigs, and as the carn was rotring could they
not keep the pigs on it for the time being? (...} Me Cruwys said that he went
to a place the previous day and saw a number af pigs pracucally starving. ..
Mr Cruwys proposed “That in the opinion of this commirtee, as so much
corn in the late districts has not been harvested, and ir is practically useiess
for human cansumprion, could it not be used ar once for feeding purposcs,
as a Jarge number of stock, especially pigs, are being kept shorr of food?
The Commictee request that the authorities give immediate attention to the
matter.” Mr Farrant seconded and the resolution was carried.

[¢ was decided to write to Mr Pollard {Chief Executive Officer) to go to
Sheldon and make inquiries into the complaints of the farmers. Mr Cruwys
promised to go with Mr Pollard ro assist him.*

At the Honiton meeting on Saturday 12th October Mr Pollard’s inspection
was discussed

The total area of corn in the parish was 260 acres an 13 farms, an average
of 20 acres each. Conseguently there could scarcely be any difficulty as to
tabour. The largest area on onc fatm was 65 acres, and this was all carried
and tharched. On another farm of 53 acres some of the corn had been
carried, and a few acres remained o be cut. But all of it was of a very inferior
character; in fact the worst crop he had seen in the whole of his inspecrions.
There was ample labour on the farm to deal with it and, as far as he could sec,
the position in the parish was not worse than in hundreds of other parishes
in the counrry, The weather and the lateness of ripening, due to the elevarion
varving from 500 to 900 feet were the main reasons why the harvest was not
completed.?

Secondly, the MAF 68 records were a farm record, so commons were not
included, a fact confirmed by checking the total acreages against the tithe
survey of 1841. However, in March 1916, Mr J. Clist informed the Parish
Council that ‘a part of his common had been broken up and pianted with
potatoes, with the most satisfactory result’.”

In addition to national and regional pressure, there were local influences.
Farming in the Upper Culm had been changed by the establishment of the
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Cuim Valley Dairy Company in Hemyock in 1886 to produce a better quality
and more uniform buteer. Local farmers delivered their milk every day to the
company of which four per cent was separated off as cream for the butter
production. The farmers could wait to have the 96 per cent skim milk back or
sell it to the company who set up their own pig fattening operation.® [n 1906,
F. J. Snell wrote thar ‘it is impossible to forget that Hemyock is a famous mart
for pigs. The wholc district is piggy, and the sleek black animal with the curly
tatl is as highly respected, in life and in death, as his congener in that porcine
paradise, Erin.™

Another factor atfecring pig production in 1918 was reported to Barnstaple
District War Agricoltural Committee:

Leteers were read from the Board of Agriculteree stating thar barley was
absolutcly prohibited from being used for purpases other than human fond.
Under these circumstances, mixed crops containing this cereal might nor be
used for feeding stock, unless these were so damaged as o be unfit for milling
purposes for human consumption.”

This throws further light on the 30th September 1918 report of Honiton War
Agricultural Committee mentioned above.

During World War | the production of cheaper margarine increased. The
demand for liquid milk rose and its rising price made it difficule to compete
for supplies with which 1o make butter. In 1916 the Culm Valley Dairy
Company was taken over by Wilts United Dairies; it stopped butter making
and sent liquid milk away, with any surplus made into cheese.® It was reported
that ‘The Dairv Company are about to erect an additional building on their
premises at Millhaves for the storing of cheese’.® The Culm Valley Dairy was
stilt trading in butter however, advertising in 1918 for farmers to supply home
produced butter and mitk."

Poultry are notably excluded from the June rerurns and would have been
important in the Culm Valley where Alfred Wide was the local egg and
game dealer who had depots in Langport, Ilminster and Chard. In August
1916 he advertised for “Tons of new laid eggs and well fatted chicken and
ducks,!' and for ‘several good broods of well farted turkeys’ in November.™
Alfred Wide was in competitian wich collections of eggs for good causes. In
Hemyock in June 1916 Miss Nellie White ‘collected 200 eggs for the wounded
soldiers™?
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Additional sources

The Hemyock Parish Council minute book contained very litte reference
to the war until the request for allotments was raised m 19177 The
Hemyock School log book supplied some weather informanon, noting
occasions when the children were unable to ger to school, and also detail
on their absence due to helping on farms.'” Press cutrings included repores
on the weather, 2 matter of great importance to farmers, and other items
of information. In July 1914 “The heavy downpour of rain on Sundav did
much damage, washing away hav and manure, ruining uncut grass wirh mud
and gravel, and carrying away rails and poultry’.™ A year later ‘On Sunday
afternoon Hemvyock was visited by a thunderstorm of considerable violence.
Hail of unusual size fell, some of the stones being two inches in circumference.
Cabbages and other vegetables in many cases appeared as if they had been
riddled by bullets’.”

The report on Hemyock Show in September 1920 for example, starts by
mentioning the high quality of stock forward despite ‘the slaughter of an
exceptionally large number of calves and lamibs — one of the most disquieting
features of agriculture during rhe past vear’.* The number of Calves under
one vear tn Hemyock peaked ar 433 in 1917, in 1920 rheve were 248, [Lambs
peaked ar 369 in 19816, and in 1920 there were 264,

Discussion

The June Returns provide nationally collected data from which to analyse the
response af the farmers to the need for more food to be produced in World
War One. The figures cannot be relied upon completely; [1 acres of thubarb
were recorded in Clavhidon in 1916, but no other record of rhubarb was made
before or after. One area where there are inconsistencics is in the statistics for
‘Ohwned or mainly owned® and ‘Rented or mainly rented’ acreage. These were
outwith the remit of the study but the details are aggregated into ‘Acreage
Owned” which is shown immediately after the ‘Total Acreage’ and is the
column immediately before the commencement of the livestock detatls. The
1917 Corn Production Act, which guaranteed prices for four vears, did not
aflow for rents to be raised proportionately and, in any case, landowners were
disinclined to do so. This resulted in a rise in farm values and it 1s estimated
that approximately one-tenth of the countrv’s agricultural land was bought
bv occupiers in the years 1918-1920."" The data for Clayhidon and Hemvock
show an increase in land owned from 1917 onwards and in Culmstock from
1918 onwards however, prior to that, there are variations. These conld be
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due to the question including the word ‘mainly’, with ficlds put up for annual
rental, or to less diligent data entry. It is hoped that further investigation using
the IR 58 Valuation Office records, examination of auctionecrs’ recards at The
Devon Heritage Centre, and auctioneers’ adverts in the local press will shed
further light on this.”

Conclusion

Contextual informarion from the press, MAY 82 records, minute books and
log books adds weight to the evidence from the June Returns, as indicared
above. However, an inapplicable report was sometimes given when there were
unfavourable stanistces, as information relating 1o Polumore and Huxham
presented in the previous article in this volume revealed. Onee the data are
recorded in a spreadsheer and rotals checked, there are a number of tools
available for presentation and analvsis. The simplest is presentation in a
eable; this allows the reader to see the actual figures and can be parocularly
uscful when there are small variations. A subsequent step is the use of chart
tools within the spreadsheet package; column, line and pie charts give a
visual representation more suited to some readers. Unfortunately no records
exist for 1915, but this can be accommodarted by leaving a blank column
in the spreadsheet which, on 2 chart, makes it obvious that there are 1o
records.
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Two Girls on the Land: A 1918 Diary

JTUDY MOSS

Diaries are usually objects which generate excitement in historians, and so the
discovery of a diary for 1918 apparently written by a Land Army girl living
and working in Throwleigh, a village located on the north eastern edge of
Dartmoor National Park, Devon was of great interest co the ‘Food Farming
and Fishing in Devon During the First World War’ project. The diary of Faith
Lowe, aged twenty at che ame, first came to light during an interview with
Faith's son by Michael Pagec (rescarching on behalf of The Throwleigh Archive}
in 2005, Only a few pages were recorded at that time, with some extracis
being published in 2006." The whole diary was recorded and transcribed by
this author ten vears later: copies are lodged in both The Theowleigh Archive
and the Devon Heritage Centre. Faith’s diary records the farm and gardening
work done by her and her sister Patience, with help from other women and
some local men, and an analysis of this work is presented and discussed here.
The diary also offers much social information, as, since che sisters were the
daughters of the rector in Throwleigh, they had other interests and duties
which the diary records. The girls were pictured in a phatagrapher’s studio
in what appears o be Land Army unmiforms {Figure 1), leading to the inicial
assumption thar they were indeed Land Girlsy this would be an exceprional
historic record if that were so. This article presents research and discussion to
rcach a conclusion on the question of their status as Land Girls.

The sources include the written account of Olive Hockin, who worked
on a Devon farm throughout 1916. She is considered by many to have been
a Land Army girl, but the reviewer of her book in 1918 and Simon Butler in
2016 suggest otherwise.” Taped interviews with Mary Lees, a Land Army gir]
who worked in Devon and Somerset, a recorded interview with Faith’s son,
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Farming task analysis

The diary refers to many amimals by name, and only by contexr or reading
furcher can one work our which type of animal was being referred to: in some
cases it isn't possible to fathom, and so the wark cannot alwave be ¢classified.
For example, there were three cows, and these must have been milked daily,
though this is rarely mencioned. More butter making would have taken place
than is referred to in the diary, as the account pages record sales of more
butter (and cream) than the diary records making. Whilse classifving rhe
work, ‘vearlings’ have been assumed to be cquines. With manv references to
colts and foals, horse breeding is assumed to have taken place.

The task analvsis rables in Figures 4 has been achieved by counting the
number of trimes a farming task or other activity is referred to in the diary,
and shows the worlc done by Faith, Patience or a female helper in the village.
The analvsis indicates that the girls were working a cypical mixed Devon
upland farm, additionally breeding horses: the equine tasks concern looking
atrer foals, vearlings and coles. Transport tasks include cleaming harness and
the carriage. nding both to complete other tasks and for pleasure, driving
themsclves or other people in the carriage, or ocher members of the family
using the horse transport. This was obviously something that rook up much
of the givls’ time. There are however several examples of very short rides taken
to complete fanm rasks, which suggests that Faith rode as often as she could.
Her sister Mary was described as ‘horse mad’ and ‘indulged by her father
by Faith’s son. and so it is quite possible thar this applied to the other girls
too.” Regular journevs were made 1o Chagford, a rerurn trip of about thirteen
kilometres, visiting the blacksmich to get the horses shod. Why they didn't use
the Throwleigh village smithy is something of a mystery.

The next most frequent task was related ro cows and dairving, and this
offers an example of this document being a diary and not a farmer’s Day
Book {the latter would mericuloushy record, for example, how much butter
was made, who it was supphed to and what was paid or owed for it). The
diarv entry on 10cth January staves that Faith made butter, ver there is no
earlier mention of mitking a cow. Not until the beginning of March are cows
mencioned, and then hecavse of bad wearther they were being kept in. At che
beginning of April two animals” names are given, ‘put Dorcas and Daisy up
the drive’, but only in the entry for the following day is it obvious that these
are cows, when one of them calved. The other calved a few days later, and
initially both calves are reported to *be daing well’, and later referred to as
Primrose and Ambrose. Later in April a heifer calf was purchased. Ar the
end of April comes the first sign that there may be problems, with ‘Primrose
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not well” and early in May both ‘Primrose and Ambrose rather bad”. Within
a couple of days Primrose had died, and the other “calves rather worse’. Faith
is in the meantime making plenty of butter. Someone called Dunstan comes
to see the calves at the end of the tirst week 1n May, and they improve. By the
middle of May the calves are being kepr in the pig house, and ar the end of
May "Wildrose' is ‘put on’ to Quecnic the goat. The impression given is that
the girls were not very experienced with raising calves, and char as a resule the
calves mav have heen separated from their mothers too early and not given
the correct bucker feeding; “Wildrose® though was stilt thriving later in the
vear {October). Otherwise the diary suggests that the girls had some confi-
dence that they knew what they were doing,.

. Figure 4. Female
Female Farm Task Mention Frequency farm rask

analysis.

mumber af Mentions

The end pages record the sale of five pounds of butter in the last week of
Apri, twelve and three quarter pounds m May, eight and a half pounds 1n
June and four pounds until the nineteenth of July, and the diary only records
butter being made over this time interval. Earlier in the year butter was
baught in, and it is not mentianed tor the second half of the vear.

The Lowe’s farm was likely to have responded to the government's
exhorration to produce more food, cspecially potatoes and wheat. The Local
War Agricultural Committee had appouted survevors to the twenty-three
Okehampron parishes to encourage tarmers and ensure an increased acreage
of poratoes." Though potato tasks are not the most frequently mentioned,
the diary records thar the work was Jong and arduocus. For single davs in
late January and Februoary and three davs in March the girls were working
at ‘picking up’ potatocs wich Powlesland, this was a “very cold job’, and nine
bags were carted away by Powlesland to sell. Olive Hockin gives a more
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graphic account of the unpleasantness of this task of retrieving often rotred
potatoes by hand kneeling in and heside a cold and muddy clamp, with only
an old sack for protection from the mud and muck." In Aprit the Lowes tilled
the next crop in Parsons Hill; this was approximately threc acres, about four
percent of the 1918 porato production in Throwleigh parish.? On Hockin's
farm, potaro planting wasn't started until May, when she notes that the ten
acres grown the previous season could not be tended through lack of labour,
and only four would be grown this season (1916). She describes the planting
process: an initial pass with the plough, followed be one person manually
scattering manure, then another manually planting the portatocs, o be
followed by a second pass with the horse team to cover the poratoes.’” The
more succinet record of potata work made by Faith was as follows.

Apri} 12th We started to put potatoes in Parsons Hill at about
12pm, worked on very late, did not get o bed until about
10.30pm.

fuly 9th Went with Brock all day earthing up the potatocs in

Parsons Hill, finished 6pm, very tired.

Qcrober 14th  Went off potato digging ar 9.30, took our dinner down
with vs, v. warm working, got on well, did not get up
until 5.30.

October 16th  Went digging all day.

This digging of potatoes carvied on with a further six dayvs work over the next
week or so, then they started pulling mangolds.

Though the government also wanted more whear to be grown, officials
recognised that ‘a good crop of oats . . . was better than half a crop of wheat', '
and there is no indicacion that any wheat was grown on the Lowe's farm in
1918. Oats are taken from the previous vear's rick and threshed in January,
oats and barley in February, seed oats obtained from Uncle Willoughby in
March, and two ricks of the current vear’s barley taken ro another farm
in December, possibly 1o be threshed. Much work was involved i harvesting
corn and hay, even taking the latter from the churchyard. In Seprember the
girls even worked on a Sunday to ‘put same of the corn in little ricks’, and
several davs were spent tving up, untying and re-tying corn, presumably the
srooks as they were drying before being put into ricks. ‘We unbound most af
the corn in the Church Park, beautiful drying wind & sun, bound it up again
in the afternoon’; this field was also about three acres. Figure 5 illusrrates
hay being garhered into ‘little ricks’ priot to full ricking. The amount of work
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one referred to as ‘maester’, a form of address used by Hockin and [ees in
their accounrs of working on Devon farms, '

Family and soctal interaction

Figure 7 presents the analysis of non-farming activities that the diary
records, includimg mentions of illness and exhaustion. Being the daughters
of a high church rector, going 1o mass several days a week plus other services
on Sundavs, and running a Sunday school, the high frequency of Church
tasks recordedis unsurprising. Services were often ar 6.30 or 7 am., and
could be as late as 8 p.m. Faith notes when one or other of the girls did not
atrtend due to illness. This was rypically duc ro heavy colds, but both girls
also suffered from frequent headaches, which someumes debilitated them.
The 262 mentions of church included doing the flowers, cleaning brass and

Female Non-Farm Task Mention Frequency

250
200
150
job -

Figure 7. Non-
farming task
analvsis,
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tending the voung sister’s grave. Forty percent of diary days make no mention
of any farming or gardening activity, though it is likely thar some significant
proportion of these days would have involved at least morning and evening
‘tending up’. The phrase ‘busy day’ occurs 22 times: this is often on days
when ‘very tred” or ‘went to bed early’ are also diarised, and are associated
with indoor domestic as well as outdoor work, but also after trips to Excrer.
Over S0 percent of Faith’s domestic work was cooking, closely followed by
housework and washing, at 22 percent.

There are 134 mentions of social mreraction and fun activiries, and
25 of rest and relaxation. The lateer included taking a bath, washing hair,
resting {e.g. ‘sat on the lawn all afternoon and read’), and whar Faich termed
‘slacking’, this was usually in association with having a headache or “feeling
rateen’. Letrer writing and receiving were noted twenty times. [t is the range
of social activity that gives a window on First World War middle class society,
and also demonstrates the stark conrrast with Hockin's and Lee’s much more
restricted lifestvle whilst working at least rwelve hour davs, seven davs a week
as Land Armv girls on Devon and Somerset farms. There are 67 diarised
occurrences of social visits by or to village neighbours, frequently partaking
of tca and occasionally lunch or dinner. Over and abaove this are fifteen
similar visits to the Varwell family. Two Varwell sisters {one of whom wrote
Throwleigh: The Story of a Dartmoor Village lived in a house owned by
Faith’s mother, though probably built by Gambier Lowe; other Varwells fived
abour eight kilomerres away across the moor in Chagford parish, to which
Patience and Faith thonght nothing of riding for a dav out picnicing on the
moor. Additionally there were twelve family interactions within the village.
The girls enjoved dressing up and plaving practical jokes on family and the
Varwells, and duning November and December there are 24 rehearsals for a
play. There were nine trips to Exeter sometimes with an overnight stay there
ia an hotel.

Hockin's account for June tells of rising at 3.30 a.m. to be out by 6.30 a.m.
to do rhree hours work before stopping for breakfast. During hay making
these two girls worked fourteen or fifteen hour days for a fortnight, vneil
they took an alarm clock into the fields to alert them at siv or six thirty p.n,
once they realised that that was long enough ‘for any labouring human'. The
‘macster’ farmer begrudged a proper amount of time off for lunch. The mental
stagnation of repetitive and back breaking work, such as hoeing acres of root
crops or weeding corn Helds was met by no relief as they ‘had no time for the
ordinary civilities ot life’ - reading, wuining letters, seeing friends or exploring
the countryside; in the evenings they ‘eliminated all armusements and did only
barest necessities” due to exhaustion. Initiallv they tried 1o estabhish ar least



Two Girls on the Land: A 19718 Diary

-t

P

half a day off on Sundays, to take a packed lunch somewhere and ger a chance
to relax, but this arrangement tailed off undl by Seprember they were both so
overworked and rired out, they went on strike for two davs to get alrernate
Sundavs off."”

