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Chair's Review & Report for 2021
Stephen Coates

Introduction.

In common with so many organisations, the Society and the Museum
experienced a second successive year of business, organisational, cultural
and financial challenges during which, once again, on the one hand much
happened and yet, on the other, not much happened! Our programme of
talks had to be suspended and the annual lunch cancelled. We lost some
existing Trustees, but greeted new ones. Many volunteers are cautious of
returning. We said farewell to our longstanding Manager, but have
recruited her successor. A combination of limiting and inhibiting factors
prevented us from opening to the public as frequently as we would have
liked, but by the exercise of prudent management, judicious spending and
the continuing efforts of enthusiastic volunteers, we expect to end the
year having maintained our financial reserves at almost the same level as
in recent years. This is a remarkable achievement and reflects the massive
efforts contributed by so many dedicated people. Thank you to everyone
associated with this accomplishment.

Farewell to Anita Spencer

During her fifteenth year as Museum Manager, Anita decided it was
time to look to the future. She had already intimated that she was getting
to that stage when the possibility of a less stressful position with fewer
hours was looking attractive so that she and Richard (who had already
taken early retirement) could spend more time together. An attractive part
time position arose, one which she thought she could not overlook and
she gave notice, reducing her commitment to the Old House during July,
August and September. We were absolutely delighted when she offered
her future services as a volunteer and at the same time became a member
of the Society. Tributes were paid and a presentation made to her at a
volunteer event in July when she was thanked particularly for her
generosity, adaptability, enthusiasm, professional skills and her
significant and enduring achievements.



Welcome to Dr. Mark Copley

As a result of Anita’s departure, Trustees advertised the position of
manager nationally and some forty-five people expressed interest, from
which five excellent candidates were interviewed by a panel of Museum
Committee members and Trustees. Their unanimous choice was Dr.
Mark Copley, Curator of the British Schools Museum, Hitchin, who was
offered and accepted the position. Mark has made several visits to the
Old House and takes up his duties officially on 171" December.

Trustees

In January, Linda Merriman who has given so much support as a
Trustee, particularly in respect of our incorporation, volunteer
recruitment methodology and insurance evaluation, resigned. This was a
great loss to the Board of her strategic management expertise and vision,
but was accepted with great respect and it is reassuring to see Linda
continuing to support the Society as a volunteer in a variety of ways.
Thank you Linda.

Adrian Wills also decided not to stand for re-election as a Trustee and
Vice Chair with effect from the AGM, although | am so grateful that he
continues to be deeply involved, and very ‘hands on’, in the running of
the Old House as Chair of the Museum Committee. Thank you Adrian
for all your support and wise counsel as Vice Chair of Trustees,
especially throughout our major process of organisational change.
During the year, Adrian and | completed the MDEM (Museum
Development East Midlands) programme on Succession Planning over
six half-day modules and this experience proved to be timely, coinciding
as it did, with our successful trustee recruitment exercise.

At the AGM 1| gave notice of my intention not to stand for re-election
at the 2022 AGM having served as a Trustee since February 2016 and
been Acting Chair and Chair since November 2018.

Two years ago, we planned to recruit additional Trustees, but during
much of 2020 and the early part of 2021 implementation of this was
impractical because of the pandemic. However, in March of this year we
advertised nationally and attracted more than thirty excellent expressions
of interest from which we made six appointments. Our new Trustees
bring a diverse range of relevant skills and knowledge with specialisms
including legal and governance, events management, museum curation,



archaeology and a university lecturer specialising in social and public
history. They are Louise Scott-Nichols, Emily Bowyer-Kazadi, Eleanor
Whitehead, Megan Jones, Emma Harrison and Dr. Kathleen Mcilvenna.
Brief biographies of each appeared in the September edition of the
Newsletter (Issue No.67) and longer versions formed part of the
supporting documentation for the AGM.

We decided to limit recruitment of Trustees to six in the first instance,
but now that the new appointees have been successfully assimilated and
a successful team established, it is our intention to advertise again in the
new year and make further appointments. As members of the Society
with views on where and how you would like to see it progress, may |
again repeat my appeal to you to think about offering your services.

Volunteers

In 2019 we were able to call on the help and support of some eighty
willing, reliable and knowledgeable volunteers who enabled us to open
the Old House to the public seven days a week from mid-March until 5
November, a total of 230 days. For many reasons, our volunteer group
has reduced to approximately twenty-four in 2021 and because of
government Covid 19 restrictions and a shortage of volunteers, we
managed to open on 96 days only. The pandemic undoubtedly played a
significant part in this reduction and we are all extremely grateful to the
small number of current volunteers each of whom committed
considerable amounts of time covering the rota and so enabling us to
remain open on four days every week during that period, without
exception. | want to put on record my thanks to all of you. The restoration
of volunteer numbers is a priority and a challenge which has already been
identified and recognised by our new Manager.

After many years acting as Membership Secretary and a former
member of Council, Barbara Birley retired. Thank you Barbara for your
service over all this time.

In Memoriam
We remember those members of the Society who passed on during
2021.

George Philip Challenger — 20t March 2021. A full tribute to the life
and contribution of George appears elsewhere in this Journal.



Margaret Willett — 6" December 2021. Margaret and hushand Ron
played such a large part in the operation of the Old House until very
recently. They were enthusiastic leaflet distributors and very reliable
desk volunteers, especially on Sundays. Margaret was a member of
Council for many years including a period as Secretary. She will be
greatly missed and we are pleased that she and Ron were able to attend
the recent volunteer lunch party.

Hilary Young - 10th October 2021. Bakewell Town Councillor and
Mayor.

Audrey Walsh - December 2021

May they all Rest in Peace

The Old House

A year ago | reported that we planned to undertake repairs to some
deteriorating areas of the oak flooring upstairs. Thanks to the thoughtful
initiative of Derbyshire Dales District Councillor for Bakewell, Mark
Wakeman, (with the support of fellow District Councillors Sutton and
Hill) we applied for and obtained a DDDC Community Project Grant of
£800 which contributed significantly to the cost of the floor repair and
modification of the staircase to meet current safety standards.

As part of an initiative to identify new sources of funding, as well as
ensuring that, as we go forward, our building is fit for purpose, Trustees
approached colleagues at Museum Development East Midlands and
secured a grant to cover the cost of an Access Survey (an audit to examine
an existing building, or proposals for a new building, to measure its
accessibility and usability by disabled people through routine
maintenance, alteration, extension or refurbishment). The report was
exceptionally comprehensive and when presenting it for our
consideration, the consultant adopted a most pragmatic approach to its
interpretation and implementation, recognising the limitations of the age
and design of the building as well as our resources.

Museum Visitors

As indicated above, our reduced volunteer-base resulted directly in
our being able to open the Old House on 96 days only, compared with a
normal season of 230 (c40%). Visitor numbers were similarly and



proportionately affected, ¢3,000 compared with ¢8,000. In round figures,
sources of revenue during 2021 may be simply summarised as follows:

No. of visitors 3,000
Visitor Income (including Group Visits) £18,000
Gift Aid from 2020 museum visits £450
Grant from Arts Council England

(final balance of 2020 award) £2,000
Grants from Local Council and Government. £20,500
Legacies and Donations £2,000
Members’ Subscriptions £2,000
Total Income £44,950

We held two social events at the Old House. On 23 July volunteers
assembled to say goodbye to Anita and make a presentation to her as a
token of our thanks for her constant enthusiasm and the enduring impact
she had made during more than fourteen years’ service as Manager.

On 5" November, the day after closure for the season, Pat Green
organised an end-of-season buffet lunch to thank volunteers for their
truly dedicated service during this challenging year and whose efforts had
enabled us, not only to open to the public for the period that we were
able, but to generate significant income which is so essential to our
survival as a proud independent museum. Thank you Pat for all your
imaginative work in arranging this gathering and for providing the
sumptuous buffet.

We were delighted to extend invitations to the lunch to our newly
appointed Manager and Trustees. This provided an excellent opportunity
for all to meet informally (and for the first time) and learn more about
one another. After lunch there was an opportunity for the Manager,
Trustees and members of the Museum Committee to hear a talk on the
history of the Old House and enjoy a guided tour of the museum followed
by a most interesting (reverse) town walk conducted by Susan and
Michael Hillam and concluding with a convivial gathering in a private
area at the Wheatsheaf Hotel.



Governance: Registration of the Old House

Almost a year ago, in January 2020, | reported that the Charity
Commission had given approval for us to wind up the former
unincorporated charity, but that this could not happen until the property
was transferred from the old charity to the new CIO (Charitable
Incorporated Organisation) and that this was dependent on the Old House
being registered at the Land Registry. We immediately instructed
solicitors and on 14™ January 2021, one year later, received notification
of First Registration. We were then able to wind up the unincorporated
charity and discharge, with our thanks, the long-term Holding Trustees
(Dr. Trevor Brighton, George Challenger and Jan Stetka) from their
responsibilities. At the same time we were able to close the old bank
account.

Governance: Annual General Meeting

Observing the restrictions imposed because of the pandemic and
having kept the Charity Commission informed of delays at all times, we
held the Covid-safe AGM on 29" July as a hybrid event, attracting
members in person and online in sufficient numbers to be quorate. This
was the much delayed inaugural AGM of the CIO and enabled the
following items of business to be transacted: to receive the Chair’s
Annual Report; to receive the Treasurer’s Report and adopt the Examined
Accounts for year ending 31.12.20; to adopt the Constitution for the CIO
and the Society’s Rules as amended February 2019; to confirm the
appointment of the Officers of the CIO with effect from 9.08.19 and
seven other trustees appointed between 9.08.19 and 30.06.21; to re-
appoint Trustees to the Board and elect Officers and finally to appoint an
Examiner for the accounts.

Society Talks and Visits and the Annual Lunch

Because of the pandemic, our programme of talks, so valued and well-
supported by members continued to be suspended. For 2021 we had
planned to offer the return of a full programme, including re-booking
those talks cancelled during 2020, augmented with new subjects and
speakers to complete the programme. However, the enduring Covid 19
restrictions, availability of a venue and a general reluctance by people to
attend public gatherings resulted in their continued suspension.



Similarly, our Annual Lunch which was to have taken place on 11t
January was initially postponed until 28" June and eventually cancelled.
Thank you to Jane Martin for working so hard in trying to ensure this
event took place.

Going forward it is our intention to offer these traditional and much
enjoyed activities and | appeal once again for one or two members to
come forward please to work together and take on the organisation of the
talks programme. The job is straightforward, and we already have a list
of those speakers whom we had to stand down this year. What some of
us do not have is enough time to take on this in addition to all the other
aspects of managing, directing and serving the Society. Please, think hard
about this appeal and ask what you can do to help us maintain this
important aspect of our activity.

In Conclusion

As a Society, we certainly have not stood still during the past twelve
months. Huge inputs of energy, creativity and commitment from a
relatively small number of volunteers have ensured our continued
operational viability, strategic direction and enduring financial stability.
Our review of the Society’s governance has been achieved and our
succession programme for Trustees is well-advanced. We have attracted
a very experienced, enthusiastic and well-qualified new manager who
recognises the need to attract volunteers and, in the past, has
demonstrated his skills and experience in achieving this need.

As we move towards 2022, let us keep our objectives in mind and
ensure that we continue to achieve them. | believe the Society to be in
good heart and | am proud to be a part of it.

Thank you.

Stephen Coates
Chair of Trustees
December 2021



George Challenger 1937 - 2021
Trevor Brighton

It is generally agreed that no-one, however
important, is indispensable. Members of our
Historical Society would consider George
Challenger an exception. His service to it for
fifty years has been invaluable.

George, Janet and their two young children
arrived in Bakewell in 1966. With a degree in
Agriculture from the University of Reading
and postgraduate qualifications in Planning
from the University of Newcastle, George had
just been appointed to a post at the Peak
District National Park Authority. He quickly became involved in various
activities in Bakewell, the Peak District and beyond. | well remember
meeting him after a lecture at the Old House Museum in 1970 when we
both joined the Historical Society. At that time the Society was in its
infancy with a membership which had reached or was approaching
retirement age. With the exception of Laurence Knighton, George and I,
in our early thirties, were the youngest members.

George was fascinated by the Old House Museum, a rather run-down
Tudor building that the Society's members, with their limited skills, were
striving to restore. George joined the working parties, but found the
Society's income limited to the entrance charges from the Museum and
the proceeds from occasional coffee mornings. The chairman and
Society Council opposed liaisons with outside bodies and declined
applications for grants.

George adapted to this make-do-and-mend approach and displayed his
ingenuity. As part of his daily routine he rose early each morning and
donned his hat, shorts and walking boots to investigate the woods and
fields. Passing through Bakewell he also investigated any rubbish skips
and retrieved any items which he considered recyclable. The Old House
benefited from the items he stored in his garage. When the kitchen door
required a doorbell George rigged up the wiring using a transformer he
had acquired from a child's discarded electric train set. When the




working group restoring the garderobe needed a seat for the privy,
George rummaged in his garage and found one. Together with Ted
Meeke he even rewired part of the Museum!

Change in the Society allowed George to demonstrate his real
potential. A new chairman and Council, of which he was a member,
joined outside bodies like the East Midlands Museum Association and
applied for, and received, grants from the local authorities, the Peak Park
Planning Board and ultimately the Heritage Lottery Fund.

George became Chairman of the Museum Committee and during the
25 years he held this office important changes were made. A steel girder
was inserted in the roof to support the old timbers. This enabled the re-
slating of the roof. From his experience at the Peak Park George was
able to employ the best professionals for the work.

The Museum was reorganised and re-equipped giving us better
kitchen facilities to support our social functions and a better office for the
Museum's manager. Then after years of discussion about the problem of
lack of space for the Museum's growing collections, a grant was received
from the Heritage Lottery Fund enabling us to build two external galleries
with integral toilet facilities. Having cared for the Museum grounds over
the years George crowned this new building with a roof of low growing
moisture retaining plants.

Nor was his interest and influence lacking in the wider historical and
social interests of the Society. He frequently contributed articles to the
Society's Journal and its pages have been enlivened by his photographs.
Similarly he wrote entries in the Society's Newsletter and he and Janet
will be particularly remembered when they dressed as two 'Mrs Mops'
for the Society's float in the Bakewell Carnival.

The Museum received various awards and in

D\f\mésfﬁ‘!'h"\g\:-u 2013 George was similarly honoured as an
el ‘Outstanding ~ Volunteer' by  Derbyshire
Award Museums Heritage Awards. With typical

Bakmiat G Hse fisw modesty George shrugged off any such

adulation describing himself in our Newsletter
as 'a cog in the machine’. Some cog!!

Today we commonly use the phrase 'a role model'. As this Society
embarks on a new phase in its development | would urge its members to
remember George as such a model.




The Coterel Brothers
Bakewell's 14th Century Terrorists

Susan Hillam

On the 2nd August 1328 a gang of armed terrorists broke into
Bakewell church and dragged the vicar, Walter Can, also known as
Walter de Neuton (Newton)?, out into the churchyard and beat him to the
ground. The gang members stole 10 shillings from the collection plate
(equivalent to £370 in today's money® which suggests the parishioners
were far from poor). We know from later court records* that the gang was
led by James Coterel, included his brothers, Nicholas and John, Roger le
Sauvage of Stainsby, the Bradburn brothers, probably Robert Bernard,
the previous vicar of Bakewell and several of their followers.

This outrage was almost certainly instigated by Robert Bernard in
retaliation for having been ejected himself from Bakewell church the
previous year on Christmas Day.®> Robert Bernard had arrived to say
mass, was manhandled into the churchyard by his own parishioners,
stripped of his ecclesiastical robes and denied further access to the
church. He was accused of embezzling church funds both at Bakewell
and Lichfield. Robert Bernard was a canon of Lichfield cathedral, a
teacher at Oxford University and held various other posts in which he is
reported to have done precious little work, accepted his stipend and not
handed out money donated for the poor. He is described by Bellamy as
"an unsavoury character” and by Pierrepointe as "one which the Dean
and Chapter of Lichfield had seen fit to appoint as the vicar of Bakewell".
Having been ejected from Bakewell church Robert Bernard appealed to
the dean and chapter of Lichfield. Subsequently the bishop of Lichfield
excommunicated the "wicked parishioners” of Bakewell. Bernard was
anxious not to lose his lucrative post and had enlisted the Coterel gang to
help him, with the incentive of the feast day's church offertory.

Walter Can also appealed to the dean and chapter of Lichfield, but
since they supported Robert Bernard and turned a blind eye to the
Coterels' activities the vicar was left with no redress.



I am indebted to John Pierrepoint for his article The Bakewell
Rebellion® and would like to extend his work in the light of further
research into mediaeval crime.

The Coterel brothers are believed to have been the sons of Ralph
Coterel,” a minor landowner in Derbyshire who died in 1315. By 1328
the brothers had already acquired a reputation for violence and theft and
were solicited to act on behalf of Master Bernard. The Coterel brothers
were wide ranging in their criminal behaviour, both collectively and
individually backed by other criminals. Evidence of their activities is
largely to be found in court records, but since they focus on only one
aspect of the Coterels behaviour there is little to offer a more
comprehensive picture of their personalities. The following accounts
reveal a catalogue of misdeeds from the court rolls.

On 29th June 1329 John Coterel, Roger le Sauvage, the Bradburn
brothers and Laurence Coterel, a close relative of the brothers, possibly
their uncle, were accused of raiding the chase at Duffield belonging to
Henry of Lancaster. Thomas, Earl of Lancaster, uncle of Henry, was an
opponent of Edward Il. The raiding party took away deer and caused
damage to the value of £608 (about £37,000 in 2021). Roger le Sauvage
was a gang member of long standing. He was the son of John le Sauvage
of Stainsby Manor near Bolsover. The Bradburn brothers were the sons
of Roger Bradburn of Bradbourne near Wirksworth.

