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PROGRAMME OF TALKS 

2020 
 

Wed 22 Jan Lud's Church (A very quirky church).  Anne Lodder. 
 

Wed 26 Feb John Smedley & his Hydro.  Mandy Coates. 
 

Wed 25 Mar Recent Developments in the Archaeology of the Peak  

                       District. Ken Smith. 
 

Wed 22 Apr AGM. 
 

Wed 27 May Discover Stoney Middleton. A history of a forgotten   

     village. Writing history as if ordinary people matter.   

     Graham Armitage. 
 

Wed 24 June Royal Crown Derby - a passion. Malcolm Cameron. 
 

Wed 22 July One Man - Many ideas. The life and work of Barnes    

     Wallis. Peter Rix. 
 

Wed 23 Sep Toll Roads with specific reference to Derbyshire. 

     Ted Mellor. 
 

Wed 28 Oct  The Great Sheffield Flood of 1864.  Ann Topham. 
 

Wed 25 Nov  Boot & Shoemakers' Strike in Eyam & Stoney     

      Middleton 1918-1920.  Steve Bond. 
 

2021 

Wed 27 Jan Thoughts on Crime, Courts & Capital Punishment.   

     Peter Stubbs. 
 

Wed 24 Feb The Barmoot Court.  Dr. Lynn Willies. 
 

Wed 24 Mar Castleton Archaeology. Finding a medieval hospital.   

     Angela Darlington. 
 

Wed 28 Apr  AGM. 

  

All talks take place at the Friends Meeting House, Bakewell, 7.30pm.   

More details will be in our newsletters. 
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Chair's Review & Report for 2019 

 

Stephen Coates 

 

 As 2019 moves to its conclusion I am delighted to report on another 

very successful year that, in summary, has again seen continued growth 

in visitor numbers and income at the Old House Museum and provided 

another stimulating programme of talks for members of the Society. 

Membership has declined slightly from 240 in December 2018 to 236 in 

December 2019. In terms of revising our governance, we have achieved 

great progress in that we are now an incorporated charity and this forms 

a significant component in the revision of the governance of the Society 

to ensure that it is robust and appropriately organised for the future. 
 

Society Members and Museum Volunteers 

 Our 77 volunteers (60 "front of house" and another 17 "behind the 

scenes") continue to be the life-blood that enables us to operate, opening 

to our public day after day throughout the open season and, although 

reception desk coverage has been stretched to the limits on occasions, we 

still managed to open every day throughout the season! This is a 

remarkable achievement for which everyone - front of house, behind the 

scenes, catering team members, committee members, trustees and our 

dedicated manager Anita - deserve to be complimented warmly and 

offered our most sincere thanks. Thank you again to everybody who has 

helped us provide the services that we have offered. Please continue to 

tell your friends, relatives and acquaintances what a great place the Old 

House is, to spend time meeting new people, to develop new skills or to 

practice again our former ones, serving our visitors and maintaining our 

very special property. Please think also about offering your help to enable 

the Society to continue to offer its programme of talks and visits.  

Thank you. 
 

Trustee Appointment 

 The Board is delighted to report the appointment in November of 

Linda Merriman as a Trustee of the newly Incorporated Charity. Since 

becoming a volunteer, Linda has fulfilled both 'front of house' and 

strategic roles, including updating the MODES database and contributing 

very significantly to the work of the Operations Committee and the CIO 



 

Committee. Linda brings a huge depth of senior management experience 

and knowledge acquired in the health and education sectors. 

 We continue to look for additional Trustees and will advertise these 

opportunities shortly. If you would like to be considered for one of these 

important roles please make yourself known to any member of the Board. 
 

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

2019. Richard Simmonds, Gordon Bowering, Jim Storr, Monica Hickie, 

Heather Woodcock and Ann Dudley. May they all rest in peace. 
 

The Old House Museum 

 The Museum has enjoyed another very successful year celebrating its 

60th Anniversary with a hugely successful open day on 15th June when 

we opened to the public at no charge and welcomed 260 visitors, some 

of whom are our neighbours who until then had never been inside the 

building! Although entry was free, George and Janet Challenger 

organised a bric-a-brac stall and Denise Wills and Mandy Coates a plant 

stall. The proceeds from these, from refreshment sales (with scrumptious 

cakes from Vicky Ford), from our neighbour Caroline Buchwald who 

showed children how to make embossed key tags, and from many 

generous donations we generated a profit of £603. Additional attractions 

included Dr Trevor Brighton's morning talk about the Museum's history 

and musical entertainment by local choral group, the Rough Truffles, 

during the afternoon. Thank you to everyone who contributed to this most 

successful day; many people suggested that we shouldn't wait another 60 

years to offer a repeat! 

 In a break with tradition, our summer social and dining evening took 

the form of a Hog Roast, provided by those local purveyors of fine home-

reared pork, The Ginger Butchers. We all benefitted from a warm 

summer evening and it must have made a pleasant change for the catering 

team whose members were able to enjoy the event fully, the preparation 

and clearing away being largely undertaken by our excellent caterer!  

 November brought the regular end of season party, traditionally our 

opportunity to socialise, to enable volunteers who might not otherwise 

meet to get together and to say thank you to each and every volunteer 

without whose generous help we couldn't do what we do. In the past this 



 

has taken place during the evening, but this time we made it a lunchtime 

event. Mandy and I were unable to be present on this occasion as we were 

mopping out our home following the Darley Bridge flooding on the 

previous day. Thank you therefore to Vice Chair Adrian Wills for making 

the presentation to Marian Barker who has retired as Chair of the 

Museum Committee. Thank you Marian for all that you have done in the 

past and for what I suspect you will continue to do in one capacity or 

another. 

 The 'year in numbers' illustrates continuing success in the performance 

of the Museum with both income and visitor numbers exceeding all 

previous years. 

 Visitors: 8,432 (2018 - 7,566). Includes 150 'returners' and 260 Open Day   

                                                               visitors.  

 Income:        £40,909  (2018 - £40,035) 

 Gift Aid:  £3,583 

 Total:   £44,492 
 

 Group visits generated some £3,385 and thanks to the continued 

efforts of Susan and Michael Hillam, their popular 'Secrets and Legends' 

guided walks brought in almost 220 visitors and earned us more than 

£800.   

 The Museum also benefitted from a generous donation of £500 from 

the Bakewell & District Community Choir, a Provincial Community 

Award of £1,000 from the Freemasons of Derbyshire and a surplus of 

more than £300 from the wonderful performance of accomplished 

Scottish folk singer Hector Gilchrist. 

 We provided a most successful venue for three more paranormal 

group meetings, which generated an additional income stream as well as 

promoting and extending our offering to a wider  audience.    
 

Maintenance of the Fabric of the Old House 

 At the beginning of the year, Council considered our policy on 

building maintenance and concluded that, although we have tended to 

'get by' on an ad hoc basis, a more systematic approach would be 

preferable. A better understanding of the building's condition will not 

only direct our attention to what needs to be done to preserve and 

maintain it, but also aid the budgeting and planning processes. The 

property had not been surveyed for some ten years and we therefore 



 

commissioned a full structural survey during the spring with Trustee 

David Wilbur taking the lead role in the analysis and implementation of 

its recommendations. He began immediately by engaging the services of 

an excellent local stone mason to replace the heads and quoins of the door 

and window in the Tudor Parlour Closet and this work was completed to 

an exceptionally high standard immediately prior to the Museum's 

opening on 25th March. Other smaller and less complex tasks are being 

performed on a self-help basis by David and his team with more complex 

projects being put out to contract. Please contact David if you have skills 

and/or time and enthusiasm to offer.      
 

Society Meetings and Visits 

 Soon after Christmas, fifty or so members enjoyed the perennially fine 

dining and hospitality of our New Year Lunch at Hassop Hall - except 

that it will no longer be perennial; sadly the property has changed hands 

and is no longer open to the public. The dining tradition will continue, 

but at a new venue. Its organisation will also change, Jan Hambleton 

taking the opportunity to 'retire' and hand over the reins to Jo Longland 

James and Jane Martin. Thank you ladies for efforts past and for those 

yet to be enjoyed!   

 We continued our traditional programme of monthly meetings with 

well-presented talks on a wide variety of subjects and a synopsis of each 

appears below for the record. I want to offer our thanks to Mandy Coates 

who has planned and managed this programme for four years. In future, 

Mandy wants to be able to commit more time to her role as a Trustee and 

Society Secretary and has therefore given notice that she will relinquish 

the programme-organiser job in September, although she has given her 

successor a flying start having monthly speakers in place until April 

2021!  You may recall also that Ann Newcombe and her team, who had 

served coffee after each talk, gave notice that they too wished to retire. 

Thank you ladies for providing this refreshment which for years 

encouraged most of us to remain after the talk to speak informally to our 

speaker and to one another. I wonder if someone would come forward 

and offer to reinstate this invaluable social aspect please?   

 During the same period Mandy has also organised summer visits to 

places of historical interest and if these are to take place in 2020 and 

beyond, we need a member to volunteer to continue this tradition please.  



 

 Over the past year or so in Council we have begun to look more 

closely at the relative incomes and expenditures of the Society and of the 

Museum; each should, in general, be self-financing and over the coming 

year we will continue to review our membership offer. The cost of 

producing and distributing the excellent and informative Journal and 

Newsletters in their present form is consuming much of the membership 

subscription fee and over the past year or so you will have noticed that 

we place a donation box near the sign-in sheet and suggest a donation of 

£3.00 per person per meeting. Ideally this would cover the speaker's fee, 

expenses and room hire. Unfortunately, donations usually equate to 

rather less than £2.00 per person and so when attending please think 

about this. Thank you.     
 

Summary of talks and the visit for 2019 

 Our March speaker was Society member Ann Hall who presented an 

interesting and knowledgeable talk on the life of John Robertson, 

Architect of Baslow (1808-1852).  He became architectural assistant to 

Joseph Paxton at Chatsworth and in the Duke's accounts there are 

payments to Robertson for the design of 10 to15 cottages for Edensor 

and, in 1840, designs for the Ashford Marble Mill. The Duke’s accounts 

indicate regular salary payments from 1840-1846. The Chatsworth 

archive has several drawings of the Orangery, including the pipe works, 

dated 1850 and signed JR. Ann concluded this most fascinating talk by 

pondering on who had made the first designs for the Crystal Palace in 

1851; Paxton had visited Hyde Park on 10th of June and drew an initial 

design on a blotter on 11th of June. It then took him eight days to produce 

proper drawings “with his staff at Chatsworth”. As Paxton was first and 

foremost a garden designer is it not conceivable that John Robertson, his 

building architect, had a hand in these most important designs? 

 In April we were treated to George Challenger's presentation on “The 

Alternative Histories of Bakewell's Old House” now known as The Old 

House Museum. George, a member of B&DHS since 1970, was chairman 

1980-1983, chair of museum committee 1983-1992 and 2000-2015, as 

well as Project Leader for a major development project at The Old House 

in 2010. Over the years George has compiled records of all the articles 

about the OHM and has collected all the photographs of its demise and 



 

rebirth and so was the ideal person to guide the audience through the 

various historical eras of this, perhaps the oldest house in Bakewell. 

 In May Polly Morten, a guide from Tissington Hall told us about the 

various members of the FitzHerbert family who have owned Tissington 

over the last 500 years. As with many aristocratic families of the 14th and 

15th centuries this story starts with the estate coming into the family as a 

result of marriage. We were told of the lives of William the 1st Baronet, 

his younger brother, Alleyne FitzHerbert, sister Selina and his wife, 

Sarah Perrin. The 3rd Baronet, Henry, built extensively in and around the 

village over a sixty year period. The family owned several sugar 

plantations in the Caribbean during the 1800s thus increasing their 

wealth. Fortunes came and went, fashions changed and some Baronets 

were less involved than others. Today the house and estate are owned by 

Sir Richard FitzHerbert, 9th Baronet, who with his wife is very involved 

in the day to day running and presentation of a charming stately home 

and estate village. 

 At our June meeting we were entertained, educated and even fed by 

Alan Salt, Head Cheese Maker at the Hartington Creamery, Pikehall . He 

spoke about the history of cheese making generally and, more 

specifically, about the cheese factories in Derbyshire. After the talk we 

were all invited to sample the award winning products that Alan had 

brought for our delectation, a very convivial evening. 

 In July a group travelled by coach to visit three museums in Ripon. 

We started at the Courthouse where many of us took part in the re-

enactment of a trial. We then proceeded to the Prison and Police 

Museum. After a buffet lunch served by wenches at the Workhouse 

museum we enjoyed a conducted tour of the Workhouse.  

 At the September meeting members were treated to an inspirational 

talk by Tim Knebel, an archivist from Sheffield City Archive. He 

explained how a small group of friends had set up a heritage group 

devising an historical documentary series of short films based on 

incidents in the Peak District past. Supported by the Heritage Lottery, the 

impetus for the project was the discovery in the archives of the story of 

the tragic fate of a little chimney sweep in the village of Tideswell. This 

was just one of the stories the group has followed up. These short films 

were shot on location in our beautiful Peak District and involved local 



 

school children in the history and as actors. All were presented in a very 

professional way. Tim and his team have also visited local residential 

homes for the elderly with the stories and to gather oral history from the 

residents, thus collecting Peak District memories for posterity. These 

films can be viewed through the Peak in the Past web site 

www.peakinthepast.co.uk 

 In October,  Liz Keeley gave a superb illustrated talk on Victorian 

Girls' Schools in Derbyshire. Schooling for girls or young women in 

Victorian times wasn’t considered important or necessary, but a 

photograph and a letter written by an ancestor of Liz, apparently 

encouraged her to research the subject in Derbyshire. She discovered 

there were many small establishments set up to educate just a few girls, 

often run by spinsters or widows as a means of financial support and at 

one time numbering in the hundreds all over the county. Most girls 

received their education only in Sunday Schools in the 1860s but there 

were also many academies listed in trade directories of the period and 

these proved an invaluable source of research material. They were 

privately run, in small buildings and Liz explained the many reasons 

young women would be sent to boarding school, the fixed ideas that the 

Victorians had about girls’ education and the environment in which they 

were taught. Girls were never taught science, classics or maths as this was 

considered too stressful for them! Eventually change came about because 

of the Schools Enquiries Commission and later girls were allowed to sit 

the Cambridge examinations. 