Mary lees had six weck’s basic training at Seale-Havne college near
Newton Abbor, in Devon, Seale-Hayne was che first purpose built agriculeural
college in the country, used as a centre for craining Land Girls during the
wartime pertod. Following her traming, Lees did stints as a Land Army Gorl
on first a Devon farm, then an Exmoor farm in Somerset, before going to
Wales. At her first post somewhere near Cornworthy the only other iabour
on the farm was a horseman; she had 12 cows ro milk, calves and pigs to
look afrer, and 200 cattle to cart root crops to. She srarted work at Ja.m.
and ‘never saw the cows in davlight”. She walked out of that farm after nine
rmonths because she ‘couldn’t stick tr’. She was then sent to Herbert Farm near
Dulverton, where she ran the farm with three raw recruits, establishing a
hostel near the River Barle for them. At the Devon farm she had had to insist
an a bedroom to herself, and the Hockin girls similarly had discomfort in the
farmhouse and established themsclves in a separate cottage. Lees says that
she didn’t feel rired working 5 a.m. to 6 pan., but then she did have most of
Sunday off every week, though stil} having to milk several cows twice. She
felt she did the work of two or three people.'™ The social isolation experienced
bv Lees and Hockin and their relentless work with litcle or no rest is in stark
contrast to the relacively charmed life led by the Lowe girls.

Land Girls?

The contrases berween the experience of Faith and Parience Lowe and Land
Girls Mary Lees and Olive Hockin in Devon are iudicators that the f.owe
girls were not in fact Land Girls, as Michael Paget suggested.'” The general
experience of exhaustion, isolation and social deprivation suffered by Land
Army Girls adds to the evidence against the Lowes being part of thar Army.
Faith and Patience, though exhausted some davs, could rest, recover and have
tun. Land Girls worked awav from home on farms to which they had been
allocated by rhe local War Agricutural Committees, or to which they had
applied after traimming via the Labour Exchanges, whereas the Lowes were
living at home and working ou the family land. White provides background
information on the WELA in her book The Women's Land Arnny i First
World War Britaon, and some insight to women's mativation for joining the
Land Army and their expertence of it can be found in ber article in The Local
Historian.™
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uniform is explained by Light coats being issued to dairy workers, and darker
ones to land workers.™

There 1s also the question of the authenticnty of the uniforms. The style
detail of the Lowes™ coarts do not correspond with those illustrated in Figure
8: their collars are rounded, their pockets do not have flaps, and they wear 2
separate leather belr whereas the authorised descriprion of Land Garl uniform
mentions an integrated belr which butroned.-*

Newspaper sources indicate thar there was another tier to the to the
female agricultural workforce, organised through The Women's National
Land Service Corps (WNLSC), under the Board of Agriculture. [t did
however report to the local Women’s War Agriculrural Committee {(WWAC)
meetings held at Exerer Castle. The WNLSC came into being in earlv 1916
when the agricultural Jabour shortage became acute,™ and recruited full and
part time women who lived in the villages, with the aim of providing trained
women available to farmers who were losing their labourers to conscription,
In the spring of 1917, farmers were pleased with this labour force and hoped
more women workers would be forthcoming.” A Women's War Agriculrural
Comnurtee meeting reported two instances of farms being run by women and
with hrtle male support {in Down St Mary and on 80 acres ar Okehampton),
recording that this was not excepnional: it was suggested rhar they should
‘caome forward” to be recognised and certificared.” Only a fow davs later
Miss Calmadv-Hamlyn was speaking in Tormngton to recruir more part
time women.’ Crucially for the storv of the Lowe girls, under the report
for the WNLSC to the WWAC there was a discussion about the supply of
boots. Seventcen shillings, the suppliers price, was considered too much 1o
charge, and there were suggestions that the Board of Agriculture should pay
one third of the cost or contribure five shillings; it was emiphasised thar these
boots under discussion were for the village women and not the WNLSC,
who had umiforms whilst village women did not.” By the end ot 1917, 2000
pairs of boots had heen supplied.™ It appears that the WNLSC organised
two groups of women, those registered as village women who werc available
part time and thosc registered as WNLSC members, and in pnid 1917 there
were 2088 of cthem compared to hetween 40 and 50 Women's Land Army
{WLA) placements in Devon.” The authorities generallv had problems
classifving women’s agricultural work.” When these newspaper Committee
reports are placed alongside some of the derail found within the diary, a
proposal for Faith and Patience's position as World War One ‘Land Girls’
can be made. The diary mentions reccipt of new boots on January Sth and
18th May, and records twelve shillings being paid for them on 13th May on
the accounning end papers. Two pairs of boats per vear was standard issue to
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WLA girls,”> and may have heen the same ro WNLSC girls. Twelve shillings
was the price discussed by the WWAC -~ five less than the supplier price of
17 shillings — for village women’s boots. Consideration may rcasonably be
given to the uniforms chac the girls were wearing when photographed was
that of the WNLSC {though no illustration of specific WNLSC uniform has
been located), and thac they probably registered with the WNLSC and wore
uniform to demonstrate their contribution to the war effort and support for
their brother in the armv.™ Two other diary entries indicate that Faith and
Patience were registered with the WINLSC: on 4th January *We bad a meeting
in the barn re the N L §, qguite a lot of prople there’ and 24th May *Patience
and [ went to Exeter for the Women's Land Army Rally’,

As White states, many women had worked on local farms before the
war and were capable of many tarm tasks.™ Ar age twenty and twenry-rwo
respeciively, Faith and Patience are likelv to have been living ar home since
the completion of their formal education, and would have accumulated
farming experience on their home farm of around 52 acres, no doubt with
the encouragement of their father. This would not preclude them also raking
courses organised by WWAC, and the 1918 diary records their second poultry
keeping lecture i March. The diary frequently records another woman
assisting them or doing their work:

Jauuary 30¢h Mrs W, and 1 cut up chaff and she helped me with the
animals ete.

February 23rd  Mrs Wall came down and gave me a hand with the
evening work

Aarch 15th Mrs Wall did cthe animalis for us.

This could be interpreted as Mrs Wall being a parr time village woman, but
she and Faith often socialised, for example going riding together, indicating
thar there was a more friendly relationship berween them.

In conclusion, this interpretation of Faith's diary, the photograph of the two
sisters 1n uniferm, and the other evidence cited above leads to the inference
that the Lowe girls were probably registered with the Women's National Land
Service Corps, because they were working on their tamily farm in their own
vitlage. They could not have been Land Army Girls, who were always placed
on farms awav fram their homes, and who led far more rigorous working
lives than Faith and Patience Lowe.
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Devon County Council and First World
War Food Production Policy:

A Challenge to Landlordism
and Squirearchy?’

JULIA NEVILLE

Introduction

Devon County Council appears as a player in arnicles presented in this volume.
The council is shown to have been responsible for the committees charged
with surveys of labour and the implementation of the Corn Production Act
{1917); as an emplover of agricultural and horticultural advisers and agenr for
training new land workers, such as women; and as the supplier of seed potatoes
and potato-spravers. In this article Devon County Councit is the subject of
the investigation. The effect of the additional wartime responsibilicies for
increasing food production on the council is explored using as principal
primary sources the records of the council itself, those of Earl Fortescue, chair
of the county council at the outbreak of war, and reports in local ncwspapers.
The developing challenge to landowner dominance on the council 1s 1dentified
and the article seeks 1o identify the grounds for this and whether the effect
was long-lasting.

The County Council in 1914

In 1914 county councils were relatively new organisations. They had been
mtroduced by an Act of Pacliament in 1888 as elected bodies assuming some
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of the admmistranve responsibilities previously exercised by the Conrts of
Quarrer Sessions, such as the maintenance of highwavs and bridges. In 1902
their sphere of influence had been considerably extended by the transfer to
them of responsibilities for education. The reforming Liberal government of
1906 added to the county councils” social welfare responsibilities through
legislation such as the Educadon (Provision of Meals) Act, 1906; Education
{Administrative Provisions} Ace, 1907; the Children Act, 1908; the provisions
for tuberculosis in the National Insurance Act of 1911; and the Mental
Deticiency Act 1913,

County councils had been responsible since their earliest davs for che
provision of techmeal instrucrion, and 1n a rural county such as Devon much
of their effort was focussed specifically on agricuiture. In 1914 there were
seven full-time staff: an orgamiser, five instructors (two in agriculture, one
unspecified who also acred as the assistant analyst, overseen by a London-
based County Analyst, one in horticulture and one in poultrv-keeping) and a
clerk. " This core statf was supplemented in the summer when other courses,
such as the dairy schools, were ran by sessional instrucrors. Instruction for
students over the age of 16 was the responsibility of the Board of Agriculoure
and Fisheries, but their decision 1o place a new Agricultural and Technical
College, named after its benetactor, Charles Seale-Hayne, within the county
offered opportunities for collaboration over technical instruction which were
to be nsed during the war.

Bv 1914 the county council {once East Stonehouse, which had becorne part
of the new town of Plymouth, was removed) consisted of 74 single-member
divisions, elected trienniallv, and 26 aldermen elected by their peers for a
six-vear renewable term of office. W.G. Hoskins quotes the Deran Weekly
Tintes on the membership elecred in 1888: ‘landlordism and squirearchy
were in considerable force’, and the roll of aldermen in 1913 srill consisted
almost entirely of landowners, major ones such as Acland, Clinton, Fortescue,
Morlev and Stuclev; and lesser ones, such as Moore-Stevens of Torrington
and Shelley of Shobrooke Park.® Of the 98 individuals named as aldermen
and councillors in Kellv's 1914 Directory, 32 per cent were landowners, and
30 per cent were farmers, veomen or in occupations associated with farming
and the land, such as auctioneers and land agents.* There were a few doctors,
solicitors and clergymen but most of the rest were entered as “private residents’
in Kellv, indicating that thev were living on private means.’ The county
council met during the day. and in Exeter, so that private means and leisure
to travel were prerequisites for councillors. In 1914 the council was chaired
bv Earl Fortescue, who had been chair since 1904. Forrescue was also lord
lieutenant of the county and president of the Territarial Forces Association.
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For the fiest vear of the war, while the national emphasis was on securing
imports, it was practically ‘business as usual® for the council. Their pre-war
role in agriculture had been to 1mprove quality and safery. Thev were the
agents for preventing animal and planc disease, the point of reference for
analysis of samples of fertilisers and feeding stuffs, and they provided
education nside and outside schools. These duties were shared berween
the Executive, Agricultural and Education Committees, although in March
(915 che Execurive and Agricultural Committees were amalgamated into
a single Execurive and Agricultural Committee. Most of che commirtees
expenditure was incurred on agricultural education on which 1in 1914 they
anricipated a spend of £3,650, some of which was subsidised by a grant
from the Board of Agriculture."" The main impact of the ‘European War’, as
it was called at this stage, seemed to be for the council to assist in mibitary
recruitment and welfare. The “economists' on the council, those who were
particularly concerned about the impact of council commitments on the
level of the rates, naturally took the opportunity to vote to postponc whar
thev regarded as unnecessary expenditure, such as the building of new
schools.’”

In the autumn of 1215, however, county council responsibilities were
formally changed. At the prompting of the Board of Trade the county council
had in June set up a small committee on the ‘Organisation of Agriculrural
Labour’ to ascertain whether there was any shortage of labour, no small
task when it was calculated that there were 7,200 farms in the county.™
This commuttee, consisting of hve county members (a landowner, threc
farmers and an auctioncer/land agent) and five members nominated by the
Devon Farmers Union found their role was superseded, however, following
a briefing given by the Board of Agriculture in early September. County
councils, scen as uvseful intermediaries between the Board of Agriculture
and the farming community, were required 1o ser up War Agricultural
Comnuttces {(WACs) to assist with the organisation of labour, report on
shortages, and gather information about food production and its associated
problems. In larger counties these committees were supplemented by
subcommitrees for individual localiries. The Devon WAC was composed
of the existing members of the Executive and Agricultural Committee,
the three survevors, togerther with representatives of the Devon County
Agricultural Association and the Devon TFarmers’ Union, the Principal
of Seale-Hayne College and the county Agricultural Organiser, and was
chaired by Mr W. Tremlett, County Alderman and Chairman of the Devon
Farmers® Union.' The committee also had powers of co-opnon which were
used inttially to appoint the chair and secretary of the new Womens War
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Service Commitcee.” Br March 1916 the WAC comprised 26 county council
members plus ten additional members, including women, additional tenant
farmers, and professional staff. Sixteen district committees were also set up
to cover the county and teport to the WAC." The co-option of women was
further extended in December 1916.'°

As Howkins has pointed out, the impact of these early WACs was minimal;
the committee had no statutory powers, nor were they able to appoint
additional statf to undertake any work. ™ In Devon the district commiittees
made an effort ro ascertain the availabtlity of labour thirough parish enquiries,
bur it was gencrally agreed that the rcturns, even where complered, were of
poor quality and inadequate as the basis for decision-making. The council
placed advertisements to promote farmers to renew registration for exemption
when conscription was introduced in May 1916.*" Bur some district
commuittees ‘hardly ever mer™*!' and the toothlessness of the WAC 15 indicared
by their meeting in June 1916, when they could do no more than o pass a
resolution, ‘to strongly deprecate the recruitment in agricultural districes of
men passed only for service at home™.*?

When Llovd George became Prime Minister in December 1916 he
appointed Lord Rhondda as Minister of Food, and a new Mimister of
Agriculture, Rowland Prothero, accountable to Rhondda for domestic food
production. Prothero was given a freer hand than his predecessor to design
workable structures, and he determined that what was required in each
county was not a large committee, but a small cxecutive group, accountable
directly to him. Devon reshaped its arrangements to create a War Agriculture
Executive Commirttee {WAEC), This comprised the chair of the Execurtive
and Agricultural Committee, county alderman, farmer and president of the
Devon Farmers' Union, Mr Tremlete; the county vice-chair (given the brief
tar pigs and potatogs, areas of principal interest o small cultivatars); four
councillors, themsclves landowners, who were to chair geographical divisions
which undertook work with local farmers, particutarly on fabhour {soldier and
prisoner of war labour) and on horses, petrol, agricultural machinery and
tractors; and the chair of the Women's War Service Committee.

These new arrangements were reporied to Devon County Council at the
meeting in March 1917. The old arrangements were not dismantled, however,
The WAC was rerained as a body to which the WAEC would present reports,
and non-executive issues such as the Addison report on reconstruction were
referred 1o them by the main council. Other existing committees continued
to make a contriburion; in parccular the Education Commitree and the
original Executive and Agricultural Commirttee, which dealr with training,
in particular the establishment of local cheese-making, the supply of shortage
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skills such as farriery, and demonstrations of best pracrice, for example in
potato spraving,.

Bv the middle of 1917 the passing of the Corn Production Act energised
additional food production by guaranteeing a price of 60 shillings per quarter
for wheat, establishing mechanisms to set a minimum wage for labhourers, and
sctting quotas for corn production that required the ploughing up of grassland
in order 1o sow extra acres of wheat, It gave the county council powers 1o take
over farms that were not being well managed. The WAEC wrore to divisional
and district committees indicating that they would be prepared, if necessary,
to inspect any farms thar were unsatisfactory in their returns with a view to
taking them over.=

The Food Production Department was, however, alive to the growth of
burcaucracy at local level. They noted rhar the district committees, uniike
thosc in Lancashire, for example, were notr accountable 1o the WAEC,
which the department saw as their ‘sole agent’. 2 The couney was directed
to transfer their accountability and the argument that the arrangement
worked in practice was rejected.”® These instructions were discussed at the
WAC meeting in September 1917, and it was agreed that the accountability of
district committees should be changed. bur, in order to make the WAEC more
representative, the county sought and received approval to add two more
tenant farmers ro the WAEC. S

From this point onwards the WAEC exercised the new loverage it had
been given to commission surveys of farms and use the powers under the
Cultivation of Lands Order to achieve the quota set by the government. [n
Devon this was an additional 130,000 acres of corn. By August 1917 quotas
had been issued at pansh level and divisional committees were seeking the
WALEC's assistance to mspect farms that were ‘unsacisfactory in their returns’
i1 order to induce other farms to ‘come into line.*¥ The first compulsory
purchase order was apphed for, bur Sir Tan Amory, who chaired the eastern
diviston, stil *hoped farmers would fulfil their promises” voluntarily which he
said, seemed o him to be ‘in accordance with English notions™.*”

Amorv promised that the commirtee would help farmers by seeking
to resolve the continuing problems of supply of labour, and of horses and
machinery, and so, in comjunction with the Board of Agriculiure, Secale-
Havne College, their own instructors and the War Office, they did. Their
eftorts were considerable, and the results were noted by the secrerary ro the
WAEC in July 1918, Cropping increases i Devon since 1916 represented
58.000 acres of oatrs, 39,000 acres of wheat, 15,000 acres of other corn,
9,000 acres of potatoes and 8,000 acres of barley.™ Such an increase in
productivity was not sustainable, however, and no additional quotas were set
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Service Committee.” By March 1916 the WAC comprised 26 county council
members plus ten additional members, including women, additional tenant
farmers, and professional staff. Sixteen district commitrees were also set up
to cover the county and report to the WAC.” The co-option of worien was
further extended in December 1916.7

As Howkins has pointed out, the impact of these early WACs was minimal;
the committee had no statutory powers, nor were they able to appoint
addmonal staff to underrake any work. ' In Devon the district comnuriees
macde an effort to ascertain the availahility of labour through panish enquiries,
but it was generallv agreed that the returns, cven where completed, were of
poor quality and inadequate as the basis for decision-making. The council
placed advertisements to promote farmers to rencw registration for exemption
when conscription was introduced in May 1916.°" Bur some districr
committees ‘hardly ever met™ and the toothicssness of the WAC is indicated
by their meeting in June 1916, when they could do no more than to pass a
resolution, ‘to strongly deprecate the recruitment in agricultural districts of
men passed only for service at home”.”*

When Llovd George became Prime Miniseer in December 196 he
appointed Lord Rhondda as Minister of Food, and a new Minister of
Agriculture, Rowland Prothero, accountable to Rhondda for domestic food
production. Prothere was given a freer hand than his predecessor to design
warkable structures, and he determined that what was required i each
county was not a large committee, but a small executive group, accountable
directly to him, Devon reshaped its arrangements to create a War Agriculture
Executive Committee {WAEC)H. This comprised the chair of the Execurtive
and Agricultural Committee, county alderman, farmer and president of the
Devon Farmers’ Union, Mr Tremlett; the county vice-chair {given the bricf
for pigs and potatoes, areas of principal interest to small cultivators); four
counciliors, themselves landowners, who were to chair geographical divisions
which undercook work with local farmers, particularly on labour {soldier and
prisoner of war labour) and on horses, petrol, agricultural machinery and
tractors; and the chair of the Women’s War Service Committee.

These new arrangements were treported to Devon County Council ar the
meeting in March 1917. The old arrangements were not dismantled, however.
The WAC was retained as a body to which the WAEC would present reports,
and non-executive issues such as the Addison report on reconstruction were
referred to them by the main council. Other existing committees continued
to make a contribution; in particular the Education Committee and the
original Executive and Agricultural Commirtree, which deaic with training,
in particular the establishment of local cheese-making, the supply of shortage
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sktlls such as farriery, and demonstrations of best practice, for example in
POTAto Spraving,.