On 12th June 1330 the Coterel gang and their associates® murdered
Sir William Knyveton and John Matkynson at Bradley, near Ashbourne.
Later that year, on July 2nd, Sir Geoffrey le Scrope, Chief Justice of the
King's Bench, opened the eyre at Derby to try the murderers of Knyveton
and Matkynson. Most of the accused were vagabonds (of no fixed
abode); only Robert Bernard, Sir Roger Ingram, High Sherriff of
Nottingham and Derbyshire and MP for the county, and William de
Uston were attached as accessories. Those accused of committing the
murder failed to appear. Later James Coterel was attached for pillaging
Lancaster estates, but simply didn't appear to answer the charges.
According to Bellamy° this was the only time in his career of crime that
James Coterel was attached.

In November 1330 Roger Wennersley, son of a local knight, and bitter



enemy of the Coterels, was appointed by the court to locate and arrest the
Coterels and many of their associates, the Folville brothers from
Leicestershire and the Bradburns. De Wennesley was not a law-abiding
member of society himself. He had a history of criminal behaviour,
including the stabbing and killing of Laurence Coterel in March of that
year,'! hence the antagonism between the families. This was one of the
many instances where a local person of considerable ruthlessness and
violence was used to hunt down other such criminals. De Wennesley
also failed in his attempt to bring the Coterels to justice, and as a result
in March 1331 they were outlawed.*? In retaliation for de Wennesley's
search, early the following year, the Coterel gang kidnapped John
Staniclef, a tenant of de Wennersley, and refused to release him until they
were given a promise that the gang would be no longer hunted and a bond
of £20 was given to ensure that.'?

Further murders were committed in 1331. On the Tuesday of Easter
week in Asshebourn (Ashbourne) the Coterels, Roger le Sauvage and
their followers murdered Thomas Ithel and William de Pare, servants of
de Wennesley who had aided him in the murder of Laurence Coterel.'4
They burgled the house of Geoffrey le Wright and robbed Roger de
Wandesley of armour and goods to the value of 100 shillings. This
accusation was made by the jurors of Derby to the justices of oyer and
terminer whilst on commission to the Midlands in October.

At this time Sir Richard Wylughby, justice of the Court of King's
Bench, investigated the complaint of Walter Can, vicar of Bakewell.
Three years had elapsed since the offence was committed. Walter Can
had written to King Edward 111 in old French asking for help in restoring
him to his living. The King replied, also in old French, "Let him have a
writ of oyer and terminer for this horrible trespass"”. This manuscript is
dated c1331. Walter Can had received no support from the dean and
chapter of Lichfield who were supporters of Robert Bernard and the
Coterels so he wrote to the Pope in Avignon during the period of two
popes. A letter from Pope John XXII to the Bishop of Lichfield in 1328
instructed him to have Bernard removed from the vicarage and church of
Bakewell and "to reinduct and defend Walter de Neuton in possession of
the same, he having been appointed to it by papal mandate".'> John
Pierrepoint remarks somewhat pointedly that "unfortunately the actual



Petition from Walter Can, Vicar of Bakewell, to King Edward 111, c1331

letter appears to have been lost and is not in the Lichfield archives”. This
may be why Walter subsequently had to ask the king's help. There is no
record of whether Walter Can was reinstated to the living of Bakewell.
The list of incumbents on the west wall is unhelpful, suggesting that
Walter was the vicar only in 1331, while court records show him to have
been there in 1328.

The Coterels and their associates changed the focus of their
criminality over the years, moving away from violence and murder to
kidnapping and extortion. Their notoriety was so great that any threat to
the safety of persons or property brought instant compliance and much
needed income. On 26th December 1331 Roger le Sauvage sent another
gang member, William del Hethe, to Hardstoft in Nottinghamshire, to
demand 40 shillings from Robert Frauncey. The threats to Frauncey were
so great he left his home and did not dare return for a significant length
of time.'® In 1332 Henry de Wynkeburn was sent by le Sauvage and
William Pymme, whose speciality was extortion, to William Anyas,
Mayor of Nottingham and second richest man in the city, with a bill of
indenture demanding that £20 be paid to the bearer of the other half ad
opus societate de gentz sauvage.r” If the sum was not paid his
considerable property would be burned. An indented letter was cut in
half with a series of irregular cuts. The first half was sent with a demand
for money and the instruction that the money be paid to the bearer of the
matching half. Another indented letter was sent to Sir Geoffrey Luttrell



who had manors in Nottinghamshire, Lincolnshire, Leicestershire and
Yorkshire, to send £40 by the bearer. Luttrell was a rich man and the
father-in-law of Sir Richard Wylughby, no friend to the Coterels.*®

The Coterels committed one of their most notorious crimes on the 14th
January 1332.1° The Coterels, Folvilles, Bradburn brothers, Ralph le
Zouche and their followers kidnapped Sir Richard Wylughby
(Willoughby). Sir Richard was one of the King's Justices and had been
sent to Derbyshire to arrest the Coterels, Folvilles and their many
accomplices. Before he could do so he was kidnapped by a confederation
of gangs. Membership of the Coterel and Folville gangs was fluid; men
moved from one group to another to meet different needs. Each gang
could number up to fifty men. Sir Richard Wylughby was held to ransom
for the sum of 1,300 marks (about £480,000). It is an indication of his
wealth that he was able to raise that amount in twenty-four hours.
Wylughby was moved from wood to wood in the Peak District. His
whereabouts while he was detained remained secret from the authorities,
despite the local population being aware of their location. The mercenary
gangs of the 14th century were not only tolerated by the local population,
but were protected, possible through fear of retribution, but also because
the gangs opposed and preyed on corrupt members of the establishment.
Wylughby was reported widely to be notoriously corrupt, "selling laws
like cattle or oxen" according to the King's Year Books. He rose rapidly
in his legal career from the Court of Common Pleas in 1328 to the Court
of King's Bench in 1330, but earned an unpleasant reputation for
corruption throughout.?°

The Folville brothers were sons of Sir John Folville of Ashby Folville.
The eldest son, also John, inherited all his father's lands leaving the six
younger sons without income. They turned to crime led by Eustace and
included Laurence, Walter, Richard (vicar of Tegh near Ashby Folville),
Thomas and Robert. Eustace was held to have committed four murders
by the time the Folvilles joined forces with the Coterels.

The division of the ransom money for Wylughby's kidnap took place
at one of the manors of Sir Robert Touchet, Markeaton Park in Derby.
He owned a manor in Rutland, a safe haven for criminal gangs. Sir
Robert and his brother Edmund were supporters and protectors of the
Coterels. On at least one occasion Edmund Touchet took food to the



gang. The Folville brothers received 300 marks for their part in the
kidnapping, but the Coterels received only 40. There is no record of who
kept the rest of the money, but Bellamy suggests that it may have been
Sir Robert Touchet.

The kidnapping of Sir Richard Wylughby was not only the chance to
make a profit, but also an opportunity to retaliate against a Justice who
had pursued many members of the gangs over the years. The Coterels,
Folvilles, Bradburns and le Zouche had all been the subjects of criminal
investigation by Sir Richard and his father, also Richard Wylughby. On
13th January 1326 the Folville brothers and Ralph le Zouch had killed
Roger Bellers.?* Bellers was Baron of the Exchequer to Edward Il and
aide to Hugh Despenser. Henry Knighton, the 14th century chronicler
and canon of St.Mary's Augustinian abbey in Leicestershire, recorded
that Bellers threatened and injured the Folvilles. Bellers was appointed
to investigate the complaints of the Despensers, that in May 1322 and
March 1323 Ralph la Zouche and his brother Roger had "wasted manors
near Loughborough™ belonging to the Despensers. The la Zouche
brothers were also known to Sir Richard Wylughby the elder.

King Edward 111 was so incensed at the kidnapping of his judge that
he set up a commission of trailbaston to bring justice to the Peak District
and the north. It consisted of the three most senior justices in England,
William de Herle, Chief Justice of Common Pleas, Geoffrey le Scrope,
Chief Justice of King's Bench and John Stoner who was predecessor to
Herle at Common Pleas. The commission visited Nottinghamshire,
Derbyshire, Leicestershire and Rutland in spring 1332. In Derby and in
Nottingham the local keepers of the peace were made justices of
trailbaston for the commission. Court records for Derby show that the
Coterels were indicted to appear before the court,??but James Coterel was
warned by the prior of Lenton and escaped arrest. John Coterel and
Roger le Sauvage were warned by Sir Robert Ingram who wrote to
William de Uston, their associate in Nottingham.

Although the Coterels avoided arrest, some members of their gang
appeared before the courts. Wynkeburn was remitted to gaol, William
de Uston was found not guilty of one offence, but guilty of a second and
sentenced to be hanged, a sentence which was not carried out. John
Bosun and others who protected the Coterels gave pledges to appear



before the Court of King's Bench in December 1132. John Bosun was an
esquire of Nottingham, an MP for the county, whose father had been an
outlaw and confederate of James Coterel. Robert Bernard and another
clerical follower of the Coterels were found guilty by a Bakewell jury,
but "pleaded their clergy”. They chose to be tried in the ecclesiastical
court where they purged themselves by oath. Purging by oath consisted
of the person charged swearing his innocence in front of a group of
responsible people, usually twelve, who in turn would swear they
believed him. Bernard had many colleagues in the chapter of Lichfield
prepared to swear on his behalf and was therefore declared innocent. The
jurors of the Peak named the Coterel brothers at the head of a list of
outlaws and said "they wander about the country and draw to themselves
in their company" and listed a further twenty eight names of gentlemen
and landowners "who are common malefactors and maintainers of the
said James and other outlaws".?® The jurors of Bakewell describing the
Coterel gang said they "rode armed in a manner of war by day and
night".24

The movements of the Coterel gang are apparent in court records.
They moved regularly around the Peak District, Nottinghamshire and
into Staffordshire. They never stayed longer than a month in one place
and had informers to warn of danger. There were some places where they
were protected by patrons and maintainers numbering up to 200
according to records.?®> They were members of the gentry and the clergy,
each of whom used the Coterels and Folvilles to sort out debts or disputes.
A group of armed thugs was likely to bring about a swift resolution to
their grievances during times when the forces of law and order were slow
and often corrupt. The Coterels attracted to the gang other men who had
been outlawed for crimes, including Sir William Chetulton, a gang leader
from Staffordshire, an associate of Sir James de Stafford whose exploits
in Lancashire are recorded by Professor Tupling.2®

In April 1332 Sir William Chetulton and Sir John de Legh of Norbury
Booths Hall, Knutsford, surrendered to the Justices at Nottingham castle
and were pardoned for not appearing before the keepers of the peace, an
act which had made them outlaws. There are no records of how their trial
concluded, but it appears that they were found not guilty because, by July
1332, Chetulton and his comrade in crime, Sir James Stafford, were



appointed to track down some minor local criminals.

By September of that year Chetulton and de Legh were in court again
at Nottingham charged with breaking into a manor at Carlton-in-
Lindrick, Nottinghamshire and attempting to ravish the widow of Sir
John de Orreby.?” The court also heard accusations that the dean and
chapter of Lichfield protected and colluded with the Coterels and allied
gangs. This was such a grave charge that the government decided to
suspend the court of trailbaston and adjourn the unfinished cases to the
court of King's Bench. In November, when the court of King's Bench
opened, the sheriffs of Derby and Nottingham were instructed to bring
before the court over 200 men who associated with the Coterels and
Folvilles. They were also instructed to bring Roger de Wennersley to
court who had been sent to capture the Coterels, but had instead joined
the gang. He was brought before Justice Herle at eyre, was bailed, but
returned to the gang and operated a system of extortion by letter.
Geoffrey and Robert Foljambe, John del Halle and Nicholas de la Forde
were sent to arrest him, but they also were said to be known to the
Coterels. Between January and March 1333 many supporters and
associates of the Coterels appeared before the court. Fifty men, including
Sir Robert Touchet and his brother Walter, were accused of receiving and
maintaining the Coterels. All but one were acquitted by the jurors of
Bakewell. They were then accused of aiding and abetting the murderers
of two supporters of Roger de Wennersley. Yet again they were each
found not guilty. William Chetulton and Sir John de Legh did not appear
in court as they were currently on military service for the king. William
de Uston appeared charged with aiding and abetting the Coterels. He was
accused of forging money at his manor in Radmanthwaite, near
Mansfield. 2 De Uston surrendered to the court in February 1333 despite
having been sentenced to be hanged in September 1332. Not only was
he an informant for the Coterels, but was a thief and kidnapper himself.
He produced a pardon from the steward of the manor of Radmanthwaite
and when accused subsequently of a murder produced letters patent
absolving him of this crime also. This must have been deeply frustrating
for the local keepers of the peace and the courts in London when faced
with an acknowledged criminal.

It appears that only a quarter of the Coterel gang's followers and



associates were brought before the courts and very few of them were
convicted. James, Nicholas and John did not appear, neither did Roger
le Sauvage nor the many canons of Lichfield, whose receiving and
maintaining of the Coterels caused significant concern. The Coterels'
iniquitous behaviour continued unabated and by 1335 James was once
more employed by the dean and chapter. Their ability to disappear into
the forests of the Peak District and Nottinghamshire frustrated those sent
to arrest them.

Later life

Having evaded arrest and imprisonment for many years the Coterels,
in common with many erstwhile pardoned outlaws, were appointed to
administrative duties in the county. James was employed by the canons
of Lichfield in 1335 and in 1336 commissioned to find and arrest a parson
from Leicestershire who was accused of felonies. In 1351 James was
finally pardoned of all his previous felonies, probably on the instigation
of Queen Philippa. Nicholas Coterel was appointed Queen Philippa’s
bailiff of the High Peak, but was accused of misappropriating some of
the money collected for the parliamentary subsidy of 1337 at Bakewell.
He was elected man-at-arms to lead archers from the High Peak to
Scotland, but diverted their wages to his own use. His inability to stay
on the right side of the law was the exception. James and Nicholas
Coterel were on the list of those summoned to serve in Flanders in 1338.
Sir William Aune was commissioned in 1334 to survey the king's castles
in Wales and in 1337 was requisitioning ships in Cumberland for a
Scottish venture. In 1335 Sir John de Legh was with the king in Scotland
leading a contingent of Welsh foot soldiers. Roger le Sauvage and Sir
Roger de Gresley were also commanded to join the king in Scotland in
1335 and in 1341. William de Uston, on behalf of the judiciary, was
investigating killings by the servants of Sir Richard Wylughby. Robert
Bernard returned to teaching at Stamford in 1334 and kept his living in
Rutland for the rest of his life.?® Eustace Folville was ordered to Scotland
in 1332 and to Flanders in 1338 as were his brothers Richard, Walter and
Robert. Richard was beheaded in 1340 and Professor Stones says that
"his accomplices were beheaded with him and that it is not unlikely that
his brothers were with him on this occasion".



Confederates, followers, patrons

Roger le Sauvage was the son of John le Sauvage of Stainsby Manor
near Bolsover. Roger inherited the manor and part of a manor in Surrey
when his father died. He already had a criminal record when he joined
the Coterels, having accumulated debts and lost his manor in Surrey. He
settled the Stainsby manor on his wife before disappearing to avoid
arrest. He had committed two murders in Derby before he joined the
gang and other crimes in Oxford. He was arrested, but escaped and went
to London. There he was arrested again and escaped once more coming
back to Derbyshire and joining the Coterel gang.

Robert Bernard/Barnard was released from Oxford gaol in 1326 for
supporting Mortimer and Queen Isabella. He was a priest and vicar of
Bakewell from 1327-1331, despite having been thrown out of the church
in 1328. He was a Clerk in Chancery, a teacher at Oxford and a chantry
priest at Lichfield. For each of these appointments he drew a stipend,
whilst doing precious little work and embezzling money donated for the
poor. He had the protection of the dean and chapter of Lichfield
cathedral, so that when Walter Can protested at having been attacked by
Bernard and the Coterels, the dean and chapter took Bernard's side.

The Folville brothers They were six of the seven sons born to Sir John
Folville of Ashby Folville in Leicestershire. Sir John was a knight of the
shire and MP for Rutland and Leicestershire who died in 1309 or 1310.
The laws of primogeniture dictated that he left all his land and property
to his eldest son, also John Folville, leaving the other sons to inherit
nothing. They were Eustace, Laurence, Richard, Robert, Thomas and
Walter. They discovered rapidly that crime provided for them
comfortably. There is no evidence in court records that John Folville
ever took part in the criminal activities of his brothers.

Eustace was the leader of the gang. Between 1327 and 1330 he
committed three or four murders (one victim was a Baron of the
Exchequer, Roger Beler) and a rape and three robberies. It seems
probable that some of the Folvilles were hired by the le Zouche family to
ambush and kill Roger Beler/Bellers in January 1326. Beler had deserted
the rebels' side and joined forces with the hated Despensers at the Battle
of Boroughbridge in 1322. Eustace, la Zouch and others fled England
after the murder and joined the rebel forces of Roger Mortimer in France.



In 1326 when Queen Isabella and Mortimer invaded England, defeated
and killed the Despensers, Eustace Folville and all others involved in the
murder of Beler were probably part of the invasion force and were
pardoned. Professor Stones tells us - "Not long after the fall of Mortimer
the order went out for their arrest".%°

Laurence, Walter and Richard Folville accompanied their brother
Eustace in the ambushing and murder of Roger Beler and were forced to
flee when a commission of enquiry was appointed and orders issued for
their arrest. Almost certainly they too were part of Mortimer's invasion.

Richard Folville was granted the living of the parish of Tegh/Teigh in
Leicestershire by his eldest brother, Sir John Folville, in 1321. Despite
his joining the priesthood Richard was an active member of the criminal
gang. He took part in the murder of Beler and in the kidnapping of Sir
Richard Wylughby. He is one of the few outlaws who was caught and
punished. In 1340 the Keeper of the King's Peace, Sir Robert Colville
and a group of armed men cornered Richard Folville and his accomplices
in his church at Tegh. Richard killed one person by firing arrows through
the church windows, but he was eventually dragged out of the church and
beheaded in his own churchyard.3!