 In November the audience was introduced, in a most entertaining 

manner by Peter Miles, to a real force of nature named Lawrence du 

Garde Peach. The son of a Unitarian minister and born in 1890 in 

Sheffield, he grew up in Great Hucklow and became a successful 

playwright, editor and theatre director. His life included teaching in 

Germany, service in the First World War in both the Manchester 

Regiment and the Intelligence Corps and then as leader of the Home 

Guard unit in Great Hucklow in the Second. He wrote for Punch and the 

BBC with the first commissioned play for radio in 1929 called 

“Ingredient X”. Above all, he established a highly unlikely, but very 

successful, 250 seat theatre in a Great Hucklow barn that attracted 5,500 

people to performances three times a year for decades. 
 

http://www.peakinthepast.c.uk/


 

Organisational Review, Strategy and Governance 
 

Incorporation of the Society 

 In my 2018 report I indicated why Council was evaluating the option 

of achieving incorporated status using the Charity Commission's 

"Charitable Incorporated Organisation" (CIO) model constitution. In the 

interim, Council agreed unanimously to pursue this course and the 

membership gave their approval to this at the AGM on 27th February. 

The CIO Committee met nine times during the spring and summer to 

formulate the application and our final submission led to the Commission 

granting us incorporated status on 9th August. We were then able to give 

due notice to call a Special General Meeting of the Society on 23rd 

October, at which the membership granted the necessary mandates to 

Council to proceed with an application to the Charity Commission to 

transfer the assets from the former unincorporated to the new 

incorporated charity and, ultimately, to wind-up the latter. The Charity 

Commission's agreement to transfer assets is expected at the beginning 

of January.  Once the old charity has been wound-up, there will be no 

further need for Council meetings. For the record, trustees of the new, 

incorporated charity will be known as Board members. The CIO 

Committee is also seeking essential insurance indemnity to protect the 

Trustees of the former unincorporated charity in perpetuity; this also 

requires and awaits approval from the Charity Commission.   
 

Organisational Review and Development Programme 

 In my 2018 report I described the organisational review package 

awarded to us by Museum Development East Midlands. This included 

the professional services of specialist museum consultant, Heather 

Lomas, to facilitate our training programme and included a grant of 

£1,500 to assist and enable implementation of some components of the 

review. During 2019, the Trustees, Museum Committee members, our 

President and our Museum Manager continued to meet both formally in 

workshops facilitated by Heather and informally throughout the year.  

 The organisational review programme has led us to examine and 

develop many aspects of our operation more closely, including: the 

clarification of trustee roles and responsibilities, trustee recruitment, 

selection and induction, incorporation of the Society, registration of the 

Old House at the Land Registry, reviewing our insurance portfolio, 



 

increasing our connection and integration with the local community as 

well as the closer integration of the Society and the Museum.       
 

Museum Development East Midlands and the Association of 

Independent Museums 

 These two specialist organisations continue to be of considerable 

professional (and financial) assistance to the work of the Society and the 

Old House. On behalf of the Society and the Old House, Adrian Wills, 

Mandy Coates and I attend MDEM networking meetings whenever 

possible and, in addition, we attended the Regional Conference in Derby 

in April. Adrian and I were subsequently offered complimentary places 

at the AIM National Conference which took place at the National Civil 

War Centre in Newark in June and I was invited to appear 'on-stage' as a 

panel member of the "Museum Chairs' in Conversation" session.     
 

In Conclusion 

 As I said in my opening remarks, we are most fortunate in that once 

again, we have continued to progress from strength to strength as an 

organisation. I am sure that we all believe that we can continue along this 

trajectory, that we all want to do so and thus become even more 

successful. I hope that I speak for us all, whatever we do for the Old 

House and for the Society, that this should remain our sincere belief and 

aim and I hope that as we move forward we may also achieve a greater 

fusion between these two elements of the organisation. 

 I am proud to be part of the dedicated team that is endeavouring to 

help us maintain and develop all that is good with our present offering, 

whilst recognising and helping to address those things which need to 

change in order to ensure our successful medium and long-term future, 

so that we continue to fulfil our objectives of preserving and maintaining 

the Old House, whilst educating the public and preserving our heritage. 

Thank you. 

 

Stephen Coates, 

Chair of Trustees, 

December 2019.  

 

 



 

The Hunt for Over Haddon’s Medieval Hall 
 

Over Haddon History Group 

  

The village of Over Haddon, sitting high on a limestone plateau about 

800 feet above sea level, was recorded in the Domesday survey as 

Haduna, an outlier of the Royal Manor of  Bakewell.(1) It had been 

divided from Nether Haddon - where Haddon Hall is situated - before the 

compilation of Domesday in 1086. But there is little doubt that the area 

was settled and farmed in much earlier Anglo-Saxon times. The Danes 

also had influenced the place and gave nearby Lathkill Dale (hlatha-gyll) 

its original name. 

Following the Norman Conquest, the Royal Manor was given to 

William Avenell, who in turn distributed pockets of land to monasteries 

in Leicester and Yorke Abbey and there was a clear history through the 

Vernons to the Manners of Haddon Hall, but the ownership of Over 

Haddon is less clear until the late 12th century(2). 

It is more certain that, by the Middle Ages, Over Haddon was the 

home of hill farmers who tended vast flocks of sheep at the monastic 

granges of nearby Meadow Place, Calling Low and One Ash. 

Records from the 14th century show that there were corn mills and 

fisheries run by monks on the river near Conksbury bridge(3). Conksbury 

itself is one of more than 2,000 deserted medieval villages, which is now 

only visible as a complex of earthworks and modified natural features(4). 

After the dissolution of the monasteries by Henry VIII in 1536, 

Conksbury and Meadow Place were sold to the Cavendish family and 

became the property of first the earls and then of the dukes of Devonshire 

until being sold again into private hands. 

In the meantime, lead mining, which had taken place across the White 

Peak since Roman times, was in the ascendancy in the area around 

Lathkill Dale with an early reference in the Quo Warrento - “an 

inquisition held in 1288 at Ashbourne on the orders of Edward I to inquire 

into a miner’s right to dig for lead ore”.(5)  By 1495, lead mining was 

taking place on both sides of Lathkill Dale and continued into the 18th 

century in a haphazard fashion by farmers trying to eke out a meagre 

living. This was followed by a more organised and commercial period of 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

The old engine house in Lathkill Dale operational when lead mining  

was at its height in the 19th century. 

 

mining through into the 19th century. 

Meanwhile, what was happening up from the dale in the village of 

Over Haddon, or Overhaddon Town as it appears on a 1528 hand-drawn 

map? (6) 

In order to make the presumption of the existence of a medieval hall, 

it is inevitable that we examine the families that may have lived here 

starting with the landowners following the Domesday survey. 

  As previously mentioned, the ownership of Over Haddon is unclear 

until we encounter a character living in the late 12th century called 

William fitz William fitz Ralph of Over Haddon - implying his 

grandfather, Ralph, was also holding the estate at Over Haddon.(7) 
 

Thus we have: 

Ralph, presumably of Over Haddon, c1130 who was the father of: 

William fitz Ralph, of Over Haddon, who witnessed a deed concerning 

land at Duckmanton 1177-1188 and was father of:  

William fitz William fitz Ralph de Haddon Superior (Over Haddon) 

where he granted land to the church of All Saints, Bakewell, including 

Merefurlong and Ditchfield at Over Haddon c1190/1200. 

One of William fitz William fitz Ralph’s descendants appears to have 

died leaving the land at Over Haddon divided between two daughters and 



 

co-heiresses c1330, one  of whom married a Bagshaw of Bakewell and 

whose son, William Bagshaw (senior) of Bakewell, jointly held Over 

Haddon with Nicholas de Dale (1411). 

The latter was the son of John, son of Roger de Dale (occasionally en 

le Dale) and Emma, his second wife, who appears to be the sister and co-

heiress of William Bagshaw’s mother. 

John, son of Roger, held half of Over Haddon in 1393, but was 

originally of Ashford, having previously been married to Joan, by whom 

he had an older son, John, son of John de Dale of Ashford and Joan his 

wife, living 1395. 

John and Nicholas de Dale eventually granted all their Derbyshire land 

to William Bagshaw (senior), which may have been due to a failed lead-

mining enterprise for which Bagshaw put up the money after 1411. The 

land was either passed by marriage to the Ratcliffes of Smithills and then 

to the Sutton family, or was sold directly to the Suttons. 

The Suttons came to prominence when Adam, son of Alan, was 

granted a manorial estate at Sutton in Cheshire, from which he took his 

name in the 12th century. It was his great, great grandson Fulk Sutton, 

second son of Sir John Sutton, who acquired the estate at Over Haddon, 

possibly through his wife Beatrice, daughter of Alexander Ratcliffe of 

Smithills, Lancashire. Fulk lived 1422-1461 and had two sons; the 

younger, Alan Sutton, was killed in action at the Battle of St Albans in 

1453. 

 The elder son, Richard Sutton, married the daughter of Richard 

Needham of Boothlow and had two sons - the elder one was Thomas, 

who went on to be Prior of Repton and vicar of Croxall - and the other 

was Alan Sutton, of Over Haddon, who married Alice, daughter of John 

Bridge of Edgeley and Bridge Hall in Cheshire and had two sons - 

Thomas and Jordan. He also had a daughter Anne, who married Richard 

Blackwall of Over Haddon. It is possible that Anne and her husband were 

given the use of the Over Haddon hall and Richard was made overseer of 

his brother-in-law’s enterprises, after her brother Thomas purchased land 

in Derby in 1540. 

 

 
 
 



 

Early Descent of Over Haddon land 
 

Ralph presumed to be of OH 
| 

Wm.Fitz Ralph of OH (late 12thC) 
| 

Wm.Fitz Wm.Fitz Ralph de Haddon Superior 
(Granted land to All Saints Church, Bakewell, 1190-1200 

________________|_________________ 
                       Female heiress of OH                               Female heiress Emma of OH 
                     marr. a BAGSHAW of Bakewell                  marr John son of Roger de Dale 
                              |                                                of Ashford 
                                         |                                                       | 
         Wm Bagshaw(Sr) of Bakewell                                Nicholas de Dale (joint holder) 
                                                                  

No record of a Hall in early 15thC. 
 

                   ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

Descent of Over Haddon land under the Suttons 
 

Over Haddon land passed to Ratcliffes or was sold to Suttons. 
 

Fulk Sutton (1422-61) of Cheshire Suttons arrived in OH after 1461 
marr Beatrice (nee Ratcliffe) 

______________|_________________ 
Richard Sutton of OH                           Alan Sutton died in action 1453 

                        ____|_____________________________ 
                   Alan Sutton of OH                                        Thomas  (Prior of Repton) 
       marr. Alice Bridge of Edgeley & Bridge Hall 
                                 | 
 Thomas  Sutton of OH  d.1572 (MP for Derby 1542-1553)            
                 marr 1. Agnes                                         2. Frances (nee Bagshaw) 
                                |                                              _______|______________ 
     Alan of OH + 3 other sons                Nicholas             George of OH & Derby 
                                                                                 | 

OH estate sold to Sir Edward Leach & Sir John Thorowgood in 1625 
      
OH estate bought by Sir John Coke 1631 

 

 



 

Thomas Sutton married twice, firstly to Agnes, daughter of Richard 

Barnard with whom he had four sons. The oldest son, Alan, lived at Over 

Haddon and eventually King’s Mead in Derby. He had his coat of arms 

confirmed in 1550 which was out of a ducal coronet or a demi-lion 

rampant queue fourche vert, with a second crest added in 1566. 

His second son, Thomas, probably lived in Derby as he was buried in 

All Saints’ Church in 1615 and never married. The third son, 

Bartholomew, moved to London and the fourth son was named 

Rowland(8).  

Documents in the Melbourne Hall Muniments indicate that Thomas 

remarried and left his Over Haddon estate to second wife Frances nee 

Bagshaw and her sons, Nicholas and George, who continued to grow the 

estate until 1625 when it was sold. 

George Sutton sold the estate to Sir Edward Leach of Sawley and Sir 

John Thorowgood of London for £1,020. In 1631, Sir John Coke 

purchased the estate from the Earl of Pembroke, Sir Edward Leach and 

Sir John Thorowgood for £2,047. 

 

Finding out about the families that had owned property and land in 

Over Haddon was part of the research of the newly-formed Over Haddon 

History Group and where its quest to locate the hall began. 

The group was first set up in late 2017 with an afternoon set aside for 

local people to come along with items of interest, such as deeds and wills, 

for the group to archive. 

It was the enthusiasm of a small steering committee of residents, 

fuelled by the clamour for a history group by visitors to a public meeting 

earlier the same year, that had initiated the creation of Over Haddon 

History Group with a programme of events which began officially in 

March 2018.  

Since then the group has held talks, visits and walking tours and also 

elected to embark on a number of topics such as the history of village 

houses, an exploration of the social history of Over Haddon and also to 

find out more about the former existence of a medieval hall. 

 



 

 
 

1724 map showing the old hall marked in The Paddock area  

with chimneys. 

 

 

 
 

1808 map has no sign of the building at the eastern end of the village. 