By the middle of 1917 the passing of the Corn Production Act energised
additional food production by guarantecing a price of 60 shillings per gquarter
tor wheat, establishing mechanisms to ser a minimum wage for labourers, and
setting quotas for corn production that required the ploughing up of grassiand
in order to sow extra acres of wheat. [t gave the county council powers to take
over farms that were not being well managed. The WAEC wrorte ta divisional
and district commireees indicating thar they would be prepared, if necessary.
to inspect amy farms that were unsatisfactory in their returns with a view to
taking them over.=*

The Food Production Deparrment was, however, alive to the growth of
bureaucracy art local level, They noted thac the district committees, unlike
those in Lancashire, for example, were not accountable to the WAEC,
which the department saw as their ‘sole agent’. ©* The county was directed
to transter their accountabilitv and the argument that the arrangement
worked in practice was rejected.”” These instructions were discussed ar the
WAC meeting in Seprember 1917, and it was agreed thar the accountability of
district committees should be changed, but, in order to make the WAEC maore
representative, the county sought and received approval o add two more
tenant farmers to the WAEC.-

From this point onwards the WAEC exeraised the new leverage it had
been given to commisston survevs of farms and use the powers under the
Cultivavion of Lands Order to achieve the quota ser by the government, In
Devon this was an additional 130,000 acres of corn. By August 1917 quotas
had been issued ar parish level and divisional committees were seeking the
WAEC's assistance 1o inspect farms that were ‘unsatisfactory in their returns’
in order t inducc ather farms ro ‘come into linc™ The first compulsory
purchase order was apphed for, but Sir Ian Amory, who chaired the castern
division, still “hoped farmers would fulfil their promises’ voluntarily which he
said, seemed to hum to be ‘in accordance with English notions™.=*

Amory promised that the commirttee would help farmers by secking
to resolve the continuing problems of supply of fabour, and of horses and
machinery, and so, in comunciion with the Board of Agriculture, Seale-
Havne Cotlege, their own instructors and the War Office, they did. Their
efforts were considerable, and the results were noted by the secretary to the
WAEC in July 1918. Cropping increases in Devon since 1916 represented
58.000 acres of oars, 39,000 acres of wheat, 15,000 acres of other corn,
9,000 acres of potatoes and 8,000 acres of barley.™ Such an increase in
productivity was not sustainable, however, and no additional guotas were set
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for 1919, in recognition partly that the war was drawing to a close and partly
in acknowledgment that {and was being over-extensively cultivared.

Discussion

Devon County Council changed internally during the war to respond to the
new demands of cenrral government. Lord Fortescue noted how at the end of
1914 they ‘got rid of’ the clerk {chief officer). He had only been in post since
1912 burt, though hard-working, was incapable of delegation. His departure
allowed the appointment of a more able man, Brian Miller, who had gained
substantial experience at Birmingham aity council, recognised as onc of the
most dynamic muniopal authorities.”! Miller’s touch is recognisable in the
immediate changes to committee work and the presentation of reports at
council meetings. In 1916 the council also chose a new chair, Henry Lopes,
who was uneacumbered by other demands such as the Lord Licutenancy
and who, as he himself said, spared no pains 1o make himself ‘as complere
a master as possible of all the work of the county council’.*- The counail’s
experience of the challenge of increasing food production during the war,
hawever, also lefr its mark on a change in attitude towards the council and its
members.

Neither the WAEC nor che WAC were to survive for more than a few
months after the war. County councils were told in February 1919 to disband
thern and were instead invited to nominate members for new agriculrural
committers, not part of the staturory commitrecs of the councils themselves. ™
The discussion i the council an this propaosition reflected the lessons the
different participants had taken from their experiences during the war. The
principal views expressed in that discussion, as recorded by the Western Tines,
were made by two members of the WAEC (Tremlett, the Chairman of the
Devon Farmers” Unien, and Fortescue, a landowner and northern divisional
committee chairman} and by a third councillor, an active parnicipane in the
castern divisional committee:

Mr W, Tremlett vigorously criticised the wav in which agriculiure was being
dealr with. He regarded ir as the most rack-renring svstem ever adopted. If
continucd, land would ere lang nor be warch anvthing e culrivarors and not
even to consumers. No land could stand it for four or five vears in succession.
Farmers submicted to bureaucratic control during the war, but would net

subimit to it in the future.



70 The Devon Histarian, val, 86, 2017

Mr Crawford said the discontent among farmers was the result of the peaple
who were not experts being placed in control of agriculrural affairs. The
Councii must make sure that the majority of the members of the Committee

knew somerhing about pracuical agriculture.

Earl Fortescue hoped the Council would not exclude landowners from
the members whom they nominared for the Commitree, and it would, he
suggested, make a good impression if they recognised the emploved class,
as well as the tenanr farmers and landlords. Replying to Mr Tremlete, his
lardship said it was not the time nor place to za inro the controversy over
the way in which the [WAEC] had carried ovur their unpleasane duries, If that
Committee trod on people toes they did not do it for the fun of the thing,
buf in an honest attempr to carry out the duries imposed upon them in a time
of national necessity, At apy rate he made bold to say their methods did not
ritin agriculture, for oceupying farmers ar recent sales had been among the
best purchasers of farms, had paid for them with ready money. and had not
been under the necessity to barrow for the purpoese. ¥

The debate shows Tremlett {wlhom Fortescue privately regarded as ‘a rather
slovenly fatimer and quite useless for emergency’} *' condemning whar he
regarded as the over-intensive farming thart the Food Production Department
had required; Crawford making a case for valuing farming expertise,
‘practical agriculture’, te. not the knowledge that ‘gentlemen farmers’ had;
and Fortescue, major tandowner and chair of the WAEC, first in a positive
inclusive light, accepring chat the ‘emploved class’ had a contribution ro
make, and then on the defensive, referring to the ‘national necessiry’ which
compelled them to tread on people’s toes and finally pointing out that some
renant {(‘occupying’) farmers had done very well out of the money they made
during the war.

The points of view expressed had all been arred previously during the war.
First there was the tension between the landowner and the tenant farmer.
This was partly due to the perception, as Crawford expressed it, thar the
tenant farmer was an expert i practical farming whiie the landowncer only
understood it second hand. It was an age when professional expertise was
becoming increasingly highly valued. As Harold Perkin described in The
Rise of Professional Society, the nineteenth century dominance of kanded
interests and industrial entrepreneurialism was giving place to the dominance
of accredited experts.®* Farmers, Crawford suggested, needed a similar
recognition. Such an argument was given credibility by the status accorded
during the war to the National Farmers™ Union in policy development, and
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the countyv’s actions during the war had mirrored this, with the engagement of
representatives of the Devon Farmers” Union at every stage, as Graham Cox,
Philip Lowe and Michael Winter have demonstrated.®”

Deeper than the idea that the farmer was a pracrical expert, lay the
shifting balance of power berween classes. Farmers felt aggrieved by attempts
to direct whar thev should do with their farms, particularly on the instruction
of landowners. They looked for some intervention that would enforce an
‘equality of sacrifice”. In September 1917 Mr Besley, county councillor and
Stoke Canon farmer, proposcd at his local district committee that the WAEC
be asked to consider treating park land as agricultural land. Park land had
not been surveved, as it was considered as an amenity, not as productive land,
bur Besley said that ‘he considered that owners of parklands should contribute
their quota as well as the farmers. They came there and said what farmers
must do, but they did nothing themselves’. The resolution was agreed.™ Lord
Fortescue, recognising that he was the only member of the WAEC who owned
a deer park, felt obliged to respond to rhis and wrote a letter, published 1n
local papers, explaining that he used the park not purely as an amenity, but
for the grazing of stock and pointing out that the total land used for deer
parks in the county was probably only about 3000 acres out of 1.6 million
acres™, Nonetheless tetters were written by the St Thomas district agricultural
committee to Jocal park owners, who sene their agents to discuss with the
committee what could or could not be done, Compromises were reached but
the conceprt of equality was recognised.™

Besley continued his quest for equality of sacnifice by raising the guestion
of turning goff links into ploughland. Another incident that showed the
feeling develaping against squirearchy took place in East Devon thar avtumn.
Elcctions for local authorities had been suspended for the duration of the war
and, when a vacancy occurred, nominarions from the division were invited,
from which the county councillors and aldermen elecred a representative to
co-opt.* In December 1917 nominations were opened for the Ottery electoral
division where the sitting councitior had died. Support was canvassed for
two candidates, William Elhs, tenant farmer in Ottery St Mary, and John
Kennaway, son and heir to Sir John Kennaway of Escot. In the discussion
in Moniton Rural District Council one councillor remarked that ‘what they
wanred was a practical farmer ... there were too many members on the County
Council representing the landed interest”. The council, and the neighbouring
Ortery St Mary District Council, supported the nomination of William Ellis,
the tenant farmer, When it came to the vote at the county council, landowner
Sir Robert White-Thomson supported John Kennaway, saving that ‘the
landlord class were not adeguately represented on the Council as compared
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with the renant class’. Voting on the first ballot was equal; the chair refused
to use his casting vote, and on rthe second ballot Ellis was elected by 34 votes
to 32.%

These examples show that attitudes to the council were changing. As in
J. M. Lee’s classic analysis of Cheshire County Council, the dominance of
‘country gentlemen’ in the early vears of county councils, what he describes
as ‘social leaders’ was being challenged. Unlike Lee’s Cheshire, however, the
challenge did not come from those who were ‘public persons’, those who
developed their social standing by seceking and retaining public office, though
there were a few such members on Devon County Council, such as Mr
Windeatt, solicicor and member for the Tornes Division. ™ The challenge came
from the middle class tenant farmer and, as David Cannadine has described,
was part of a more general ‘demise of hierarchy’ that led after the war to a
society where ‘ordinary people no longer saw their soctery hierarchically, nor
the place within it deferentially” and where ‘politics was dominated by the
middle class as never before™.™”

Conclusion

The First World War cansed so great a disruption to evervday life thar most
contemporary commentators believed that things would never be the same
again, though some were fearful about this and athers delighted. From 1916
onwards Devon County Council’s ordered wav of existence was disrupred,
particularly, as the discussion above has shown, by the demands for the
council to generate @ major increase in domestic food production. As the
council's historian, Jeffery Stanver, points out, a county council is ‘inevitably
... harassed from below by its districts and from above by central government’
and thus requires to develop ‘a styvle of government which enables them to
balance cencral demands for efficiency ... with the values implicit in focahsm,
some of which are definitely hosule to the ... ideology of the centre’. ** In the
case of the implementation of the food production policy, additional pressure
was placed on both sides of what was already a fractious relationship, that
between landlord and tenanr farmer, and resulted in demands for cquality
of sacrifice and for representation on the council thar was a better reflection
of the ditferent mrerests engaged in policy-making.

Bonnie White acknowledges that the ‘inequalities of sacrifice and the
inconsistencies of wartime demands’ experienced on the home front in the
First World War created a period of disruption, but she points out that
‘some wartime changes became permanent while others proved reversible”. *
Friction between landlords and tenant farniers did contimue after the war, but
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its significance was muted by the fact that so manv landowners sold all or

part of their estates, and many tenant farmers bought their farms. The longer

rerm change wichin the counts council was the decline of agrarian interests
more generallyv. In 1914 sixev-rwo per cent of councillors and aldermen were
landowners, farmers or 1n associated occupations. By 1935 that proportion
had fallen to fortv-six per cent. A more enduring legacy of the war for the
council was to be the experience they gained over the administration of policy
set by cenrral government.
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Challenges to Devon Estate Gardens
during World War One

CLARE GREENER, ANNE KAILE
and JULIA NEVILLE

Introduction

Before the First World War large landowners taced mounting financial
pressures. During the period from 1870 to 1914 land values fell by two-
thirds due 1o the agricultural depression which led to smaller returns from
rental income. The ‘People’s Budget” of 1909, which aimed to make taxation
fairer across society, raised the level of income tax, death duty and land rax.
Landowners with a large acreage and an income of over £3,000 a year faced
a massively increased tax habiliey, which pur additional pressure on estare
finances. The National Insurance Act of 1911 affected both emplovers and
emplovees, and the contributions required from employers added to their
financial burden. In responsc, some landowners began to sell or consolidate
parc of their estates.' Despite this there was little change in many estate gardens
which continued to demonstrate a landowner’s horriculrural interests, wealth
and prestige. Kitchen gardens were also a major source of food production
for the family and local markets. This article considers some of the challenges
facing the Janded estates to increase food production during the First World
War, with reference to three Devon case studies.

At che outbreak of war in 1914 some of the vounger men signed up
imnicdiately to go and fight, but where there was a preponderance of older
men, initially the war seemed to have lirtle effect. [t was not until the Military
Services Act of March 1916, which imposed the conscription of all men

@ 2017 The Devon History Sociery
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between the ages of 18 and 41, rogether with the need for increased food
production, that mosr esrares were affected. Men could appeal to military
cetbunals for exeraprion from military service if thar work was of national
importance, but gardeners, especially those who warked in the pleasure
grounds, were not considered to be in an exempred occupation.” However,
many head gardeners did not go to war, many were too old as it was unusual
for a man to become ‘head’ untl he was at teast thirey, Of 150 head gardeners
of prestigious gardens in Devon, 92 were in thoir forties or fifties in 1914, 23
i their late twenties or thirties and 33 in their sixties or seventies.” Frequently,
the only skitled men left on an estate were men like Charles Burt at The
Pynes, Upton Pyne, who became responsible tor oversceing rhe home farm as
well as the garden.” Younger head gardeners were called up, although estate
agents petitioned the Military Service War Tribunals to keep their skilled staff
wherever possible. Many serving on the tribunals were landowners themselves
which must have led o a conflict of interest. Frank Loosemoore from Downes
and Alexander Massev, from Lupton were just two of the head gardeners who
were killed in acrion.”

Tribunals had a varied response to retention of gardeners. Head gardeners
with their life skills and experience were valocd as knowledgeable men with
man management skills. Many had warked on a variety of estates and in
commercial organisations such as market gardens or nurseries. They were
accustomed o producing food our of season and often in large quantitics.
However, at Bicton, East Budleigh, where the pleasure gardens were reported
to he ‘dismantled” and where food was grown by intensive methods to support
the Bicton Auxiliary Hospital, the Head Gardener, Edward High, was sent for
mihitary service as it was deemed thar ‘the labourers emploved at the gardens
could carry on the work™.®

Many landowners were members of War Agricultural Commirttees and
encouraged their staff to increase food production. Glasshouses were closed
up to save on fuel and gardeners were seconded to help on farms. All gardeners
in the case studies below increased ourpur of vegerables despite shortages of
staff. Those that were already producing food for families and local markers
were increasingly sending food to the military or to local hospials and
institutions. Hospitals housed in mansions owned by wealthy landowners,
included Bystock near Exmouth, Castle Hill (South Molton}, Manor House
{Moretonhampstead), Watermouth Castle {I[Hfracombe) and Oldway Mansion
{Paignton).” Estates struggled to retain skilled staff and advertisements
were constant throughouc the war for “ineligible’ men, ‘experienced voung’
gardeners or who were ‘unfit for mulitary service’, even for women gardencrs.®
Although food production had a high priority, it was not vsed as a reason
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Killerton House is marked as "A” in the top left hand corner of Figure 2;
‘B’ 1s listed as ‘Gardeners Shed and Potting House, loft over old and poor’'t
The Valuer also noted the existence of several large greenhouses in the gardens.
Other buildings shown on the plan arc stables, sheds for wheelwrights and
carpenters, timber and sawing sheds as well as various implement sheds:
some reported as being in fair condition, others as being ‘old and poor™!” The
Valuer also remarked thar many tenanted cottages were in a poor state of
repair, '

The timber that was in the park at the time was valued ar £1,100; the fruit
trees in the walled garden were valued at £100 and ‘other things growing on
the land’ £300." The Valuer also noted a large number of allorments in the
village rented by the tenants from Sir Charles.

According to the Acland Family record Sir Charles was considered to
be a good landlord and had an cxcellent knowledge of his estates: the main
revenue of which came from farm reneals. He was very conscious of keeping
a personal relationship with his tenants and thanks ro his work with the Bath
and West Society he was aware of all the latest developments in farming and
farm buildings.”

He was appointed as MP for East Cornwall in 1882 just as Gladstone’s
government was about to start the comimttee stage of the Second
Agricultural Holdings Act, which recognised farmers’ rights to compensate
for improvements and was a major first step in the protection of individual
tenant farmers. This Act was something which his father had been associared
with. Sir Charles was called rto make a number of speeches on the subjeer and
was able to denmtonstrate his wide-ranging knowledge of the issuc.”’ By the end
of his life Sir Charles was acknowledged as being “an actual pioneer in the
matter of land management’.”-

He discussed farming marters wich his nephew Francis Acland*' and in
a letter reflected the shortage of labour on rhe farms as a result of the War
where he feared: ‘that Devon and West Somerset are not made to suit tractors
and | rather doubr tractors being made to suit them. My father tried a steam
plough on the flattest hills about here once but no more than once and it
cost a lot™ 7! By 1916 the effects of the loss of labour on the farms was being fele
and women were taking the place of the men. The Westcrn Tines reported on
a demonstration held ar Budlake Farm, Killerton, where women agricultural
workers from the county took part in competitions to demonstrate their skills
for such rtasks as ploughing, milking, and harcowing. Sir Charles Acland
was in attendance for the demonstrarions and the prize giving and Mr John
Wilson, who was by then the head gardener, was reported as being on the
Agricultural War Commartee responsible for organising the event.*
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500 fruit trees growing there.’= In face, as his map shows, this calcutation
excluded the area south-west of the house which had been taken in to the
garden addivionally by the third Lord and Lady Poltimore. The evient of the
garden as outhned on the valuation map is shown in Figure 4.

A tour, reported in 1907, described the gardens as contaming avenues of
trees, a flower gacden with bedding plants, herbaccous borders, an arboretum,
and a ‘rosery’. There was an eight-acre walled kitchen garden, with fruit trees
growing both inside and ousside the walis, three peach houses, a fuchsia
house, melon house, stove hause, palm house and four vineries.™ From the
volume of vegerables grown (100 vards of peas, for example) and the 500 fruit
trees that the Districr Valuer recorded it appears that the garden had alwavs
been used ro carn monev tor the estate. In 1909 the third Lord and lady
Poltimore remodelled the south west corner of the gardens o create a warer
garden with a pond and a Chinese pagoda.