Thomas Folville was not indicted immediately for the murder of
Roger Beler, but two months later in 1326 a warrant was issued for his
arrest on the charge of aiding and abetting Roger la Zouch, Eustace
Folville and his brothers Walter and Richard to escape to France.

Robert Folville is also recorded in a different document as being part
of the gang who killed Roger Beler. In later life he too was in lawful
occupation under the Earl of Northumberland overseas at the beginning
of the Hundred Years' War.

The Bradburn brothers John and William Bradburn were the sons of
Roger Bradburn who was the younger brother of Sir Henry Bradburn of
Bradbourne, a village which lies between Ashbourne and Wirksworth.
Sir Henry Bradburn fought with Thomas, Earl of Lancaster, at the Battle
of Boroughbridge in 1322. The rebel barons were defeated by the
Despensers, following which Thomas of Lancaster and Sir Henry
Bradburn were beheaded. Sir Henry's lands were confiscated by the
crown, but subsequently restored to Roger Bradburn in 1327. John and
William Bradburn and Nicholas Coterel were pardoned after the Battle
of Boroughbridge. The Bradburn family had criminal records dating



back to 1318 when they joined John "The Little" in acts of burglary in
Yorkshire.3? A third brother, Richard, is mentioned in Middleton MS as
a maintainer of the Coterels, but not as an active gang member.

Roger de Wennesley, also spelled Wendesley or Wandesley, was Lord
of Mappleton, a small village near Ashbourne on the Derbyshire side of
the River Dove. He was sent to arrest the Coterels, but joined the gang.

La Zouche or Le Zouche The aunt of Sir Roger la Zouche of
Lubbesthorpe married Baron Berkley, who was imprisoned by the
Despensers and died in captivity. Sir Roger was a supporter of Thomas,
Earl of Lancaster, and the contrariant barons. In 1334 Sir Roger was
accused of raiding lands belonging to Despenser, but it was probably
Roger the younger. Beler was appointed by the Despensers to investigate
the crime. Sir Roger la Zouche is thought to have been the instigator of
the plot to murder the corrupt Baron of the Exchequer, Roger Beler. His
younger son Ralph was the person who stabbed Beler fatally and was
supported by the Folville gang in the ambush.

Sir William Aune/de Aune was knighted by Edward Il in 1322 for his
service in the wars against the Marcher lords. He was a member of the
household of Hugh Despenser the younger and went abroad with the
king's favourite, Piers Gaveston, during his first exile. Edward Il made
de Aune the constable of Tickhill castle near Doncaster, with an annual
allowance of 40 marks, the keeper of the tronnage of wools in Boston and
the bailiff of Gringley and North Wheatley in Nottinghamshire. When
Edward Il was no longer in power these lucrative posts were taken away
from him. Poverty and resentment at the loss of power made him turn
back to crime. De Aune is reported to have had trouble at the Exchequer
in accounting for the business transacted in all his offices. He gave
sanctuary to the Coterels and the Folvilles at his manor of Gringley in
Nottinghamshire. Walter Aune, William's brother, brought Stainsby
rents to the gang from the manor of Roger le Sauvage.

William de Uston, son of Roger de Uston, was a counterfeiter of some
standing. He was an associate of Sir Walter Aune and jointly with him
pillaged land in Yorkshire in 1327. He was an informant in
Nottinghamshire for the Coterel gang.



The canons of Lichfield supported the Coterels when the gang was in
Bakewell. The canons mentioned as maintainers were John de
Kynardseye, Richard de Havering, William de Leycester and John Clarel.

John de Kynardseye was the son of Sir Richard, Lord of Kynardsye in
Herefordshire. He had a long list of positions, including canon of
Lichfield, prebendary of Eccleshall and tenant farmer of the Earl of
Lancaster in Pickering and Ashbourne. Richard de Havering was the son
of Sir John de Havering, seneschal of Aquitaine, where Richard was the
constable of Bordeaux. His accounts for Bordeaux were called into
question as were his father's records. Richard was also Clerk of
Chancery, canon of Lincoln, York and Salisbury, archbishop elect of
Dublin and archdeacon of Chester. William de Leycester was Clerk of
Chancery, parson of Chinnor. He was pardoned in 1331 of his actions
against the Despensers on the testimony of Roger Mortimer. John Clarel
was the archdeacon of Lichfield from 1323 to 1336. These canons had
many lucrative appointments and would employ thugs to protect their
interests.

Sir William de Chetulton of Staffordshire led an outlaw gang of his
own. His criminal career started around 1320 when he took part in the
disputes between warring barons in Lancashire. In 1322 Chetulton and
Oliver de Ingham went to Manchester, Cheetham, Prestwich, Bury,
Middleton and Salford to pillage the land of various men who had not
supported Thomas, Earl of Lancaster, in his conflict against the King and
the Despensers. They are reputed to have taken property to the value of
2000 marks.3® Chetulton was pardoned his part in crimes because he had
been on the king's business at the time, but he then joined Sir James
Stafford's gang and continued his nefarious activities.

Sir John de Legh, another gang leader with many years of experience,
was a confederate of Sir William Chetulton. De Legh was possibly the
grandson of Sir Richard Venables of High Legh. De Legh represented
parliament for his county in the parliaments of November 1322 and
September 1327. He was also pardoned by the king in 1327 for several
activities, but he and Chetulton went on to commit seven further murders
before the end of 1327.



Sir Robert Ingram was MP for Nottingham for two terms and High
Sherriff for Nottingham and Derbyshire for many years. He was
recruited by the Coterels and continued to give support. It was he who
sent messages via William de Uston to the gang when the location of their
hideout in the Peak District had been discovered, enabling their escape.

Sir Robert Tuchet and Edmund Tuchet of Markeaton in Leicestershire
sheltered the Coterels and Folvilles after the kidnapping of Sir Richard
Wylughby in 1332.

Outlaws and Outlawry

The National Archives define an outlaw as "a man who had been put
outside the protection of the law. Outlawry normally occurred as a
consequence of a criminal or civil action. Criminal outlawries arose from
indictments for treason, rebellion, conspiracy or other serious felonies.
During the early mediaeval period most outlawries were for criminal acts.
A plaintiff would make a public accusation, called an appeal, in the
county court. These appeals, along with royal writs ordering (or
exacting) the appearance of the defendant, were recorded by the coroner
on his rolls. If a defendant failed to appear in court, it was the sheriff's
duty to apprehend him..... If the sheriff still failed to find the defendant,
the next step was to sue out a writ of exigent. This said that the defendant
could not be found, did not have any goods in that county, and thus could
not be attached (securities taken for his appearance) or distrained (goods
seized to enforce his appearance). It directed the sheriff to make a
proclamation ..... ordering the defendant's appearance upon pain of
outlawry. If he had still failed to appear he was then declared an outlaw."

The development of criminal bands in 14th century England

The criminality of gangs must be viewed in the light of the political
situation of the early 14th century. The rule of law was tenuous, giving
rise to the development of vigilante groups who sought solutions for their
problems, legal or otherwise, in the absence of effective law enforcement.

Mr Keen3 has suggested that criminal behaviour flourished when the
king was absent on military expeditions and that a weak government and
corrupt judiciary encouraged the growth of vigilante bands. The
government of Edward 11 was dominated by a succession of favourites.
Piers Gaveston exerted influence over, and controlled access to, the



monarch, causing significant bitterness among the nobility. Traditionally
they had seen it as their role to advise and support the king, but were
denied that privilege. Gaveston was exiled for a third time on the
insistence of the barons, but after his unlawful return he was pursued and
executed by a group led by Thomas of Lancaster and the Earl of
Warwick. The Despensers, father and son, took the place of Gaveston as
court favourites. The corruption and greed of Hugh Despenser the
younger was so pronounced that the contrariant barons fought repeated
battles to rid the country of his power. At the Battle of Boroughbridge in
1332 the Despensers and Edward defeated and executed Thomas of
Lancaster, one of their strongest opponents. Roger Mortimer was
imprisoned, then exiled. Such was the distaste for the Despensers'
administration that the growth of criminal groups in opposition to their
rule in the midlands and northern counties proliferated. Under the rule
of Edward Il bands of criminals, including the Coterels and the Folvilles
were able to operate, finding safety from capture in the forests of
Nottingham and Derbyshire, long believed to be the hiding place of the
legendary Robin Hood.

The fact that many of these gangs centred on brothers was partially
explained by the laws of male-line primogeniture. Younger brothers may
have expected to follow a career in the church or the military, but it would
appear that none of the Coterel brothers was inclined to these professions.
James, Nicholas and John Coterel are believed to have been the younger
sons of Ralph Coterel, though there is no documentary evidence to
substantiate this. Their progression from settling minor local disputes
with force to leadership of a large gang of malefactors rose in proportion
to their success. They discovered that violence did pay when members
of the church and the local gentry employed them to settle disagreements
and recover their debts. The increased payment for services led to their
attracting a large number of followers and associates, many of whom also
were younger sons of gentry, notably the Folville brothers, the Bradburn
brothers and the de Aune brothers. Other members of the gentry joined
because they were in debt (Roger le Sauvage) and many were affiliated
because of their mutual hatred of the Despensers and their frustration at
the corrupt judiciary.

Several members of the Coterel gang had served with Thomas of
Lancaster. Those who were not beheaded after the Battle of



Boroughbridge in 1322 were outlawed or exiled for their part in the
uprising, amongst them Nicholas Coterel. Roger Mortimer was
imprisoned, but escaped to France, became the lover of Edward's consort,
Isabella, and raised a force to invade England in 1326. Supporters of
Mortimer were pardoned their offences against the Despensers. The
decline of the monarch's power that had occurred during Edward II's
reign was further weakened by the assumption of power by Roger
Mortimer, the guardian of nine year old Edward III.

Pardons were given easily when outlaws were deployed in distant
campaigns, but when the balance of power changed the Coterel brothers
and many of their adherents returned to a life of crime.

It is remarkable how many recidivist criminals were never brought to
court or were found not guilty. Although corruption and laziness
amongst the justices and keepers of the peace may account for some of
the poor records of court appearance it is hardly surprising that the
sheriffs lacked enthusiasm for their tasks. Those who were indicted
invariably were found not guilty by juries of men from their own manors.
This may have been out of fear of reprisal, but the inescapable suspicion
is that these men were secretly applauded for punishing greedy and
corrupt justices. One keeper of the peace in 1336, Sir John Wittlebury,
was warned and then murdered by a gang from Rutland. This alone might
have been enough to deter even the most honest of pursuers. The fact
that the Coterel gang and many others like them were shielded by knights
of the shire, who at other times were members of parliament and keepers
of the peace themselves, is an indication of the respect in which they were
held.

John Madicott warned "It would be wrong to romanticise. The
Folvilles, the Coterels and their like were tough, brutal and unscrupulous
men, ... Their attacks were particularly directed against the rich; they
specialised in extortion... Such victims were probably selected, not from
any tender respect for 'social justice', but rather from a well-judged sense
of where the best pickings lay".%®

There is no known monument to the Coterels and no available
evidence of where they were buried. It is, however, a testament to the
charismatic personality of James Coterel that he gathered around him,
and collaborated with, a large number of people ranging from common
thieves and forgers to members of the nobility.
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Flesh, fin, fur and feather
Trevor Brighton

Our Museum’s collection of historic photographs of Bakewell contain
some splendid examples of prosperous shopkeepers standing proudly
outside their premises displaying festoons of meat, fish, poultry and
game, sometimes accompanied with fruit and vegetables. Such mixed
arrays of food in the open air had their origins in the town’s old Shambles.

This untidy, dirty and unhygienic part of the town stood in what is
now The Square. It derived its name from the Old English word ‘flese’
and the Latin term ‘scemellum’ (bench or stall) - hence flesh stalls.

Detail of Bakewell's town
centre from the old White
Horse Inn to the town
bridge (from the 1799 map
in the Haddon Estate
office). Note the clutter of
shops and stalls to
accommodate the weekly
market which was then
held here (now the Square)
along with the cattle
market. In this shambolic
array were the flesh stalls
or shambles.




These crude wooden butchers’ stalls were swept away to create The
Square in 1804/5. The butchers re-located from the streets to the present
market place behind the old Market Hall which area also accommodated
the town’s cattle market in 1825.

These changes helped to clean up the town considerably and gradually
in the 19™ century butchers began to move into shops occupying, for
example, the spaces beneath the Old Town Hall and in the newly adapted
Market Hall.

'Christmas is coming the geese are getting fat." The Cresswell family proudly present
their cornucopia of flesh from sides of beef to poultry outside their shop in the Old
Market Hall. (1922)

Livestock purchased at the cattle market was driven through the streets
to private slaughter houses behind or near their shops. The carcasses were
then hung for a few weeks to enhance their flavour before being jointed
and displayed. In summer the meat was covered with muslin cloths to
keep the flies away.

There was no refrigeration until the early 20" century. Meat was sold



and consumed quickly. Some meat was still preserved by soaking in
brine, but the old methods of spicing, drying and powdering beef had
long gone.

The prime cuts were sold to the better-off customers; the poorer ones
made do with shanks, heels, trotters, tripe and offal. Pork was less
commonly sold by butchers. Many households had room to keep a pig
and fatten, slaughter and butcher it once a year, usually before Christmas.
It could be pickled in brine or vinegar, smoked as bacon or cured as hams
and hung from beams in the house. Its intestines could be used for
sausage skins, its blood and fat for black pudding and its head for brawn.

Most households produced their own pork pies and our Museum has
good examples of wooden pastry raisers for making them.

Reg Nelson, the last specialist pork butcher, inside his shop on Buxton Road (c1980).

By the late 19™ century specialist pork butchers began to appear in
town with their accompanying slaughter houses. As late as 1969 when
the present writer came to live in Bakewell he recalls young pigs being
driven along Buxton Road to the shop of the town’s celebrated pork



butcher, Reg Nelson. Reg’s pork pies, made to his own recipe, were
famed as being the equal of those made in Melton Mowbray.

In the market in the early 19" century poultry could be bought plucked
and drawn, but it was usual to buy chickens and ducks alive as in Asian
markets today. Geese would often be driven to the market. The goose
was the traditional prized bird at Christmas; the turkey, an import from
America in the late 16™ century, became the preferred choice in the 20™"
century.

Chicken, duck and goose eggs were always sold in the market by
farming families who kept birds specifically for laying. Large houses
like Haddon Hall required plentiful supplies and in Sir George Vernon’s
time in the 16" century they were delivered by one Margaret of Monyash.

The Critchlows have been butchers in various premises in the town since the 19th
century and are now in Bridge Street. Early last century their shop was prominent
in The Square next to the old Cloth Hall. Here Arthur Critchlow, his wife and son
stand outside their shop in The Square.



Arthur Critchlow standing in the doorway of the same shop looking in a street devoid
of traffic. These photographs of Critchlow's shop probably date from the 1930s. The
Old Cloth Hall, seen on the left was pulled down in 1936. Also of interest is the large

board immediately above his head, advertising his secondary business of hiring horses
and carriages for the growing tourist trade.

Arthur Critchlow and his son stand outside their shop to display a fine bullock
on its way to the slaughter house behind Bath Street.



Fish from the local rivers had been consumed by the inhabitants of the
Bakewell area since prehistoric times, the Wye and its tributaries, the
Lathkil and the Bradford. Salmon once ran up the Derwent and the Wye
which were also noted for the native brown trout. The rainbow trout,
watched today by tourists on Bakewell Bridge, were only introduced
from North America at the turn of the 19™ century.

However, all this fresh water fish was not available to the inhabitants
of the area once early tribal chiefs began to claim their unassailable rights
to tracts of land and the rivers passing through them. By the Norman
period these rights were enshrined in the charters of the manorial feudal
system. Those who took fish illegally from the rivers by rod or net or, in
the case of trout, by tickling, risked punishment in the lord’s manorial
court.

The lord, on the other hand, had an abundance of fish from his rivers,
including fresh water crayfish from the Wye. Sir George Vernon in the
16™ century could also enjoy pike, perch, roach and carp from the ponds
and lakes on his thirty manors beyond Bakewell.

The people of Bakewell, although they were among those living
furthest from the sea in Britain, were dependent on salt water fish as an
alternative to meat. This became more necessary before the Reformation
when the Roman Catholic church designated Friday as a ‘Fish Day’. This
was imposed on the faithful as a penance for Christ’s Passion on Good
Friday and forbade the eating of meat on those days.

However, fresh white fish, as we know it, was unavailable so far
inland as Bakewell. The time involved in catching it, landing it and
transporting it was detrimental. Herrings were more adaptable and being
an oily fish could keep their flavour longer in carriage by packhorse into
the Peak. Of course, much herring was pickled, salted or smoked as red
herring or Kippers.

From early times cod was landed and then dried before being
dispatched to inland towns. It was laid out on slats or stocks and was
known as stockfish. Unappetising in appearance, it was called buckthorn
on account of the bones which protruded from the dried flesh. So ugly
was its appearance that it was one of a string of discourteous insults
directed at the young king Henry by the scurrilous Sir John Falstaff
(Henry IV part 1, 1590).



More expensive seafood came north on the weekly London wagon
which passed through Ashbourne and Leek on its way to Manchester and
Carlisle. Packhorses from Haddon Hall and those of the Bakewell
merchants collected shellfish from Ashbourne - mussels and Whitstable
oysters preserved in small barrels of saltwater. These were luxuries for
the well-to-do who, by the late 18" century, could enjoy some fresh water
fish.