 



 

  Our early examination of old maps held by village residents identified 

a sketch of a significant house in the 1700s built on an area that is now 

farmland at the eastern edge of the village. The building had disappeared 

from a later map of 1807. 

Examination of records held by the Melbourne Estate in South 

Derbyshire, which went on to own the land at a later date after it was sold 

to Sir John Coke, established the presence of “an old hall”, which in 1631 

was a substantial building of 15 bays with four bays of outbuildings. 

There was also a suggestion from local knowledge, and in adjacent 

field walls and buildings, that building material from the site had been 

re-used elsewhere and there is also a date of 1553 carved into a stone 

lintel at one of the village’s holiday cottages, possibly from the old hall? 

 

 

 
 

The 1553 date stone inserted into the wall of a cottage in Over Haddon. 

Could it have come from the old hall? 

 

Our group was fortunate, through group member Christine Chresta, to 

team up with The Time Travellers Archaeology Group, based in Dore, 

who agreed to help us with a preliminary survey of the site in October 

2018. 

It was decided that a visual and physical examination of the site would 

confirm whether features were natural or man-made, whether the 

footprint of a building could be ascertained and whether any physical 

evidence remained. 

 



 

 
 

View across the potential site of the old hall. 

 

 

 
 

View looking up the hill towards the site 

with the line of the ha-ha clearly visible in the foreground. 



 

 
 

 

One of the drystone walls surrounding the field in which the potential site 

of the old hall could be, showing dressed stone which could possibly have 

come from the demolished building. 

 

The visual survey revealed a large area of disturbance at the western 

end of the field containing the site. Closer examination of the field  

showed an enclosed area down slope and to the south of the disturbance 

(possible garden?) and a curving boundary which appears to be a ha-ha 

around an area marked as a paddock on the 1720 map.(9) 

It was decided to dig three one metre square test pits on a north-south 

line on the site and a fourth pit was located on a prominent forward facing 

platform. 

 These are the findings: 
 

Pit one - sited at the back slope to the disturbed area. 

This revealed a jumble of loose limestone, sandstone and chert 

intermixed with a small amount of degraded lime mortar and containing 

cavities. There was also a thick square of glass slag material. The test pit 

suggests the collapsed remains of a rear retaining wall. 

 



 

 
 

One of the pits. 

 

 
 

A pottery find moments after its discovery in October 2018 

 

Pit two  

Loose pieces of angular limestone, plenty of mortar and possible wall 

plaster. Limited pottery - reminiscent of demolition rubble. 
 

Pit three 

The only pit to have evidence of a structure with stone slabs laid on 

each other and an edge of plaster along one side. Several shards of 

pottery, possibly medieval. This pit stood forward of other site features 

and may go under a later trackway. 



 

 

Pit four 

Loose soils, pieces of stone and different pieces of pottery were found 

in this pit. The insubstantial retaining wall and infill are suggestive of a 

garden feature and not the house. 

 

The pottery finds were passed to a pottery expert (10) for dating and it 

was revealed that they dated from the 12th to 18th centuries. They are 

typical of Derbyshire finds, including kitchenware from Ticknall. Chris 

Cumberpatch, BA. PhD. was consulted and said it was fortunate to find 

medieval pottery as it is relatively rare in Derbyshire. 

The Time Travellers dig concluded that the disturbances in the field 

“would appear to belong to a substantial housing platform and associated 

garden works”. 

The team’s report adds: “The age of the pottery shards are consistent 

with the literature evidence of a hall being present from Henry VI's reign 

(1422-1461) to the mid 18th century. The maps suggest it was present in 

1720, but had been demolished by 1808. (11) 

The building must have been an important element in the history of 

the village and questions remain as to when it was built, how big it was, 

its likely design, any phases of development and collapse - and why it 

fell into ruin? 

We decided that the next logical step was to carry out a geophysical 

survey of the site to clarify its layout and extent with a view to excavation 

of the site. 

Archaeological Research Services Ltd in Bakewell was commissioned 

by The Time Travellers Archaeological Group and the Over Haddon 

History Group to undertake a geophysical survey of the area, using 

magnetometry and also an earth-resistance survey took place over the 

north-western part of the site. 

A summary of the work was contained in a report (12) which has been 

deposited with the Derbyshire Historic Environment Record in which it 

was reported that the earth-resistance survey revealed the possibility of 

structural remains in a clearly disturbed part of the field. It recommended 

further investigation, especially as only a small area had been examined. 

 



 

 
 

Richard Durkin, ARS head of geospatial survey, with history group member, 

Christine Chresta, carrying out the geo-physics survey on a very wet day. 

 

The magnetometry survey was hindered by extensive magnetic 

interference made more variable by the presence of carboniferous 

limestone, but it did reveal a group of weak anomalies in the southern 

half of the study area, several of which correspond to surviving features 

on the ground, which are certainly of archaeological interest according to 

the report. 

Again the recommendation is for the anomalies to be tested by field 

evaluation. So preparations are now underway to undertake further 

exploration in the field and to get the relevant permissions to be able to 

carry out more digging, so that the mystery of Over Haddon’s medieval 

hall can be finally revealed. 
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Stoke Toll House 
 

Ann Hall 

 

Summary 
 

 The history of Stoke Toll House (SK240759) has not been researched 

in any detail before.  Evidence points to its most likely construction date 

as around 1759.  It seems to have been built in an unusually ornate 

manner for a toll house to make it complement the grand additions to 

Stoke Hall which were being undertaken by William Booth at this time.  

Inspiration from James Paine’s designs were likely to have influenced its 

style.  

 Evidence to assess whether Stoke Toll House is the same building as 

Stoke Hall Lodge, mentioned in an article in the Derbyshire Courier in 

1905, is inconclusive, but it is likely that they are indeed different names 

for the same building. 

 Details of some of the owners and tenants are given in the second part 

of the article. 

 The house has also been called Stoke Bar, Stoke Toll Bar and Stoke 

Bar Cottage. 
 

Introduction 
 

 An article in the Derbyshire Courier of 1905 mentioned a house called 

“Stoke Hall Lodge”.  I was unable to place it and turned to the internet 

for help. A quick search revealed that there was no extant house of this 

name, but that it might have been another name for Stoke Toll Bar in the 

past.  It became apparent that no one had explored and published the 

history of this rather interesting building and so I decided that this was 

my next challenge.  

 I have used the Derbyshire birth, marriage and death registers, 

electoral registers and census records, as well as Ancestry website and 

the British Newspaper Archive website.  I corresponded with the current 

owner and local people who have knowledge of the history of Stoke.  I 

also asked for help from historic buildings specialists. 

 

 



 

 

 

North facing side of Stoke Toll House, 2018. This side faces the minor road 

called Froggatt Lane or Stoke Lane.  The main road from Calver to 

Grindleford is visible on the right of the photograph. 

 

 

Building Evidence 
 

 The toll gate is shown as a line across the road on the Burdett map of 

1767 which gives the first documented date for the Toll House.  (A line 

like this is the recognised indicator in Burdett’s key).  There is also a 

possible indicator on the Fox map of 1760, but I have been unable to 

locate a map or other documentation before this date which identifies the 

property.  

 Plans of the property made in 1955 before renovation, show that the 

original building was “two up, two down” with an internal staircase, 

possibly of the “Derbyshire winder” type, passing between the two rooms 

on the eastern side.  It is unclear if the small separate building housing  



 

 
 

Burdett’s map of Derbyshire, 1791. This is the same as the 1767 map with 

additions of prominent Estate owners. 

 

the fuel store and privy on the east side was erected at this time or added 

at a later date.  

 The north side of the building is unusually grand and ornate when 

compared with other local toll houses and particularly when compared to 

others on the Chesterfield to Hernstone Lane Head Turnpike.  It is 

orientated with the front, decorated side of the building, facing north 

towards the minor lane (Froggatt Lane/Stoke Lane) where it joins the 

main turnpike, rather than the main road itself.  This means that this side 

faces Stoke Hall and supports the idea that it was built to look attractively 

eye catching from the Hall.  



 

 On the west side there is evidence of a blocked doorway with a small 

window positioned closely next to it which would be convenient for  

collecting toll on the main road. A postcard (see below) confirms the 

presence of a working door on this side of the cottage.  The structure of 

this door frame is simpler and vernacular in style compared to that of the 

ornate door frame on the north side.  When comparing the size of the toll 

window in a photograph of 1929 with its present day appearance it seems 

that in modern times the toll window has been increased in size.  There 

were two possible external doors on the south side; one remains and 

evidence for the other (or an outer alcove) was seen during renovations.  

These gave access to the simple one-storey extension to the south which 

can be seen in the postcard and which was added at an unknown date. 

Another door was present on the east side which gave access to the 

detached outbuilding via steps.   

 The roof ridge runs across the shortest side of the rectangular building 

(north-south), a most unusual feature, suggesting it was built for 

appearance rather than by building convention.  Because of this unusual 

roof line, it is possible for the gable on the north side of the building to 

be given the appearance of a pediment with roundel.  This circular 

opening is lined with rough stonework, suggesting that it may have 

contained a plaque or sculptured feature which has been removed in the 

past.  Alternatively, it may have been a window lighting the loft in the 

roof which has been removed.  Evidence of scorched roof timber suggest 

that there may have been a fire in the loft and the window may have been 

damaged and removed at that time.  

 Rosemary Lockie has drawn my attention to the fact that Stoke 

Cottage, at the junction of the Grindleford Road and the old turnpike road 

to Eyam (now closed), has a roundel in its gable apex with a window.   

 Further comparison shows both buildings have bands of stone work 

below the roundels linking the flushed mullion windows on the first floor 

in both buildings.  This suggests that Stoke Cottage and the Toll House 

may have been built around the same time and influenced by similar 

architectural designs.  

 The front door on the north side has a steep drop onto the lane and 

there is no evidence of an integral door step making egress impossible.  

This may be evidence for a “show” building rather than practical living 



 

 
 

 

West and south sides of the building 1929.  

(Postcard courtesy of David Turner) 

 

quarters.  Examination of plans of the cottage from 1955 show that this  

door is false with no internal opening in the wall behind it.  This may 

reflect the structure of the cottage as it was originally built. The original 

internal partition wall between the two rooms at ground level meet the 

external wall where the door is positioned.  This is also the same at the 

first floor level where the central window is “blind”.  This makes it 

impossible to use the central door and window and unlikely that they had 

a practical function in the original design.  

 

1729 or 1759? 
 

 The house plaque gives its erection as c1729.  This would mean that 

the building was erected for a purpose other than toll collection as it was 

in place before the roads were turnpiked around 1759.  

 If supporting evidence is found for the 1729 date it would be tempting 

to think that the building was part of the Stoke Hall Estate and might have 

had a role as a lodge and/or for accommodation for estate workers. If the 

building was to be used as a lodge, it is in a typical position on the main 



 

road.  However, it is unusual in that it was erected on the south side of 

the road junction rather than the north within the curtilage of the Hall. 

This position is evidence that the building was erected for toll collecting 

rather than as a lodge integrated into Stoke Park.  

 The present owner believes that 1729 is a mis-transcription of as yet 

unidentified evidence and should read 1759.  This would suggest that the 

building was erected as a toll house at a similar time to the rebuilding of 

Stoke Hall and the ornate façade was to complement the style of the new 

Hall and to enhance its view.  It may have been built at the same time as 

the rebuilding of Stoke Hall dated to 1751 (Present owners give this date 

and not 1757.) which took place under the ownership of Reverend John 

Simpson.  This was reputed to have been designed and constructed by 

William Booth of Stoney Middleton, using designs which formed the 

basis of James Paine’s Plans, Elevations and Sections of Noblemen's and 

Gentlemen's Houses (1767).  Both Paine and Booth were working nearby 

on the redevelopment of Chatsworth House at the time.   

 Alternatively, the toll house may have been built under the direction 

of Sir Henry Bridgeman who occupied Stoke Hall by 1755 after his 

marriage to John Simpson’s daughter. There is evidence that Stoke Hall 

was still being reconstructed in 1762/9 as masons’ marks with an unclear 

date were found during restoration in the early 2000s.     

 Because the Hall was still under construction it follows that the Toll 

House itself could have been designed and built by William Booth using 

inspiration from James Paine’s plans when the Turnpike Trust was 

upgrading the road to a turnpike.  An examination of Paine’s design 

books by an RIBA librarian looking for comparable features led to the 

conclusion that “there had been no whole-scale replication of any of his 

designs, but that the door and finials do appear in some designs.  Whether 

Paine’s books were an inspiration (for the design of the toll house) is not 

certain”.  

 It is interesting to note that Booth was born at Grindleford Bridge and 

he was likely to be on hand when an additional building to the new Hall 

such as a Toll House/ Lodge was being built. 

 The Toll House shows features typical of the Palladian Period and 

similar to the new wings of Stoke Hall with classical symmetrical design.  

Stone balls are still in place on the two corners and apex of the gable of 



 

the toll house and similar balls are present on the Hall roofline.   Also the 

new south and west wings of the Hall were constructed to impress with a 

very grand appearance.  These are the sides of the new Hall which 

directly overlook the Toll House.  It seems likely an attractive “eye 

catching” building would be built in the manner of Lancelot Brown 

whose park design was in vogue at this time.  

 Another feature typical of Paine is shown in the Toll House windows.  

Those on the upper floor were smaller than those on the ground floor.  

Stonework shows evidence of shorter mullioned windows to the first 

floor windows. These are now taller and the mullions have been removed. 

 The shape of the internal lintels of the Toll House windows are curved 

in a manner similar to those of some of the grand rooms in the new wings 

of the Hall (Restoration Homes televised 16 January 2012).  The ground 

floor room on the west side has a beautiful Derbyshire vernacular 

fireplace with tall lintel and narrow uprights.  This room is likely to have 

been the parlour and therefore fitted out more impressively.  It is also the 

room most likely to be seen by travellers on the road and may have been 

given slightly more elaborate features to impress passers-by as they 

approached Stoke Hall.   