The 1911 census shows that there were fourteen gardencrs emploved at
Poltimore Park. These included the head gardener, J. Charles Thomas, three

Table 1. The war time occupation of gardening siaff who had been emploved at
Poltimore Park in 19717

Surname Forename | Age War-time pccupation
- (in 1911)
Thoemas ;J(L‘jhllﬂ 47 [n gardens throughour war
: Hawkins William 3% No reference atrer 1912
’ Turton [saac 36 In gardens throughout war
| Westcort fohn 41 ¢ In gardens throuchour war
Rose Charles R | Known o have tried to enlist; service not
rraced
Tapper Albert 18 No wformacion
Mozse Franas 23 No informacian
Tickner Herberr 23 No nformation )
Sizer Ernest |26 Moved to Starcross; joined army: killed in
! acrion April 1918
Bissett Francis 29 Joined Army 1913
Western Harold [ Joined RAMC 1914
Melluish Reginald 16 Had joined Navy in 1912,
Woodman | Ernest 13 Joined Army Service Corps 1914
Yeo Charles 14 Ioined Navy in 1915,
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gardeners aged bherween 30 and 60, who were heads of houschold in the
village; a group of four trainees living in the bothy, plus anorher thrce voung
men lodging in the village; and three boys aged 14-13. Charles Thomas had
been recruited as head gardener in [anuary 1909 ar a wage of £100 a vear
with house, free coal, milk and vegetables. It is not clear what changes there
had been to the gardening staff berween 1911 and 1914, bur it seems likely
that some of the voung trainees would have moved on. Table 1 shows whar
happened to some of them.

When war broke out young men in the Territorial Forces were called up at
once. Thomas was told to manage with the help of schoolchildren unnil school
restarted, when he should ger the remaining men to work overrime. There
was no curtailment of any garden tasks.

By mid-1913 Lord Poltimore and his steward agreed that estate expendi-
ture should be cut. Lord Poltimore was a semi-invalid who preferred to live on
lis North Molton escate, which he considered better for his health. Although
he never visited Poltimore after 1914, rwelve men and a woman were still
craploved in the garden. The steward instructed Thomas to manage wichin
a budget of £500 a vear. Thomas suggested dismissing four staff, which he
calculated should reduce the wages bill to £6 7s 6d per week or £337 per vear
(the weekly wage bill in 1912 had averaged £13). To keep within the £500
limit he suggested that sales should he increased and some of the greenhouses
closed to save fuel.™

Four staff were faid off, including one man of military age who joined the
army. Francis Bissett, although not on the list of those dismissed, also enlisted.
The wages bill did not fall as far as £6 7s 6d, with pavments remaining closer
ro £8 per week, partly because Lord Poltimare transterred two farm staff to
the gardens team.* There is also reference 1o a Belgian workman who starred
at Home Farm in 1915 and later was transferred to the garden staff.?” By July
1917 there were again ten garden staff: the three stalwarts, Turton, Westcort
and Stark; ‘old Bissett’; ‘the Belgian’; and five bovs aged under 177

Sales of produce mcreased: between October 1915 and May 1916 over
£115 was made.’” The sales were not only of fruic and vegerables, bur of
Hawers, shown by reference to a wholesale florist in Covent Garden.” Soime
fruit and vegerables were also donated to the Exeter War Hospitals,

In 1917 problems began to arise over rates of pay. Thomas’s own pay had
risen from £100 in 1909 to £110 in 1913, and also included commission on
sales, but other staff were less well paid."! Shortage of labour led to wage
rises generally and the introducrion of a minimum wage of 25s a week for
agriculeural workers. At this point the senior gardeners at Poliimore were
paid 19s or 21s, rogether with a cottage rent free. The elderly Thomas Bissert
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and the seventeen-vear-olds were paid 16s or 17s and the boys 10s to 13s.
A representative from the Agricultural Labourers and Rural Workers Union
wdentified that Lord Poltimore was paying his staff less than the minimum rate
and approached the estate clerk of works for the names of those involved.** A
furcher pay rise was then agreed 1n May 1918.%

By the end of the war the character of the gardens ar Poltimore had
changed, with vegetable production replacing the flowers and a much stronger
emphasis on commercial production. Staff in the gardens were reduced from
tourteen in 1912 ro cight in 1918. Even this was not the end. The third Lord
Poltimore died in Novermnber 1918. The fourth Lord Poltimoe laid off the head
gardener and most of the remaining staff. Maintenance of the gardens became
the responsibility of the estate manager, and much of the work was done by
labourers working on other estate duties. ™

Endsleigh Gardens and Grounds

Endsleigh Cotrage was buile from 1810 for John, the sixth Duke of Bedford,
and his second wife Georgiana as a summer holiday home and fishing lodge.
Humphry Repton had, unsuccessfully, submitted a design for the house, how-
ever, he was invited to create one of his ‘Red Books’, the Book of Endsleigh
with designs for garden and grounds, much of which was laid out from 1814
to his plans.**-

Endsleigh is situated in the Tamar Valley and cxtends into Cornwall. [t
is a vallev garden, of approximately twenty-six hectares with five hectares
of ornamental meadows, and approximately ninety hectares of ornamental
woodland with walks and carriage drives. The site has extensive, picturesque
views along the Tamar Valley. To the south-west and south-east of the house
there are formal gardens with terraces and lawns. A children’s garden has a
tountain and a circular rill where toy boats could be sailed. Away from the
house is an early rockery, planted with ferns and small shrubs. The valley
walk is ornamented with a series of leats and cascades. The kitchen garden
is situated about 800 metres south-east of the house and 30 merres from
Harragrove, the head gardener’s house. In July 1898, tollowing a visit from
the Devon and Exeter Gardeners’ Association, many specimen trecs werc
listed and the garden was described as having:

. a lawn i the most perfect condition, overlooked by a rterrace walk,
canopied with Roses on an overarching trellis. Bold overhanging rocks are
scen clothed with Rhodadendrons, Ivies, and underwoad of various species.
A cascade, or rather a series of cascades, in a sequestered dell under “The
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twelve men were over 40. When war was declared Charles Alford, 24, and
Samuel Frise, 25, signed up immediately. Alford served throughout the war,
but Frise was discharged in 1916 as medically unfir, returning to work at
Endsleigh.? Thomas Frise, 38, enlisted in December 19135 as a ‘horseman’,
but served the rest of the war as a traction engine driver.™ John Northey,
28, enhisted in November 19135 bur was discharged the following August
as medically unfic due to a stomach ulcer.® Some staff left Endsleigh o
wark clsewhere, for example George Yole, lefr to work ar Woburn in 19135,
He enlisted in 1917 from Woburn and was killed 1n action on 1 August at
Ypres.

A second Military Conscription Act passed in May 1916 saw changes at
Endsleigh as conscription was extended to include married men. Tollowing a
tribunal appearance William Croote served as a Conscientious Objector in
a non-combatant role in the Royal Army Medical Corps from April 1916.%
Four other men left the gardens, but it is not known whether they enlisted.
The men’s wages increased as the number of staff diminished. They began
the war earning 2s 10d per day which had been the rate since 1911; by 1918
thev were paid berween 3s 2d and 3s 4d a dav. At the end of the war there
were just seven men remaining in the gardens and grounds including Lewis
Rodd and George Hendy, in the kirchen garden. Apare from time off for long-
terin illness, and Samuel Frise's military service, the men remaining in the
garden, plus the Head Gardener, Frank Yole, worked at Endsleigh throvghout
the war,

Endsleigh nursery, which a hundred vears before the onset of war had
been home to almost 250.000 voung trees, shrubs and fruit bushes was dug
over for production of potatoes and mangolds.™ The kitchen garden also
increased production of potatoes and the kitchen gardencrs, together with
other garden staff, were seconded to help with havmaking and harvesting.
Prior to the war the men had had their own specialisnis; Walrer Frise worked
in the greenhouse, James Stephens was responsible for the water fearures and
Joha Sourhcotr spent most of his rime ‘mowing”.™ Pleasure gardening had
continued bur to a verv limited degree mostly keeping the area closest to the
house culnivared and tidy. Walter Frise no longer spent the majoriey of his
tume in the greenhouse, where he had previously been assisted by a boy who
washed pots and did much of the tedious work of potting up small plants,
The emphasis in the garden had changed to production and storage of food
craps especially potatoes and mangolds.

Surprisingly, despite the War Agricultural Commictee recommending
that women should be trained by head gardeners, there were no women em-
ploved in the gardens during the war at Endsleigh.™ However, women from
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the Women's Land Army were emploved in the plantations and were even
provided with cheir own special recreation room.*

Conclusion

The effects of the war depended, in parg, on the attitude of the owner of the
estate. Some fought to keep their staff while athers encouraged their men to
go to war, often to the detriment of running the estate. Younger members of
staff were put in charge, whilst older men were recruired back inta gardens
or delaved retirement until the end of the war, Women, Belgian refugees and
prisoners of war were all used as tabour in gardens. When men rerurned from
war, there was the challenge of finding appropriate jobs for those who had
been given their posts during the conflict. Women advertised for positions,
and emplovers endorsed the skills of their ‘temporary’ gardeners who were
seeking new positions. ™

Head gardeners who had remained ar home and kept farms, orchards and
kitchen gardens, producing food for the war effore despite the shorrage of staff,
were highly respected men bath within local communinies and nationally.
However their contribution, and that of their statf, was only recognised
towards the end of the war when the local Government Board stated
that, ‘exemprion should generally nor be refused to an cxperienced kitchen
gardener whose exemption was found o be essential for the production ot
large quantities of necessary food supplies’.™

One lasting effect of the war was on wages, which had increased
substanuially for some gardeners and agricultural labourers. Those who
worked even Jonger hours than normal in gardens, taking on the work of
the men who had left for the war were paid a war bonus or increased wages.
By August 1219 when the war had ended there was a minimum wage for a
44-hour week fixed for members by the British Gardeners’ Association. This
varied from £3 125 6d per week for head gardeners to £3 for all workers over
21. Quertitme to be paid at time and a half for weekdayvs, double fime for
Saturday afternoons, Sundav and public holidavs. In addirion, ar least seven
days paid holiday should be given by emplovers.™ However, despire increased
wages stafting levels in many estate gardens never returned o their pre-war
numbers, nor the gardens to thew pre-war splendour. There were also fewer
job opportunitics for gardeners in cstate gardens as many estates were broken
up ot their houses demolished following pre-war financial pressures and the
effects of the first world war.
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Gooseberries for the Fleet: The Home
Front Kitchen in Devon in World War |

PAUL CLEAVE

The significance of food, and food in wartime in particular, highhghts a
wide range of psvchological, emotional. nucritional and political 1ssues.
Although the First World War proved to be a time of shortages, scarcity,
and uncertainty over food supplies, the importance of foed to the war effort
meant that more had to he produced at home in order ro meet the shortages.
Many foods, including staples of meat, wheat, and sugar, had previously been
imported from Europe, America, and Canada. Increased food production at
home stimalared change, introduced new techniques, and motivaced people to
work together, and lessons were learnt which were to prove invatuable in the
Sccond Warld War, barelv a quarter of a century later. This paper draws on
contemporary sources 16 show how local communities in Devon responded 1o
the war effort in rerms of food on the home front.

Devon and its food

By 1974 che county had a long established reputation for its high standards
of tood production, which were well known to its tourists, and to consumers
in other parts of the country. When Daniel Defoe, and the Reverend John
Skinner visited Devon in the eighceenth century for example, they described
the food they had enjoved whilst visiting fishing and farming communities in
the county.! The contrasting coastlines, extensive moorland and countryside
attracced manv visitors, and Devon's healthy climate and good food featured
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Food writers of the day show how food was important 1o morale, and
numerous wartime cookery books encouraged middle class housewives,
and cooks not to waste food, and to make the best use of limited supplies
of ingredients and labour. This change is reflected in several of the cookery
hooks for example, Mrs Constance Peel’s, Learning to Cook, the Book of
How and Why in the Kitchen, was written in 1915 ‘for the woman who must
economise 1n marterial and labour™ and perhaps had ra do her own cooking as
many women previously emploved in domestic service as cooks and kitchen
maids had taken up war work.® Similarly, in Cockery for Every Housebald,
Florence B. Jack (1214}, stated, ‘The bhook is not merelv a recipe book.
Guidance is given as to the best wavs of economising time and monev, My
aim is to furnish at the same time a good. and cconomical cuisine’.?

The Best Way Cookery Book, No 3, ¢.1916, was in contrast a modest
publication, there are no references to cooks and kitchen maids. With
economical recipes and household hints it included a section on cooking in
wartime. It advised, and inspired housewives and cooks how to manage their
wartime kitchens,

Keep the home flag flving:
that's the call we hear todav,
while our gallant lads in blue
and khaki are away.
Housewife do vour bit as well,
and fight against cxpense,

as bravely as the menfolk give
their all in our defence.

Readers were reminded of an observation made by John Ruskin that, ‘There
are soldiers of the ploughshare as well as of the sword”. The importance of
foad and home cooking was identified as vital to the war effort,

Soldiers in the little homes all over England as well as soldiers in the trenches,
hovnscwife soldiers, with no deadlier weapon than frving pan and saucepan,
vet with the true brave spirit. can help their country by saving every penny
and making war-time meals as appetising as in times of peace, at half the
COsI,

Readers were instructed how to make cggless cakes and puddings, and not
to waste any food. Cooks were advised, for example: how to make bacon go
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farther, whart you could make with one sheep’s kidney, and how to use frost-
birten potatoes {especially important during the wartime potato shortage),

To make frazen poraroes rasie the same as sound ones, peel them, cur o
pieces, and throw into a basin with a handful of salt. Ler rhem remain for two
hours, then pur into boiling warer with a little salt and 2 lump ot sugar. When
conked and mashed with butrer the frose bite will not be noticed.

[n order to meet the scarcity, and high cost of butter, housewives were
rold that dripping was better than butter, and that it made berter pastry
and cakes. Tt was reputed 1o be especially good for pastry for meat pies
and Cormish pasties. Spread on toast, it was recommendcd as excellent for
grawing children. To avoid waste, suggestions for utilising apple and potato
peelings were provided, ‘Oh, don’t throw that into the dustbin! What use is
it> Potato and apple peel, apple peel flavours a pudding, potato peel lights a
fire!"

Mrs Peel later recalled lite on the home front in How We Lived Then.
The book included contemporary accounts, and observations concerning
the changing role of women. The significance of food was reflecred upon
m a selection of wartime recipes which had been issued by the Ministry of
Food in 1917 and 1918. The recipes, whilst adapted to prevailing shartages
of meat, burtter, sugar, fat, flour {and the use of cottage cheese to overcome
the cheese shortage), demonstrate ingenuity and imagination 1n making the
best of available ingredients. A variety of substitute dishes were created,
for instance — mock goose, trench cake, oatmeal rissoles, and, jam made
with salt, or saccharin.'" Elizabeth Craig (1883-1980), a prolific writer on
foad, cookerv, and housekeeping, drew on recipes from the First World
War for Cooking in War-Time, published in 1940. Cooks in World War 11
were reminded that in rimes of food shortages it was still possible to make
appetising, and nourishing dishes as had been learnt in the World War .
Cooking in War-Tinme incluoded First World War recipes sent to Elizabeth
Craig from a soldier known as Rag nime Joe, ‘whase work in the cookhouse
was as good as in the trenches’. His recipe for Trench Mortar pudding, made
trom plum jam and crushed army biscuits, and an economical eggless fruu
cake were included in her cookery book. The ‘1916 Trench Cake® is shown in
figure 5.
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that herbs, mushrooms and berries were available to all at a ime of food
shortages and high prices. In Devon, the countryside provided a tich source ot
foodsruffs. Blackberries, whortleberries, wild strawberries, medicinal herbs,
and mushrooms had long been gathered o supplement supples, and were to
prove invaluable during the war.

The inrroduction advised readers:

The incidence of war has bought home to 1ts inhabitants thar an island like
Britain is not sel-supporcing, and that scarcity, 1f not actual want of daily
faod is daily hecoming more possible, if nor probable. This little hook makes
no pretence to be anvehing but a severely practical guide for the use of the
ordinary man, woman or child. It is not intended that evervthing contained
in this manual will be to the raste of evervhody. Weither 1s evervihing on the
menu of Romano’s or the Ritz Hotel always ro the taste of all the patrons of
these metropolitan refreshiment houses.

Among the ‘two hundred and sixty kinds of Wild Food 1o be gathered freely
in Great Britain’, Camcron described the merits of snails, edible frogs, and
hedgehogs. Readers were reminded that seaweeds under the namcs of Dulse
and Laver were highly nutritions. Laver bread (the cooked scaweed) was noted
for its anuscorbutic qualities and had been offered for sale to summer visitors,
‘even in the farmhouses of North Devan it 1s commonly eaten as a vegetable
or salad’. Wild garlic {alliom ursinum), commonly known as ramsans, was
recorded as being common in woods and thickets, and could be vsed instead
of culrivated, imported garlic. A substiture for tea was included, made from
the dried flowers of the lime tree, and said to produce, ‘a pale delicately
scented liquor, best drunk in tea cups with sugar, and a small piece of lemon,
as tea1s usually served in Russia’.'

Food shortages and the introduction of rationing

As the war progressed the food situation changed, and by 1917 the German
submarine campaign had succeeded in creating a verv scrious shortage of food
in Great Britain. ‘Once more the King and Queen roek the lead, still further
reducing the already austere wartime standard of the Royal table’™ Queen
Mary took a keen 1oterest in all aspects of fundraising, and ‘all ramificarions
of domestic science’, encouraging many women to support the war effort
whether making garments, helping with the food supply, and stimularing
others to help.'”
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British food control had three main aims: to maintain supplics, to ensure
fair distribution, and 1o keep prices as low as possible. A form of voluntary
rationing of food was encouraged in the early stages ot the war, but civilian
rationing began on 1 January 1918 with a sugar allowance at § ouncces per
week. Gradually other foads were rationed, and fresh meat was racioned by
price. Bread was not rationed, and the first “War Bread® was introduced in
November 1916. It is described by John Burnett in Plemty and Want as made
using. brown tlour mixed with five per cent barley, oat, or rve flour. Sova and
potato flour were also mixed with it.”'* Food controls and rationing continued
until 1920-1921.

Magazines and newspapers

Throughout the war food featured regularly in many publications, sometimes
in the form of recipes, nr news of supplies and shortages. By 1917 paotarocs
had become a valued addition to the menu and ideas for using them were
widely promoted, for example, in a letter from a ‘Diplomec’, to the fashion-
able magazine, Cornrry Life:

Sir, i is being rightlv urged upan evervone to car potatoes ar every meal will
mean the conservation of our wheat supply, but it seems to many people the
advice suggests nothing but potatoes batled or baked, or ar best fried, as
we are accuscomed in England to serve them with meat. This by no means
exhausts their usefulness.”