The duke of Rutland allowed anglers to fish the river Wye if they
obtained a license from either the Rutland Arms or the Peacock at
Rowsley. Rods were available for hire at both these hostelries as
Bakewell established a reputation for its brown trout and grayling. In
1827 Glover’s Directory lists one John Foulkes who sold fishing tackle
in Bakewell.

Whilst a privileged few might enjoy their catch, the ordinary folk
relied on such fish as came into the market. But improvements and
changes were enabling a more varied supply of food, and especially fish,
to arrive in the town. The Peak’s turnpike roads made Bakewell more
accessible. Peakland bridges were rebuilt and Bakewell’s was widened.
All this not only allowed faster mail and passenger services, it also
promoted trade as regular wagon transport was opened to Manchester,
Sheffield and Derby. The age of the packhorse had passed.

Such developments saw the increase in shops lining Bakewell streets.
People became less dependent on the weekly market as shopkeepers,
taking advantage of speedier and regular deliveries of perishable
commodities like meat and fish, were now able to preserve them a little
longer.

The earliest printed directories of Bakewell, The Universal British
Directory (c1790-98) and Pigot and Co’s Directory (1822-23) list only
two butchers’ shops, both in the former list, Edward Heathcote, senior
and junior, and Henry Naylor. None is listed in the latter directory.
Neither includes a fishmonger.

The independent fish shop in the town appears to have come in the
early 19th century. The earliest was probably George Knowles who is
recorded in Glover’s Directory (1827),

Britain’s expanding rail network greatly enhanced the distribution of
goods as the 19" century progressed. In 1863 the Midland Railway
reached Bakewell, linking it with Derby and London and eventually



Manchester. Fast fish trains began to operate and fishmongers began to
flourish.

Towards the end of the century the discovery of the production of ice
by means of electricity led to the introduction of the ice box in America.
This was followed by the invention of the refrigerator and the freezer.
These appliances were gradually introduced into shops and then
households in the 20" century.

The Old Town Hall, built in 1709 and shown here in the 1960s, housed the ground
floor shops of butchers, fishmongers and purveyors of game from the late 19th
century to the late 1930s. With its cobbled forecourt it became known as the new
Shambles.

One such beneficiary of all these developments was James Turner of
Bakewell whose business papers and family photographs have recently
been deposited in our Museum. He set up in business as a ‘Fishmonger,
Fruitier and Licensed Dealer in Game’ at his shop within the ground floor
of the Old Town Hall in 1927. The other half of the ground floor was



usually occupied by butchers and the frontage with its cobbled exterior
became known as the Shambles.

James Turner prospered as the town’s fishmonger from 1927 until his
death in 1947. He had a van and delivered fish around the town and the
surrounding villages. His account ledgers reveal that he even supplied
Shentall’s, Chesterfield’s principal grocer at that time. He in turn was
supplied by Charles Petrie and Son of Liverpool whose letter head
described them as ‘cold storage proprietors, colonial produce importers,
wholesale fish, game and poultry merchants and salmon factors’.

No one succeeded in Bakewell as an independent fishmonger like
James Turner. After the 2" World War two women ran a fish shop in
Buxton Road which was taken over by a cheerful Italian chef called
Pasquale. He provided the hotels in and around Bakewell and would even
visit local customers and cook a variety of fish dishes for them.

A prosperous fishmonger and his family, James Turner and his wife Ena and
son Eddie. This photograph was reproduced as a postcard which could be given
to relatives and friends as well as customers. (1930s)



Jim Turner (left) in the early
days of his business in the
Old Town Hall (Christmas
¢1930). His fish, displayed
on a stand above the
vegetables, has come by rail
from Aberdeen.

Before plastic bags became a blight to the
environment, prosperous businesses like Jim
Turner's issued stout, reusable paper bags which
were given free to their customers as a means of
advertising.

J. TURNER
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James and Ena beside their Christmas display. By now (1940) their business has
extended and he uses the top hanging rail to display his game.

Pasquale sold the business to a chef from the Devonshire Arms at
Beeley who barely lasted a year. He claimed he could not compete with
the local supermarkets. A fish van from Manchester now delivers in the
streets and another appears at Bakewell’s Farmers’ Market from
Grimsby.

Many townsfolk and certainly tourists resort to that old standby, the
fish and chip shop. Yet for years the old Bakewell Town Council would
not countenance the presence of such shops in the town. It maintained
that eating on the hoof lowered the tone of the town and brought litter to
the streets. There are now three fish and chip shops in the town.

By the end of the 19" century the sale and consumption of game
increased. The Game Law of 1831 regulated the killing and sale of game
with requirements that largely apply today. Differing days of the
shooting season were laid down for grouse, pheasant, partridge and duck.



Landed estates were required to employ gamekeepers to breed and
release birds and issue licenses to shooting parties. Likewise local
authorities governed the sale of the game by issuing licenses to
shopkeepers. The purveyors of game in Bakewell appear at the end of the
19t century.

Perhaps one of the earliest was William Drabble Marsden, a member
of an old and extensive family in Bakewell. A photograph of his premises
is among the papers of James Turner, who later succeeded him in the Old
Town Hall. Perhaps our William Marsden, born in 1828 and recorded as
a butcher in the 1891 census of Bakewell, may have been his father.
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William Drabble Marsden occupied the Old Town Hall premises before Jim
Turner. He may have been the first licensed purveyor of game in Bakewell at the
end of the 19th century. The photograph of the shop shows a typical array of
turkeys and geese, along with pheasants and partridge. All are plucked and drawn,
the poultry suspended by their feet, the game birds by their necks. Notice the
empty containers for delivering his poultry on the right.



In 1919 the Skidmore family appear to have followed on from the
Marsdens when they opened a shop in Matlock Street selling fish, poultry
and game. They were the last family shop to do so. Their original shop
was demolished when Matlock Street was widened. Mrs Skidmore and
her sons continued the business across the street where their shop,
festooned with game birds, rabbits and hares, was a quaint anachronism
which fascinated residents and tourists alike. In the growing climate of
public hygiene such premises did not survive.

KIDM

John Skidmore continued selling game in his small shop in Matlock Street. It was
no longer equipped with the hooks and racks for grand displays. Instead his game
is visible within the window on the right and his fish on the left.



Mrs Skidmore and her three sons moved the business across the road in Matlock
Street. They no longer sold fish, but concentrated on poultry and game. They
revived the old custom of hanging their produce outside.

As the 21% century dawned Britain recoiled under the impact of
outbreaks of disease affecting our food supplies — bird flu, salmonella
poisoning, mad cow disease and foot and mouth epidemics. Radical
action was necessary. The Department of the Environment, Food and
Rural Affairs (DEFRA) introduced a strict programme of animal welfare
and the regulation of slaughtered livestock. This was strengthened in
2001 by the establishment of the Food Standards Agency to inspect the
sources of our food and to supervise the hygiene of food outlets.

Gone are the days of eating fish and chips out of last week’s
newspapers. Private, uninspected slaughter houses were finally removed
from Bakewell’s streets. No longer could carcases be displayed outdoors
along with mixed poultry and game. Within shops raw and cooked meat
must be arranged separately under glass and sealed plastic packaging
must be appropriately labelled.



Our meat, fish, poultry and game has increased in variety. Those of
us who have more exotic tastes now buy venison which can be acquired
locally from red deer culled from the Chatsworth herd. Buffalos now
graze locally and their steaks and buffalo burgers are sold at Bakewell’s
monthly market. Kangaroo meat is being imported and even grey
squirrel is available in some parts of the country. Fish eaters can now
enjoy species caught well beyond our coasts including tuna, shark,
swordfish, squid and octopus.

The days when the nobility ate swans and enjoyed peacock feasts
belong to the mediaeval past. Today the humble guinea fowl, a native of
Africa, affords an alternative to chicken. More surprising is the growing
demand for ostrich, a bird now farmed in Britain.

The 20™ century saw the British taste for exotic and foreign food
steadily increase. Those of us who have taken refreshment in the
basement café of London’s Tate Gallery will have marvelled at the
famous mural extending around its four walls. An amusing conceit on
our appetite for the unusual, it is entitled ‘The Expedition in Pursuit of
Rare Meats’ and was painted in 1927 by Rex Whistler whilst he was a
student at the Slade School (UCL). (For more on Whistler in Derbyshire
see JBHS, 2013, No0.40) The mural depicts hunting parties sent out by the
Duke of Epicurania (a reference to the ancient Greek Epicurus) to bring
back animals from around the world. In one hunting party Whistler
portrays himself on his bicycle as they pursue leopards and a unicorn!

Thankfully our tastes have not extended to the consumption of
leopards, and unicorns are the food of fancy! Yet who can guess what we
might be consuming in the future? The increase in vegetarianism and
veganism is eyed with concern in the meat trade. Global warming and the
increasing world population will govern what we can eat and who can eat
what.

Footnote: A new, independent fishmonger, J.H.H. Mann, has recently
opened a premises in Holly Lodge, Rutland Square. Two independent
butchers remain - Critchlow's in Bridge Street and the 'Ginger Butchers'
in Granby Road.



Taylors and Brooke-Taylors in Bakewell 1799-2013

Geoff Brooke-Taylor

This is Part 1 of a two-part article. It principally covers three
generations of the Taylor/Brooke-Taylor family: James, John and
Herbert, in Bakewell in the nineteenth century. The second part,
covering the twentieth century, including Clifford, Michael and
his wife Barbara (Bobs), will be published in the 2023 BDHS
Journal.



Introduction

I am lucky enough to be in possession of papers relating to the
previous five generations of my family on my father’s side, who all spent
the greater part of their lives in Bakewell. Two of them in particular —
James Taylor of Bakewell and his grandson Herbert Brooke Taylor -
played a significant role in the town, and were both honoured by the
closing of all shops in the town on the days of their funerals. James is
known as James Taylor of Bakewell, to distinguish him from his father
James Taylor of Retford and his son James (also of Bakewell, but with
three brothers, most of whose time was also spent in Bakewell).

| wanted to try and place the lives and activities of my family in
Bakewell in the context of the development of the town and its facilities,
over the two centuries of Taylor involvement. This article is not intended,
however, to be a comprehensive history of either Bakewell or the
Taylor/Brooke-Taylor family. With regard to the family, it focuses on
those members of the family who played a material part in the life of the
town, or for whom the town played a material part in their lives, which
may explain why there is an apparent concentration on the male line.

I should perhaps also address at this stage the question of when and
why the family name changed from Taylor to Brooke-Taylor. John
Taylor gave his second son Herbert, the christian name of Brooke, after
his grandmother Mary Hunt (née Brooke), with whom he was most
impressed. Mary came from a long line of Brookes from Margate. She
had married Joseph Hunt, a very successful playing card manufacturer in
London, whose daughter Jane married James Taylor of Bakewell.
Herbert then gave all his seven children Brooke as their third christian
name. During their schooling at Cheltenham College, the five boys began
to use Brooke as part of their surname, and this became more established
as the years went on, although for strict legal identification in the First
World War they all remained Taylors. In 1930, Clifford, Herbert’s
second son, changed his name and that of his family by deed poll, to
Brooke-Taylor. It is not believed that any other branches legally adopted
the hyphen.

I have attached a simplified family tree at the end of this article, but
must emphasise that it is not a comprehensive tree, merely identifying
the relationship of the main names appearing in this document. I should
also explain that much of the information contained here has come from



work done by each of the three previous generations in putting together
notes about the family. Much more information, particularly about the
nineteenth century, is contained in the Derbyshire County Archives.
Finally, I would like to thank my cousins Dru Brooke-Taylor, Michael
Cockerton and my sister Dot, for reading the draft and suggesting
amendments, additions and advice. Any errors are, of course, my fault.

Ann Johnson ( née Taylor) (1779-1811)

James Taylor of Retford (1752-1823) was a book-seller and
bookbinder in Retford, Nottinghamshire. He was one of three sons of
William Taylor of Forfar in Scotland and then York. William may have
been a Jacobite supporter at the time of the Bonnie Prince Charlie
uprising in 1745, which ended at the battle of Culloden in 1746, but I am
not aware of any evidence to support that family story. James and his
wife Sarah (née Drury) had eight children: Ann, John, Sarah, Elizabeth,
James, William, Jane and Henry, four of whom lived in Bakewell at
various times. In 1799 James Taylor’s eldest child Ann married a Robert
Johnson and moved to Bakewell. Robert and Ann lived at The Croft
Farm, Coombs Road. The Croft Farm subsequently became East Lodge,
then Brooklands and then the Pentecostal Eventide Home. It is now a
Grade Il listed building.

Robert Johnson had recently moved to Bakewell from Louth in
Lincolnshire, and in 1800 he took over a mercers and drapery business in
King Street, Bakewell, with some banking functions as well. King Street
at the time was a country lane leading up the hill to the church. A mercer
was a dealer in textile fabrics. The business had previously been owned
by the Gould family, and had been a universal store where one could buy
nearly anything. (The Goulds' 1735 ledger is now in the Derbyshire
Records Office.) Thomas Gould had lived at Holywell House, across
King Street from the shop. The business may have been passed to Robert
because he was related to the Goulds.

Unfortunately, Ann Johnson died in 1811, aged only 32, having been
ill for many months.



James Taylor of Bakewell (1788-1863)

In 1803 James and Sarah
Taylor’s second son, James,
aged 15, moved from Retford to
Bakewell to be apprenticed to
his  brother-in-law,  Robert
Johnson, in the mercers and
drapery business. Robert was
also a farmer, but was cutting
back the farming side to
concentrate on the business. He
and James worked to develop
the mercers and general store
into a high-class drapery
business.

Although the business was
primarily a shop, it also fulfilled banking functions. Since 1797 Goulds
had been agents for the Wirksworth Bank and handled Arkwright notes.
Richard Arkwright had started Cromford Mill in the 1760s, and then built
a number of others in the area. In 1777 he had taken a lease of land by
the River Wye in Bakewell, which became Lumford Mill, opening in
1782. He built a mill with water wheels powering the cotton mill
machinery. Richard Arkwright was one of the first employers to pay his
employees in notes which could be cashed at retail businesses before
banks were widely established. (See Bakewell in the 19" Century
chapter below.)

James Taylor was a serious-minded and intelligent young man and
took to the business world immediately. It was not long before he began
to re-organise the business, concentrating on the more lucrative product
lines. However, he always preferred the banking side. James became a
partner in 1811, on turning 21, and the business became known as
Johnson and Taylor.

James originally lived with his sister and brother-in-law at The Croft
Farm, but on his marriage to Ann Briddon of Youlgreave in 1812, he and
Ann moved to occupy rooms over the shop on King Street, right next to
The White Horse Inn. Unfortunately his wife Ann died quite suddenly
the following year, shortly followed by their daughter of only a few




months. Then in 1824, not long after The White Horse Inn (now The
Rutland Arms) had been rebuilt and extended by the Duke of Rutland as
a coaching inn, which included taking over what had been the garden
behind the shop premises, James moved to the house opposite, sometimes
known as Mr Newton’s House, but then Holywell House, where he lived
for over 50 years. He apparently improved it greatly, and it was noted in
family correspondence that there were indications in the cellars that it
had once been part of a considerably larger property. There may also have
been a well in the back garden, which would explain the house name.
Holywell House was subsequently used as the Vicarage and then became
the Co-operative shop in the late 20" century, before becoming an
antique shop.

James’ sister Elizabeth came over from Retford to keep house for him
after his wife Ann died, and stayed for nearly 10 years, until he married
again in 1824. James’ second wife was Jane Hunt of London, whom he
had met when visiting his brother John, in London. John was an eminent
London publisher, publishing the poetry of Keats, Clare and Hazlitt,
among others, in partnership with James Hessey. He later became the
publisher of The London Magazine for a few years, before being
appointed as the first publisher for the University of London. He also
wrote pamphlets on currency and other matters, and a book about the
Egyptian pyramids. James and John were very close, and corresponded
frequently.

James and Jane had seven children, four of whom survived infancy.
They were John (1825-1904), George (1827-1889), James (1833-1908)
and Joseph William (1837-1923). They also had 33 grandchildren,
almost all born in Bakewell. In his later years James Taylor of Bakewell
would have been an austere figure with his black suit, high collar and
“chimney-pot” hat. But he loved to see the ten grandchildren born in his
lifetime. It was evident from his letters to his brother John in London that
those grandchildren became the joy of his life.

Robert Johnson died in 1835, and James Taylor inherited his share of
both the banking and drapery businesses. James’ main interest had
always been in the banking side of the business and he left the
management of the 'Trade Department’ to partners. Initially he took on
Jonathan Wilson, who became a partner in 1844 (when it became Taylor
and Wilson). Unfortunately, Jonathan Wilson died suddenly in 1850 (and



was so highly thought of in the Town that he is commemorated in a
stained glass window in the Newark of Bakewell All Saints Parish
Church). From then on the drapery side of the business was run as Taylor,
Son and Redfern by James’ son George and his assistant William
Redfern, who had originally started as an apprentice in the 1830s.
Subsequently Gilderoy Glossop also became a partner.

The two sides of the business were formally split in 1846, when James
founded a separate bank, initially called James Taylor Esq., sharing
premises with the drapery. In 1861 James Taylor’s third son, also James,
who had been working at a bank in London, was persuaded by his father
to come back to Bakewell and joined his father’s bank, which became
known as James Taylor & Son. As a result of a succession of mergers,
the banking business founded by James Taylor is now the National
Westminster Bank in Water Lane, Bakewell.

James (senior) engaged in a systematic study of monetary and
currency problems, which led to his campaigning for and against various
monetary developments, particularly between 1810 and 1830, and to the
publication of a number of pamphlets. These were usually published by
his brother John in London. Politically he was a freelance, and he formed
a League in Derbyshire which bound its members to refuse all bribes and
to vote according to their conscience. The very need for such a league
indicates the state of politics in the early nineteenth century. James also
gave business advice to his brother John on a number of occasions, as
both John and his partner James Hessey were more interested in the
literary side of their London publishing business than the financial.