 In The Derbyshire Country House Book, 1991, Craven and Stanley 

record “A lodge…classical in style stands on the road itself”.  As the 

authors have already described the stables in the text it appears that they 

are describing the Toll House as a lodge, as there are no other buildings 

“on the road”.  

 

Owners and occupiers 
 

 It is usually the case that toll house buildings were in the ownership 

of the Turnpike Trust and if evidence can be found to support the 1759 

date then it is likely that the structure was built as a toll house.  Its ornate 

north elevation suggests that the occupier of the Hall at the time, Sir 

Henry Bridgeman, may have helped or cajoled the Trust to make the 

building look attractive from his new Hall.  As stated before, if the toll 

house door plaque date of c1729 is substantiated then the building is 

likely to have been built by Rev. John Simpson of Stoke Hall and passed 

to the Turnpike Trust when this branch of the Chesterfield to Hernstone 

Lane Head Trust was formed. 



 

 Documents in the Matlock Record Office show that when Stoke Hall 

Estate was owned by Henry Bridgeman Simpson in 1865, he bought the 

toll house from the Chesterfield and Hernstone Lane Head Turnpike 

Trust when £25 was paid for the building and £5 for the land.  This 

suggests that tolls were no longer taken at this point on the turnpike road 

from 1865, although the Trust was not disbanded until 1878.  The sums 

arising from tolls at each bar can be found in annual newspaper 

advertisements for the toll lettings and Stoke Bar always had a very low 

income when compared with other bars owned by the Trust.  For 

instance, in 1832 Stoke Bar had an annual income of £18, whereas all the 

other bars had income in £100s and frequently no one came forward to 

tenant this bar, meaning that the Trust itself often managed Stoke Bar.  

Maybe the tolls eventually did not pay running costs and the bar was 

removed around 1865.  The present owner suggests that this branch of 

the road was always a minor part of the Chesterfield and Hernstone Lane 

Head Turnpike network.  Tolls for this Turnpike Trust are more likely to 

have been collected by the bars at Froggatt, Calver and Grindleford 

Bridge.  

 To help clarify the reasons for its closure, I examined the minutes of 

the meetings of the Turnpike Trust. In the 1864/5 period, the 

reorganisation of toll collecting around Calver is documented.  The 

weighing machine shed at Calver crossroads was upgraded to a house to 

collect tolls.  The improvements were paid for by Colonel Leslie of 

Hassop Hall and the building was leased to the Trust.  The toll bars at 

Stoney Middleton, Calver Old Bridge and Stoke were closed in 1865.  No 

reason for the changes was given, but maybe running three toll houses 

and one weighing machine within a mile and a half of each other was no 

longer economical.     

 David Turner of Calver (who was born in Stoke Parish) recalls seeing 

evidence that, in the early part of the 1900s, Stoke Hall used the cottage 

for staff accommodation.  Examination of the census records and 

electoral rolls indicate that this may have been the case from the time that 

the cottage was occupied around 1760 and that some of the families 

collected tolls in addition to Stoke Hall estate work.   
 

 The following people lived in the cottage.  Further information on the 

families (in bold) is given below. Changes of ownership are included. 



 

 

1759     Built and owned by Chesterfield to Hernstone Lane Head 

     Turnpike Trust? 

1759-1865   Toll collectors.  Tolls advertised 1788-1841.  

      British Newspaper Archive. 

1815    Samuel Bennett, gardener, and Ann and family, possibly 

  1815-1821. Eyam parish registers. 

1824             Thomas and Hannah Drable (daughter Mary died at    

                        Stoke Toll Gate). Thomas recorded as servant, not toll 

 collector. Eyam parish registers. 

1841-1846   Grace Key and family. Eyam parish registers, Stoke census. 

1850     Tithe award for Stoke – No tenant specified. 

1851-1857   John Wragg with occasional toll collecting locally   

                    elsewhere. Stoke census,Baslow census, British Newspaper   

                        Archive. 

1861     John Unwin. Stoke, Rotherham and Norton Censuses. 

1865     Ownership passed to Stoke Hall Estate– Henry Bridgeman 

         Simpson, owner with unknown tenant.  
 Derbyshire Archives. D365A/TC 54-57  

1871     (possibly) William Cocker gamekeeper. Stoke Census.  

1881     Unoccupied. Stoke census. 

1885     Ownership passed from Granville Orlando Bridgeman to 

     Michael John Hunter. Title Deeds. 

1891     Thomas, quarryman, and Avis Stanley. Stoke census. 

1901&1911  Harry, gardener, and Susan Hawksworth and family.  

                      Stoke census. 

1921-1925   Elizabeth Ann Sanderson. Electoral Register. 

1930-1937   Walter J. and Sarah Williams.  An old postcard dated 

         1929 shows a couple outside the unmodernised toll house.  

         Maybe these are the people shown in this photo.  

                      Electoral Register, British Newspaper Archive. 

1938              Cottage sold by Michael John Hunter to Stoke Hall    

                       Estate Ltd. Title deeds. 

1939            Cottage sold by Stoke Hall Estates Ltd. to Emile Viner.  

                       Title deeds. 

1939    William, gardener and Emily Walker, tenants.1939 Register. 

1945-1952   Edgar and Alice Austin, tenants. Electoral Register. 



 

1950/1        Ownership passed from Emile Viner to Hedley and Ida  

                   Abson when they bought Stoke Hall. Title deeds. 

1953           Harold Kenneth and Margaret Fletcher bought the Toll 

                   House at auction on 10th March for £650.  Conveyance signed 

                   22 April.  Sale particulars made available by David Turner 

                   show that between the 1937 sale advertisement and 1953  

                   sale, a bathroom and water closet had been added to the  

                   amenities as well as an open fronted garage all within a plot  

                   increased to 2000 square yards. They were the first owner  

                   occupiers.  

1955        Planning permission given for a modern extension.  

                   PDNPA planning file. 

1980           Permission given for extension works on east side of house. 

                   PDNPA planning file. 

2010        Ownership passed to Fletcher children on death of parents. 

        Title deeds. 

2012           House sold to Dr. Susan Nicholls on 17 August. Title deeds. 

 

Additional information 
 

Joseph Bennett 
 

 An article appeared in the Derbyshire Courier on the 10 August 1905, 

about the Bennett family called “Hassop Ghost”. Joseph Bennett said that 

he was born in Stoke Hall Lodge in 1816 and that his father was a 

gardener at Stoke Hall.  His christening record in Eyam, and those of his 

three brothers, list the Bennett residence as Stoke Bar between 1815 and 

1821.  I am unsure if Stoke Bar was sometimes called Stoke Hall Lodge 

or if he is referring to another house in the Stoke Bar area (although in 

records examined so far there were no other houses nearby).   

 In the article Joseph does not record any toll collection activities, but 

it was not uncommon in census records for the main resident living in a 

toll house to list another occupation while the family collected tolls, 

making this evidence inconclusive.   

 Consulting birth and marriage registers for Hassop Church, it was 

likely that the Bennett family had moved to Hassop by 1825 where 

Samuel Bennett became the gardener for the Eyre family.  Joseph, the 

subject of the article, was a gardener with his father and eventually 



 

became a tenant farmer on the Hassop Estate.  He married Charlotte 

Pynrell in the Catholic Church at Hassop and their children were baptised 

there.  Correspondence with Anne Thomas, a relative by marriage, 

confirms that the Bennetts were Catholics and it would be logical to make 

the move closer to the community around Hassop.    

  

 
 

Grace Key 
 

 In 1841 the toll collector was Grace Key/Kay who was a widow living 

there with her mother, Mary Briddock (Bradock), and two of her 

children, John 9 and Mary 8.  She was from Edale and had married 

William Key who was from an Eyam family. There is evidence from 

christening registers that the family lived in Grindleford Bridge from 

1829, but there is no positive evidence that they were toll collecting at 



 

this time as his occupation is given as labourer.  He died in 1833.  Her 

eldest daughter Jane Key was a female servant at the Willis farmhouse at  

Hill House (possibly Bank Top Farm today), Bank Top Lane, 

Grindleford Bridge.  Conditions may have been hard as Jane died at Stoke 

Bar in 1842 and Mary died in Brampton in 1845.  By the 1851 census 

Grace had remarried and was living in Brampton, Chesterfield, and had 

another daughter also called Mary. 

 

John Wragg 
 

In 1851 the toll was collected by John Wragg who was unmarried and 

aged 72.  He was a professional toll collector from a Baslow family and 

was recorded collecting tolls at Baslow Bar in 1855.  He must have 

returned to Stoke Bar by 1857 because there is a newspaper report of a 

burglary at the Toll Bar in the middle of the night.  The thieves broke a 

window to make an entry and stole 8/-, a silver watch and a ham worth 

18/-.  John Wragg had returned to Baslow for the 1861 census and died 

there in 1863.  His advanced age and lack of other household members 

to help with duties again supports the suggestion that the gate was 

infrequently used at this time. 

 

Joseph Unwin 
 

In 1861 the toll was collected by Joseph Unwin, 45, and family, Hannah, 

47, and children Laetitia, 16, and Harriott, 15. He was a career toll keeper, 

but combined this role with other occupations such as coal agent (1851 

in Rotherham) and clerk (1871 in Norton, Sheffield). 

 

Walter and Sarah Williams 
 

On 24 October 1937 the Derbyshire Times reported that the cottage was 

turned into a hospital where doctors worked by candlelight putting 

stitches into the wounds of six injured in a two car accident at the junction 

by the toll house.  Medical supplies and hot water were sent from Stoke 

Hall and eventually an ambulance carried four of the injured to hospital 

in Sheffield.  Mr Williams was a witness to the accident and appeared in 

court later in the year when one of the drivers was prosecuted for driving 



 

a car in a dangerous manner which resulted in a £10 fine and no 

endorsement to his licence. 

 

 

 
 

Cutting from Derbyshire Times, October 1937 

 

Harold Kenneth and Margaret Fletcher. 
 

 David Turner has many childhood memories of the Fletchers because 

he was friendly with their son.  He recalls that both Ken and Peggy 

Fletcher, as they were known by everyone, were teachers. Mr. Fletcher 

ended his career as Deputy Head teacher at Hope Valley College and 

Mrs. Fletcher taught at several local primary schools.    Mr. Fletcher was 

also a very practical man and constructed both extensions to the property 

himself in the 1950s and 1980s. 

 Another memory is related to the old water supply to the cottage.  

Before it was connected to the mains water in recent years, the water 

supply came from two reservoirs located in a field near the Eyam New 



 

Road.  In springtime, the Fletchers would often turn on the tap to find 

tadpoles flowing out, which David witnessed himself. 

 Evidence from newspaper articles also provides more information 

about the Fletcher family.  Their daughter Ruth was in the process of 

clearing out the house after her parents had died, when she was tragically  

drowned in a diving accident in Northumberland.  She was a doctor, 

sportswoman and an experienced diver.  The coroner said “She must have 

been an inspirational person, and her life seems to have been full of hard 

work, achievement and service to her local community”.(The Journal, 

25th June 2013) 
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her family history research. 

 

Please contact annhall4@hotmail.com with any queries or suggestions. 
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Two Postcards 
 

Lillias Bendell 

 

In the 21st Century, communication is all too often tied up in 

Instagrams, Skypes, and Twitters, leaving a void where the anticipation 

of a postcard received from a loved one used to be. Two examples, 

connected with Bakewell, illustrate close family ties in the early and mid-

1900s. 
 

Keeping in Touch – Father to Son 
 

‘Master J Shirehampton, 

CSSM Camp, 

Sheringham,  

Norfolk 
 

So glad to get your pc and letter via your Mummy. I expect you enjoyed 

the rough bathing – I did, when I was your age at Sheringham – so glad 

you were classed among the strong swimmers. I spent this last weekend 

here as a change from smoky Manchester. This river is the Wye, but I  

don’t think it can be the real Wye, is it!  I went to see the big Ship Canal 

today and saw the old canal lifted over it to let a big ship pass. 

    Love Daddy 

The old bike fetched 42/6 less 4/- advertising.’ 
 

This chatty message on a postcard, sent from a father to his son, was 

no doubt intended to reassure the boy and boost his confidence whilst at 

summer camp. The Childrens’ Special Service Mission (formed in 1867 

and later the ‘Scripture Union’) gave many children a safe, and fun, 

chance to be away from home and family in the holidays. Mentioning the 

sale of the old bike was also a reminder of life at home. 

The card was posted in Manchester on June 22nd, 1923 and bears the 

special post mark of the British Empire Exhibition of 1924 that was 

planned to take place at Wembley Park. This Dania multi-view card is 

particularly interesting with Bakewell Church in the centre looking 

easterly and another showing Bakewell Square at the time of Stewart’s 

Clothing Hall being in business. The family name of ‘Shirehampton’ is 

recorded in the 1939 Register, residing in Frinton & Walton, Essex. A 

possible connection with the boy and his father. 



 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 



 

Keeping in Touch – Mother and son 
 

‘Mrs H Brooke Taylor, 

The Hall 

Bakewell 
 

My dear Mother, I hope you will not be like this woman when you 

come to Ockbrook. I hope you will catch the bus and not spill all 

the oranges, apples, etc, etc. 

With love from Ted’ 
 

Interest in this post card was sparked by the written message from a 

‘local’ boy and also the amusing cartoon style. Unfortunately, the card 

had lost both stamp and postmark, although ‘OOK’ can just be 

deciphered on the pictorial side. At first I misread the Ockbrook as 

‘Oakbrook’ and assumed that Ted was probably at a school of that name 

but further ‘detective‘ work revealed another story . . .  
 