Potatoes were advocated as a substitute for dishes usually made entirely with
flour, which was needed for War Bread. A recipe for a steamed potato pudding
prepared with suet, ginger, golden syrup, and using oatmeal and potatoes in
place of flour, was one example. Devonshire potato cake, {made from mashed
potatoes, suet, and a little sugar, fruir and flour), also demonstrated how
potatoes might alleviate the flour shortage. However, potato shortages were
noted by Mrs Peel in, How We Lived Then, ‘In London at one time, potatocs
were so scarce that a rich man visiting friends to whom in pre-war davs he
would have brought expensive fruit, flowers or a box of chocolares, appeared
with a bag of poraroes™ "

In Devon, the Westerin Times, (a daily paper. and rival to the Express and
Echo and Trewwman’s Exeter Flying Post), reflected upon the war on the home
front in the countv. [ts regular columns reported news of the food markets,
both national and local, and included Patriotic Farming Notes. On 12 May
1916 the paper featured a local author, and Exeter resident, Miss P M.
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Willcocks, supported by assistant lecrurer Miss W. Storey, from the University
College who offered, “A lesson in domestic cconomy’ by growing high food
value broad beans in Miss Willcocks™ front garden.”” Advernisements in the
same cdition for the Cathedral Dairy, as ‘suppliers of burter, clotted cream
and milk fed bacon, and Stone’s Essence of Rennet’, were a reminder of
Devon’s peacetime food production.

Parish magazines

Conrtinuity and change were reflected in the Cadbury Ruridecanal records,
and (un-paginared) parish magazines representing the Church of England in
mid Devon. Cadbury Deanery west of Exeter, was an expansive region largely
comprised of villages, hamlets and farming communities. These included,
Crediton, and the villages of Shobrooke, Sandford, and Newton St Cyres,
affirming Devonshtre’s reputation as eminently an agricultural county.>® The
magazines had a wide distributon to households in the parishes, offering
much in the way of pastoral advice, and news for readers. They show how an
essentially rural community supported the call for increased food production.
Residents offered practical support on many fronts: help with egg collections,
making feather pillows, and sending vegetables to the hospitals, which had
heen organised by the Red Cross. The magazines broaden our knowledge of
the social history of a community in wartime, demonstrating how the war
affected daily life for the duration of the conflicr.

Following the outbreak of war in the summer of 1914, the September issue
of the Cadbury Ruridecanal Magazine urged e¢vervone at home to help the
war effort, though, ‘special prayer, money subscriptions’, and contributions of
needlework, clothing, bed and hospital requirements.*! Repaorss in the October
1914 magazinc recorded Crediton’s harvest services as being very bright and
well artended, ‘the fruir and vegetables were sent the nexe day the soldiers
who are in camp on Salisbury Plain’.** As the war progressed more activities
supporting the war effort were documented, for example m Sandford, in July
1913 it was noted that the Central School children *sent a large quantity of
gooseberries to Harwich for the fleet’.”? In addition to c¢ollecting produce
there was an educational clement to be considered. In August 1916 it was
observed that in Sandford, and Stockleigh, successful cheese-making classes
had been run, ‘making a great many pounds of Cheddar and householder
cheese’ {pouliry classes were also provided).” Figure 7 shows a cheese-making
class held in the small village of Poughill in 1916, with class members cnjoving
their tea, served by a maid.

Parish magazines for 1917 indicate the importance of increasing food
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a great success, actracting parishioners’ and visitors from the surrounding
neighbourhood. Tavelve pounds was raised and sent to Lord Roberts Memorial
Woarkshop Fund. During the summer, the School Garden in Morchard Bishap
was noted as being in splendid order, tidvy, and well-tilled, "with every prospect
of a heavy crop of potatoes’ having been spraved by Mr Bing, the Council
Instructor. A similar garden was mentioned in Sandford where Sie William
Ferguson Davie had granted the Central Schoal an allotment and ‘the boys
were tending their ground in a very business-like way'. Sandford’s Vegetable
Show was announced, and Lady Ferguson-Davie had ‘kindly consented™ ro
award the prizes which were also to be given for wild flowers, honey and
cggs.”

In September 1917 the magazine recorded ‘an interesting departure trom
the ordinary conduct of Church services’, with the introduction of Egg and
Flower offerings for the Voluntary Aid Hospitals for wounded soldiers in
Crediton. Posbury scr the example in the national egg collection initiative
‘by the contribution on Sunday, July 22nd, of 84 eggs’. At Sandford, the first
Cortage Garden Show was held on § August 1917, Exhibitors donated the
‘excellent display of vegtables’ to the wounded soldiers’ hospirals in Crediton.
In Newton St Cvres Lady Audrev Buller had given permission tor a ‘Sale
of Farm and Garden Produce, and other gifts’, at Newton House, where
‘our farmers and thair wives, and others of our panishioners’ were reported
to be working hard o ensure the evenr was a success.” Gardening advice
for farmers and houscholders was followed by accounts of village fetes,
flower shows, and harvest festivals. These were important celebrations, and
occasions where produce might be donated to needy causes. However, those
at home were not forgotten, ‘some beautiful grapes sent by Lady Ferguson-
Davie were distributed amongst the sick poor’, a grear luxury, especially in
wartime. Collections for the Devon and Exeter Hospital totalled £8 Is 0d
{equivalent to nearly 4400 10 2017).7°

Wartime community spirit was evident in Shobrooke 1n July 1918,
following detailed instructions for fruit bottling, a social evening in the
Recrory gardens was announced. Wirh golf, croquet and a hrtle dancing, the
evening aimed, ‘to promotc a kind and friendly spiric amongst us™*" At the end
of the war in November 1918 Mrs Monrague, from Crediton, (who had lost
her two sons, Felix, and Paul in the war), addressed Shobrooke Mothers®
Union, urging them to lock to the furure. She spoke of the importance of
women to use their votes for the betrerment of the world. !

The Ruridecanal’ magazines might be considered to reflect natonal
propaganda in the ‘chatty” accounis of community initiatives in wartime, but
they are nevertheless tmportant in showing how food bound a community
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together. Devan’s farmers, as well as local communities, responded to
Britain’s food programme in World War I, and the magazines shed hght on
the role of local gentry, women, school children, farmers, and the cottage
gardener, highlighting their efforts to make a contribution. National schemes
and initiatives were followed, and many pcople were united in ctheir efforms
to help others, whether soldiers on the battleticlds, or those in need at
home. The actions of a broad range of people in rural areas, demonstrated
a positive response to the huge commitment demanded of civilians on the
homefront to the increasing difficulties of teeding a hungry populace. While
voluntary efforts in themselves were not sufficient to cope with the problem of
diminishing food supply, local initiatives contributed to the narion’s collective
war efforr when food supplies were under increasing pressure. The lessons
learned were to prove useful when similar challenges had to be faced anly
tweney vears later, durmg the Sccond World War.
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The Brixham Fishing Fleet
in the Great War

SAMANTHA LITTLE

Introduction

The south Devon town of Brixham, known as the ‘Mother Port of Trawling’,
has 2 long history as an important fishery. In the late eighteenth century
Brixham fishermen had developed a new type ot trawling vessel, and pioneered
the use of deep sea fishing methods, which spread to other British porrs.
Although subsequent innovations in the fishing industry, and the development
of steam trawlers in particular, meant that Brixham sailing trawlers struggled
to compete, 1t was the impact of the First World War and its aftermath which
decimated the fishery, as this article will highlight. The problems encountered
at Brixham were a reflection of the wider destruction of the fishing industry
in Britain in the post-war period.

The outbreak of war

The declaration of the First World War on 4 August 1914 was described by
King George V as ‘this grave moment in our national history’’ The impact
on the fishing part of Brixham was instantaneous and dramatic. The fishery,
comprising 210 vessels with £148,000 invested in capital, boats and gear,*
was abruptly depleted of men as Roval Naval and Special Fleer Reservists,
with Naval Pensioners, departed for barracks ar Devonport.’ Prior to the
conflict, the fisherv had provided employment for 800 people in a thriving
industry. Ir was remcembered as ‘the saddest day in history” by fourteen-year-
old George Bridge (Figure 1}, who had been sailing on trawlers for two vears.
Parricularly impressed on his memory was the ‘postman’s knock on hundreds
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Convening a formal inguiry, he ascertained that there were ‘about 1,200 sea-
going fishermen in Brixham’ and ‘approaching 300 had alrcady been called
up’, leaving most trawlers either short-handed or redundant. Questioning
the need for night fishing, he was told that remnants of the fleet had ‘barely
earned s in the previouvs fortnight’ and compulsion to fish in davlight hours
meant families ‘would practically starve’)”

Early in 1915, Brixham fishermen were instrumental in the rescue of
satlors from H.M.S. Formidable, which brought national attention to the
port."t Stephen Reynolds returned with confirmation of £2,000 1n government
monev  for experimentation with motor power in trawlers, including
installation of a motor capstan for each vessel, meering Mulc-class owners
who had expressed an interest in utilisation of their smacks for rrials.'” Later
the tishery was subject to a further extension of government control under
Defence of the Realm regulations, requiring vessels to hold a permit to work.
Fishing in Lyme Bay from Hope's Nose to Portland was prohibited ar night,
and smacks could not fish within [0 miles of the cntrance to a defended
port. There was an outright ban on activity in specific areas between Berry
Head and Srarr Point, despite Devon Sea Fisheries Committee petitioning the
government for permission to re-open the ground thar they had previously
closed.’

As the government considered conscription and the toll on fishing crews
became acute, Reverend Stewart Sim, Chairman ot Brixham Urban District
Council, became gravely concerned that endless recruitment would result in
complete cessation of the industry and drastically atfect the narion’s food
supply. S1m advocared that the emplovment of fishermen was ‘of national
importance’ and crucial 1o the whole country, and he therefore raised the
matter of exemption for fishermen with the Lord Licutenant of Devon,
Earl Fortescue. Following his correspondence with Lord Derby, who was
responsible for the ‘group’ enlisting scheme, Earl Fortescue received rhe reply
that no such exemprion was possible.” This response was surprising, as 2
staternent contained in the Annual Report for Sea Fisheries {1914) emphasised
that ‘when the history of the war is written, the country will realise as it has
never realised before, the supreme value to an island macitime power of an
organised fishing industry and daring fishing population™!” A letter from the
War Office to the Admiralty, which was made public, specified that fishermen
‘constitute the only class ... with practical experience of che sca who are left
to be recruited in anv considerable numbers ... in the R.N.R. It therefore
becomes imperative that the whole of this class should be available for service
in the Roval Navy as required’.'®
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Impact of war on the fleet and the first military tribuaals

Devon Sea Fisheries Committec held a meeting to discover the problems
facing the residual fleets, which they intended to communicate to the
government as 2 matter of urgency. The debate exposed some grim realities:
decommissioning of significant numbers of vessels due to shortage of hands
with owners incurring severe losses; burcaucracc ditficulties preventing
Belgian nationals from bringing Brixham crews to full capacity; depreciation
of boats as an asset {a crirical concern); and the tragic case of a fisherman’s
widow and tamily forced o apply to the parish overseers for relief from their
poverty.”

The industry was further impeded by the introduction of the Military
Service Act in January 1916, which imposed conscription on all single men
aged between 18 and 41, and contained provisions to exempt fishermen from
Army service to retain their availability for the Navy.™ When the Brixham
Military Tribunal convened to hear appeals for exemption from conscription,
they considered many cases of men in trades allied to the fishery.

Food supply and morale

Despite these bardships, the fishing community managed to maintam food
supply, also donating fish to local hospitals for the nourishment of wounded
and convalescing soldiers in the locality. Thev also raised the considerable
sum of £650 through fundraising efforts and the esrablishment of the popular
Brixham Fishermen’s Choir. The money was used o provide a Red Cross
ambulance that was eventually sent to the Somme batcleficlds.'™ One soldier,
Private Joseph Shears, of the Roval Armyv Medical Corps, writing home to
Brixham, said ‘I saluie every time 1 see it’.™"

The positive cffect on morale of serving personnel who encountered the
ambulance could not be overestimated. A correspondent for the Brixbam
Western Guardian, Mr H. M. Smardon, who was also a local schoolmasrer,
reccived a letter in June 1916 from Mr E. E. French Harley, proprictor of the
Globe Hotel in Brixham, who was scrving overseas with the Army Service
Corps, stating that:

Four of us on the Staff of Headquarters visited the American Cosmograph
here last evening and no doubt vou will he agreeably surprised to hear we
saw three photographs of the Motor Ambulance Car presented by our free,
loval and generous Brivham fishermen. The firar film depicied the car wich
an inscription of the donors, the second produced a tyvpical picture of the car
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alongside the Fish Market {and] 1 nodeed 2 man in the Market holding up
a huge fish by its rail, presumably a cod or ling ... The third film displaved
the car outside the Town Hall, from which an enormous show of bhunting
was flutrering in the Devon breezes ... T am enclosing a programme of the
picteres, An explanation of the films 1s shown an a sereen in three different

languages, English. French and Arabic.s

The horror of enemy submarine atcacks

During November 1916, the fishing flect became the target of a violent sub-
marine attack, 3 deadly threat during their exposure at sea. George Bridge
gave a striking account:

Ship afrer ship was being disabled, spars and sails being shot away galore, the
submarine erew aiming to sink the whole fleet in the goickest time, bur failed
to do se. The Difigence ... was being peppered wich shells, some seriking her,
sending up clouds of splinters as her decks were pierced with shrapnel, sails
and spars falling in 2 mangled heap., whilst many orhers were already sinking,
dircer hits having found their water line and so admirning an inrush of
waier in their hulls, some plunging into the deprhs with sails set, and others

vanishing in a rangled mess.**

Seven vessels were destroved by constant shelling, subsequently directed ar
smatler boats in which the crews fled, many curting their gear to escape. This
hostile action led to disastrous financial loss as insurance promiums were
prohibitive due to war risk.”” George Bridge worked as Cook on the Terminist
(Figure 3), which rescued the wreck of the Diligence, when U3l struck her
with 20 shells during the ‘Battle of the Fastern Scruft’, the local name for
the fishing ground where the outrage occurred. The submarine atracked che
entire Brixham fishing flcet, bur there was "nor a man lost™.*

Compensation was a contentious matter. Manv fishermen expected
recompense, particularly as financial help was forthcoming to victims of
Zeppelin raids; however, the Brixham Fishing Smack Insurance Society
decided thar ‘compensation was not pavable for nets and equipment, as
opposed to the Joss of entire vessels™. ' Sa grave was the matter, the Brivham
Western Guardian commented perceptively: “Ieis a financial blow that means
crippling Brixhams industry for a generatdion to come™.™"

Since Iives had been losr at Gallipoli, most craft had sailed shore-handed
as successive groups of fishermen enlisted, the fishery accounting for half
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Unintended effects of enlistment

The fishermen were also hampered in their work as those conscripted for
naval service were kept in barracks at Chatham or Devonport for inordinate
lengths of ime when they could have remained with the fleet. Forty fishermen
had been conscripted to the Roval Naval Volunteer Reserve Y Section during
the week that Colonel Burn raised the issue in the House of Commons, He
asked whether the Parliamentary and Financial Secretary to the Admiralty,
Dr Thomas Macnamara MP, was awarc that Brixham fishermen called up
for service with the Roval Navy had been ‘kept in barracks for many months’,
somce since the outbreak of war. He requested that orders should be issued to
ensure that ‘in future fishermen are not called until required to serve in His
Majesty’s ships, so thar they might pursue their own calling and add to the
food supply of the nation’.**

Government regulation

As food supply became cntical, further regulations rhar constrained the
industry were applied from the beginning of 1918. The Fish (Discriburion)
Order was introduced by the Food Controlier, Mr John Clynes MP, which
provided for state allocation of fish, rather than aliowing ports to send catches
to their established markets. Fish Distribution Officers were appointed to
implement the scheme, responsible to the Divisional Food Commissioners
in cach Jocality, Brixham falling within the area covering Weymouth to
Bristol. Eventually, the arrangements proved impracticable and the Order
was rescinded. Buixham Urban District Council, in the hopes of easing the
food situation generally, apportioned land for allotments and implemented
government requirements to ration commodities such as tea, burter and
margarine; meat was also rationed.

While a local Fish Control and Distribution Advisory Commictee was
formed in February 1918 with some soccess, a further impediment was
the Port Fishery Order applied to Brixham under Defence of the Realm
(Consolidation} Regulations 1914. The Order required vessels to fish as
an organised fleer, led by a skipper designated as an admival, under the
jurisdiction of rthe Port Fishery Officer. Consequently, activity inclusive
of trawling, drifring, anchoring, longlining and the casting of nets was so
extensively prohibited across major grounds that transgression of the law soon
occurred with severe penalties imposed. The fleet was also forced to trawl
further from port to avoid prohibited areas, while time at sea was limited and
vessels had to rerurn before the early closure of the Fish Marker in accordance
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with railway restrictions. ™ Problems were exacerbated in the final wecks of
the war by poor weather conditions, and by the influenza pandemic of 1918-
19 {which claimed the lifc of Stephen Revnolds). Boats remained in port as
fishing smacks lay idle on the moorings, their entire crews incapacitated, such
was the prevalence of the virus.”

Post-war

When the Brivham fishing fleer finally celebrated the Armistice with flags,
flares and rockers, the celebration was short-lived as the communiry had
fresh problems to surmount: namely the difficuley of fish distribution in the
face of strikes, the threat of competition from government-funded trawlers
and surging unemployment i the industry, leading to serious concerns that
England’s greatest fishing port would face a rapid and irreversible decling. ™

Following the Armistice, a parliamentary clection was announced. Charles
Burn, the Coalitton candidare {representing Conservatives and Liberals),
praised the ‘splendid service ... rendered by the men of Brisham as mine
sweepers and manning patrol boats”. He also advocared a separate Ministry
of Fisheries to support the indusrry.™ The other parliamentary candidares
(Asquithian Liberal and Labour), made no mention of the fisherv. ™

Early in 1919, the newly-elected Coalition government, released national
figures for the industry, pertaining o the war vears. Three thousand steam
fishing vessels had been requisitioned, principaliv for mine sweeping dutics,
while those remaining contributed 400,000 tons of fish to the food supply
of the nation for each year of the conflict. Destruction through enemy action
atfected 672 smacks and 416 tishermen lost their lives at sca. The President
of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, stated: *There have been no readier
volunteers than Hishermen and no industry has contribured a larger percentage
of men to the fighting forces’.”” Althongh Roval Naval Reservists were being
demobilised, ™ and motor boats had been released to prepare for the home
tishery,”” heavy restricrions still applied.™

The Brixham Western Guardian published an account of the local Food
Conrtrol Commirtee, which intended ro pursue removal of State prices for
sole, bnll and turbot, after fishermen had gathered opinions from crews at
Plymouth, Milford Haven and Swansea.™ Charles Burn, the Coalbition MP,
had the opportunity to intreduce a Private Member's Bill:

That the House would welcome the early introduction ... of legislation to
improve the method of transport and distribution of fish, to simplify and
consolidate the fishery laws, and ro rerminate the confusion consequent
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upen the present administration of these laws by eleven departments of Stace.
Also. in view of the great importance of securing favourable internanonal
agreements relating to deep-sea fisheries, this House is of the apinion that
an effort should be made to ncgotiate such agreements during the Paris
Conference and that this maceer should ar once be entrusted to o ... Minisrer
of the Crown, assisted by an advisory body representative of the deep-sea

fishing industrv. ™

A vseful account of an industry mecting {with statistics) appeared in March
1919, which offered comparison with the industry in September 1914, reveal-
ing a significant decline from numbers at the commencement of hosrilities
(210).*" The meeting was also reported in the Western Daily Mercury, and
comments made at the evenr reflected the widely fele anger, frustration and
resentrient at the state of the fishery and the inevitable impact on the local
economy.** Oue eve witness observed 27 unemploved men waiting for work at
the Fish Market during the same month as the report was published.*

During April, the Admiraley published a chart of wreck sites (approximately
50-60), requesting that fishermen *flag’ any that could be suitably buoved.™
Hansard reports for May 1919 reveated thar 458 trawlers and 227 drifters
were built for the Admiralty during wartime, many of which were being sold
on the open market, while proposals for ‘dealing with the rest of them’ were
‘under consideration”®® The Western Guardian republished an item from
The Times drawing attention to British {Falmaouth) trawlers that were loaned
to the American Navy during the war* A later report, published in June
1919, gave derails about the Treasury having vetoed an Adrmuralty scheme
for demobilised fishermen to purchase surplus trawlers under ‘co-operative’
principles, following complaints about comperition berween ‘state-aided’
boats and private enterprise.’”