James was a churchman with strong evangelical views and he
sometimes crossed swords with the high church vicar of Bakewell, on
occasions walking out of church during the sermon as a protest against
the doctrine being preached. Other matters that he became involved in
included the church restoration, the local dispensary arrangements, and
the new Poor Law. Also, he attended many meetings of various railway
companies up and down the country.

Frank and Herbert’s brother Christopher wrote many family stories
and anecdotes in the 1920s, including some about his grandfather James.
One of these was: “Grandfather was a smart walker and once spent the
morning doing business in Manchester, dined in the middle of the day
and walked home to Bakewell after dinner. He intended to allow the



coach to catch him up, but when it did, he had reached Chapel-en-le-Frith
and was too warm to risk sitting outside the coach.” (That was a walk of
approximately 35 miles!!). Another story was that, having attended a
meeting in Bakewell to discuss celebrations for the marriage of Queen
Victoria and Prince Albert in 1840, James came out of the meeting as a
Steward for what ended up as a very successful Public Ball — probably to
his embarrassment and certainly to the amusement of his children.

James died in August 1863, and such was his reputation in Bakewell
that all the shops closed for his funeral as a mark of respect. There was a
lengthy obituary in The Banker magazine, which said: “During a long
and active career, passed in perilous times, the accuracy of his judgement
enabled him to steer clear of the shoals and rocks of commerce, and the
pure integrity of his character armed him against the temptations which
proved fatal to many of his professional order.” Another comment was
that “he feared God and little else besides.” He is one of only three
Bakewell residents to earn a place in the Dictionary of National
Biography. Locally he was known to his friends as Mr Taylor the Banker
and acknowledged financial expert, and to his enemies as that old radical
Mr Taylor the Draper!

The National Westminster Bank plc has a portrait of James Taylor, the
founder of the bank, at their Water Lane premises, although it is not
currently on public display.

Bakewell in the Nineteenth Century

By 1800 Richard Arkwright employed about 300 people in Bakewell.
Lumford Mill was the second or third location where he employed his
patented cotton spinning frame and carding machine inventions, powered
by water, in the world’s first industrial factories. The effect of Sir Richard
Arkwright and his Lumford Mill on Bakewell, in terms of population and
income at least, cannot be overstated, let alone the fact that successful
innovators such as Arkwright tended to attract other like-minded people.
The mill remained in the Arkwright family until 1860, and in 1898 it was
taken over by the Dujardin-Plante Company, who made electric storage
batteries. It continued to be known as the DP Battery even after the plant
closed in 1970 and then becoming Riverside Business Park, housing up
to 40 local businesses, with a proposal to establish a Premier Inn in 2022.



In addition to Lumford Mill, developments in Bakewell in the late
eighteenth century had included the arrival of the turnpike road, later the
A6. However, during the nineteenth century the appearance of Bakewell
changed dramatically, partly because of the Duke of Rutland’s work in
developing the town as a spa town, but also because of successful
industrialists in the area and the rise of the professional classes. Buildings
were demolished to create Rutland Square, and as farmers moved out of
town into the countryside following the Parliamentary Enclosure in 1810,
their redundant buildings were demolished, redeveloped or converted to
other uses, including civic and commercial.

The Piggott & Co. Commercial Directory for Derbyshire for 1835 lists
under ‘Linen and Woollen Drapers' in Bakewell, Johnson and Taylor of
King Street, who are also described as distributors for the Stamp Office.
At that time coaches (horse-drawn of course) for seven different
destinations throughout the country stopped daily in Bakewell.

Travel underwent significant changes during James’ lifetime. Until
1840, journeys involved travel on horseback, by chaise or on a coach. A
journey to London would involve getting a coach to Leicester, staying
overnight (in the Taylors case often with friends or relatives) and then
getting another coach to London next day. Later they could catch a train
from Derby to London, then from Ambergate, and, even later (1849),
Rowsley. But problems, including arguments about the route and the
need for tunnels, involving the Dukes of Rutland and Devonshire among
others, meant that it was 1863 before Bakewell had its own railway
station.

Some of James’ relatives also lived in Bakewell at various times.
Elizabeth Taylor (known as Bessie), having kept house for her brother
James for 10 years from 1814, returned to Bakewell in 1864 with her
sister Jane (who had taught at a girl’s school in Kensington), and they
lived at Yew Tree House, just further up Bagshaw Hill from The Hall,
until Elizabeth died in 1869 and Jane in 1870. They are buried in
Bakewell cemetery near their brother James and his family. Also, three
siblings of James’ wife, Jane (Hunt) Taylor: George, Mary and Martha
Hunt, lived at Bridge House from 1843 to 1852.

By the middle of the nineteenth century, all four of James Taylor
(senior)’s children were working in Bakewell, although they had all spent



time with their Uncle John in London when growing up, and James
worked in London until 1861. In addition to John practising as a solicitor,
James worked at the bank, his brother George at the draper’s shop and
William also became a solicitor, having trained with his brother John.

John Taylor (1825-1904)

John Taylor, the eldest son of James
Taylor of Bakewell, started his working
life in the drapery/banking business with
his father, but did not take to it, and
became articled in Rotherham to William
Fretwell Hoyle, a solicitor. In September
1849 the Bakewell solicitor’s practice of
Mr Atkinson was purchased for John by
his father. Initially the office was at
London House in Matlock Street. (It was
later bought by Dr Evans, who added an
extra storey, and it then became the Red
Cross House, but has since been knocked
down as part of a road-widening scheme.)
John was the first of twelve
Taylors/Brooke-Taylors from Bakewell who have been solicitors.

Then, in about 1850, James (snr.) bought land and built houses along
a stretch of Matlock Street which had been the tanning business and yard.
In 1852 John moved his home and office across the road to Welford
House (which by the 1920s had become a boot and shoe shop, and by the
1960s Mills shoe shop, now Wards shoe shop). Clients to the office
entered by the archway to the right of the house. Renovation work in the
shop by Wards in 2018 uncovered a hearth and fireplace in the front
room, which was probably John Taylor’s, and now forms a feature in the
shop.

John and his wife Catherine (née Parker), had twelve children, all
born in Bakewell, eight of whom survived into adulthood. However, John
apparently did not enjoy living in Bakewell and in 1872 he moved with
his wife Catherine and family to Darley Dale, from where he, and
subsequently his two eldest sons, Frank and Herbert, commuted daily by




train. John continued to practise law until Frank and Herbert were both
qualified solicitors and working in the practice, when he retired.

John was Clerk to the Magistrates in Bakewell from 1857 for 20 years,
and was also very involved in the establishment of the Bakewell Local
Board, which preceded the Urban District Council. He was a deeply
religious man, but, although a regular member of the Church of England,
there were aspects with which he did not agree. He was introduced to,
and became involved in, the Moravian Church, taking an active part in
helping to codify the laws relating to the Church and putting its finances
and property in order, which led to him being appointed 'Advocatus
Fratrum in Anglia’, a position subsequently held by the next three
generations of solicitors in the family (Herbert, Clifford and Michael).
Also, seven of his children were baptised in the Moravian Church.

In May 1860 a new Volunteer Rifle Corps was mustered at
Chatsworth, led by Captain Lord George Cavendish. The three brothers,
John, George and James Taylor, all attended. They were addressed by the
Duke of Devonshire and afterwards there was a lunch in the Carriage
House at Chatsworth, at which John apparently acted as vice chairman.

John and Catherine’s eldest child, Jane (often known as Jeannie), born
in 1851, went to school in Southport. Later the two daughters of Jane’s
headmistress, Mary and Emily, came to stay in Bakewell, and eventually
Mary married Jane’s Uncle George, and her sister Emily married Jane’s
Uncle James (see George Taylor and James Taylor below). Jane later
married James Swanston and was based in the London area for most of
the rest of her life. The family retained Bakewell links, however, and one
of her sons sadly died in Bakewell in 1906, aged only 24.

Two of John Taylor’s children, Frank (1852-1915) and Herbert
(1855-1923) also became solicitors and worked with their father at the
practice in Bakewell (see below).

The fourth child, Katherine Anne (born in 1858) married into the
Ellis family and moved away. Brothers John Archibald (1865-1932)
and Christopher William (1867-1938), having attended Eastbourne
College amongst other schools, went to the Crystal Palace School of
Engineering in London, established after the Great Exhibition of 1851,
and they both became surveyors and engineers. John Archibald married
Anne Cartwright and moved to the Mansfield area. Their children
subsequently took the name 'Cartwright-Taylor'. In 1888 Christopher and



his older brother Arthur (1857-1923) went to America for three or four
years, working and travelling, and on their return, Arthur came back to
Bakewell, where he developed a surveyors practice. Christopher became
a partner in an engineering business (Sanders & Taylor) in Manchester
and lived in Knutsford, Cheshire, but regularly visited Bakewell
throughout his life. In fact he came over so often that he was even captain
of the Bakewell Golf Club one year. On the 3rd July 1904 he cycled from
Bakewell to Knutsford in one day, which is 35 miles on roads that were
not as well surfaced as they are today and included going over the Cat
and Fiddle, although perhaps not quite as much of an epic as his
grandfather’s walk to Bakewell from Manchester.

After retirement John and his wife Catherine moved briefly to
Blackheath just south of London, then to Ilkley in Yorkshire and
eventually to Harrogate. Catherine died in 1895. After John’s death in
1904, their remaining eight children paid for the baptistry in Bakewell
parish church to be renovated and lined with oak in memory of John and
Catherine. Subsequently small plaques have been placed in those oak
panels in memory of six members of the family who have since
worshipped there (Frank, Herbert and their brother Arthur, Clifford and
Edward - two of Herbert’s sons, and Barbara (Bobs), Clifford’s daughter-
in-law).

George Taylor (1827-1889)

George worked in Bakewell all of his working life, from 1846 as a
partner in the drapery business in King Street until it was sold to Booth
& Wright in 1881, after which he moved away. Booth and Wright
eventually became Broughtons (drapers) for the second half of the 20t
century, but is now a coffee shop.

In 1862 George moved into one of the properties that his father had
built along Matlock Street, next door to John (which was the one
occupied by Hill the tailor in the 1920s). John, George and James had
twelve, ten and eleven children respectively, who had the run of the land
behind the Matlock and King Street properties which had previously been
the Tan Yard of the tanning business on Matlock Street.

George and his wife Mary (née Bennett) had seven daughters, six of
whom married and moved away from Bakewell, and three sons, at least



two of whom left the area. The youngest, Robert Wilson Taylor,
emigrated to Canada and his descendants still live in VVancouver.

James Taylor (1833-1908)

After his return from London in 1861 to become a partner in his
father’s banking business, James (junior) moved into his father’s house
in King Street and he and his wife Emily (née Bennett) lived there for the
rest of their lives. The bank continued in James’ ownership after his
father died, until he sold it to Crompton & Evans Union Bank, a growing
joint stock bank in Derby, in 1879. They kept him on as manager for a
few years, during which time they built the premises at the corner of
Water Lane, which was opened in 1883. It subsequently went through a
series of mergers, culminating in 1970 when it became the National
Westminster Bank.

In later years James became involved in a few organisations locally,
including being a director of the Bakewell Town Hall Company Ltd with
his nephew Herbert.

James and Emily had seven daughters and four sons. Only two of the
daughters married: Edith Augusta who married into the Cockerton
family, and Mary Emmelie who married a Mr Bateman. Edith and
Vernon Cockerton had six children, four of whom died unmarried. Their
eldest son, Richard William Penn Cockerton, practised as a solicitor in
Bakewell all his career, as did the youngest of his three children, Michael,
who is now a retired solicitor in Bakewell. Vernon and Edith at one time
lived at Butts House, Butts View in Bakewell, but later moved to Burre
House. Their son Richard lived there after his mother died, and Richard’s
son Michael moved back there with his wife Heather after Richard died.
When Michael retired, he and Heather moved from Burre House back to
Butts View. Vernon and Edith Cockerton’s second son Oliver, married
Eileen Carrington and they lived first at Glebe Croft, and then at Butts
House.

Of James Taylor’s four sons, Ernest Moseley was killed in action in
1916, but the other three married and left the area. The four unmarried
daughters (Emily Kathleen, Dorothy Hunt, Olive Muriel and Florence
Margaret — known as Madge) lived with their mother Emily at Holywell
House, until she died in 1918. They then spent many years in Bath, before



three of them moved back to Bakewell to live in The Avenue. The last
one to die was Madge, who was well into her 90s when she died in 1977.

Joseph William Taylor (1837-1923)

After William qualified as a solicitor in the early 1860s, he went to
work for a firm of solicitors in Gloucester for two years, before returning
to Bakewell, when he and his brother John opened a Buxton firm. After
a couple of years of commuting daily by pony and trap from Bakewell,
William moved to Buxton and John ceased to be a partner in the Buxton
firm. William practised as a solicitor in Buxton for the rest of his career
and became a prominent citizen of that town. His first wife, Jessie
Dickson, died young, leaving no issue, and late in life William married
Annie Elizabeth, his housekeeper. They adopted Janet Mary, known as
Jessie, who lived for many years in Bakewell and is in the group
photograph at the end of this article.

Francis James Taylor (1852-1915)

John Taylor’s eldest son Francis James (1852-1915), known as Frank,
was born in Bakewell, but then the family moved to Darley Dale, from
where he used to commute by train with his father and brother Herbert,
until he moved to Bakewell. He practised as a solicitor in Bakewell
throughout his working life, having qualified in 1872, and became a
partner with his father and brother in 1879. He was also the Clerk to the
Council for some years.

Frank married Emily Rickard from Manchester in 1882 and they had
two children, Alfred and Archabel. Alfred was one of the first pupils at
S. Anselms preparatory school, on Stanedge Road, which opened in
1888. He left Bakewell on growing up, as did his sister Archabel,
although she returned many years later, and married her cousin Clifford
Brooke-Taylor, only a few months before he died in 1955. She continued
to live in Bakewell until she died in 1964.

In 1882 Frank purchased a large plot of land above Bakewell Church,
on the west side of Church Lane. Either at that time or later, he also
acquired a row of three 'Parsonage Cottages' adjacent to the other land.
He subsequently built a house on the land beside the Parsonage Cottages
that he called Overdale. However, in 1901 his wife Emily died young,



so after a while Frank converted the three Parsonage cottages into one,
moved in, and in 1912 sold Overdale to his brother Herbert. Many years
later, his daughter Archabel moved back into Parsonage Cottage, after
her cousin and husband Clifford died in 1955, and she stayed there for
the rest of her life. Also, Frank’s son Alfred had three daughters, one of
whom, Dodie (E.T.M. Taylor), was living in Parsonage Cottage in the
1970s.

After their father John retired, the solicitor’s practice changed its name
to F. & H. Taylor. When the new Town Hall had been completed in 1890
(see below), Frank and Herbert purchased the site next door, on the corner
of Bath Street and Anchor Square, and had new premises built to be their
offices. They moved into Town Hall Chambers in 1894.

In addition to being a partner in the F.& H. Taylor solicitors practice,
Frank was Clerk to the Commissioners for Income Tax and was Steward
of the Barmote Court — the ancient lead-mining courts in parts of
Derbyshire - for a number of the “Liberties” into which the court
jurisdiction is divided, from 1885 until his death in 1915. He was also
Chairman of Bakewell Urban District Council for many years. In addition
he was an ardent member of the Bakewell Company of Volunteers and
found time to reorganise the Bakewell (volunteer) Fire Brigade,
becoming its captain for many years.

Frank was always religious, as were most of the family in those days.
They often disagreed with the Church of England teaching and joined
different churches. Most of John Taylor’s children were baptised in the
Moravian church and the boys sent to Moravian schools in Fulneck
(Pudsey, near Leeds) and Ockbrook (near Derby). In Frank’s case, he
joined the Plymouth Brethren for a while, who met at Oddfellows Hall at
the top of Bagshaw Hill. He was also very involved with the Church of
England Men's Society and was a Sunday School teacher, in addition to
taking church services at Over Haddon, Ashford and Sheldon in the
absence of the clergy. Frank died after a short illness in June 1915.

Herbert Brooke Taylor (1855-1923)

John Taylor’s second son, Herbert Brooke (1855-1923), moved from
Darley Dale to Bakewell, after qualifying as a solicitor in 1878. When
aged about 30 he was playing football for Bakewell, in an away match at
Ockbrook, when he broke his leg. He was nursed by Mary Taitt



Mallalieu, daughter of the Rev. Mallalieu of the Moravian Church in
Ockbrook, and he and Mary were married in 1884. Herbert and Mary
lived first at West Bank, off Yeld Road, Bakewell, then at The Hall on
Bagshaw Hill, sometimes called Bagshaw Hall, from 1893 to 1913.
Bagshaw Hall had been built in 1684 for the Duke of Rutland’s agent,
Thomas Bagshaw, an attorney, on the site of an earlier building. Then in
1913, Herbert and his wife Mary moved to Overdale on Church Lane.
They added an extension, coach house and stables to the house and
renamed it The Close.

Herbert and Mary had seven children:
Dorothea (1885-1969), Clifford (1886-
1955), Cuthbert (1888-1915), Joyce
(1889-1913), Edward  (1893-1953),
Geoffrey (1895-1968) and Drury (1897-
1978). Herbert was christened Herbert
Brooke Taylor, after his great
grandmother, and gave a third christian
name Brooke to all his seven children.
Family records indicate that in 1905, at
the Hall, Herbert and Mary employed six
staff.

In March 1880, Herbert was appointed
clerk to the magistrates in Bakewell, a
post his father John had held for 24 years. When Herbert retired from that
role in 1920, his son Clifford took over from him. Herbert was also
Steward of a number of Barmote Courts, in which position he was
followed by his son Clifford, his grandsons John and Michael, and now
the next generation is represented by Michael Cockerton.