Firstly – the postcard.  

Davidson Bros. ‘Pictorial Post Cards’ were only produced between 

1901 and 1911 so this serves to give an approximate date for the card. 

The artist ‘Tom Browne’, who had caught Ted’s eye, was born in 

Nottingham in 1871, started out as an errand boy in the lace market and 

then became an apprentice in a lithographic printing firm. His life as a 

‘cartoonist’ was preordained; a studentship at Nottingham School of Art 

gave him the opportunity to study and sell his work to comic papers. In 

the 1890s he moved to London and his talent was so great that his 

techniques are still in use today. Working between London and 

Nottingham he founded the Sketch Club in London and Tom Browne and 

Co. of Nottingham.  It is believed that Charles Chaplin modelled his 

characters on the ideas suggested by Tom Browne. Sadly the cartoonist’s 

life was cut short by illness and he died in London at only 39 years of 

age. The slapstick humour was noticed by young Ted Brooke Taylor who 

thought his Mother should heed his advice! 

 

The Family. 

The 1901 Census return for Bakewell gives clues to Ted’s identity. 

Seven year old Edward M. B. Taylor was living with his family at the  



 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 



 

Old Hall, father Herbert and mother Mary B. Taylor. 

 Mother, Mary, was born at Ockbrook and this is the connection for Ted 

and his postcard from Ockbrook.  

‘Ted’ is Edward Mallalieu Brooke Taylor who had been staying at his 

Mother’s family home, Swallow’s Rest, Ockbrook. 

 In the same census year, but at Ockbrook, another member of the Taylor 

family from Bakewell was visiting there, 35 year old John, a colliery 

proprietor. 

By coincidence, the Mallalieu family also had a son aged seven in 

1901 so one can guess that the boys were perhaps playmates too. 

 Another fascinating facet of this story is that of the Mallalieu family 

and their connection with Ockbrook’s history. A Moravian settlement 

with Church and Boys’ School was established in the 1750s. The Rev. 

James Mallalieu became Principal of the School and the extended family 

settled in Ockbrook during the 1800s. 

The Brooke Taylors held legal positions in Bakewell Town, being 

clerks for the U.D.C. from the early 1900s. In 1905 Herbert was 

presented with his portrait in oils, executed by Charles Beaston of 

Sheffield, at a dinner at the Rutland Arms, in appreciation of his 

outstanding record of public service to the town and district of Bakewell. 

Later, in 1936, the writer of the postcard, Edward, is listed as 

commissioner to administer oaths and also deputy coroner for the High 

Peak Hundred. 

 

Postscript 

Could there be a link here with a very well known name who made 

humour his main profession? I think so! 

 

Sources 

 

1939 Register. 

1901 Census Returns for Bakewell and Ockbrook. 

1904, 1912, 1936 Kelly’s Directory (Bakewell). 

1949, March. ‘’Haddon Tips’’ Magazine of R.Orme & Co. Ltd. 

Derbys Record Office. D504/4 Brooke Taylor Archive. 

Various internet sources used in researching the history of postcards. 



 

Mud Huts in Bakewell 
 

Marian Barker 

 

 While working on another project I came across the following entries 

in the Bakewell census for 1861. 

 

 
 

Who was living in ‘mud huts’ in the mid 19th century in Bakewell? 

The answer was that men working on the construction of the Rowsley- 

Buxton railway line were living in these huts, ‘excavators’, sometimes 

with wives and children. A closer look at the 1861 census revealed that 

the town of Bakewell was home to about 200 workers on the new railway 

line. Much has been written on the Midland Railway and navvies in 

general, but, as far as I know, nothing on the group of navvies who, came 

to Bakewell to build the line. 

Through a study of the 1861 census, which fortunately was taken 

when work was well under way, and a search for newspaper reports of 

the time, I have tried to find more information about these men. Mention 

will also be made of other locations along the line to Buxton where 

railway workers were living. 

In 1861 Bakewell must have been a lively town.  The cotton mill was 

employing more workers, 112 of whom were resident in Bakewell, and 



 

the arrival of railway construction brought hundreds of workers from 

outside the area increasing the income of local traders and householders. 

This was not to last. A few years later the railway workers had moved on 

to other construction sites and the Lumford cotton mill burnt down in 

1868 putting many cotton workers out of work until the mill was rebuilt. 

 The Midland Railway from the south as far as Rowsley was completed 

in 1849. Work on the Rowsley to Buxton section did not commence until 

1860 while negotiations with the dukes of Rutland and Devonshire took 

place regarding different suggestions for the route of the line. The route 

finally chosen would be through Haddon Park. Bakewell people had 

hoped the line would follow the course of the river Wye, but the duke of 

Rutland insisted that the line should not be visible from Haddon Hall. It 

was decided therefore that the line should be hidden in a cut and cover 

tunnel through the Haddon lands.  This meant that the new railway line 

was to be higher up the valley side, and the proposed site of Bakewell 

station would be up the hill from the town. 

Work finally began on the 29th August 1860.   The Derbyshire Times 

reported 
 

‘We have much pleasure in announcing that the first sod of the Rowsley 

and Buxton (Continuation) Railway was cut on Wednesday last the 29th 

ult at Bakewell.  It will be in the remembrance of our readers that for 

upwards of ten years the inhabitants of the Peak of Derbyshire have 

perseveringly promoted a railway communication from Rowsley to 

Manchester and notwithstanding the numerous disappointments that have 

taken place from time to time their expectations were finally realized on 

Wednesday.  The interesting ceremony of cutting the first sod was 

performed by Master Crawford Barlow, the son of the eminent engineer 

of the line, in the presence of a very numerous assemblage of persons.’  
 

 The dignitaries then adjourned to the Rutland Arms for a ‘sumptuous 

repast’ and toasted the contractors, Messrs Rennie and Thomson, who 

had been involved in railway contracts in other areas of the country, and 

to the speedy completion of the project. Messrs Rennie, Logan and 

Matthews were contracted to complete the project as far as Buxton, with 

the exception of two miles from the Rowsley end which would be 

undertaken by George Thomson, i.e. the tunnel and bridges through 

Haddon Park as far as Hassop. 



 

 Newspapers described to their readers the route of the new railway 

line and advised them that they would  
 

‘see that one of the most beautiful panoramas in the country will be 

exhibited to all who travel by this new route and it cannot fail to be a most 

popular ride.’(1)  

It was also noted that  
 

‘...the commercial travellers who are in the habit of visiting Bakewell and 

the residents generally will be highly gratified when this line is open as the 

present mode of transit from Rowsley is anything but agreeable'.(2)  
 

 By October 1860 work was well under way. The Derbyshire Courier 

Oct 13, 1860 reported that a hundred men were at work near Bakewell.  

Blacksmiths shops and stabling for 50 horses had been erected. Work on 

the tunnels had begun. 

 It was expected that the tunnel through Haddon park would be opened 

in March 1861. The Derbyshire Times in March reported that Mr 

Thomson, the ‘spirited contractor’ was making real progress and the 

cuttings and embankments were beginning to indicate the direction of the 

line.(3)  Once the tunnel was open they would be able to lay the sleepers 

and rails on towards Bakewell and Longstone.  However, this prediction 

for the opening was somewhat optimistic.  It was not until August 1862 

that the line as far as Hassop was officially opened. It was reported that 

the Haddon tunnel had presented the contractor with considerable 

difficulties. 
 

Who were the navvies? 

 The navvies, known also as excavators or railway miners, and general 

labourers came from all over the country and many from Ireland.  They 

followed the lines of railway construction and would normally seek 

lodgings in nearby towns and villages. Where no accommodation was 

available they would construct huts of turf and wood or use empty barns. 

The railway companies would, in more remote areas lacking in 

accommodation, provide wooden huts. 

 Bakewell was able to offer accommodation to the majority of workers 

who arrived. By April 1861, when the census was taken, there were 

almost 200 workers, many with families, lodging with local residents. As 

well as ‘excavators’, there were also stone masons, carters, brickmakers, 



 

blacksmiths and carpenters employed on the line. It is not possible to be 

precise about the numbers because the census does not specify whether, 

e.g. a wheelwright or stonemason, who may have originated from 

elsewhere, was working for the railway company on a regular basis. It is 

certainly the case that local tradesmen such as blacksmiths, carters, 

carpenters, stonemasons would be in great demand and were likely to see 

an increase in their business due to the presence of the railway 

construction. Local traders such as grocers, butchers and bakers would 

also have benefitted considerably from the presence of the railway 

workers. 

Excavators formed the majority of railway workers listed in the 1861 

census for Bakewell, i.e. 72%. These men were using picks, dynamite, 

and shovels to dig out cuttings and tunnels. Some workers were carters 

or tip drivers whose job it was to remove the stone and soil by horse and 

cart or by using wagons on rails pulled by horses to build up 

embankments.  

Stonemasons and bricklayers were also key workers in the project.  

Construction of the new railway involved using a large quantity of bricks 

for building bridges and tunnels. In previous censuses, 1841 and 1851, 

there is no mention of brickmaking in Bakewell. However, Charles 

Colton established a brickmaking yard in Main Close (Mesne Lane?) in 

Bakewell. Lodging with him and his family (a wife and five children aged 

1 to 15) were four men listed as brickmakers. There were eight other 

brickmakers lodging in Bakewell, presumably employed in the same 

brickworks. In the 1871 census Colton is still recorded as a brickmaker 

in Bakewell in the Pineapple area off Baslow road. 

Railway workers were lodging in all areas of the town, but there were 

concentrations in Mill Street, New Street and Church Row. 

11 railway workers were living in Church Row, e.g. George Turner, a 

local plasterer, had four lodgers, two of whom were excavators, living 

with his wife and two children aged 2 and 10. Lodging with Moses 

Newton, a local cordwainer, and his wife, were three excavators from 

Birmingham, Leamington and Wales.   

17 railway workers were lodging in New Street and there was 

significant overcrowding in some homes. For example, living with 

Abraham Berrisford, a 48 year old Bakewell born excavator, were his 



 

wife, nine children between the ages of 1 and 19, and four lodgers (two 

excavators, one from Preston and one from Boston USA, a saddler from 

Banbury and a blacksmith from Bradford). 15 people altogether. 

 Railway workers were also concentrated in Mill Street. 23 households 

were accommodating a total of 40 railway workers. There were examples 

of serious overcrowding in this street. James Marchington, a cotton 

weaver, his wife and five children aged between 1 and 20 had lodging 

with them four excavators from Ireland. 11 people in the house 

altogether. An even more congested house was that of Isaac Rowland, a 

tin plate worker who, apart from his wife, nine children aged from 1 to 

19, was accommodating four lodgers, two of whom were excavators from 

Somerset, a blacksmith from Devon and a bookbinder from Liverpool.15 

people altogether. Isaac’s 17 year old son was a tin plate worker and his 

12 year old son an excavator, the youngest recorded in Bakewell. 

On Harrison Lane two households were recorded housing eight 

excavators and drivers altogether. (Harrison Lane was then a 

continuation of Gypsy Lane extending down to Baslow Road and across 

to Hassop Road. It was later blocked off by the new railway.(4)) On Main 

Close, apart from Mr Colton the brickmaker and his family, there was 

another household of a railway carter, his wife and three children and two 

lodgers who were described as railway tip drivers. 

The heads of households with whom most railway workers were 

lodging were general labourers, cotton mill workers, cordwainers and 

widowed women who were employed in charring, laundry or straw 

bonnet making. Other householders offering lodgings were a 

greengrocer, a carpenter, a quarryman, a butcher, a wheelwright, etc. One 

railway worker was lodging with a police constable, German Holmes, in 

Church Row.   

The majority of public houses in Bakewell had no railway workers 

lodging with them. The Peacock, Red Lion, Anchor, Angel, New Inn, 

Royal Oak, Vernon Arms (now the Manners), the Queens and the 

Devonshire Arms (formerly on Church Alley) were not accommodating 

any railway workers, presumably because accommodation would be too 

expensive, or that they were not welcome.  However, a railway 

contractor, Henry Cheewood, was staying at the Wheatsheaf in 1861.  



 

 There were three public houses who had offered lodgings to railway 

workers. The Bluebell Inn, formerly on Stanage Road, run by Thomas 

Nook, originally from Cheshire, had three excavators from Devon and 

Bedfordshire lodging. The Durham Ox on Bridge Street had five 

workers. Ten excavators, all from Ireland, were being housed at the 

Derby Gate beerhouse, on the Ashford road, run by Thomas Platts. A 

nearby property in Derby Gate, was also home to ten Irish navvies.  

 The census enumerator recorded three ‘mud huts’ in Bakewell, in the 

Coombs Road area, between East Lodge (Brooklands) and Coombs 

Farm. These huts would have been constructed of turf, wooden planks 

and tarpaulin covers. Mud Hut 1 housed four excavators, one of whom 

had a wife and a three year old daughter living with him. They were from 

Stafford, Salisbury, Liverpool and Lincoln. Mud hut 2 housed five 

excavators, one with a wife. They were from Kent, Lincolnshire, 

Bedfordshire, Oxfordshire and Norfolk. Mud hut 3 housed four 

excavators, one with a wife and six children, aged between 2 and 15, the 

eldest also being an ‘excavator’. They came from Bedfordshire, London, 

Leicester, Norfolk. 