The sources present a clear picture of decline in the Brixham fishery, and
in the fishing industry in Britain more generally in the early twentiech century,
changes exacerbated by the First World War and the aftermarh. Nevertheless,
despite deputations, representations and rhetoric, Brixham fishermen were in-
creasingly obliged to take emplovment with companies wawling off Wales and
the east coast of England.* Problems werc compounded by a decrease in the
price of fish, as well as a fall in demand,™ and by the tact that some men did
not receive overdue insurance payments until September 1919 for loss of gear
due to submarine activity three years earlier.™ Although measures were taken
at both national and local level to address the 1ssues, the drastic reduction of
the fishing flect in Brixham, and the negative impact of the decaving industry
on associated trades, was a trend repeated across the country. The downward
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trend continued in Brixham, until a resurgence of the ailing industry took
ptace later in the twentieth cencury.
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Martin Bodman, Mills on the Teign: A Gazetteer of Water-Powered Sites on
the Teigin and Bovey and their Tributaries (Collompton: Leac Press, 2015).
Sottback. 136 pages. Maps & halt-tones. £16.

Before electricity and the use of steam, water power was ar the heart of
Devon’s rural and wrban cconomies for hundreds of vears, providing the
motive force needed to power a diversity of industrial processes. Alchough the
waterwheels of all but a very few fell motionless by the last century, the legacy
of the mills - m the form of buildings, water courses, redundant machmery,
documents and contemporary photographs — remains to be discavered by
those prepared to look, The search bas been made very much easier in the
Teign valley, thanks to Maroin Bodman's book which, as the title suggests,
pravides a coniprehensive gazetteer .

The abundance of material is divided between the River Teign and its
largest tributary the River Bovev and all associated smaller tributaries, for
which over 120 water-powered sites are described in the main body of the
text. Locanons for a further 48 sites arc listed for the River Lemon and
the cstuarine triburaries of the Teign, but rhese arc not discussed in detail.

In this book, the theme of water power covers a wide range of induscrial
purposes, As might be oxpected, a high number of these mills were grain
mills, but also listed are fulling and woollen mils, flint mills, tron forging
mills, saw mills, tin mills and turbines. A number of nineteenth and rwentiech
century mines are a also mentioned, where somie of the largest warerwheels in
these vallevs provided power vital to ore dressing and underground pumping.

Simple line maps of the river courses show the approximate location of
each site listed and eight-figure grid references are provided. For many, re-
drawn firse and secand edition large-scale OS maps supply turther context and
deratl, such as the course of the mill {eats in some cases. An ounthine history for
cach of the mulls draws on a range of primary and secondary sources and a
fine collection of contemporary photography, depicting buildings and people,
has been assembled. More modern images show a selection of the sites and
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huildings as thev have appeared 1n recent times, up 1o the present day in some
cases. In total there are 127 half-tones and 359 illustrations, including maps
and diagrams; all are produced to a very pleasing standard and the book itself
is an attractive and professional product.

There is little in this volume to draw neganvity from this reviewer but
one consideration might be, that whilst it is appreciated that the gazerrcer
format comes with certain constraints, some reference in the introduction
to the social and economic impact of water power within the area studied
might have been included. Like so many industrial themed historical works,
technological and chronological commentary are provided in spades, as they
should be, but the communities whose lives were affected by these mulls, are
mostly overlooked. After undertaking so much research, surely the author
has insight on these topics to share with us? That said, the book offers an
excellent introduction to the subject and a valuable resource for researchers.
Highly recommended.

Phil Newnvan

Swurittenn Doum vet not Destroyed: A Record of the War Dead of Bovey
Tracey, Its War Memorials and Those who Served {Bovey Tracey: Bovey
Tracey Heritage Trust, 2016} 86 pages. Numcrous photographs and one
map. No ISBN. £15 + £4 post and packing. Available from the Bovev Tracey
Heritage Trust’s Treasurer at: 3 Summerhill Close, Livercon, Newton Abbot,
TQize]).

The result of many vears’ research, Smisttenr Dowr yei Not Destroved {the
phrase is taken from the Sccond Epistle of St Paul to the Corinthians), describes
the war memorials of Bovey Tracey, followed by a detailed description of the
lives and service carecrs of the men commemorated on che town war memorial
who died in the Grear War (56 men} and the Second Waorld War (14 men and
ane woman), adding a list of the 24 men associated with Bovey Tracey who
died during the Great War but whose names do not appear on the memaorial,
and the nine scrvice personnel who are buried in the town cemertery (which
adds information about four more men and one woman). The book concludes
with a statstical analysis of the war dead by rank, vear and manner of
death, the average age at which they died, which service they were in and
the proporrion who served in the Devonshire Regiment (39 per cent of army
personnel), and a list of 659 indwiduals who served wich the armed forces in
the Great War, taken from a manuscript list compiled anonymously in the
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mid-1920s, the roll of honour from the Bovey Tracey National Church Schoo
and the Spring 1919 Ahsent Voters List.

Bovey had a population of 2,788 according 1o the 1921 census, so having
eight separate war memorials, not to menron three separate plaques to
individuals in the various churches, may be considered somewhat unosual. The
initial chaprer looks at al] these memorials, and particularly at the discussions
surrounding the town war memorial which was completed in 1921, but not
until heated arguments, opposition from the vicar, and the resignation of the
Memorial Committee bad taken place. This chaprer concludes with details
of the unusual, ver entirely fitring proposal to name new roads in the Bradley
Bends Estate in Bovev after the names of individuals who died tor their
country in the Great War.

The biographical sections give, wherever possible, date and place of birth,
derails of the person’s family, education and occupation, where he enlisted,
his career in the armed forces, the manner of his death, where else he may
he commemorated {for example, Private Sidney Weeks's name appears on a
memorial plague in Canterbury Cathedral, although he was born in Plvmouth
studied and worked in Bovey and died in India), what medals he was awarded,
and, occasionally what was the value of the estate he left behind. Alrhough a
great deal of research has gone into establishing these hiographical derails,
occasionally it is not clear what the soldier’s relationship to Bovey Tracey was
(e.g. Private George Denton or Marine Lewis Cann). After the publication
of the boaok, it becamie possible to estimate the approximate date of the
saldier’s start of service from the amount of the gratuity contained in the
Registers of Soldiers’ Effects. and a separate sheet had been published with
this information tor 33 of the names on the memorial along with three minor
corrections to the text.

Comparing rhe Bovey memorial lists with the similar published studies
tor Lustleigh and Abbotskerswell (both reviewed recently 1 The Dervon
Historian), it is intcresting to note that, as in Lostleigh, butin contradistinction
to Abbbotskerswell, over 20 per cent of the casualties were born ourside the
county and over 50 per cent born outside the parish boundaries of Bovey. It is
also notable that employment opportunitics were more diverse in Bovey than
in the smaller villages, with several men working for commercial concerns
such as Bovey Tracey Potteries and Candv & Co., or in white-collar jobs for
solicitors in Newton Abbot. The roll of honour shows that around 20 per cent
of the population of Bovev Tracey were involved in the armed forces, while
the 56 who never rerurned from the Great War represent just over 2 per cent
of the population.

This ts a well-researched piece ot biographical detective waork, which
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brings to light a huge amount of information about the parncipation of Bovey
Tracey's men in both world wars, and how the men were memorialised in
the town. {Just one correction: | suspect that Captain Ceal Bradford came
from Sutcombe near Torrington, rather than Lutcombe near Petersfield).
To conclude with the introduction by Mark Bailev, which seeks to explain
why both confhicts took place, "The cost of contlict being vascly grearer and
longer lasiing than solely the consequental loss of life, it 18 important - n
remembering the war dead - thac we reflect on competition, cooperation and
conflict, so that the lessons of history are learned and the latter is avoided™ (p.
8). Amen 1o that.

Paid Anchterlonie

Simon Butler, Land Girl Suffragette: The Extraordinary Storv of Olive
Hockisn (Wellington: Halstar, 2016}, Xx + 144 pages. 162 illustrations, Hard-
back. ISBN 9781906690625, £19.99,

fand Girl Suffragette contains ‘a complete and uncdited copy’ of Olive
Hockins own book Tiwo Girls o the Land: Wartinie o a Dartmoor Farm,
originally published in 1918. This is a most welcome reproduction, since Twro
Girls s available in only a few hibraries in the UK, including the West Country
Studies Library in Exerer. Simon Butler has prefaced Hockin's texr with a
ten page biography. He draws attention o her artistic career which included
training at 1 he Slade between 1901 and 1911, and her active membership of
the Suffragetre Movement from 1912 {resulting in a 4 maonths prison sentence).
Butler closes with a two page ‘Postscript’, reflecting that thongh some women
got the vote m 1918, the equahty and natural justice that Hockin aspires to in
Tiwo Girls was far in the future. There are inaccuracies in the family genealogy
on page 11, and on page 141, the enfranchisement of all women over the age
of thirty in 1918 s clearly imprecise. This unfortunatelv throws some doubt
on the veracity of rest of the biographical detail, parnicularly as rhe text is
unteferenced. Birth and census records indicate that Olive was born in early
1881, making her age 37 when her book was published.

Haockin'’s preface is dated May. 1918, from which one might presume that
her account of working on a Dartmoor Farm covers January 1917 o January
1918. Hocking disguises the locanion of the farm and the real names of all
concerned, and there is no statement as ro the vear that she worked ar ‘Bye-
the-Way Farmn’™. There are however chues for it being 1916, She faments the
introducrion ‘this vear™ of Davlight Saving which commenced on 215t May
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1916, She reports that ‘it was the famous vear’ when potato prices reached
£30 per 4 ton truck, which occurred in 1916.

The ‘Two Girls” are referred to as Sammy {Olive) and Jimmy (her friend),
since they replaced male labour. Sammy had come o the farm in response to
an advertisement for a horseman, whilst [immy looked after other animals
and did mitking, but both of them did general farm labour.

Two Girls on the Land is ser out in fifteen chapters, working chronologi-
cally month by month: there are two chapters cach for March and May. Each
chapter generally focuses an one or two aspects of life and work on the farm.
A few extracts iHustrate Hockin's stvle and interplay between descriptions
of the exceedingly hard work and social commentary, with scveral passages
where her artist’s eve leads her to describe her surroundings in lyrical terms.
In the tirst March chapter Hockin gives an insight to the roil involved in
Zrowing poraroes

Oh vou readers in furnished dining rooms who only know pataroes on vour
table ... little do vou reck {sic} ... of the toil; and sweat and aching backs ot
those who labour over them in the scason through! Totl and trouble. dirt and
hear and bitter cold, all seem 1o reach their climax in the portare field.

before going on to describe retrieving potatocs from a clamp

The snow has gor through. and the taties [sic] were wet, mucky, roten,
and alingether depressing. Instcad of shovelling them steadily into baskers,
shaking out drv soil from among them. needs must we go on our knees in
the mud and with frozen fingers pick them up by hand soroing our the good
ones, and Ugh! the had ancs! Does anvone know the smell of a really rorren
potato, and the revolting squish of vellow, evil smelling custard that one’s
frozen fingers slide into?

The women moved out of the farm into their own small cottage in the spring.
April’s chapter is taken up describing settling into their own cottage and the
pleasantness of their life style there compared to living i the farmhouse,
being well away from ‘our kind but loquacions hostess’s unceasing chatter’
and a grubby tablecloth thar was changed only weekly. Hockin was decades
ahead of her rime with regard to female equality. Immediately the girls found
they had no rime for cooking and cleaning for themselves after the up to
fourteen houvr davs they were working on the farm: they needed a housewife.
Hockin takes the best part of a page to argue the poor pasidon of a wife who
supports a husband rhrough unpaid housekeeping, contrasting it with thetr
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position of needing to pay a housckeeper, and thus women’s pay should not be
fess that men's.

In May, Sammy and Jimmy were the only hands on the farm and ‘truly
it was a desperate time as regards work’. Spring planting of potatoes, corn,
mangolds, swedes, turnips, clover and rape had to be got through. “Each in
turn the fields were ploughed, harrowed, rolled and harrowed again before
the sced was sown, and many a mile I tramped with my horses over the heavy
ground’, whilst Jimmy had the tedium of weeding our thistles. The first May
chapter mainly concerns the pleasvures and tribulations of her horsemanship,
and ofters a good example of her lyrical passages:

It was uncertain bur beauriful weather. We seemed to have a whole month of
thunderstorms and rainbows. Thar month remains now tn my mind summed
up in one vivid memory - a rolling hill-top meeting the sky, and falling away
on either side to the thundery blue of distanc hills; gigannc clouds piled
up everywhere; local rainstorms stalking like ghosts across the vallev, and
overhead a triumphant rainbow arch, through which myv plunging horses
charged with the harrows. The very top of the warld. Sunlight, glinting across
the biuc: now biotred out by rain, now piercing and flooding the mist wirh
gold: veils clearing filmily from the hills; and rainbows - alwavs rainbows

flickering over the valley.

June brought the fourteen or fifteen hour days of hay making, and another of
Hockin’s social observations, ‘Those ... whose own work permits of lcisured
afternoons, ar who arrive at evening with energy left, and time cven, to dress
for dinner — with mind comparanvely fresh and a body not aching at every
joint — cannot have any conception of the exacting nature of a labourer’s
work’. From Hockin's account, it appears tirat much of July was taken up
with hocing weeds from the root crops:

Tired, languid. hor and dusty we laboured on. Day after day we went out
to those rurnipfields, and dav afrer dav and hour after hour we swung
our hoes while the sun burnt down upon us, scorching the carth, blistering
our necks, and parching our hps and skin. .. Tt is chis continual stooping and
the impossibility of getting any sort of rhythm or change into it char makes

hoeing so particularly tryving.

The women marvelled thar a piece worker called Harry could chop away,
hour afrer hour, day after dav and was not bothered by the monotony, and
that the deadliness of constant repetition never worried him: ‘Oh it be al!
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the zame [sic] to me ... I likes anvthing that goes straet [sic} on like'. This is
the cue for Hockin to compare the higher classes” educated upbringing which
accustoms them to active thought and concentration. She contends thar there
1s "too much mental stimulation in our ideas of educacion’, that the “value and
beauty of skillful manual work [is not] nearly sufticiently appreciated’.

August’s chaprer concerns the work of looking afrer sheep, including
rounding up escaped sheep on steep hillsides and mending inadequaccly
maintained tences and blackchorn hedging. “We fele ourselves, in our heated
exasperation, thar ro have thoroughly fenced or wired those tields would
have meant less work ... than spending half one’s day chasing the sheep and
blocking the gaps’. September’s text mainty concerns the gathering of firewoaod
for winter: much space is given to artistic descriptions of woodland trees and
undergrowth. This work was “a wonderful break ateer our long rail in the
open unshaded ficlds’. By chis time, *we had hardly had an hour off work since
we came to the place ... and the long menths of continuous and really heavy
work was telling on us, body and nerves and tempers”. Qctober and Novemnber
brought the harvesting of root crops and the spreading of dung. October’s
narrative closes with another of Hockin's social commentaries. November's
account majors on the picturesque aspects of the conrinuing root harvest —
mangolds ‘streaking the field with bright coloured rows’. Frosts came early
that vear, and more turnips and swedes were “pitted’ on the fields racher than
heing left in the ground, the root house and other sheds were filled, and some
stored in “caves’ built up against the hedges. November chaprer also closes
with Hockin philosophising, this time on the issue of fattening and killing
animals for food.

By December, ‘the country lav bound in the grip of iron; silent, lifeless,
and unmoving’. Days were filled with constantly carting hay and turnips to
feed sheep, cows and calves. The weather deteriorated until roots left in the
ground were ruined. Feed from caves and pits were started, and ‘the turnip
pits ... were covered in a cast iran sheath. By wielding a pick axe like a road
maker we broke up the crust’. The weacher continued to deteriorate; the water
systenis froze meaning water had to be bucketed up hill from a river; ‘in this
way, with two or three journeys, the strain of morning and evening work was
doubled’. The need to get the sheep off the farm, from cheir high ficlds where
thev needed feed carted to them twice a day, and their food running out,
was desperate. Finally, in Janvary, the movement of sheep to another farm
lower down was arranged. Hockin's book ends with the moving account of
her shepherding the sheep, on horseback in freezing conditions with a broken
finger and one sheep dog, to lower pasture. It took two davs to move the tlock
fifteen or sixreen miles in two stages. After handing over the sheep and taking
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a short resr, she then had to ride the whole distance back. slowly so her horse
could take s time negouiating fresh snow and ice, with the wind ‘driving
the frozen snow like needle-points against my face’, in the dark. Hockin was
almost rolling off the saddle with tiredness by the time she gor back to farm.
This was a dangerous and courageous piece of riding. [t was che final 1ob
she did, as whilst she was away, the Maester had negonated wich the local
military headquarters to have two soldiers, former farm hands, to come and
work on the farm in place of the girls.

Reviewing the text and copious iHustrations that Halsrar (an imprint
of Halsgrove) has produced, there are 1ssues to discuss. The book is in
landscape format measvring 24.3 x 26 cms, and at a2 weight of over a kilo
1s an uncomfortable read. There are at least 26 copy editing errors ranging
from misplaced punctuation, spelling crrors in the text, and two instances of
a place name in picture captions spelled incorrectly.

The 162 illustrations are a particular criticism. Noene of their sources are
acknowledeed, vet copyright is claimed on ali of them. Many arc recognisable
from other publications produced in the fast 30 vears: for example Dartioor
m the Old Davs (1984), The James Boteden Story (2013), Throwleigh:
Pictures and Memories from a Dartmoor Parish (2006), The Women's
Land Army in First World War Britain (2014). Some are in The Throwleigh
Archive collection, for example. Tmages of advertisements, such as for land
workers' clothing are available from newspapers and magazines, and many of
the illustrations arc available on the web. The asscrnion of copyright on such
material that appears on the verso of the title page is questionable, to say the
teast,

Judy Moss

Nicky Campbell, To Buy a Whole Parish: Rousdon and the Peck Family
{Colyton: Wheatears Books) 2135 pages. Softback. No ISBN. [lustrations.
£14.99.