Herbert was very involved in various significant public works in
Bakewell. For many years he believed that the town should have a cottage
hospital. Finally, at the conclusion of the First World War, when a public
meeting was held to determine the best form of memorial for the men of
Bakewell and District who lost their lives in the war, it was decided that
a hospital would be appropriate. Herbert was made chairman of the
committee elected to carry the project through, and the hospital opened
in 1922, following which he was appointed as the first chairman of the
Hospital Committee. He and his wife Mary donated hospital equipment




in memory of their son Cuthbert, who was killed in action during the First
World War.

Another project that Herbert was intimately involved with was the
construction of a new Town Hall. There had been meetings held to try to
bring about such a facility a few times over the previous ten years, but
when the Bakewell Town Hall Company Limited was finally formed in
March 1889, the subscribers were Robert Orme, Stanley Orme, Herbert
Brooke Taylor, Frank Goodwin, Edward Cokayne, Alfred Adams and
Charles Glossop (son of Gildroy Glossop). Herbert was a director from
its creation, including spending some time as chairman. The building was
opened by the Duke of Rutland in September 1890, in a grand ceremony,
with an honour party of the 2" VVolunteer Battalion Derbyshire Regiment,
commanded by (then) Captain Herbert Brooke Taylor, in full uniform.

Herbert was also a prime mover in the rebuilding of Lady Manners
School. He was intimately involved in protracted negotiations between
the Charity Commission, Derbyshire County Council and others
regarding the future of the school and the income from the Lady Grace
Manners will (from 1649). The scheme, as negotiated and then approved
at a public meeting in the Town Hall, received Royal Assent in 1894.
Further negotiations finally secured the site between the Town Hall and
Bath Gardens. The bodies responsible for electing the Governors of the
School paid Herbert the compliment of electing him as a member of the
Board, as an acknowledgement of his services in bringing the scheme to
fruition. The new school reopened in 1896 in Bath Gardens and used the
new Town Hall for assembly. Herbert was a school governor for 30 years
and was chairman of the governors for some of that time. The school
moved up to Shutts Lane in 1936.

Herbert was also an enthusiastic amateur soldier. He joined the 9%
Derbyshire (Bakewell) Rifle Volunteers in 1874 as a Lieutenant and
remained very involved until he formally retired in 1904 as Lieutenant -
Colonel in command of the 2" Battalion Sherwood Foresters. The
portrait of him in Bakewell Town Hall was to honour that retirement.
However, he remained involved in organising the County’s voluntary
forces, being very influential in the Territorial Force Association, which
took over the functions of the Red Cross in the lead-up to the First World
War. Herbert had also been honorary secretary of the Derbyshire branch
of the Red Cross.



On the outbreak of War, Herbert was appointed as the Recruiting
Officer for Derbyshire and given the rank of honorary Colonel (in the
regular army). He raised a complete battalion in ten and a half days and
also had to arrange for their accommodation. Then he organised a
training corps for the whole of Derbyshire, made up of 90 corps, arranged
into eight battalions. Next, he was asked to reorganise the whole military
administration of the County — the military register. He also represented
the county on various national bodies.

In June 1915 all five of Herbert’s sons had been involved in the
conflict. Unfortunately the eldest, Arthur Cuthbert, was killed in action
at Gallipoli in June 1915, and the news of that death came in the same
week that Herbert’s brother Frank died suddenly. Two of his sons,
Edward and Geoffrey, were awarded the Military Cross for their heroism
in France. The burden of all his responsibilities, and probably grief and
worry about his family, led to him having what we would now describe
as a nervous breakdown, as a result of which the War Office granted his
son Clifford extended leave from the fighting in France to help with the
family solicitors' firm and his other work.

In January 1919, Herbert was appointed a Commander of the British
Empire (military). Probably because he was a Colonel in both the
Territorials and the regular army, he was known, in his family and
throughout Bakewell and the district, as 'The Colonel'. After the War,
Herbert chaired the Peace Celebrations Committee in Bakewell and had
previously chaired the Coronation Celebrations Committees for both
George V and Edward VII. Other activities included being District
Commissioner for the Boy Scout movement.

Herbert was a churchwarden of Bakewell All Saints Parish Church,
and a member of the Parochial Church Council (PCC), as was his son
Clifford and then Clifford’s daughter-in-law Barbara (Bobs). He was also
involved with foreign missionary meetings in the town, and he and Mary
were both on the Board of Guardians for the workhouse at Newholme.

Politically Herbert was a strong supporter of the Unionist Party, which
was made up of Liberals who had left the Liberal Party over Home Rule
and eventually became Conservatives. He was a Vice President of
Bakewell Conservative Club and was the political agent to Lord Edward
Cavendish, and then to his son Lord Victor Cavendish, who became the
9™ Duke of Devonshire and subsequently Governor-General of Canada.



They remained good friends throughout their lives. Herbert’s son Edward
took over as agent after him. The Cavendish family had been Whigs, then
Liberals and then Liberal Unionists before becoming Conservatives.

Herbert also used his influence with the Duke of Rutland to encourage
the Duke in 1920 to set aside the land still in use today as The Recreation
Ground. He was also a founder member of the Bakewell Golf Club in
1899, together with his brothers Frank and Arthur and his cousin
Raymond. The driving force behind the formation of the club was Vernon
Cockerton (see under James Taylor the younger, above), a young
solicitor working and living in Bakewell, who married Edith Taylor,
another of Herbert’s cousins. The Colonel was Captain of the Golf Club
twice, as was his cousin, Christopher Taylor, and four other relatives,
over the years.

Herbert’s other local activities also included being the President of the
Bakewell Working Men's Club from 1904-1923, a position which was
subsequently filled by his son Clifford from 1923-1955, and then his
grandson John for one year, before he moved to Northampton. In 1959
his second grandson Michael assumed the presidency, which he held until
his death in 1982. Herbert was also a Freemason and one-time
Worshipful Master of the Dorothy Vernon Lodge in Bakewell.

Although his health had recovered from the breakdown during the
First World War, Herbert was taken ill in early 1923 and died shortly
thereafter. Over 3,000 people attended his funeral and all shops and
business premises in Bakewell and the surrounding villages closed for
the day, echoing the honour given to his grandfather.

Public subscriptions enabled a wing to be added to the Bakewell &
District War Memorial Cottage Hospital in his memory. In an 'In
memoriam' brochure produced by High Peak News, was written: 'His
going left a great blank, but bequeaths a fine example and creates a lasting
memory of one who lived his life to the very best of his exceptional
abilities and the betterment of his fellow men.’

On the wall at the top of the stairs in the Town Hall, is a large painting
of Herbert in his Territorial uniform, painted following public
subscriptions to mark his ‘retirement’ from the Sherwood Foresters in
1904.

His wife Mary Taitt Taylor (née Mallalieu) (1862-1927) was quiet,
shy and unassuming and always took a back seat. She was intelligent,



well-read and religious, with a great deal of common sense. She was
involved with a number of organisations in the town, including her
membership of the Board of Governors of the Newholme Workhouse and
secretaryship of the British and Foreign Bible Society. Between 1914 and
1916 she and Alice Rickard were the Honorary Secretaries of the
Bakewell Cottage Home, which was a convalescent and holiday home
for women and girls. I believe Alice Rickard was the sister of Emily, who
had married Frank Taylor, but died early. After Mary’s death, an archway
at the Western boundary of the Bakewell churchyard onto Church Lane,
(between The Close and the town) was erected by Herbert and Mary’s
surviving children in memory of:
Herbert Brooke Taylor, Mary Taitt Brooke Taylor,
Mary Joyce Brooke Taylor and Arthur Cuthbert Brooke Taylor.

Additional Paintings and Photographs

C

Family members with portrait of James Taylor of Bakewell,
in National Westminster Bank offices, Bakewell.
L to R. Bobs Brooke-Taylor, Jessie Taylor, Heather Cockerton,
Michael Cockerton, Martin Brooke Taylor.



James Taylor of Retford

(1752-1823).
1921 copy of a water colour sketch by William
Hilton RA (1786-1839), from which an oil
painting was also made.

Herbert Brooke Taylor

(1855-1923).
Photo of an oil painting hanging in
Bakewell Town Hall, taken of the
Colonel in his VVolunteers uniform and
medal, to celebrate his retirement from
being Colonel of the regiment in 1904.
Money was raised for the painting by
public subscription.
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Baslow Act of Enclosure & the Enclosure Award
David Dalrymple-Smith

Introduction

The Chapelry of Baslow, part of the early parish of Bakewell,
contained the village of Baslow and the villages (hamlets in 1824) of
Bubnell, Curbar and Froggatt. It became a civil area as well as a clerical
one and at times was called the Manor of Baslow. It has since been
divided up, but the individual village boundaries have changed little over
the centuries. The article describes the 1824 Baslow Act of Enclosure
which is based on the old Chapelry. It discusses the reasons why it was
enacted, the actions that followed and the final result.

The history of land tenure in England is complex and not addressed
here. Suffice to say that by the 1700s there were two main types of
tenure, freehold land owned by the lord of the manor or by freeholders,
and common and waste land managed by the local community and
protected by law. (There was also copyhold, not relevant to Baslow).
Common land was usually 'open field', divided into strips and farmed by
individual villagers. Waste land, i.e. land unsuitable for farming,
included moorland and despite its name was an important resource for
the local economy. Villagers had certain rights including grazing cattle
and cutting peat. Common land also included village greens, the verges
of roads (quite wide at times) and the banks of streams. Travellers were
free to cross it as they wished.

In the 18" century agriculture was becoming more efficient, enhanced
by the gradual enclosure of common land into fields owned by the lord
of the manor or freeholders. This process was, at least in a legal sense,
voluntary, but it was slow and cumbersome. In the 1600s Parliament
introduced 'Acts of Enclosure’. A commissioner was appointed to
investigate and make recommendations for dividing up the common and
waste and awarding individual allotments to individuals. The Act was
the legal basis, the Enclosure Award the distribution of benefits. All
beneficiaries were then required to enclose their allotted land. The
intention was to make better use of land. Anyone could promote an Act
and, when passed, local objections could be overruled.



The map shows the area as it was in 1824. The black line represents
the Edges, a long line of scarps marking the boundary between the
agricultural land in the valley of the river Derwent to the west and the
moorland to the east. Robin Hood was considered part of the valley

community. Each village had its own dedicated share of the parish
moorland.
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Baslow village had in all some 3000 acres of which 1271 was common
& waste land: only 10 acres were in the village. It had the largest
population of 962* with some wealthy residents, many craftsmen and 14
freeholders There was no industry.

Bubnell was slightly smaller than Baslow, but had only 128*
residents. Out of 20 dwellings, seven were occupied by gentlemen or
rich farmers. It was owned entirely by the Duke of Rutland, so there were
no freeholders. Common land in the village was not mentioned in the
Award. The village was situated west of the river: its moorland, Big
Moor, was over three kilometres from the community, east of the river
and the Edges.

Curbar was smaller with a population of 571* and six freeholders.
Many residents were employed at nearby Calver cotton mill. There were
499 acres of common and waste land, only four acres of which was below
the Edges.

Froggatt was smaller still with only 144 acres of common and waste
land. Most of the wasteland was the steep rocky area above the main
road (the A625) below the Edge. There were a few acres available for
enclosure in the village.

By 1824 all possible agricultural land in the valley, including the
slopes up to the Edges (except in Froggatt), had been enclosed. There
were a few acres of common land, mainly the verges of roads in the
villages and the remnants of village greens. All the moorland was waste
land except a few enclosures belonging to the Duke of Rutland.

Reason for the Enclosure Act

The story of the 1824 Baslow Act of Enclosure starts with two
powerful Dukes, both major landowners. The Duke of Rutland was lord
of the manor of Baslow, owning most of the land below the Edges. It
would seem that one of his concerns at the time was his lack of grouse
moors. Grouse shooting was growing in popularity and he was unable to
produce the large 'bags' enjoyed by his contemporaries. The Duke of
Devonshire, the 6! Duke at the time, lived at Chatsworth House, only a
mile south of Baslow village. His objective was a larger park and an
appropriately grand approach from the north, both of which would be
considered necessary for his social status.

*Ppopulation figures from 1841 census.



The Dukes devised a plan which would meet these needs. They
sponsored an Act of Enclosure which gave the Duke of Rutland full
control of the moorlands, and another Act to change the route of the
turnpike out of Baslow to Robin Hood. Next they arranged to 'exchange
lands' in several parishes in North Derbyshire, rationalising their estates
locally. In the deal the Duke of Devonshire got a large area of Baslow
adjoining Chatsworth parish. It included farmland and the slopes up to
Dobb Edge, which was ideal for parkland once the turnpike had been
realigned away from it, and provided a decent access drive to Chatsworth
House. Gibbett Moor close to Chatsworth was also in the deal.

Baslow Act of Enclosure 1824

The Act was duly passed by Parliament. Mr Robert Harvey was
appointed commissioner and instructed to 'allot and enclose the several
commons and waste land within the manor of Baslow'. He employed a
land surveyor, Mr William Gauntley, to assist him.

The Baslow Common and Waste Lands

Their first task was to identify, measure and map all the common and
waste ground in the area. It also included the property owned by
freeholders and the Duke of Rutland. Roads were included, but not farm
tracks.

The survey and the resulting map did not include the whole area. Parts
not relevant to the Commissioner were omitted. For instance, there is no
detail of agricultural land except for the outline of the few areas owned
privately. Divisions within the property of one person were not included.
Bubnell was not mapped as it was owned entirely by the Duke of Rutland
and more information was not needed to complete the award.

The Recipients

The Act specified that certain people had a prior claim to land before
the main distribution: they were described as 'special’ in the Award. The
surveyor of highways needed a quarry for stone for mending the roads.
The Duke of Rutland got a special allowance by virtue of being lord of
the manor. The vicar of Bakewell (not the local curate) also benefitted.
For generations he received Small Tithes, a miscellany of minor taxes
which were abolished by the Act and for compensation he was given part
of the waste land. Chief Rent, a levy paid by each freeholder to the lord
of the manor was also abolished. This had to be taken into account.



Allocation of Common and Waste Land

Land allotted to - Baslow | Bubnell Curbar | Froggatt | Sum
Highways 1 1 1 1 4
D of R as Lord of Manor 82 85 21 13 201
Vicar for Tithes 64 52 17 4 137
D of R for Chief Rent 2 0 1 1 4
Allotted to D of R for CR 1271 1553 499 62 3385
Freeholders for CR (kept) 7 0 20 52 79
Freeholders CR 72 0 12 11 95
exchange to D of R

Total 1499 1691 571 144 3905
Population 1841 census 962 128 412 236 1738
Freeholders 18 0 6 5 29

The Table shows the number of acres in each village.

Roods & Perches have been omitted.
Some freeholders kept the land allocated to them, others exchanged it with the Duke.

D of R = Duke of Rutland CR = Common Rights

The last and main group to benefit from the Enclosure Award was the

landowners, the Duke of Rutland and the freeholders. The available land
was divided up and given to them. Although all villagers had traditional
rights to common and waste land, those who were not freeholders got
nothing.

The Award

When the commissioner had all the information he needed he
calculated the size of the allocation, that is the number of acres, roods
and perches to be awarded to each recipient. Each village was considered
separately. The 'specials' came first. The remainder of the common and
waste land was then divided up amongst the landowners according to the



size of their existing holdings. The awards to each recipient are
summarised in the table. The Surveyors of Highways got their quarries,
one for each village. The Duke of Rutland, as lord of the manor, and the
vicar received reasonable allocations, the Duke getting most from
Bubnell with its greater area of waste land and the vicar getting most
from Baslow with its greater population. The yield from Chief Rent was
small.

Once these were settled, the remaining common and waste was
distributed, 95% to the Duke (3385 acres) and 5% to freeholders (178
acres).

The Location of the plots

The final task for the commissioner was to decide the exact location
of the land or plots to be given to each beneficiary. He had certainly been
briefed about the Duke of Rutland’s desire to be awarded the whole moor
and this was taken into account when making his decisions.

Baslow village possessed 1499 acres of common and waste ground.
Only 10 acres were below the Edges. Goose Green and the verges of
earlier roads were allocated to the Duke. A trivial 21 perches (less then
100 sg. metres) went to two freeholders. Most of the allocations had to
be on moorland. The commissioner then chose a site of unimproved
barren moorland alongside Clod Hall Lane, about four kilometres due
east of Baslow village. There were several larger plots of over 30 acres
for the Duke and the vicar. Most were smaller, some only 10-20 sq.
metres. The commissioner then drew on the map about 30 rectangles,
each carefully sized for the recipients, the Duke of Rutland for Chief Rent
and freeholders for Common Right. Once this was done he had fulfilled
the requirements of the Enclosure Act. But the size and position of most
plots made them virtually useless for the new owner.

Bubnell had no freeholders and no recorded common land below the
Edges, so once the Surveyor of Highways had his one acre quarry and
the vicar of Bakewell had his 52 acre plot, all the remaining moorland
went to the Duke. His lord of the manor plot of 85 acres was duly marked
on the map at the extreme north end of the Bubnell moorland,
surprisingly close to the Grouse Inn.



Enclosure Award plots around Clod Hall Lane

Curbar followed the same procedure as Baslow, but on a smaller scale.

Froggatt had very little moorland, so the Duke was allocated rough land
below the Edge. The moorland itself, close to the Edge, was allocated to
two freeholders, a large plot of 34 acres to Barlborough Hospital Trust
and a smaller one of three acres to Anthony Maynard: both were enclosed
for agricultural use. The remaining awards followed the same pattern as
in other villages.