 In Rowsley in 1861 there were eight workers lodging in the village, 

but 25 were living in four ‘sod huts’ as described by the enumerator.  It 

is likely that some of the workers had already moved on towards 

Bakewell by April 1861 as a newspaper report back in February 

described the neighbourhood of Rowsley as presenting  
 

‘a very novel appearance in consequence of the erection of numerous huts, 

etc, for the accommodation of navvies employed in making the new railway 

from Rowsley to Buxton.  Barns and sheds have been converted into 

dwellings and in some cases a great many human beings are obliged to 

share the same roof – in fact, they are ‘as thick as bees in a hive’.(5)  
 

 A small settlement had also sprung up in Nether Haddon, primarily 

working on the construction of the Haddon tunnel. The census records 13 

‘households’ living in eight huts and five barns, a total of 37 workers, 14 

women and 23 children aged between 1 and 16. Eleven of the workers 

were described as brickmakers. Was there a brick making business at 

Nether Haddon? A report in December 1861 by civil engineer, John 

Allen, in The Engineer describing all aspects of the construction of the 

tunnel, has the following  -  
 



 

‘The arch, which is a semicircle, consists of five or six rings of bricks, as the 

ground may require it. These bricks are made on the contractor’s premises; 

good clay fit for the purpose being found adjoining the works.’(6) 
 

Was he referring to the brickworks at Main Close off the Baslow Road?  

 In the enumeration district of Ashford 71 railway workers were 

recorded, ten of them from the local area. There were also three ‘turf huts’ 

recorded housing 19 men, 4 wives and 10 children. 

 Further up the line in April 1861 the enumerator recorded 81 railway 

workers lodging in Great Longstone, five of them local. There were 23 

workers in Little Longstone. About half the workers in Great and Little 

Longstone were Irish, a greater proportion that in any other district.  

In Blackwell there were six ‘hutts’ (sic) recorded accommodating 21 

workers, seven women and 13 children aged between 11 months and 14 

years of age. 14 workers were lodging in Blackwell village. 

 In Tideswell there were 59 workers recorded and, unusually, more 

than half were from the local area.  

 
Enumeration 

district * 

Total 
railway 
workers 

Local 
born 

workers 

Origin 
Ireland 

 No. 
of 

huts 

Workers 
in huts 

Wives 
in huts 

Children 
in huts 

Bakewell 198 16 37  3 14 3 7 

Rowsley 35 3 1  5 22 5 9 

Nether Haddon 44 0 14  13 44 15 27 

Ashford 71 10 29  3 19 4 10 

Great Longstone  
& Holme 

81 5 45  0 ** 0 0 0 

Little Longstone 41 6 17  0** 0 0 0 

Tideswell 59 31 2  0 0 0 0 

Blackwell 35 0 4  6 21 7 13 

Fairfield 
(Buxton) 

127*** - 32  31 85 18 25 

 
* Not the parish. 

**Michael Stuart in his article in Aspects of Nineteenth Century Longstone identified 

three possible huts in Little Longstone and four in Great Longstone. However, the 

census enumerator did not identify any of the properties occupied by residents or 

visitors, leaving the column in the census blank.  

***It is difficult to be accurate about these figures as the census enumerator did not 

always specify whether e.g. a labourer, who was not local, was working on the railways. 



 

In the Fairfield enumeration district of Buxton, about half a mile 

eastwards along the Wye valley towards Bakewell, there was a large 

village of mud huts.(7) The census recorded 31 huts accommodating 85 

railway workers. With them were 18 women and 25 children aged 

between 1 month and 14 years of age.  

It is hard to imagine what life could have been like for the women and 

children living in the turf huts. Conditions must have been very damp and 

insanitary. In some of the huts the women would have to provide for 

several ‘lodgers’ who no doubt paid a small rent, but would expect meals 

and somewhere to sleep. It is likely that many of the occupants, and 

particularly the children, would have suffered from pulmonary diseases. 

Many railway workers spent their lives ‘on the tramp’ from one 

construction project to another around the country. Some took their 

families too, and from the place of birth of their children it is possible to 

see to what extent this was true.  For example, Henry Collier, a railway 

contractor, originally from Huntingdon and in 1861 recorded in Great 

Longstone, had five children with him born in Monmouthshire, 

Lancashire, and Sussex. James Hayden, a railway labourer from 

Gloucestershire, and in 1861 living in Tideswell, also had five children 

resident with him, who were born in Yorkshire, Gloucestershire, Norfolk 

and Scotland. 

 

A mixed blessing? 

Whereas the presence of so many railway workers in the local area 

must have brought added prosperity to the town of Bakewell, their 

reputation for consuming large quantities of alcohol brought problems 

for residents. Incidents of unruly and drunken behaviour were reported 

frequently in local newspapers, e.g. In the Derbyshire Times, Jan 26, 

1861 
‘Scenes of riot and confusion are now frequent at Bakewell, Rowsley and 

the places adjacent to the new works of the new railway.  On Saturday night 

last Mr Superintendent Rust was violently struck and kicked by a navvy 

and we are sorry to say has suffered much pain since.’  
 

Superintendent Rust at the time of the census was living at the Bakewell 

lock-up, keeping an eye on a prisoner from Tideswell. Despite the attack 



 

on Superintendent Rust there was confidence in his ability to keep control 

of the situation as the Derbyshire Times reported three weeks later.(8) 
 

‘Bakewell. The public houses are unusually full in consequence of many 

navvies being brought here to work on the new railway making from 

Rowsley to Buxton, but the police, under the very able management of 

Superintendent Rust, who has become highly respected here, manage to 

keep them under subjection.’   
 

However, problems continued to arise. The local newspaper The 

Bakewell Standard on March 8, 1861 reported 
 

‘On Saturday night, the 2nd inst., a most disgraceful row took place opposite 

the “Peacock” by a number of the men called “tippers and drivers”.  A large 

number of the men had gone to Mr Banks, of the “Peacock Inn”, who had 

a fire made in his large room for their accommodation, it being the pay 

night.  At half past twelve o’clock Mr Banks, like a prudent landlord, 

ordered the tap to be stopped, when the men showed their conduct by 

creating a row.  The police were eventually requested to clear the house, 

when the ‘navvies showed defiance and used the most disgusting language.  

Being got into the street they commenced throwing stones and fighting, 

smashing windows and creating such a disturbance as Bakewell has 

seldom witnessed.’ 
 

 On one occasion excessive drinking led to a death. In May 1861 

Thomas Williams, a railway worker, ‘had been drinking rum with 

comrades. They had got so drunk that they were taken out of the house 

into the landlord’s stable’.  Later Williams was found dead. At the 

inquest, held at the Royal Oak, the coroner’s verdict was that he had died 

from a fit of apoplexy brought on by excessive drinking.(9) 
 Superintendent Rust continued to be at risk when carrying out his 

duties. A violent assault was reported  in September - 
 

 'On Sunday night at the Red Lion Inn, Bakewell, a party of Irish navvies 

were collected together drinking, a quarrel arose and the police were called 

in.  Mr Superintendent Rust entered and was attempting to put an end to 

the quarrel when an Irishman named Patrick Keeton took up a chair and 

struck the Superintendent with it. The blow broke the chair leg and the 

Superintendent was knocked down.  A second man took up a poker and 

struck Mr Rust across the temple cutting a serious gash.  Three other 

policemen were sent for and the Irishmen were soon locked up.  Dr Knox 



 

was in immediate attendance on the superintendent and dressed his 

wounds.  The prisoners on Monday morning were taken before R.W.M. 

Nesfield, Esq. and remanded until Friday.’(10) 
 

A similar incident occurred at the Castle Inn in Bakewell.  
  

‘On Saturday night Mr Myers of the Castle Inn wishing to clear his house 

a little before 12 at night informed some ‘navvies’ drinking in the tap that 

he should draw no more and requested them to leave, when they 

commenced a row, broke the table and threatened Mr Myers.  Six of them, 

with the legs and parts of the broken table, armed themselves and showed 

defiance to the police.  Mr Myers ultimately got them out when they 

smashed a window.  During the evening Mrs Myers and a female servant 

were struck by one of them.’(11)  
 

Bakewell Petty Sessions dealt with other types of incidents apart from 

drunkenness and rioting. Charles Hall, a navvy, was charged with 

stealing wood and a tin kettle from the railway contractors, Messrs 

Rennie & Co.(12)  Robert Smith, navvy, was arrested for stealing a cheese 

from the shop of Mr Robert Irving, a Bakewell grocer. He was sentenced 

to six weeks imprisonment with hard labour.(13) Robert Brown, navvy, 

was arrested for stealing a shirt from the Peacock Inn, Bakewell, the 

property of Wm. Reubens, ostler, and sentenced to two months 

imprisonment with hard labour.(14) 

The illegal sale of beer presented the police with further work. For 

example, John Robinson of Rowsley, a railway labourer, was charged by 

Superintendent Rust with selling beer in the railway huts at Rowsley 

without having a license, on 27th April.  He was fined £5 and costs or, in 

default, one month’s imprisonment.(15)        

A correspondent to the Derbyshire Times, having read about the 

unruly conduct of navvies in the Bakewell area, wrote in defence of the 

navvies at the Buxton end of the new railway.(16) 
 

‘I see a paragraph in your last impression mentioning the conduct of the 

navvies at the Rowsley and Bakewell end of the new railway.  It will be 

fair to the fine body of men at the Buxton end to state their steady and good 

conduct.  This is partly owing to the strictness of the contractor, who not 

only threatens, but a week ago carried out his threat of dismissal of any 

man drunk or disorderly.'   
 



 

In an attempt to modify the behaviour of the railway workers, the 

contractor, Mr Matthews, paid an additional curate at Bakewell and a 

scripture reader at Buxton. He also had plans for a temporary reading and 

coffee room ‘to be erected for the men at the large village of mud huts 

which has sprung up, as if by magic, about half a mile below Buxton’.(17)    

At the beginning of June 1861 a temporary coffee and reading room 

was officially opened in Buxton for use by the navvies. Following a 

procession of about 200 navvies, headed by the local brass bands, they 

sat down to a ‘first rate dinner’ to celebrate the opening.  The reading 

room was erected about a half mile from Buxton on the Bakewell road 

close to the railway at the large village of mud huts.  The contractors, 

with the support of the duke of Devonshire, organised the project so that  
 

 ‘the men can have a cup of coffee and read the newspapers after the toils 

  of the day are over instead of wasting their time and money at the beer-

  house’.(18) 

The newly appointed chaplain at Bakewell, Rev. H. M. Baker, also 

wished to make a difference. He organised facilities for the men and their 

families. The Bakewell Standard reported on October 18, 1861 that the 

Rev. Baker had informed the men that there would be three short Sunday 

services exclusively for the labourers on the railway held every Sunday 

at different places several miles apart so that every family could attend if 

they wished. There would be a service at the Miners Arms in Longstone 

at eleven o’clock, at Haddon Hall at three in the afternoon and at 

Bakewell in the Town Hall at five. Rev. Baker also organised a night 

school and reading room in the Town Hall for the use of the men on 

Tuesdays, Wednesdays and Fridays from seven to nine ‘for spiritual good 

and mental improvement’.   

A programme of lectures was arranged for the winter months at the 

Town Hall. The lectures were described at length in the Bakewell 

Standard, e.g. on December 6 it was reported that Rev. Erskine Clarke, 

vicar of St Michael’s, Derby, delivered a lecture on how the common 

difficulties and ills of everyday life might be removed and overcome by 

a common sense method of meeting and dealing with them.  His talk was 

entitled  “How to boil Peas” and the lecturer  
 

‘cleverly and humorously pointed out how every person in every rank and 

condition of life had his own pea which troubled him; some the political 



 

pea, some the private pea, others the partnership pea, etc., all which would, 

like the unboiled peas in the pilgrim’s shoes, sadly impede their 

comfortable walk in this life, if allowed to worry and chafe them; but if like 
the wise and canny pilgrim who took the liberty to boil his peas before he 

began his march, care was taken to soften down the perils, provocations 

and impediments encountered in life: like him the pilgrim of this world 

would walk in comfort and without personal distress’.  
 

The next week’s lecture ‘Look before you leap’ was followed by one 

on ‘Total Abstinence’.  Apparently the speaker used a humorous 

approach and the audience of railway workers and their families were 

‘convulsed with laughter’ and nine members of the audience came 
forward to sign a pledge of total abstinence. 

Other talks included ‘The strange but true history of Pitcairn Island’, 

a magic lantern show, a talk on ‘Happy Homes’ and a lecture on ‘Richard 

Weaver, converted collier and ex-pugilist’. Dr Spencer Hall of Matlock 

Bath delivered a talk on '‘heads and faces’ or phrenology and 

physiognomy’. In February 1862 Rev. Baker introduced a series of 

readings to the men and their families and they were occasionally 

entertained by the boys choir from Bakewell Union Workhouse. Lectures 

and readings ended in May as the men were working late with increased 

daylight hours. 

 

Dangerous work 

 Work on railway construction was very dangerous. There was the 

constant danger of falling masonry, particularly when constructing 

tunnels. John Venter was killed in Monsal tunnel by stone falling on him. 

John Bishop was killed by waggons in the tunnel at Haddon, ‘he being 

accidentally knocked down when driving the horses’.(19) 

In March 1861 heavy rain caused flooding at Rowsley. Huge pieces 

of timber and other articles required in making the new railway were 

washed down the river and a great number of men had to be employed in 

getting the property out of the fast flowing water. (20) 

 Navvy William Hearing, working on the sloping sides of a cutting near 

Thornbridge, was killed when a huge stone weighing nearly two tons and 

a large quantity of soil collapsed on top of him. The inquest was held at 

the Pack Horse Inn in Little Longstone. (21) 



 

Several workers were described in the census as ‘tip drivers’. This was 

a very dangerous job. Tip drivers were essential in the construction of 

embankments. They would drive horses and a wagon on tram lines, filled 

with stone dug from a cutting, to the edge of the embankment. At the 

extreme verge a stout piece of timber was fastened to prevent the wagons 

toppling over the edge when they discharged their contents. The tip 

drivers would manoeuvre the horses and themselves so that the wagon 

tipped the stone over the edge without taking the horses or themselves 

with the stone.(22)  

To illustrate this danger, a near fatal accident happened in April 1861 

when a railway worker was leading horses pulling two wagons along the 

line loaded with stone and soil taken from a cutting to create an 

embankment. One wagon came off the line and the worker was buried 

under soil. Fortunately, Mr Leech, veterinary surgeon of Bath St, 

Bakewell, was nearby and saw what happened and promptly stopped the 

horses which would have pulled the wagons over the worker. Luckily the 

worker emerged uninjured.(23) (A walk along the Monsal trail can 

illustrate the enormity of the work required to build an embankment.) 