Through the mid to late ninetcenth century there was a critical heightening
of dcbates surrounding what constituted the ‘good’ landlord and the ‘had’
landlord. the value of the landlord-renant svstem, and the role of the landed
classes and rthe country house. Into this context was rthe late arniving Peek
family. Nicky Campbell’s study of Ronsdon and the Peek Family is a compre-
hensive account of whar was clearly a positive local narrative.

Campbell’s work opens wueh a broader contextualisation, making
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reference to contemporary concerns for the state of the countryvside in Bricain:
poverty, working conditions, union organisation, agriculcural depression,
and out-migration. There follows an overview of the character of the local
parish before the arrival of the Peeks; together with an appreciation of the
tamily’s humble origins, rapid success in business, tife in London, social
and political activities, and philanthropic motivations. Thereafter the book
sets out the impact of the Pecks in this small part of the county through the
{ater nineteenth century: physical and psvchological: and soaal, cultural and
gconomic.

For architectural, agrarian and social historians, there are to be found
illuminating accounts of the creation of and lives of: the mansion, the
church, schools, and cottages and farms. The life of the Peek family, and of
the workers, are claborated upon respecrively. Marcover, discussion of the
early and of the *hevday’ vears are supported by the likes of aral recollection,
correspondence, newspaper articles, and photographs.

The story closes with the impact of the First World War, and a chapter
that payvs due and tmely tribute ta those who fought in that conflict. Subse-
quently, there is the relating of the gradual withdrawal of the Pecks and the
sale of the house and estate — a process that appears to have been jusc about as
complete as had been the family’s origmal acquisition and creartion. Perhaps
most stoiking s the estimate m today’s (20714} vatue of the Peek’s ourlay in
building their vision and ‘model’ estate, £27 million, and the corresponding
sale price, of £1.8 million.

This hook, therefore, 1s a micro-history of what was a broad nanonal
endeavour, which attracted, and distracred, the new wealth of the Victorian
and Edwardian age. Some who embarked upon this course commitced
themselves extensively and intensively, and the Peeks at Rousden undoubtedly
form an example that resides at the more fulsome and whole-hearted end of
the spectrum,

Andrew fackson

Jannine Crocker, (cd.), Elizabethan Inveitaries and Wills of the Exeter
Orphans’ Court {Exerer: Devon and Cornwall Record Socicty, 2016,
2 volumes) xxxvii + 467 pages. 33 figures. Sofrback. ISBN 9780901833561 &
ISBN 578G901853378. £40.00.

The wills and probare inventories and valuarions taken ot the houschold
contents, work equipment, crops, livestock, debts, and other goods of
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deceased people are one of the great sources of information for the study of
various aspects of English life between the sixteenth and eighteenth centuries.
However, the destruction of the Diocesan Probate Registry in Exeter in 1942
means hardly anv survive for Devon. The Devon and Cornwall Record Socicty
{DCRS) has previoush published two of the small collections of inventories
which survived: 266 which were removed from Probate Registrv because the
were subject 1o cases brought to the Diocesan Consistory Court and edited by
Margaret Cash for publication in 1964, and a simtlar number from Uffculme,
the probate records of which never went to Excter because the parish was a
peculiar of the Diocese of Salisbury, edited by Peter Wyate and published in
1997,

The publication by the Society of the Ehzabethan part of the third main
surviving body of Devon wills and inventories, those of the Orphans” Court of
Excter, 15 therefore to be welcormed. Responsible for the administranion of the
estates of all freemen of the City who died leaving children under the age of
21, the Court had to cnsure the proper maintenance of the children, but could
enjov the rest of the fruits of the estates of the deeeased in the meantime.
The court’s records survive amongst the Exeter City Archives, which were
prudently removed from the City during the Second World War. The Citv
Council supported the publication by the Society of edited rtranscripts of
1035 wills and inventories dared berween 1560-1601/2 of che 216 complere
imventories which survive. The unpublished remainder, running up to the
closure of the court in 1721, are held at the Devon Heritage Ceuntre.

\What survives is not representarive of Elizabethan Devon as a whole, nor
even of Exeter, for the freemen of the City were among the more prosperous
of the amizens, a fact fully acknowledged by the editor. Nevertleless, there
is much within the pages of rhese two volumes that illuminates life in the
citv and s surroundings. Furthermore, because many of the papers relate
to the wealthier members of civic society 1t 1s possible to link them to other
marerial on them as individuals and their houses, which the editor has taken
the time and care to do. Biographical notes accompany manv of the records,
even portraits in some cases, and images of the kind of houses through which
the appraisers tramped making their notes on contents. The home of Walter
Jones, vintner, who died in 1378, lay in the block between the High Street
and Cathedral Close, with 1ts *hangins of red say and greene with a Border of
Pavnud cloth’ in the parlour. Perhaps it was one of the Tudor houses which
still stand despite their proximity to the Roval Clarence Horel fire of 2016.
The extensive debts owed to merchant Henry Maunder and baker Nicholas
Glanfield are accompanied by maps which locate their customers in the
surrounding district.
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The usual high standard of DCRS publicarions is maintained by the inclu-
sion of a comprehensive glossary and index, useful maps of the citv and an
introduction by Todd Gray, the editor and John Allan, which sets in context
the records, the people, and the goods and fittings they lefe behind. Tris an
excellent addition to the library of anyone interested in Exeter during onc of
its great periods of development.

Greg Fineh

Alan Gardner, Heart of Oak: Letters from Admiral Gardner (1742-1809),
edited by Francs Davey (Broadelvse: Azure Publications, 2013) 206 pages.
Hlustrations. Softback. ISBN 9780956934642, £9.50.

This very interesting collection of 89 leccers was formerly in the possession
of the late Mrs Margaret Frederick of Meavy, Devon who gave a tyvpewritten
transcript to the editor some vears ago {it is not clear where the originals are
now). To this the editor has added facsimiles of five more letters held by the
South West Heritage Trust at Sowton, Excrer,

The letters were mainly written by Alan Gardner, a distinguished
naval officer, between 1783 and 1808 cither to his sister Dolly Clavton or
his son William, and have very little connection with Devon bevond thesr
survival in the county. A few of the letters were writren on board ship while
sheltering off Torbay. Bevond that, their interest lics very much with the naval
historian, and they add to the collection of letters by Gardner found in The
National Archives, the National Maritime Museum, the Narional Library of
Scotiand, the Brirish Library and the Beinecke Library, Yale University, These
family lerters, which are not recorded on The National Archives catalogue
or in Gardner's biographical entry on the Oxford Dictionary of National
Biography contain a wealth of derail abour ships, about personalities and
about the life of a senior officer in Nelson's navy.

The book is beautifully praduced and illustrared, with good indexes {but
no bingraphical introduction bevond details of Admiral Gardner’s children
and an abbreviated family tree) i1s {(as far as | can see) a work of considerable
scholarship on which the editor is to be congratulated.

Andrew Janes
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Todd Gray, (ed.), Devon Parish Taxpavers 1500-1650, Volume One:
Abbotskerswell to Beer & Seaton, {Devon and Cornwall Record Society, new
series vol. 38, 2016). 330 pages. Softback. TSBN 9780 901853578, £20,

Anvone who has wrestled for any length of time with sixteenth- and
seventeenth-century hand-writing will know at once whar a labour of love has
heen poured into this volume. And this is just the beginning. More volumes
follow. Dr Gray can only be congratulated on making available to vs such o
treasure-trove of marenial for the charch historian, the social historian and
the famiy hisrorian.

As this 1s a first volume, somc of the issues I shall raise may well be rackled
in the introductions to subscquent volumes, bur {in the end) vou have to judge
a book for what it is. What this volume requires is the hand of a general or
series editor. For example, it would be helpful to know why the alphabetical
arrangement of parishes was chosen. There is a case to be made for a regional
grouping, so that material from contiguous or neighbouring parishes is
presented together.

Next, an independent editor’s eye ought to have been cast over the rexr:
protestent twice on p. 147 borders on the unforgivable. There are several
other such examples - the wonderful quotation on p. 2 is slightly undermined
by a misplaced plural.

[ think the most interesting part of the collection 1s the series of Laster
Books; and ot these, the most interesting is that for Awliscombe in 1577 {pp.
146ff). This includes a long list of parishioners examined (presumably, as Dr
Gray suggests) prior to Easter (and recoiving the sacrament). Here, again, we
come up against the ahsence of an independent editor. It would be interesting
and helpful to know why this and other Easter books survive m the State
Papers (rather than lacally). And we really do need to know the significance
of the abbreviarion ‘med’ and the word “abolute’. Docs the latrer imply a
successful outcome to the examination? We are told thar the word fere occurs
against a name. | cannot find this. On the orher hand ‘male” {afrer George
Butler on p. 1335} is surely Latin male and ought 1o have caught an editor’s
eve.

Mote generally, it would be very helpful to have some editorial guidance
to the great mass of derail relating to tithe {ar Awliscombe). To take just two
examples: what were ‘odde’ lambs (p. 150) and ‘odd’ fleeces (pp. 151-2)2
What is the meaning of “hargayne’ as applied to a farm or a holding? Their
significance may well escape the general reader. (Tithe generally is such a
mineficld for the historian ...

Finally, I suggest that an editor might well excise some of the superflucus
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information in the pansh mtroductions. Again, to take Awliscombe, there
15 no obvious connection between the cases of John Adams and of Osmund
Hilling and che raxations lists that follow. They may well be interesting: thev
well be important in the parish’s history; bur they do not really helong here,

All this will seem 50 much quibbling. But, 2 volume such as this is a
highly specialised piece of work and it deserves a really close serutiny before
it is published. Its usefulness depends heavily upon the willingness of the
particular editor or of a series editor to nsist on and abide by a series of
editarial convennions and aids. [ sav this because manyv people who pick up
this volume will not have the means to penctrate it unaided.

None of the above stops me from looking forward with an appetite to sul-
sequent volumes.

Andrew Jones

Tom Greeves, (2016), Called Home, The Dartmoor Tin Miner 1860-1940,
Photographs and Meniory {Chacewater: Twelveheads Press, 2016). Hard-
back. 160 pages. 161 illustrations. ISBN 9780906294871, £16.00.

Tin has been mined on Darrmoor since the Bronze Age, and the scars left
by different waves of the industry across the moor aver many centuries
are a familiar part of the historic landscape. Even as late as the ninereench
century Dartmoor’s mines were typically small scale concerns, dotted around
the upland wastes. A succession of companies brought sporadic investment
to abandoned workings, spurred on by the perenmal optimism of mining
prospectors that a rich lode of metal ore was just feet awav, worth pursuing
despite the volatile and generally declining price of tin. Small isolated ntines
therefore continued to operate into the twentieth cenrury, usvafly worked by
just a handful of men. This was minming on a domestic scale, a human scale,
where individual personalities could make a difference and leave their mark
on a small corner of the moor.

Archaeologist and miming historian Tom Greeves has caprured this spine,
these peaple, in the latest and much expanded edition of his 1986 collection of
carlv rwentieth century photographs and oral history Tine Mises and Miners
of Dartinoor, long out of print and hard ro find. Called Honie has more than
twice as many umages as the original work, including extracts from lerters,
noticeablv higher quality reproductions of previously published mining and
surface working views, and — in partcular- portraits of miners, labourers,
managers and their families. The book’s new ritle echoes a phrase used bv
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several of Dr Greeves® elderly interviewecs in trying to put names to faces and,
as the author says, sums up his bope to ‘call many of these people home to ...
their proper place in the wonderful human story of Dartmoor.”

The focus is on three mines in the heart of the moor — at Vitifer and the
wonderfully named Golden Dagger, both near the Warren House Inn, and at
Hexworrthy, Several of the miners and surface workers have heen identified
and their lives filled out with biographical sketches drawn from memories,
census and mine reports/ letters, as well as those of managers and their
families. Ir is striking how individual efforts and colourful events left their
mark. Donald Smirh, for example, came to Golden Dagger as an electrician
in the 1920s, and was promoted to manager in 1927 after his womanising
predecessor was dismissed. Smith’s efforts kept the mine gaing until 1930 by
which time he had rcached the ripe old age of 23.

Alongside the biographical content, much of rhe text describes the sites as
photographed, usually dominated by the great launders and wheels providing
power still drawn from water, The surface machinery used to crush, dress
and extract che ore is also described, the object of much experimentation by
resourceful jobbing engincers seeking to improve the efficiency and vield of
marketable material sent on for smelting in Cornwall.

This is primarily a record, a valuable record, of people, places, technology,
hopes and fading dreams, rather than a narrative history of decline. Tt is
unfortunate thac che glossary provided in 1986 edition has been omitted by
the publisher chis time, and also a shame that the Vitifer/Golden Dagger map
included then, showing these mines clearly in relation to each other and the
surrounding landscape, has been replaced by separace smaller extracts instead.
But these are minor quibbles with what is otherwise a worthy addition to
Deven mining literature.

Greg Fineh

Darren Marsh, Exeter’s Royal Clarence Hotel {Devon & Exeter Institution,
20171, xiit + 166 pages. Numerous photographs and facsimiles of documents.
Hardback. ISBN 97809393017223. £235.

The Roval Clarence Hotel was one of Exeter most iconic and significant
secular buildings, and its recent descrucrion by fire s a tragedy from which
the City has still not recovered. It is therefore all the more timely thate Darren
Marsh has produced this well illustrated and decumented history of the
building and its place in the life of Exeter.
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Any history of a hotel, particularly one as old as the Roval Clarence, needs
to be rackled from at least three angles - the archaeologicat/architectural {how
has the building changed over time and what are 1ts most significant features),
the commercial (who owned the building and how did it operace) and the
social (whar part did the hotel play in the life of Exeter and who were its most
significant visitors}. The author has tried to incorporate all three elements
into this book, bur while the archaeological/architectural and social aspects
fearure significantly at the beginning and end of the history, the strongest
part of the book, as befits the avthor’s background in the hotel trade, is
the reconstrucrion and analysis of how the hotel operated as a commercial
enterprise.

The property belonged from mediacval times to the Dean and Chapter
of Exeter Cathedral, but the author does not really look at the pre-maodern
history of the site, just mentioning Ethel Lega-Weekes's Sante Studies n1 the
Topography of the Catbedral Close (Exerer: Commin, 1915) in passing.
Furthermore, although he uses some excelient reconstructive drawings by
Richard Parker {pp. 12-13), he docs not subject the buildings to the sort of
deratled analyses for Exeter buildings found in West Cowntry Households.!
He daes, however, look in some detail at the history of the Rummer Tavern
on the corner of St. Martin's Lane and Carhedral Yard (pp. 17-18) which John
Mackworth Praed transformed, with his partners, inta che Exeter Bank {and
which was incarporated into rhe horel in 1919). In addition, Praed seems to
have had an involvement in creating an Assembly Rooms on the site next to
the Exeter bank, for which Robert Adam, who worked on Ugbrooke House
and Saltram House 11 the late 17605, produced some plans. The story of the
plans, which are published in this bock for the first time, is a particularly
interesting one, and the author and Dr. Frances Sands of Sir John Soanc’s
Museum in Londan must be given great credit for bringing them to light.
Adany's plans, were, sadly, never used, and ‘che sequence of events relating to
Praed’s takeover of the premises, the drawing of the plans, and the necessary
rebuilding works is unclear’ (p. 25). Nevertheless, the author cites an article in
the issue of Trewman’s Exeter Post for 29 August to 5 September 1766, which
menttons an ‘Assembly at Mr Berlon’s New Roony, which ‘is the carliest

JTohn Allan, Nat Alcock and David Dawsoen, eds, West Country Housebolds, 1300~
1708 {Woodbridge: Boydelt Press, 2015 specifically the articles “The Transformation
of the Building Stock of Exeter, 14501700 by Richard Parker and fohn Allan, “Fhe
Interior Decararion of an Elizabethan Marchant’s House: the Evidence from 41-2
High Srreer, Exeter® by John R.L. Thorp and *Presenting an Elizabethan Incerior: the
Reinterpretation of St. Nichalas Priory, Exerer’, by Kate Osborne and John Allan.
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known report of an assembly on the premises, indeed the first known mention
of any sort of hospitality-related acrivity” {p. 23). Berlon is described as “a
French school master’ {p. 3) and the photograph of che 1766 indenrure for the
building shows clearly the names of Praed and Berlon. Indeed, onc of the most
attraciive features of this book is the number of documents and plans which
appear as illustrations. Later advertisements in Treicman’s Exeter Post talk of
AMr. Berlon’s ‘coffee-house” {March 1768), and ‘Lodgings for the convemency
[sic] of Gentleman and Ladies’ (Noverber 1768), and, most famously, of
the ‘new coffee-house, inn, and tavern, or, the Hotel” (September 1770).
The author spends some considerable time, in a wide-ranging and judicious
discussion about whether this was the first time that the word hotel had been
used of an establishment in England and concludes ‘in terms of purpose-buile
establishments, however, it is more than possible that the Clarence is indeed
the forerunner of all similar hospitality businesses” (p. 29).- Certainly, in the
splendid reproduction of the renewal of the lease in 1782 the word hotel can
be seen to be used several times (pp. 31-2).

Peter Berlon was declared bankrupt im 1774 [p. 30}, and the author
traccs the subsequent changes of ownership and tenancy caretully as well as
discussing building developments (including changes ar the Exeter Bank next
door). He also to somc extent tries to situate the horel within cthe burgeoning
culture of hospitality in late Georgian and Regency England. Notable visitors
and gatherings are described, including the description of the hotel by the
arust Joseph Farington (p. 34}, the meening which resulted in the founding
of the Devon and Exeter Insticution in 1813 (pp. 34-3), the transformartion
of the assembly room by new owner Sanmuel Foore into an “Egvprian room”
decorated by Anglo-Itahan painter James De Maria (p. 35-8), while the visit
of the Duchess of Clarence 1o Exeter in Julv 1827 {and the Duke of Clarence’s
visit in December of the same vear), enabled the new owner, Sarah Street,
1o have the hotel’s name changed from Street’s Hotel to The Roval Clarence
Hotel in 1828 {p. 39-44). It is worth mentioning rthat some of the events, quotes
and personalities mennoned above also appear in the anonvmous bhooklet The

> The Oxford English Dictionary Ondine now gives the first use of the word horel
as that found in John Phillips™ cranslation of |-B Tavernier's Six Vorages in 1678, but
this was in the French spelling héeel and referred o 2 grand town-house; the tirse
reference to the word hotel in the English sense of somewhere to find lodgings is now
given as 1687 when Aphra Behn uses the wotd in her The Amours of Philander and
Sileta. The first use of the second sense of the word in a dictionary is in John Ash's
The New and Complete Dictionary of the English Langnage, published in 1773
where the word *hostel” 15 defined as *an mn. an horel®
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Royal Clarerice Hotel, Exerer, which was printed and published by Pollards
of Excter probably in 1930 or 1931, and copies of which can be found in both
Exeter University Library and the Devon and Exeter [nsticution. This booklet
deals with the history of the hotel on pages 7-13, 43 and 35-67, and recounts,
tor example, the visit of Joseph Faringron (p. 60 — p. 34 in Marsh), the cortege
of the Duke of Kent {p. 64 — p. 40 in Marsh} and the visit of Admiral, Lord
Nelson (p. 66 — p. 353 in Marsh).