Summary of Award

At this stage the main task of the Commissioner had been completed.
The Surveyor of Highways had his quarries and the vicar of Bakewell
had large plots, mainly on the moors. The Duke of Rutland, benefitting
from his role as lord of the manor, for Chief Rent and for compensation
for his rights as landowner, had the greater part of the moorland and most
of the few available acres in the valley. The freeholders had their
allocated plots, mainly on the moors, but some in or near the villages.
The map could be completed. Map A (not shown here) covered the whole



parish and was supplemented by six enlargements; maps B to G for areas
where more detail was required.

The Exchange

But all was not completed for the Duke of Rutland. His objective from
the beginning was to own all the moorland and there still remained plots
of land on the moors belonging to freeholders. The final stage was
probably negotiated well beforehand. The Duke approached each person
with an offer. He or she would get some benefit in exchange for their
plots. For some it was building land near their residences, for others
agricultural land. Two got cash. All, with perhaps one exception, agreed.
Some augmented the exchange by transferring a portion of their own land
to the Duke to increase the benefit. The details of these exchanges were
recorded in the schedule attached to the Act and are noted in the table
above.

Only three plots on the moors remained in the possession of
freeholders, two in Froggatt and one in Curbar. All were on the north
west edge of moorland and would not interfere with their future
management. As stipulated by the Act, they were promptly enclosed for
agricultural use. Two were in Froggatt, not far from the Grouse Inn. The
other was at Curbar Gap, four acres in size. It later became known as
Moore’s Piece, named after Edward Moore, being the master of Stanton
Ford School to whom the plot had been allocated. It is possible that this
was failure of agreement to exchange rather than a planned decision.

Some Examples

The vicar of Bakewell received 138 acres, three plots on the moors
and one below the Edge in Froggatt. The Duke needed these plots, so he
gave the vicar seven acres (five fields) close to the vicarage in Bakewell
in exchange for them.

The Duke of Devonshire was a lord of the manor in his own right, but
not in the manor of Baslow. He did own land in Baslow and Curbar and
as freeholder was allocated eight acres on the moor. As far as the
Enclosure Award was concerned he retained ownership, but they were
later included in the exchange of lands with the Duke of Rutland.

Nicholas Broomhead illustrates some of the process in the Enclosure
Award. He was the publican at the Peacock Inn and tenant of a nearby
farm. Chief rent was due so a small plot was allocated to the Duke on



his behalf. The rent must have been trivial as the size of the plot was four
perches, one of the smallest in the entire award. He was also a freeholder
owning six acres of land in the valley of the Barbrook and a building near
Nether End. The Duke needed the land, to consolidate his holding in the
valley, and the building so that he could include it in the exchange of
lands with the Duke of Devonshire. So Broomhead exchanged his ‘plot
on the moor' and his freehold possessions for one acre at the bottom of
School Lane in Baslow, valuable land on which he built a large house for
his retirement. Whimsically he called it The Cottage, but in the 1970s it
was renamed Baslow House.

Thomas Gardom, or rather his trustees because he had died in 1817,
owned four fields opposite the church in Baslow and four more near
Curbar village. These fields together with his plots on the moor were
exchanged for a solid block of land around his residence, Cliff House in
Curbar. Gardom got his little estate and the Duke consolidated further
his land ownership in Baslow. CIiff House later became CIiff College,

The Result

Finally the Duke of Rutland achieved ownership of (nearly) all the
moors in the manor of Baslow, enough to send in the gamekeepers and
create his own dedicated grouse moor. He was also in a position to
complete his exchange of lands with the Duke of Devonshire, in which
the latter got land for an extension to his park and Gibbett Moor, newly
privatised and ready for grouse.

The vicar of Bakewell got land rather than the ancient Small Tithes,
possibly more valuable, but certainly easier to manage.

The Freeholders lost certain rights, but they probably liked their new
possessions better.

There was no more Chief Rent and the average villager lost his
Common Rights. The facility to graze cattle on the moors and collect
peat could have been crucial to a poor mediaeval farmer, but society was
moving on and their loss would have been much less important in 1824.
A loss certainly, but maybe he had less tax to pay.

After Enclosure

Earlier there were a few enclosures on the moor (Robin Hood
excluded) all of which were owned by the Duke of Rutland. After the
Award some were kept, others removed. Over the next 10 years or so the



Duke himself created a series of fields which he leased to farmers, some
north of Curbar Gap, some on Eaglestone Flat and others on the
Eastmoors around Newbridge. The Duke of Devonshire also enclosed
moorland on the west border of Gibbett Moor.

The moors were maintained for shooting. Access for any purpose
became restricted. The farming community, all tenants of the Duke, could
probably continue to make use of it, but under strict control of the
gamekeepers. Previously the moors had been crisscrossed by roads
hallowed by centuries of general use. Sooner or later most were closed
leaving the moors to the gamekeepers and the birds. Today there are very
few public rights of way across the moorland. These follow ancient roads
which must have remained in sufficient public use so that the Duke would
not, or could not, close them.

The Duke kept good care of the moors, people were excluded and
development prohibited. They were eventually sold to the Water Board
who maintained the restrictions. In the 1970s they were acquired by the
Peak District National Park. Access has now been restored and the area
maintained as a haven for archaeologists, people, deer and the birds.

Comment

This article shows how the Act of Enclosure was quite legally used (or
misused) by those with influence to achieve their own objectives. At
least it had the unintended consequence of preventing development and
preserving the landscape. Thanks to the Dukes we now have a part of
Derbyshire where we can enjoy unspoilt views, the solitude, and the
birds.



Baslow Edge with Chatsworth House in the distance. Above is moorland
with fields created after the Enclosure Award. Below are enclosures on the
upper slopes already present in 1824.



Jonathan Brunt and the Sturdy Beggar
Marian Barker

Over the main door to Bakewell parish church is a plague which
reads -

To the memory of JONATHAN BRUNT Junr., late surgeon on
board the Sturdy Beggar, Privateer of Liverpool, who was wrecked
in the Atlantic Ocean off the island of Fayal where he died in
September 1779 aged 19 years.

This plaque has always fascinated me. It poses so many questions.
Who was Jonathan Brunt? Could he really have been a surgeon at the
age of 19? Why did he leave Over Haddon for a life at sea? What
happened at Fayal? What sort of ship was the Sturdy Beggar?

Who was Jonathan Brunt? The earliest recorded baptism of a member
of the Brunt family in Over Haddon is of Jonathan Brunt in 1659,
grandfather of the Jonathan who is the subject of this article.

Jonathan Brunt = Ann Sale
1659-1728 1680-1764
Ann John Jonathan = Elizabeth
1724-27 1727-1727 1729-1816  1733-1763
Ann Betty Newton Jonathan
1756 - 1758-1759 1760-1779

From the 1724 Survey of Over Haddon we know that Jonathan Brunt
senior was a tenant farmer in Over Haddon with about 60 acres of land,
of which 39 was pasture, 19 meadow and 2 acres arable. He also owned
6% acres of land of which about 1 acre was in "two tofts in the Towne".



(toft - small piece of land adjacent to the dwelling for growing vegetables,
fruit and keeping a pig or hens.)

His son, also Jonathan, married Elizabeth and they had three children,
Ann born 1756, Betty born 1758 who died in infancy and Jonathan, the
subject of this article. Elizabeth died in 1763 leaving Jonathan a widower
with two surviving children, Ann and Jonathan. In 1806 he was invited
by the Enclosure Commissioners to be one of 'three old men' (with
Thomas Noton and George Wildgoose) to determine the division of
common land between Bakewell and Over Haddon.*

Why did young Jonathan decide to leave Over Haddon for a life at sea
and how did he come to be a surgeon on a privateer? We cannot know
for certain why, but in Bakewell at that time there was an apothecary run
by John Denman MD. After the death of Denman senior in 1752, the
eldest son, Joseph, took over the business, but the younger son, Thomas,
left Bakewell in 1754 intending to start as an apprentice doctor at St
George's Hospital in London. However, not able to manage his finances
he had to seek paid work elsewhere.? Having acquired an informal
medical education from his father, he applied to the Navy Board to take
an examination and passed as a surgeon's mate. He served at sea for nine
years improving his medical skills in circumstances far from ideal. He
returned to Bakewell briefly, but decided to use the money he had saved
to pay for medical training. He eventually became a specialist in
midwifery, spending most of his career in London with prestigious clients
such as Georgiana Duchess of Devonshire.®

By the time Jonathan was of an age when he might think of leaving
home, Thomas Denman was already an established medical practitioner
in London. The Brunt family had suffered tragedy with the death of
Jonathan's mother when he was only three years old and his sister who
died in infancy. They would have no doubt used the services of the
apothecary in Bakewell. News of how Thomas Denman had spent nine
years as a naval surgeon without any qualifications before becoming an
established physician in London would have been well known in the
town.

Was Jonathan attracted to the idea of becoming a naval surgeon?

Did he seek out advice from the Denman family in Bakewell? Did he
start an apprenticeship to become a surgeon? It is possible, that like
Thomas Denman, he obtained a post as a surgeon's mate without any



qualifications and learned 'on the job'. A medical apprenticeship at this
time was from five to seven years, working closely with an established
practitioner. On the church plaque Jonathan was described as a ‘surgeon’
when he died. In the parish church are notes about the memorial
inscriptions in the churchyard written in 1993. Referring to Jonathan
Brunt the writer (unknown) states -

One is tempted to suspect that Jonathan Brunt had more or less

packed in or was dismissed from his medical apprenticeship and

sought his fortune in a privateer.'

Included in the notes is a comment by R.W.P. Cockerton -
One is astonished to find a youth of 19 years described as a surgeon.

Jonathan Brunt may well have started off his career as a surgeon's
mate. A surgeon’s mate was allowed to practise as an assistant to a ship’s
surgeon. Because many voyages lasted some years, an assistant surgeon
could be promoted to surgeon by the captain at sea.

Given the relative lack of medical knowledge in the early 18th century
the level of care that could be provided for a ship’s crew and her
passengers was limited at best. Reliable and effective medications were
likewise rare. Supplies of medicines such as laudanum, would normally
be provided by the ship's owner, but a surgeon was expected to provide
his own surgical instruments. Responsible owners of a ship would have
an interest in ensuring that the crew survived the voyage in reasonable
health, so that they were ready and able to attack and capture enemy
ships. Their financial success depended on it. Consequently a skilled
surgeon could be relatively well paid.

Seamen were more likely to be affected by common diseases or
shipboard accidents than by battle wounds. Scurvy, caused by lack of
vitamin C in the diet, was rampant. The benefits of fresh fruit and
vegetables in the diet were not universally accepted. In 1764, a new
theory on scurvy appeared advocated by the Surgeon General of the
Army and later President of the Royal Society. This idea was that scurvy
was the result of a lack of 'fixed air' in the tissues which could be
prevented by drinking infusions of malt and wort whose fermentation
within the body would stimulate digestion and restore the missing gases.
These ideas received wide and influential backing, including by James



Cook when he set off to circumnavigate the world (1768-1771) on HM
Endeavour.*

Diseases such as dysentery, malaria and yellow fever were common.
Rope burns, injuries from falls, heatstroke, frostbite, broken limbs,
sexually transmltted dlseases assault by a fellow crewmate were dealt
with by the ship's surgeon or his mate.
During a battle to claim a 'prize' ship,
injuries from cannon fire would be
devastating and often untreatable. Broken
bones could be set, bullets and splinters
removed and bleeding staunched, but
compound fractures nearly always ended
with amputation. Infection often led to
sepsis which meant amputation was the only
course of treatment. Before surgery, the
deck was strewn with sand to prevent the
surgeon from slipping in the blood that
accumulated. To relieve pain a surgeon
e e would have administered laudanum or given
Typical 18th medical instruments the patient a draught of rum.

i
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What do we know about the Sturdy Beggar?

It was owned by William Davenport with partners John Parker,
William Earl, John Copeland, Robert Jennings and James Penny, all
merchants of Liverpool. The ship weighed 160 tons and had 16 carriage
guns and in 1778/9 was crewed by 160 men.®

It was one of many privateering ships based in Liverpool. A privateer
is a ship that engages in maritime warfare, sanctioned by the government
who would issue commissions, also referred to as 'letters of marque'. The
holder, during wartime, was given licence to attack foreign vessels and
take them as prizes, and to take their crews as prisoners for exchange.
Captured ships would be taken into a home port where a court would
issue a ‘condemnation’. Its cargo would be sold under the rules of prize
law and the proceeds divided between the ship's sponsors, owners,
captains and crew.

The American War of Independence had a profound effect on
Liverpool shipping. Slave trading had brought great wealth to the city,



but the war had meant many ships lying idle and foreign trade went into
decline. In 1775 the Liverpool General Advertiser reported -

Our once extensive trade to Africa is at a stand; all commerce with
America is at an end. Peace harmony and mutual confidence must
constitute the balm that can again restore to health the body politic.
Survey our docks; count the gallant ships laid up and useless. When
will they be again refitted? What become of the sailor, the tradesman,
the poor labourer, during the approaching winter?®

Once the Americans had begun to fit out privateers to attack British
shipping in all areas of the Atlantic and West Indies, supported by the
French and Spanish, there were vastly increased possibilities for
Liverpool privateers to take prizes. Once more visions of valuable French
East Indiamen and ‘treasure-laden argosies of Spain' dazzled the
imagination of those who coveted easily acquired fortunes. Those ships
which could not profitably be employed in the slave trade were converted
into privateers. Between August 1778 and April 1779 120 Liverpool
ships were converted.’

It is possible that the Sturdy Beggar had been a slave ship before
becoming a privateer. William Davenport (1725-1797), senior partner,
was an important Liverpool merchant and shipowner involved in the
slave trade. With the support of his rich family, Davenport was able to
set up his own slaving company at the young age of 27. During his career
he invested in approximately 160 slaving voyages in 70 vessels. Thus,
when he died in 1797, his estate was worth £34,000 (about £3 million at
today's prices), an estate greater than all but a handful of slaving
merchants.®

Papers relating to his business in slave trading were discovered in a
barn in Cheshire and rescued from being burnt. (The family estate was at
Capesthorne.) The collection includes a large number of documents and
bundles of correspondence and has been acquired by the Liverpool
Maritime Museum. Although the collection includes a huge number of
account books and ledgers relating to Davenport's shipping ventures, |
have not yet been able to find a crew list for the Sturdy Beggar.

As well as trading in slaves, Davenport earned huge sums from trading
in beads. In the 18th century, Venice was the main supply centre for
beads, especially for English slave-traders. Research on the papers has



shown that he sold beads to the value of approximately £39,000 (£5.5
million at today's prices) between July 1766 and July 1770, with almost all
of the beads being sold for use in the African trade. He also traded in
ivory, sugar, coffee and tobacco.®

Another partner, William Earle, was also a substantial slave trader
from Liverpool. Liverpool Maritime Museum also holds a large number
of papers relating to the Earle family's involvement in slaving and
privateering. The following describes the content of a letter in the
Museum archives relating to the success of the Earle family in
privateering.?

'‘An interesting description of the richest prize ever taken by a
Liverpool privateer can be found in a letter from Jane Earle, daughter
of Thomas Earle, to her aunt, Mrs. Hardman Earle, dated 14
November 1778. The Carnatic, a French East Indiaman, was captured
by Captain John Dawson of the Mentor, with a value of £135,000
(E17.6 million at today's prices) on the 28 October 1778. The proceeds
of the prize were used to construct the Carnatic Hall, a mansion at
Mossley Hill, Liverpool. Jane Earle gives a detailed description of the
cargo, which included saltpetre, fine muslin, raw silk, coffee, tea and
'a packet of sundry things supposed to be diamonds'. It was the
diamonds which greatly increased the value of the prize.’

Privateer engaging a French privateer.
painting in the National Maritime Museum



The costs of fitting out a ship were substantial. It is possible to have
some idea of the costs of fitting out the Sturdy Beggar from the original
accounts relating to the Enterprise which was part owned by William
Earl, a partner in the ownership of the Sturdy Beggar.

Names Stations Wages Cash Notes & Total
Month advanced cash paid Advanced
A £ s £ 3 £ s £ s d
. fames Haslam | Captai 0 0 21 0 0 0 21 0 O
John Cotter 1st Lieutenant 0 0 9 0 0 0 9 00
George Pearson 2nd Do. 0 0 12 17 0 0 12 17 O
James Green 3rd Do. 0 0 8 10 0 0 8 100
Sam Robinson Sailing Master 0 O 9 0 0 0 9 00
Henry Kermitt Master's mate 0 0 8 0 0 0 8 00
John Armstrong Do. 0 0 9 0 2 2 11 2 0
Francis Lake Prize Master 0 0 9 0 0 0 9 00
Henry Barr Surgeon 0 0 10 10 0 0 10 10 0
Rob. Madgett Capt'n Marines 0 0 10 10 0 0 10 10 O
James Gowdy Do. Mate 0 0 T T 0 O 7 70
John Cooper Carpenter 0 0 10 0 0 0 10 0 O
Francis Gill Carp's Mate 3 10 0 0 7 0 7 00
Edward Hodge Boatswain 0 0 11 5 0 0 11 5 0
Henry Cowet Do. Mate 3 15 0 O 7 10 7 100
Richard Armstrong Gunner 4 5 0 0 8 10 ) 15 10 0
John Sharpe Do. 0 0 0 © 7 _0)
David Kenny Cook 0 0 7 10 7 10 710 0
William Mack Gunner's Mate 3 15 0 0 7 10 710 0
John McCloud Do. 3 35 0 0 7 10 710 0
Thos McDonald Cooper 3 0 0 0 0 0 6 00
James Armstrong Do. Mate 3 0 0 O Q Q 6 00
Lewis Hughes Prize Master 4 10 0 0 0 0 9 00
John Maddock Quarter Do. 4 0 0 0 0 0 8 00
John Hudson Do. 3 15 0 0 0 0 7 10 0
Morris Jones Do. 3 15 0 0 0 0 7 10 O
Rob. Wedgwood Do. 315 0 0 0 0 710 0
William Walton Armourer 3 10 0 0 0 0 700
James Morton Captain's clerk 3 0 0 0 0 0 6 00
John Bryan Ship's Steward 3 0 0 0 0 0 6 00
Robert Yates Cabin Do. 3 0 0 0 0 0 6 00
Timothy Lee Do. Do. 2: 35 0 0 0 0 510 0
Herbert David Sailmaker 3 15 0 0 0 0 8 0 6
Lans Devley Bosun's Mate 3 10 0 0 0 0 700
20 Seamen @ 60/- to 70/- 58 10 22 10 28 0 143 2 6
6 % Seamen @ 45/-to 65/- 17 10 0 0 0 0 41 15 9
13 % Seamen @ 35/-to 50/- 28 10 0 0 2 8 57 30
9 % Seamen @ 20/-to 40/~ 14 10 0 0 0 0 30 10 0
18 Landsmen @ 20/- to 40/- 29 10 3 10 4 0 62 7 10
3 Boys & 3 Apprentices 115 3 3 0 0 15 7 10%
]TOTAL £221 5 172 12 111 10 645 8 5%

Table 1. Crew of the Enterprise in 1779.  Williams, G.5



In 1779 the Enterprise sailed on her first cruise with a crew of 106,
i.e. Captain, 1st, 2nd, 3rd lieutenants, sailing master, 2 masters mates, 2
prize masters, surgeon, captain of marines and his mate, carpenter and
his mate, boatswain and 2 mates, gunner and 3 mates, cook, cooper and
mate, 4 quartermasters, armourer, captain's clerk, ship's steward, 2 cabin
stewards, sail-maker, 66 seamen of varying experience, 18 landsmen, 3
boys and 3 apprentices.!?