 A very serious accident took place at the Bakewell end of the Haddon 

tunnel on 2nd July 1861. About twelve men, masons and labourers, were 

putting in the keystones of a length of arching at the entrance of the tunnel 

when without any warning whatever, about ten yards fell in. Four men, a 

boy and a horse were killed and many others injured. Those who were 

killed were John Millington of Stanton, leaving a wife and five year old 

daughter, James Birds of Youlgrave leaving a wife and five children, 

George Buckley of Matlock Bath leaving a wife and four children, James 

Clarke from Leicester and Alfred Plank, a boy from Youlgrave. 
 

‘In one place two men lay side by side fearfully crushed and quite dead; 

nearer the entrance lay a boy and a horse both dead; a few yards in the 

tunnel lay two men – one dead and the other with both legs severed from 

his body.’ (24) 

Dr Knox of Bakewell attended the scene. The five bodies were taken 

away in a cart and laid in the coach-house at the Royal Oak Inn to await 

the coroner’s inquest. The Bakewell Standard reported that  
 



 

‘During the fearfully anxious and heartrending scene of getting out the 

bodies, Mrs Bath of the cottage near Haddon Hall might be seen kindly 

engaged in procuring brandy, linen, etc.’ 
 

Mary Ann Bath was a 54 year old widow and warden of Haddon Hall 

which was unoccupied at the time.  

  There is a memorial stone to the dead in Rowsley churchyard. 

 
 

 
 

Haddon tunnel following the partial collapse, July 1861. 

 

The boy who was killed was 15 year old Alfred Plank.  His family 

were typical of a navvy family ‘on the tramp’ around the country. 

Alfred’s father was originally an agricultural labourer from Wiltshire. By 

the time of the 1851 census 40 year old William was recorded as a railway 

labourer lodging in Nottinghamshire and living with him were his wife, 

Sarah, and six children who had been born in different areas of South 

Wales, two of whom were also railway labourers. In the 1861 census, 50 

year old William is recorded as a horse keeper living in a ‘sod hut’ in 

Rowsley with his 50 year old wife and five children between the ages of 



 

7 and 18 and there were also three other railway workers lodging with 

them.  Alfred age 15 and Charles age 13 were described as railway 

drivers, i.e. working with a horse to pull wagons containing stone and 

soil from the tunnel excavations, which is what they were doing when the 

accident happened.  In the 1871 census William Plank, by then 60, was 

still working as a navvy and living in a railway hut in Cumberland, with 

his wife, also 60, and two of his sons. William died in Hull in 1875. In 

the 1881 census, his 70 year old widow, was lodging in Nottingham with 

William Williams, navvy, one of the men who had lodged with them in 

the Rowsley ‘hut’ twenty years previously. Alfred’s widow was 

obviously a woman hardened to the life of a navvy’s wife. 

The funeral of Edward Carroll, a navvy, provoked considerable 

interest in the town. Mr. Carroll died, aged 30, of tuberculosis at Nether 

Haddon in March 1861 and was interred at Bakewell cemetery.  The 

Bakewell Standard reported  
 

‘The corpse was born on the shoulders of the men, upwards of thirty of 

whom attended the funeral of their comrade.  The whole were dressed in 

clean white slops and ‘billy cock’ hats, and presented a very tidy though 

somewhat extraordinary appearance for a burial.  The men walked in a very 

orderly and apparently thoughtful manner and, as they stood around the 

grave, the Rev.H.K. Cornish, who conducted the ceremony, gave an 

appropriate address, but from the force of the wind, we fear the effect 

would, in great measure, be lost upon those present.’  
 

 The insanitary conditions in the huts at Nether Haddon together with 

the dusty work in the tunnel must have contributed to Mr Carroll’s early 

demise.  

 

Opening of Rowsley-Hassop section 

It was not until August 1862 that the Rowsley-Hassop section of the 

line was opened.   It was anticipated that the remaining portion of the line 

to Buxton would be completed by June 1863, ‘the construction of tunnels 

and bridges having been serious obstacles to progress’.(25) There does not 

appear to have been any special celebration for the opening of the 

Bakewell station or the Hassop station. 

  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 John Tomlinson, son of Mrs Tomlinson who ran the Marble Museum 

in Bakewell on the corner of King Street and Matlock Street, was 

appointed the first stationmaster for Bakewell Station. He had previously 

been a clerk at Derby station.(26) 
 

 

 

Bakewell station c 1900. 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 The opening of Bakewell station now meant that people of the town 

could visit London for the International Exhibition at a return fare of 7 

shillings or 14 shillings first class. 
 

The completed line from Rowsley to Buxton was officially opened on 

1st June 1863. Dignitaries, including the duke of Devonshire, travelled by 

train to Buxton for the official celebration.  Speeches were made praising 

the contractors and the engineers and extolling the beauty of the 

countryside through which the line passed. The duke of Devonshire was 

looking forward to further development of Buxton as a successful spa 

town to rival Bath.(27)  Not a word was said about the hundreds of navvies 

and skilled tradesmen who had given their energy and sometimes their 

lives to construct the line which would open up this area of the Peak 

District to travellers from all over the country and eventually link the 

local area to Sheffield and Manchester. 
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A newly revealed painting of early Georgian Chatsworth 

– but who painted it? 
 

Trevor Brighton 

 

 Following an introductory article in this Journal (No 38, 2011) and a 

lecture, the Society published my monograph of the landscapes of 

Thomas Smith of Derby (1721-1767).  This recorded for the first time 

how Smith brought to public attention the picturesque scenery of the Peak 

District and of England beyond.  At last the educated in English society 

began to appreciate the beauty and grandeur of their own country. 

 Previously, the European Renaissance had left the British aristocracy 

beguiled by the landscapes of the Netherlands, France and, above all, 

Italy.  It was widely considered that a young gentleman’s education was 

incomplete if it had not included the Grand Tour – a journey culminating 

in Rome.  On his travels he would collect objets d’art, sculptures and 

paintings to adorn his country seat back home.  On his return he sought 

to introduce aspects of what he had seen into his gardens and park.  

 Smith did not travel abroad, but he did collect paintings, prints and 

drawings by foreign artists.  He certainly was interested in their style and 

technique, but his subject matter was predominantly the English 

landscape. 

 Smith’s views were disseminated in the form of folios of engravings 

which were executed for him by London engravers, largely from the 

French Huguenot community in the capital.  Chief among these was the 

celebrated François Vivares who was Smith’s teacher, early business 

partner and friend. Together they were among the earliest artists to carry 

out painting and sketching tours of the Peak. 

 One of their early excursions (c1743) resulted in Smith painting the 

landscape settings of Chatsworth House and Haddon Hall. Both Smith’s 

original views hang today in the two houses.  Vivares popularised them 

in folios of engravings of the two neighbouring seats. 

 To my surprise I received a letter from Penny Watts-Russell who lives 

in Leicestershire, to say she possessed an early oil painting of Chatsworth 

House and having read my publications on Thomas Smith wondered if I 

could verify the work as his.  In her letter she writes:- 



 

  ‘I had acquired your The Discovery of the Peak District 

sometime before I realised that the illustration of Thomas Smith’s 

painting of Chatsworth House had a certain familiarity about it. 

  ‘I grew up with a landscape picture which, in my ignorance, I 

assumed was of a French chateau, but more recently learnt was of 

Chatsworth House.  It has to have been in the family for generations.  

It shows a remarkable likeness to the painting of Chatsworth at 

Chatsworth which you illustrated, which I have yet to see in the 

flesh.  It depicts the same view, but it is closer up to the house and is 

slightly different in its detail. It is also true that the palette is different 

to the colour reproduction of the Chatsworth House Collection 

painting as it is reproduced in Barnatt & Bannister’s The 

archaeology of a great estate: Chatsworth & beyond. 

  ‘Having read your article on Thomas Smith, I am now spurred 

on to ask for your opinion. 

  ‘That the family should own such a picture is not totally 

surprising.  The Watts-Russells lived on the border of Derbyshire at 

Ilam Hall for 60 years in the 19th century.  My ancestor, Jesse David 

Watts-Russell, moved to Biggin Hall in Northamptonshire, where I 

was brought up, and I can only suppose that our painting of 

Chatsworth came with him, or that he bought it as a reminder of the 

Derbyshire he was leaving.  Thomas Smith had long been dead by 

the time the Watts-Russells acquired Ilam Hall, but they surely must 

have been familiar with the prints of Dovedale after Smith. 

  ‘About 20 years ago the picture, having sat over a fireplace for 

many a year, was cleaned – and to the dismay of the picture restorer 

the grey overcast sky started to come off on his cloth – but the 

decision made to continue, a blue sky was revealed, but with a rather 

ominous black cloud, which one at the time presumed somebody 

along the line had taken a dislike to.  In retrospect, I now wonder 

whether perhaps the artist himself was responsible.’ 
 

 I arranged for Penny Watts-Russell and her husband to visit 

Chatsworth to meet Charles Noble, Keeper of the Pictures, and to see 

Smith’s oil painting.  They kindly brought their oil painting in order to 

make a comparison. Their picture is undated and unsigned, as are most 

of Smith’s surviving paintings, including that at Chatsworth. 



 

 

 
 

Chatsworth c late 1740s. Probably by John Harris jnr. 

 

 
 

South-west view of Chatsworth, oil on canvas by Thomas Smith, c1743 

by kind permission of the Duke of Devonshire and the Trustees of the 

Chatsworth Settlement. 



 

 

 
 

Chatsworth.   Engraving by Francis Vivares after Thomas Smith 1744. 

 

 Its provenance and date of acquisition by the Watts-Russell family 

cannot now be ascertained.  Perhaps it came into the family’s possession 

when Jesse Watts-Russell acquired and rebuilt Ilam Hall after 1821.  The 

Hall had previously belonged to George Port who, about 1750, had 

commissioned Thomas Smith to paint his pleasure grounds in Dovedale.  

The painting cannot now be traced but survives in an engraving made by 

James Mason, after Smith. Did the painting or the print pass with the 

house to Jesse Watts-Russell?  Was the contemporary view of 

Chatsworth similarly acquired? 

 The Chatsworth painting is taken from the same view point as Smith’s, 

but its proportions are not the same.  The southern side of the prospect 

omits the trees which balance with the tree on the north side in Smith’s 

view, together with the old corn mill.   The northern tree is largely 

defoliated and the landscape beyond is different. The figures, horses and 

the ducal coach approaching the old bridge enliven the foreground of 

Smith’s painting.  All are omitted in the second view and are replaced by 



 

a few indistinct pedestrians on the bridge. The picture is subdued in tone 

compared with Smith’s sunlit scene. 

 This picture is almost certainly an adaptation of the engraving of 

François Vivares. Who was the artist? 

 Engravings of Smith’s work were often hand-coloured by print-sellers 

or water colourists, as were engraved maps.  However, this copy is in oils 

on canvas by a competent artist. 

 

 
 

Dovedale, Thorpe Cloud and the pleasure grounds of Ilam Hall.   

Engraving by James Mason after Thomas Smith 1751. 
 

 One such artist immediately comes to mind.  He is John Harris, junior 

(fl.1722-1759) who was noted for over-painting prints in oils.  His work 

can be seen at Dunham Massey in Cheshire, now a property of the 

National Trust.  Among pictures he executed for George Booth, 2nd earl 

of Warrington, are two birdseye views of the house and two views of 

Dovedale from prints after Smith.  The one illustrated here displays 

similar adaptations to the view of Chatsworth. As with that picture he 

uses a squarer canvas, thus condensing the prospect.  Likewise, he omits 

Smith’s figures and animals. 



 

 
 

Dovedale, oil on canvas, probably by John Harris, jnr. 

after John Roberts (after Smith) 1743 by kind permission of the  

National Trust. 

 

 
Dovedale. Engraving by Henry Roberts, 1743. 



 

 

Although the Chatsworth painting is a copy of the Vivares print, with 

minor adaptations, it has special interest within the proliferation of 

English landscapes at this time.  The demand for prints soon exhausted 

the limited folio editions.  The copper plates became worn and lost their 

initial sharpness. ‘Pirates’ like Harris, free from the subsequent 

restrictions of copyright, were able to satisfy important clients who were 

increasingly interested in the landscapes of England. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Ideas on the History of the Parsonage House, Bakewell  

(The Old House Museum)  

 
George Challenger 

 

The building was known as Parsonage House for most of its life, ie. the 

house going with the parsonage land vested in the rector. The rector in 

this case was the Dean and Chapter of Lichfield Cathedral.  

 

 
The Parsonage House on a small part of the parsonage (glebe) land. 

 

 This article follows the talk I gave in April 2019 and considers the 

various ideas on the history of the Parsonage House. It is based on some 

of the sources in an archive of the history of the building and the 

Bakewell & District Historical Society (B&DHS) which I updated 

recently with many old photographs and plans.  

1. The first part is about the ideas on the building’s history by Charles 

Bradbury, a local builder with a particular sense of history. Before the 



 

 
 

Plan from the c2006 guidebook showing room names. 