Much of the rest of the history of the hotel during the ninereenth century
is traced through surviving documents, such as aucrion caralogues, leases, in-
voices, maps and drawings, ¢nabling the author o charr changes in owner-
ship, and major building works, although there are stll references ro notable
visitors such as Franz Liszt {p. 48}, Beatrix Potter (p. 63} and Edwin Lutvens
{pp. 75-6). The place the hotel occupied at the heart of Excter society is less
clearly delineated and the author seems to have made little use of the thou-
sands of references in the local newspapers of the Victorian era to the hotel,
its visitors, assemblies and gatherings.

The Exeter Bank moved out of irs premises in 1906 ta be succeeded by
Deller’s Café, which itself moved o larger premises in the High Street in 1916,
leaving the site to be purchased at auction by the hotel’s owner, who began
restructuring works in 1919 It is during the Edwardian era thar documents
giving the cost of accommodartion and meals at the Roval Clarence become
available; in 1910 the Table d'Héte dinner cost Ss., by 1917 the cost had risen
to és., which was the same price as m 1936 and 1943, with a further risc
in 1957 to 10s. 6d.; even in 1964 dinner still cost only 125, 64 {although
cottee and starters were extra), while an example of a menu from 1969 shows
the price for a three-course dinner to be 19s. (pp. 76, 79, 91, 96, 100, 102,
109), all of which prices are interesting indicators of how slowly inflation rose
during the first seventy or so vears of the twentieth century, The author also
discusses developments in the properties adjacent to the horel, namely nos.
16 and 17 Carhedral Yard, which eventually together became the Well House
Tavern {pp. 91-6).

The final pages of this history are dependent not ondy on an interesting
selection of privately held documents and phortographs, bur also on interviews
with current and former members of staff such as Andrew Mclarin. They
detail the sale of the hotel tor the first time to corporate chents {pp. 98-101),
the tirst time women were able to drink in the hotel in the bar {19661, p. 103},
the building works of the 1980s {pp. 112-23}, the arnval of Michacl Caines
and current owner Andrew Brownsword (pp. 132-43, 154-55), and gives a
slimpse into some of the more famous visitors of the lare twentieth-century.
The work concludes with a study of the stained-glass panels which adorned the
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Caté-Bar before the fire (pp. 143-53), a bibliographyv {pp. 163-3) and an index
(p. 166}, although the bibliographv omits the booklet The Roval Clarence
Hotel, Exeter mentioned above, and the article by Robert Dyvmond, “The Old
Inns and Taverns of Excter™, published in the Report and Transactions of the
Devanshire Association for 1880 (pp. 387-416), which discusses the Royal
Clarence on pp. 414-16 and the Rummer Tavern on p. 395.

This is a valuable study of a much-loved building, which occupies an
important place in the history of Exerer. [t focusses very strongly on the
development of the horel as a commercial business, using a wide variety of
documents, many of which are reproduced with commendable clarity. While
the book’s contribution to the architectural history of Exeter is strongest
during the hotel’s earliest period, these aspecis of the building are never
neglected and there arc significant sections on the buildings which housed
the Well House Tavern and the Exerer Bank. It is also impossible not to agree
with the avthor that “it is unfortunate that, over time, so many historical
features have been removed, destroved, painted over or otherwise obscured
for a variety of reasons™ {p. 140}. Possibly more could have been made of the
hotel as a centre of the social, cultural and rouristic life of the citv, particularly
during the Victorian period, but this is still a very important contriburion to
the history of Exeter and a significant study of an early example of a British
provincial hotel.

Paul Auchierlonie

David Parker, Edwardian Devon 1900-1914: Before the Lights Went Out
{Stroud: The History Press, 2016} 224 pages. Hlustrations, maps. Paperback.
ISBN 9780750961561, £14.99,

The author’s previous book The People of Devon in the First World War,
published in 2013 won the W. G. Hoskins Book of the Year award, and the
present volume, a much-expanded prequel to that book, does not disappoint.
Jt 15 a wide-ranging social history of the decade, packed with derail and
written m an easy and approachable stvle. It opens with an impressive broad
brush survey of the main developments of Victorian England, homing in o
Devon when discussing the Boer War, which opened the Edwardian era.

This is followed by the sccond section on communications. The discussion
of railwayvs (s mainly a summary of Victorian developments, but the maritime
section is more focussed on early twentieth century fishing, shipping and
the navy. Improvements in travel helped the development of the rtourist
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industry and there are case studies of Torbay and North Devon. This lcads
on to cycling, motoring and a brief note on the literature of the county. The
industries of Devon, factories and mills, mines and quarries are discussed as
well as the special features of towns: gas and electricity supply, the retail trade
and improvements and planning ssucs.

The third section is on the large landed estates. This discusscs the social
hierarchy, the country house, the role of the estate in the community, field
sports, garden parties and the cclebration of family events, birth, coming
of age and marriages with vivid deseriptions to bring the events to life. The
changing scene is not ignored, wich mention of newcomers, mainly from trade
and industryv, who were joining the landed aristocracic and gentry families
and also the break-up of the old estates, largely the effect of economic hard-
ships faced by agriculture.

The countryside is covered in the fourth section, dealing with the ques-
tion of farm size and structure, nugration from the countryside and resulting
labour shortages, the change from arable to livestock farming as an cffect of
cheap grain imports, and controversies over rural education. The poor cond:-
tion of roads, fairs and markets, the self-sufficiency of rural communities and
their celebrations and customs are also described.

The fifth section, on children, concentrates on cducation, including nine-
teenth century developments leading up to the 1902 Education Act, grammar
schoals, and the rise of technical educarion as well as speciat education for
the ‘feeble minded” although there is nothing on schools for the deaf or blind.
Problems of attendance, school heaith and child labour are also tackled.

The sixth section on poverty traces developments during the Vicrorian
period, leadimg up 1o workhouse provision in Edwardian years, mentioning
children, tramps and vagrants, the complaints of inmates and the occasional
treats offered to the poor. Rehef outside the workhouse is also discussed, the
role of charities and the birth of state pensions. Hospitals, institutions and
asylums also feature in this secrion.

The seventh section deals with some of the more general controversies of
the period: sutfrage, especially votes for women, Irish home rule, a survey
of the hotly contested parliamentary elections across the county, strikes and
labour unrest and the military bunld up, leading into the final section on the
declaration of war, preparations for combat, mobilisation and a brief note on
casualties, the brief ‘golden dawn’ after the War and the continuing break-up
of the great estates.

This summary gives an impression of the wide-ranging coverage of the
book and it is well iflustrated with photographs and some maps, mainly taken
from the author’s own collection, the Devon and Exerer Institution and the
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Beatord Archive. It is possible to take issue with the emphasis and omissions:
there is not enough emphasis on towns and their growth and coastal towns of
East Devon are omitted from the section on wounism. A major visible legacy
of the late Victorian and Edwardian era is the rows of terraced houses in
many towns, but there 1s lirtle on urban housing, Wlile there is mention ot
drunken misdemcanours during festivities, there is nothing on more serious
crime, policing or prisons. Nor is there a great deal on culture: theatres,
cingmas, museums, libraries, learned institutions, rcading rooms, literature
and music have lictle or no mention. Hunting and enicker feature (unindexed)
m the description of village hfe but the more urban and plebetan sport of
football varns hardly a mention, although it was popular enough to merir
two newspapers, the Football berald, established in Plymouth in 1899 and
the Foothall express, an Exeter paper which started in 1906 - both were
suspended during World War One. [t might also have been helpful 1o place
Devon's cxperience more within the national context, Such quibbles however
do not materially decract from the grear achievement of the book.

A more serious criticism relates 1o the lack of referencing. The author
states that limited space has prechluded a fengthy list of references, running
to well over 1,000 for this book® and suggests that ‘through the publisher the
author would be pleased to discuss particular sources with readers wishing to
pursue themes further’. The blame for this probably lies with che publisher.
Based on the formar of the index, the list of brief references would only have
taken up another ten pages in two columns. There 1s a good list of sources
bur the lavout of the index is contusing and it 1s not complerte, far example
none of the three writers of locally set novels, Eden Philipotrs, Sabine Baring-
Gould and John Trevenna, mentioned on page 43, figure in the index. Another
well-known novelist, Rider Haggard, produced a detailed report on Devon
agriculture 1n 1902, He features in the index but not the st of sources. The
Russian Prince Peter Kropotkin alse recorded changes in Devon's cauntryside
in visies in 1890 and 1912 (pp. 94-93). He fearures neither in the mdex nor
in the list of sources, although in this case the reader s directed to a work
by Jeffrey Porter which is included in the list of sources. Frustratingly in the
bodv of the text, to keep the styvle flowing, precise dates are often omirred
from examples of certain incidents, and this would not matcer 1f there are
footnote references to the issue of the newspaper. A solution might have been
to provide a link in the book to a web page where references are provided.
Perhaps this could still be considered; it would cerrainly make this remarkable
achievement even more useful.

furr Maxted
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Bill Pratt, A Visionary Friend: Exeter’s School for the Blind, 1838-1965
{Exeter: West of England School Association, 2015) xix + 115 pages.
Illustrated. Hardback. ISBN 9780993160103, £9.99.

The origin and development of Exerer’s school for the blind covers the period
from 1838, until its relocanion o the present site at Countess Wear in 1963,
It is wrnitten by Bul Prart, a former pupil, and published by the W.E.S.A. An
Archive Fund was launched in 2006 in order for research to take place into
the school’s long history. The methodoelogy has focused on primary source
material, including personal memories of former staff and pupils.

The introductory chapter sets out the historical context feading to what was
essentially care for the blind in its early vears. A rcference 1o a recent history
of carly blind cducation in Britain would have been useful at this point.’ The
Exeter Institution was one of a number of insticutions for the blind formed
in the early vears of the nineteenth cenrury in a number of cities, including
Bristol, London, Norwich, York, Newcastle, Notringham, Manchester and
Birmingham. Over the vears, an institution for the blind could he considered
onc of the hallmarks of a respected Vicrorian city, alongside its town ball and
rathway station. The changes 10 emphasis at national level were replicated at
Exeter, including the establishment of 2 common system for che teaching of
literacy. Eventually, Universal Braille became the adopted system.

In the early vears of the Exeter school, appeals for funds were a common
feature of manyv public meetings. Almost from the outset appeals were made
to erect an appropriate building. A large house on St David’s Hill was offered
at an advantageous price. The house and grounds were ideal. The new school
opened on 1 March 1843, Much of the history of the school in the Vicrorian
era revolved around the implication for the school of changes in education
at national level. The 1870 Education Act and the subsequent Elementary
Education Act of 1902 led ro a steady increase in the number of pupils of
school age. Thus, it became necessary 1o erect additional buildings for the
sole purpose of elementary education. This raised questions abour the future
direction of the school. As workshops were converted the governing body had
to consider the possibility of rebuilding.

As the twentieth century moved on the late 1940s saw dramatic changes
for the school. Pressure from Central Government deemed it advantageous for
blind pupils to be educated separatelv. Ar local level n 1946 it was decided

Tohn Otliphant, The Early Education of the Blind in Britain ¢.1790-1900:
Institutional Experience in England and Scotland (Lamperer: The Edwin Mellor
Press, 2007).
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that blind pupils would be educated at the Royal Schoal for the Blind in
Bristol. Moreover, by 1947, 23 blind pupils had been transferred to Bristol.
leaving 75 pupils to be educated in Exerer. The Institution was renamed the
West of England School for the Partially Sighted.

This well produced study is a brave attempt by Bill Pratc o assemble a
history of the West of England School from its formation until 1963, Extensive
use has been made of primary source material, adding a valued personal
touch. However, it would have enriched the book if all the oniginal quotations
had been fully referenced with appropriate locations tor these documents, A
furcher criticism relates to the lack of a bibliography, Furthermore, a list of
original photographs and index would have made the book mere accessible
for a wider readership, including researchers seeking to produce local studies
on educarion for the blind.

Jackie Bryon

Pamela Vass (with contrtbutions from Mark Glasker and David Hogan),
The Power of Three: Thomas Fowler, Devon’s Forgottes Genius (Littleham,
Bideford: Boundstone Books, 2016) 242 pages. 42 Iflustrations, some in
colour. Softback. ISBN 9780956870957, £9.99.

Thomas Fowler (1777-1843) and Charles Babbage (1792-1871) each invented
mechanical calculating devices, the operating principles of which underlie
the modern digitat computer. The Oxford Dictionary of National Biography
devotes seven pages to Babbage, but none ac all to Fowler. The author, who
lives 1n Devon, is part of small internacional team intent on reinstating
Thomas Fowler’s place in the history of the computer. The title of her baok
refers to Fowler’s adoption of ternary (base 3) arithmetic in designing his
Calculating Machine.

Fowler was born in Great Torrington, the cldest son of a cooper. Despite
the restricted educartional opportunities open to such a boy, he acquired an
early interest in mathematics. After a reluctant apprenticeship to a fellmonger,
Fowler turned to other employment and established himself as a printer and
bookseller. He went on to obtain alse a position in a bank and to enter Jocal
government. [t was while Poor Law Treasurer that Fowler became frustrated
by the complex error-prone rables used for financial calcularions, Realising
that calculation would be less demanding if cthe conventional decimal (base
10} system of arithmetic was replaced by binary (base 2} or ternary, Fowler
drew up and published conversion tables for use by the Grear Torringron Poor
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L.aw Umon. He then deaided to construct an apparatus whereby the now
simplified calculations could be carried our by mechanical means. Elsewhere,
but for similar reasons, Charles Babbage, was working on his Difference
Engine. When completed in the spring of 1840, Fowler’s Calculating Machine
was 6ft wide, 3fc deep and 1ft high. Smaller than Babbage’s apparartus, it
was made of wood and operated through a system of shiding rods rather than
metal cogs and wheels. Furthermore, whereas Babbage uvtilised the decimal
system, Fowler opted for ternary arithmeric.

Much of Pamela Vass's account is devoted to the reasons for Fowler’s failure
to convince the scientific community of the value of his invention. As well as
the difficulties encountered by a provincial, self-educated Victorian innovator
with no upper-class metropolitan connections, many scientists appeared
10 regard applying ‘pure’ science to practical use as akin to prostitution.
Misfortune alsa playcd a part, as when the machine was delivered to the
wrong building ar the British Association’s 1841 meeting in Plymouth. On the
other hand, as Vass stresses, the dominant factor was probably Fowler’s fear
of divulging any informanon that could lead to his invention being copied.
This stemmed from infringements of his patent for an earlier invention, the
Thermosiphon (a means of heating using circulating hot warter. The unhelpful
response of his lawyer (whether through malice or incompetence remains
uncercain) together with the authorities ignoring his plea to have the law
changed left Fowler with a lifelong burning sense af betrayal.

Alchongh the mathematical reasoning underlying the machine was well-
received, reservations were raised over the need to use tables to convert
decimal to ternary numbering before operating it (and vice rersa at the end of
the calculanions). The major ohstacle to Fowler’s machine gaining influential
backing was, however, his persistent refusal ro provide any diagrams. It was
largely because of this thar he failed to gain what could have been powerful
support {rom the Astronomer Roval, George Bidell Airy. It would have been
no consolation that Airy also disliked Babbage’s machine.

In the winrer of 1841 Fowler began working on a second machine: one
that obviared the need for the operator 1o consult decimal-ternary conversion
tables. Hl-health overtook him, bur while on his deathbed he dictared
its specifications to a daughter. Thomas Fowler died on 31 Macrch 1843,
disappointed and disillusioned over his Calculating Machine not receiving the
acclaim he felt it deserved. The author’s narrative moves on to her tracking
down of the deathbed paper. By contrast, she failed to find any remnants of
Fowler’s machine, the only known visual record being in a memarial window
in Grear Torrington Church. Nevertheless, the reconstruction of a working
prototype has been possible. As to the ‘power of three’, there is a growing
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opinion thar the adoption of termarv mathematics instead of the present
almost aniversal binary system could significantly aceclerate the progress of
computer technology.

The fifreen appendices include Hugh Fowler’s account of his father and
examples of Fowler's correspondence. They contain also much technical
informarion, which the mathematically namwve mav be pleased was not
presented in the main body of the text.

This book is engagingly-written, comprehensively referenced, and can
be recommended as of wide general interest. The reviewer has. however,
two relatively minor criticisms. Firstly, there 1s no list of contents or index;
secondly, in many instances the illustrations are prescnted without captions.
Instead, these are listed towards the end of the boak. Another recently-read
book did hikewise. If this is a growing practice, it is not onc that aids the
reader.

Sadrie Bb;.?ﬂf.’.
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The Devon Historian publishes researched arucles which should nar exceed
4,000 words in length, excluding references. Non-referenced material, notes
and news items are not published in The Devon Historian. Thev may, however,
be suitable for publication in the Socicry’s biannual newsletter, Devon History
News. Authors should not submit articles to The Devon Historian which
are under considerarion for publication clsewhere. All papers are read by che
honorary ediror, and will also be sent to an anonvimous referee for constructive
comment. Articles usnally require some revision before heing aceepted. The
article must be accompanied by alt the required print-quahty illustrations.
The final formar 1s at the discretion of the editor, and the editor reserves rhe
right to edit the text {submission of an article is not a guarantee of publication).
The Editor, will be happy to discuss ideas in advance of submission.

Betore submission please ensure that material is prepared according to the
journal guidelines.

A house stvle guide is available online at devenhistoryvsociety.org.uk/, or from
the editor. The sryvle guidelines include full submission instructions.

Manuscripis should be submitted to the Honorary Editor, Mrs fane Bliss,
BA, MRes, jbhistory@hotmail.co.uk. Authors of articles containing copyright
material, such as photographs, maps, documents, etc. must provide the editor
with proof of the copyright holder’s permission to reproduce the material.

When the arricle has been accepted following peer review, it will be returned
to the authnr with editorial suggestions. When the author has undertaken
revisions the paper should be re-submitted for copy-editing. The paper will
then be returned to the author for amendment, and final copy should be sent
1o the editor by a murually agreed date. All arcicles will be sent ro the author
at proof stage. No changes to the text can be made at this point, other than the
correction of typographical errors.

Books for review should be sent to Dr Mitzi Auchterlonie, 41 Broadway,
Exeter, EX2 9LU, m.m.auchtetlonic@excter.ac.uk, who will invite the services
of a reviewer. It is not the policy of the Society to receive unsolicited reviews.