Table 1 shows the costs of the 106 crew for the first cruise in 1779
(about £20,000 at today's prices*). It is interesting to note that the surgeon
on this ship was paid 10 guineas in advance. Any further payment would
depend on the success of the ship in taking prizes.

The cost of goods and services from local tradesmen for outfitting the
ship amounted to £2,033 (£275,000*). The total sum was charged to the
ten owners of the privateer according to the amount of their shares, e.g.
£12 on medicines, £64 on cordage, £58 to a sailmaker, £135 on bread,
£395 on beef, pork, £87 on cheese, flour, barley, butter, potatoes, greens,
fish, fowls, candles, water, salt, coal. £28 on pitch, tar, oil, ballast, cables,
£95 on rum.*?

Prizes captured by the Sturdy Beggar

In October 1778 a 'letter of marque' entitled the Sturdy Beggar to
capture enemy ships, i.e. American and French, amplified in June 1779
with a 'letter of marque' against the Spaniards.

On 15 March 1779 she brought into Limerick, Ireland, a French prize,
the St Michael, a 150-ton ship sailing from San Domingo.*® These
southern and western Irish ports played a vital role in support of the
Liverpool privateers, providing stores, provisions and the facility for
repairs as well as extra men to augment the prize crews.

In 1779 the Sturdy Beggar, captained by Captain Cooper, captured the
St. Michael which was sailing from Cape Francois to Nantes with a cargo
of 325 hogsheads, 14 tierces (tierce - cask holding 42 gallons, could be
of wine, oil or dry goods), 4 barrels of sugar, 147 casks, 210 bags of
coffee, 22 casks of indigo, 12 bags of cocoa, 1 bag of cotton and 246
hides. The ship was taken into the port of Liverpool in May 1779 where
the goods were sold and profits earned by Davenport and partners.*4

*Figures escalated by the rate of inflation as measured by increase in Retail Prices Index.
For historic inflation calculators and methods see www.measuringworth.com/ppoweruk



In September 1779 the Sturdy Beggar, captained by Humphreys,
captured the Le Moissonier which was sailing from Cayenne to St Malo
laden with a variety of goods including cotton, cocoa and mahogany.*®

Also that month the Sturdy Beggar captured the La Nostra Senora del
Rosario which was on route from Buenos Ayres to Cadiz. It had
obviously been a very successful cruise. The total value of the prizes
distributed amongst the owners was £29,808 (£4.1million*).16

Unfortunately this success did not last. On 30th October the Sturdy
Beggar, sailing in the Atlantic, was caught in a storm off the Isle of Fayal
and smashed to pieces, losing four of the crew, including Jonathan Brunt.
It is surprising that so few of the 160 crew were lost. Five other vessels
were totally lost in the same manner and at the same time and place.

The Stardy Beggar Privateer of
this Port, Capt. Homphreys, was
totally loft at Fayal the yoth of OA.
and four of her People drowned.
Five more Vefiels drove on Shore,
 viz, one a Spanith Frigat of 36 Guns,
& great Number of her Men drowned ;
| Ponvmutfe Snow, two Brigs, and
8 Freach Ship of 700 Tons, all
which went 1o Pieces.

Extract from Lloyds List for 14 December 1779 ¥/

The Isle of Fayal is part of the Azores and a convenient stopping point
for shipping sailing between Europe and America and the West Indies.
There have been many shipwrecks in the Azores over the past 400 years.
According to marine archaeologists the Cemiterio das ancoras
(Cemetery of anchors) is an undersea field of anchors discarded in the
18th and 19th century. Their explanation for this is that if there was a
sudden change of wind direction from the south-east, the ships would
have to quickly cut anchor lines or risk floundering on the rocks. The
locals nicknamed the wind the 'Carpenters’ Wind'. Many ships crashed
on the rocks, breaking apart and the heavy beams of wood that drifted
ashore were used to build homes.*®



Some queries about the memorial plague on the wall of the parish
church remain to be resolved. It is in a very prominent place, directly
above the main door. It is doubtful if Jonathan's widowed father and
sister had the finances or the influence which would have allowed the
plaque to be fixed there. Did the Denman family have a role to play in
the making and placing of the plague. Thomas Denman died in 1815 in
London. When plaques were erected inside the church to Thomas was
the plaque to Jonathan fixed at the same time?

There is a plaque of similar design to the left on the outside wall
dedicated to Edward Buxton who died in 1758. It reads

To the memory of Edward Buxton, Gentl. who died December ye 4th 1758
Aged 92 years. Much lamented by Numerous Friends and the Poor to whom
He was a great Benefactor.

Joseph (b.1796) and Francis (b.1798) Buxton (grandsons? - | have not
been able to verify this) were both physicians and contemporaries of the
Denman family and practising in the local area. The families were linked
by marriage - John Denman, Bakewell apothecary, married Elizabeth
Buxton. The tragic death of Jonathan Brunt would have been known by
the Denman and Buxton families. Did they together decide to dedicate a
plaque to him and request a similar design as that for Edward Buxton?

Whatever the truth we have a permanent reminder of a young man
from the small village of Over Haddon who left home for a life at sea
during the American War of Independence. We can only imagine what
sights he saw and activities he witnessed before being tragically lost in a
shipwreck in the middle of the Atlantic.
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Baslow and Bubnell
The number of houses 1800 — 2000

David Dalrymple-Smith

Baslow from the south east with Chatsworth Park in the foreground
Bubnell village is barely visible behind the trees in the centre,
but the amphitheatre of its large fields beyond shows up well.

Baslow and Bubnell were first named in Anglian times, perhaps
around 700 AD 100 years, and both feature in the Doomsday Book. The
church, much as it stands today, was completed in the late 1300s,
showing that there was a respectable community in the area at the time.
Baslow is on the east bank of the river Derwent, but also includes the
houses south of the old bridge along Bubnell Lane. Bubnell lies west of
the river mainly to the north. It has always been the smaller partner, but
has almost as much good agricultural land as Baslow.

This article describes the number of houses in each village traced over
the years. | continue to use the word ‘village' for Bubnell, but for
generations it has been too small to warrant the name. Figures are from
the Tithe Award, the censuses, OS maps and the Rutland Sale of 1920.
Full accuracy is not guaranteed.



The Hearth Tax is the first source to suggest a size. In 1670 there were
46 houses with hearths in Baslow and 18 in Bubnell. There would have
been more without hearths. The first map is a 1799 Rutland estate map.
It shows 103 houses in Baslow village, but no buildings are marked in
the open countryside and none in Bubnell. Probably a total figure for
Baslow would have been 116 and Bubnell 20 as listed in the table. The
Tithe Award of 1848 is an accurate account of all property, including
houses.

The Duke of Rutland had been lord of both manors for centuries. In
two sales (or exchanges) in 1824 and 1880 he sold all land in Baslow
south of the A619 to the Duke of Devonshire. Bubnell was sold to the
Duke in 1870. In 1920 the Duke of Rutland, short of money, sold at open
auction all his remaining property in Baslow as listed in catalogues that
still exist.

The table shows the change in the number of houses over the years.
1878, 1898 and 1920 are the dates of Ordnance Survey maps.

Number of Houses

BASLOW BUBNELL
Period | Built | Demol. | No at Built | Demol. | No at
end of end of
period period
In 1670 (46) (18)
In 1799 116 20
1800- 48 20 144 +1 21
1848
1849- 17 7 154 -6 15
1878
1879- 12 5 161 +2 -5 12
1898
1899- 25 2 184 12
1920
1921- 404 16 572 +10 -2 20
2020




The figures show a steady growth in number of houses in Baslow.
Bubnell decreased in size until 1920, since when there has been a slight
increase. The population in 1841, the year of the first full census, was
Baslow 962 and Bubnell 128.

Baslow

From 1800 to 1848 years 48 new houses were built and 20 were pulled
down, mostly after 1824. The 1820s were important in the village. In
1824 the Duke of Devonshire acquired land east of the Bar Brook. Seven
houses were pulled down, farmland flattened and the main road to
Chesterfield diverted in order to create his 'New Park'. In 1827 there
was a major redevelopment near the church with the demolition of nine
houses. New construction included New Buildings and Church Terrace,
so accommodation was available for those who had been evicted. About
the same time roads were upgraded throughout the village with proper
pavements and walls. These improvements would have made the village
more attractive for the visitors who were beginning to arrive from
Sheffield, Manchester and elsewhere.

There was slow building activity over the next 70 years. The housing
stock increased from 144 to 184 between 1848 and 1920. If the twelve
houses of Derwent Terrace, built in 1903, are excluded there was on
average only one new house every 2 years. However, there was
significant upgrading of existing buildings to cater for the influx of
tourists during this period.  The most significant arrival was the Hydro
Hotel in 1881, a magnificent edifice with accommodation for 150
visitors.

Then in 1920 the Duke of Rutland, the major landowner in the village,
sold all his property, releasing land for development. New houses began
to appear all over the village. Over the next 100 years 388 new houses
were built (and 16 pulled down). There were several specific phases of
building which are described below.

Sebastian de Ferranti (the famous electrical engineer), living in
Baslow Hall, took the opportunity of the 1920 sale to buy up most of the
land between Over Lane and the River Derwent. When he died in 1929
it was sold mainly to developers. Building started within a few years on
Calver Road (both sides). White Lodge Lane and Derwent Drive were
built; some before and some after the 1939-45 War. Gorse Ridge Drive



and adjoining roads were delayed until 1976 when the 'Redmile Estate'
was built and rapidly occupied.

The Hydropathic Hotel, the Baslow Hydro, built in 1881, had its
heyday, but fell into decline after the first world war, before being
demolished in 1936. It too was sold for development. Some buildings
on Eaton Hill, Bar Road and Hydro Close appeared before the War, but
most after it. Eaton Close followed in the late 1970s.

Council housing on Bubnell Lane (south of the Old Bridge), West End
and Bakewell Road started in the mid 1930s and most were in place soon
after. St Anne’s Close and the bungalows north of the bridge were a little
later.

The area of Over Road and Church View Drive had always been
freehold. Development was considered in the late 1800s, but it was only
in the 1960s that building started.

From 1980 building stopped. The Peak Park Planning Authority was,
and still is, as reluctant to allow new houses as was the Duke of Rutland.
The only recent additions have been the Housing Association buildings
around Eaton Rise at Nether End with nine private houses, and the group
of ten at Low Meadows off Over Lane.

Bubnell

The story has been very different for Bubnell. In the 1600s it had 18
houses with hearths (and more without). By 1799 it was smaller: there
were only about 18 in total, while Baslow had more than doubled in
size.

farmhouses | cottages large houses | total
1848 |8 10 3 21
1870 |8 10 3 21
1900 |5 3 4 12
1920 |5 3 4 12
today |1 [5] 14 20

Types and Numbers of Houses in Bubnell 1848 to today
NB. In the figures for 'today’ all houses are assumed to be ‘large’
except for the five bungalows.



For the next 70 years there was little change, certainly none between
1848 and 1870 when the manor was acquired by the Duke of Devonshire.
The 1848 Tithe Award gives precise figures as shown in the table. Since
then the fate of each house is known in detail.

Since 1848 the village continued to contract, mainly due to the
destruction of workers' cottages, though there has been a slight increase
in house numbers in the last 60 years mainly due to five local authority
bungalows built close to the bridge.

The changes summarised in the table are described below.

The Farmhouses. In 1870, there were eight farms in Bubnell, all but
one over 50 acres in size and large by local standards. When the Duke of
Devonshire acquired Bubnell he had plans ready for a new 'Model Farm’,
now Bubnell Farm, at the top of the hill (the old centre of the village).
Over the next 15 years farmland was reorganised and a new farmhouse,
farm buildings and a keepers cottage were built. In the process three old
farmhouses were demolished and a fourth converted to residential use.
Over the next century the number of farms has gradually decreased until
today there are only two farms and one farmhouse (the other farmer lives
outside the village). The original farm buildings remain in use as
domestic dwellings.

Workers Cottages. In 1848 there were 10 cottages. Between 1870 and
1900 eight were destroyed. Two were in the way of the new farm, but
the other six were deliberately taken out of commission when the
occupant died or left. Moorland View, originally two cottages, is now a
single large house: this and the Keepers Cottage survive today. In 1841
the cottages were occupied by five agricultural labourers and three
craftsmen. By 1911 only two labourers and the gamekeeper remained.

Larger houses are defined here as the residences of people with assets
or income, but are not employed in the vicinity. In 1841 there were only
two, Bubnell Hall and Bubnell Cottage. Over the years the number
increased with converted farmhouses (5), converted outbuildings (2) and
new builds (3). One of the three new builds was on the site of four
derelict cottages. The other two, both on greenfield sites, were awarded
to individuals who had given personal service to the Duke and Duchess.



The Bungalows. The final addition was the five local authority
bungalows built near the bridge in the 1960s.

The area of farmland has changed little over the years, though some
internal field walls have been removed.

Comment

It is unclear why Bubnell failed to grow during the 1700s to become a
community, with no shops, few craftsmen and a minimum of agricultural
workers. It has always been prosperous with several affluent tenants.
John Gardom of Bubnell Hall financed and built Calver Cotton Mill in
1778. The farms were large by local standards and despite its smaller
population had nearly as much land under cultivation as Baslow. In 1848
there were 127 acres of wheat, a cash crop. (Baslow had 119 acres.) It
was a ghetto of rich farmers! My only suggestion is the controlling hand
of the lord of the manor, the Duke of Rutland, who wanted it thus.

There was little change in the 1800s until the arrival of the Duke of
Devonshire and his new model farm in 1870. No doubt this increased
the efficiency of farming, but did not explain the deliberate destruction
of eight out of the ten workers' cottages.

So today the ancient village of Bubnell is just a handful of houses,
fewer in number than in 1670. The Duke of Devonshire, or perhaps the
Chatsworth Estate Settlement, remains 'the lord of the manor' owning the
entire area except for some of the houses which are freehold.

Baslow and Bubnell

Baslow and Bubnell (probably) occupy the same ground that they did
1000 years ago. Over the last 200 to 300 years, the number of houses in
Baslow has steadily increased, rapidly in the last 90 years, thriving on its
tourist attractions and now as a residence for commuters. Bubnell has
shrunk so that it remains as a small group of houses and a productive
agricultural area which adds to the prosperity of the whole community.



Another view of Hobbs Café, Monsal Head

Lillias Bendell
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With reference to The Early History of Hobb's Café, Monsal
Head, 1859-1963, by Ann Hall in the 2021 BDHS Journal, the photo on
page 36 reminded me of the only postcard I have of this view. It is
comparable to the earliest photo in the article showing the wooden walls,
but here another dwelling has been built behind.

The added interest is in the vehicles on the parking area to the front
that suggest 1920s - 30s period. Does anyone recognise the van type with
a name on the side?

The postcard is a Robert Sneath production whilst he was working
from Paradise Street in Sheffield. He was there until retirement in 1940.
The card was posted in the 1970s to and from Sheffield, one that the
sender maybe found in a drawer, long forgotten!




Aims of the Society

1) To promote the preservation of the historical and architectural
heritage of the Bakewell district for the benefit of the public by
preserving and maintaining heritage assets in Bakewell which are of
preservation merit, and in particular, Bakewell Old House Museum
(Grade 11 house dating from 1534 - Historic England List Entry
Number 1247512).

2) To advance the education of the public in the history and heritage of
the Bakewell district, in particular, but not exclusively, through the
development of Bakewell Old House Museum (Arts Council
Accreditation Number 559) and by the creation of a Historical Society
and the promotion of research, the useful results of which will be
disseminated for the public benefit.

Membership of the Society

Membership of the Society, for which the annual subscription is £15
(E20 for two people at the same address), permits the Member to take
part in all of the Society’s activities, including attendance at lectures,
outings and social functions. In addition, it permits free admittance to
the Old House Museum, including its library, during the season it is
open to the public. A complimentary copy of the annual journal is sent
to each member (one copy per address). Further copies may be
purchased.

Articles for inclusion in the next Journal should reach the editor no later
than November 15t2022. Please forward to -

Peter Barker, Woodlands, Yeld Road, Bakewell, DE45 1FJ

or email: marian@bakewellhistory.com
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