 

B&DHS was formed in 1954 to prevent the demolition of parts of the 

building by Bakewell Urban District Council under slum clearance 

powers, Bradbury was allowed by the owners, Bernard Harrison and his 

sister Violet (who lived in the north east wing until 1966) and their agent, 

John Marchant Brooks (JMB), to examine the building after the tenants 

of the southern cottages had been rehoused. Bradbury proposed making 

a good house out of two of them, but the council would not lift the closing 

order made under slum clearance law.  

 In the 1950s Bradbury wrote notes on a number of subjects which I 

transcribed in the 1984, 1985 & 2003 journals of the B&DHS. They 

included his ideas on the age of Cunningham House (as it was called 

when and after it was owned by the workhouse master of that name). 

'There is no doubt that Cunningham [House] housed either priests or 

monks... When my mother was a girl it was always known as the Monks' 

House.' His parents had lived in the cottage which was demolished to 



 

make way for the building, now called The Coach House, south of the 

Old House.  

 Bradbury found three features which reinforced his idea that the 

building was old: 

A.  The wattle & daub screen between the parlour and the parlour closet 

behind layers of wallpaper and one of the staircases made by Arkwright 

when he converted the building into tenements for workers at Lumford 

Cotton Mill.  

B. The Tudor cupboard which had been made into shelving dividing the 

alcove from the rest of the parlour. He and his son spent much time 

restoring it.  

C. The great fireplace. 
 

 Bradbury wrote that he and Mrs Needham (owner of the Pudding Shop 

where the first Society meetings were held) urged JMB to try to prevent 

the demolition of the Old House. JMB did that with enthusiasm, forming 

B&DHS. It was formed also to use the Old House as a museum as a 

follow-up to the 1951 exhibition on the history of Bakewell, with 

artefacts and maps, put on by the Business and Professional Women's 

Club of which Paivio Knighton was chair. Her son Laurence was an 

enthusiastic helper. She became the second chairman of B&DHS and 

later president.  

 The parlour was opened as The Old House Museum on 30th May 1959. 
 

2. Secondly, I refer to the ideas of John Marchant Brooks (JMB) who at 

first believed that the Old House had been used by priests. To reinforce 

this idea, he got George Butler (a founder member of the Society and a 

notable artist) to make illustrations of monks in two of the rooms. One 

labelled Priests of the Chantry of Our Lady was made into picture 

postcards.  JMB was presumably behind the excavation in the grounds of 

the Parish Rooms (now called The Old School House) to look for a tunnel 

to the church from the Old House. 

 George Butler told me that JMB was very aware of his limited 

historical knowledge and took advice. In particular, he respected Charles 

Bradbury’s knowledge. JMB sought advice from the Society for the 

Protection of Ancient Buildings (SPAB) which pressed for the building 

to be listed. This was achieved, but only after local pressure had lifted the 

threat of demolition. 



 

  

 
 

Postcard: Priests of the Chantry of Our Lady. 

 

 When I started being interested in the history of the Old House I 

realised how important was the support given by SPAB in getting the 

building recognised and saved from demolition as a slum. I photographed 

a number of documents from their file.  

 Marshall Jenkins’ article (see 3 below) has a number of photographs 

taken during and after the discovery of the wattle and daub screen and 

the great fireplace. There were also photographs taken after the clearance 

of most of the staircases and internal walls built by Arkwright when he 

converted the building into mill workers' dwellings. JMB was a keen 

photographer (having founded the Bakewell Photographic Circle as well 

as B&DHS) and presumably the photographs in the SPAB file and 

Marshall Jenkins’ paper (see 3 below) were taken by him. But it seems 

that no-one asked JMB for his records after 1971 when he had been eased 

into the role of president by a new generation of members, notably Ted 

Meeke, because he had ruled the society autocratically. Ted Meeke 

entrusted me with his recollections of that ‘palace revolution’ and they 

were published posthumously in  JB&DHS 2003.   

 The Council of the Society refused to publish a booklet by JMB The 

Oldest Medieval House in Bakewell and How it was Saved so JMB 

produced it himself in 1970. As a tribute to JMB on his death in 1988 the 

text was reproduced in JB&DHS 1989. 



 

 The 'priest’s hole' (or garderobe as we now call it) was discovered 

after the two northern cottages came to the Society in 1966. JMB was 

keen on priests' holes after B&DHS visits to others elsewhere and a talk 

by an expert on the subject (who was cautious about agreeing with JMB 

that the Old House had one). In JB&DHS 2017 I mentioned press reports 

of 1967 about finding, at the foot of the priest's hole, the bench, the 

aumbry for communion vessels, a candlestick, the trapdoor for the priest 

to escape through the loft, the chapel (now called the garderobe chamber) 

and the holy water stoup (mortar).  

 Trevor Brighton (JTB), with his knowledge of Civil War politics and 

religion, firmly dismissed the idea of the existence of a priest's hole and 

JMB’s 1970 booklet does not mention it.  

 JMB would have been disappointed when ‘medieval wall paintings’ 

(the finding of which was reported in The Manchester Guardian in 1963) 

turned out to be the trace of Lincrusta wallpaper on an Arkwright wall!  
 

3. Thirdly, I refer only briefly to the Old House’s history, as now 

explained to visitors, before going to an alternative theory. 

 The first academic paper was ‘The Old House Museum, Bakewell’ in 

the Derbyshire Archaeological Journal for 1967 by J. Marshall Jenkins. 

Trevor Brighton wrote a critique of it in ‘Bakewell Parsonage House and 

the Gells’ in JB&DHS 1975. He contributed ‘The Documentary History’ 

to a 1980 booklet The Parsonage House, Bakewell which was primarily 

about the archaeological excavation of the parlour before the present 

paving was laid. It was published by the Department of Prehistory and 

Archaeology of the University of Sheffield.   

 JTB’s papers were partly the result of his finding the 1534 indenture 

between Ralph Gell of Hopton and the Dean and Chapter of Lichfield. 

The following is from the journal article: 
 

  The absence of a suitable habitable house on the site in 1534 is 

indisputable, since the Dean and Chapter have Ralf Gell ‘covenant and 
grant … to build and make on the said parsonage a competent dwelling for 

that ground’. This then gives the first terminal date for the building of the 

Old House, not 1481 as Mr Jenkins deduces. The house thus belongs to the 

reign of Henry VIII and should not be termed a medieval house of the 15th 

century.  

  The house was erected very soon after the lease was sealed. It was  



 

certainly standing by 1585 for John Gell’s Bakewell rental of that year 

refers to ‘the parsonage house’. This document is entitled ‘A rental of the 

lands belonging to the worshipful Mr John Gell within the P’sonage of 
Bakewell for this yer of our Lord 1538 ...’.  

  The title of this rental and the entry quoted show that Ralph Gell 

settled his third son, John, at Bakewell in the first instance… It appears that 

John … did not live in the house, but let it to one Christopher Plant. 

  The vicars of Bakewell never resided in the house. Indeed, they were 

not always resident in Bakewell…  Mr Jenkins has established that the 

vicarage was quite separate from the parsonage.  

  It is notable that there is nothing of great value among the effects [in 

the 1594 inventory]. They are typical of those found in a yeoman’s house 

of the period. All this points to a bailiff or a lessee residing in the house, 

not one of the Gells.  

  Even more unacceptable is Mr Jenkins’ assumption that Thomas Gell 

was compelled to adapt the garderobe in the Old House as a ‘secret 

chamber’ to serve as ‘a hideaway during those unsettled years’. The 

discovery of a candlestick, candle and bottle (along with numerous other 

items) hardly allows one to make such a conclusion. Nor does it allow 

others to suggest conversion of the garderobe to a priest’s hole. This latter 

assumption is all the more improbable when one realises that the Gells 

were loyal protestants in the sixteenth century and rabid Presbyterians in 

the seventeenth. 

  The 1594 inventory gives an impression of the rooms of the T–shaped 

house built in, or soon after, 1534 by Ralf Gell.  

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Isometric of the Old House in the Derbyshire Archaeological Journal for 1967. 

  



 

 That last statement (which followed a similar conclusion by Marshall 

Jenkins) points to the only substantial way in which what we now tell 

visitors is different from JTB’s conclusions.  We now say (with his 

agreement) that the 1534-8 building consisted of four rooms and that the 

houseplace, porch and what is now the Victorian kitchen were built by 

the end of the 16th century. 

 JTB in ‘The Arrangement of Accommodation in the 16th/17th 

Century Parsonage House at Bakewell’ in JB&DHS 2004 proposed 

names and uses for the rooms.  What we call the Victorian kitchen was 

the buttery and pantry with possibly a baker's oven (whose chimney may 

be shown on the c1703 Gell map). For some reason the parlour closet had 

been called the buttery, though it was at the same end as the parlour. 
 

 4. Fourthly, I outline Ted Meeke's theories resulting in part from detailed 

measurements of the parlour and solar showing discrepancies in 

thickness of walls and other oddities. He thought that a half-timbered 

building had been encased in stone. This summarises some of his 

arguments. He wrote ‘The Building History of the Old House’ in 

JB&DHS 1984 and also ‘The Story of Bakewell Rectory and the Old 

Rectory House’ in JB&DHS 1987, 1988 and 1989.  
 

Gell first obtained a six-year lease starting from 25th March 1535. About the 

same time he took other leases of other rectories and church properties 

belonging to the chapter. This lease of the rectory provided that Gell ‘build 

and make on the said parsonage a competent dwelling house for that ground’. 

On the face of it one would assume that no house then existed but…it 

required Gell to convert the existing, probably tumbledown, wooden 

structure, into a sound dwelling house. This is supported by the description 

of the property in the lease — ‘houses cottages and barns thereon set and 

builded viz, the wool house and a barn standing nigh the same’. It may well 

be that by this time the Old House had deteriorated into a mere barn. 

However, it does seem probable that there were two buildings next to each 

other on the present site of the parlour and the houseplace. 
 

Meeke’s main points about the structure of the Old House are: 

A. If built as T-shaped why build a thick wall between the houseplace 

and the parlour and parlour closet (buttery) and have only one door from 

them? This argument is now accepted. 

 



 

B. The bays of the (houseplace) extension do not start at the north wall 

of the original house, suggesting that the extension was also enclosing in 

stone a pre-existing barn. The gap was where steps led up to the upper 

porch. 

 
 

Meeke’s idea that timber-framed buildings were encased in stone. 
 

C. Timber above the upper porch leading to the solar and small 

bedchamber continues above the stone north wall of the four-roomed  

house and is joined to the wattle and daub screen suggesting that the north 

wall was originally of timber-framed construction. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
The parlour/ solar east wall propped prior to having to be rebuilt. 

House & Wool Barn with ladder to upper 
floors of both. From above. 



 

D. Ted Meeke wrote in his 1989 article - ‘Around this time it was discovered 

that the main roof was not attached to the (east) gable wall’. This resulted in 

the need to close the newly-opened museum to rebuild that wall. Was the 

roof earlier than the front wall and did it belong to an original timber-

framed house?  

E. Why did the solar floor joists not meet the east wall? A beam was 

inserted in 1976 to support them. 

 

 
 

F. The 'boundary ditch' under the east side of the parlour, found during 

the archaeological excavation, was not satisfactorily explained in the 

excavation report. Meeke proposed that the base of a timber- framed wall 

was pulled out after the stone wall was built.  

 

 I add another point in favour of his theory: 

is the older window in the small 

bedchamber a relic of a timber-framed 

building? It is so different from the small 

square windows of the parlour alcove and 

solar which are otherwise the oldest 

windows. 
 

 

 

The window in the small bedchamber. 



 

 
 

Similar windows in a half-timbered house  

in the Weald and Downland Museum? 

 

 In an article by Meeke in JB&DHS 1986 about inheritance in the Gell 

family (and he was a lawyer in that field), and referred to in his 1988 

article, he queried JTB’s interpretation of the documents in regard to 

dates of construction, etc. He noted that Thomas Gell was fined in 1563 

for having a dunghill against the churchyard wall, so he must have been 

resident (as it was occupiers that were fined).  JTB wrote about the Gell 

family in JB&DHS 1980.  
 

5. Lastly, I mention several more recent ideas about the history of the 

Old House. 

 JTB in JB&DHS 2004 wrote  

‘The early 17th century eastern extension to the buttery/pantry area was in 

all likelihood for further storage of provisions and may be termed a cellar... 

Stairs would have led from this cellar to the first floor, as at present, though 

these would have been for the use of the servants…’   

The same article explains the garderobe chamber. (French garderobe, 

and Old Norman French wardrobe; 16th century English wardrop, a 

place for keeping clothes, armour, etc. in chests and presses [cupboards]). 

Since earliest times chambers were set aside for storing clothes and for 

robing. (Consider the number of ‘wardrops’ in the first Chatsworth House 

inventory.) From the late 12th century it was increasingly a domestic 



 

arrangement to treat the garderobe chamber as a ‘cloakroom’, with a 

privy closet adjoining. This is the arrangement we have in the Parsonage 

House. Eventually the privy alone became known as the garderobe.  

 The JB&DHS for 2018 outlines my realisation that there was probably 

a room to the west of the parlour closet where the big buttress now is. 

What did the doorway visible on the inside lead to? It wouldn’t have led 

to the outside as the ground level on the west was high until the ‘ditch’ 

was excavated to reduce damp in the 20th century. That excavation would 

have removed the room. The article was based on an 1851 map which 

showed the room. The 1879 and 1898 Ordnance Survey maps also clearly 

show it. (Strangely, the 1898 map does not show the 6th cottage as a 

building, though that was occupied at the beginning of the 20th century 

by the Goodwin family.)  

 

 
 

1898 OS map showing south west room. 

 

  In JB&DHS 1998 is a record that JMB told Ted Meeke that the big 

buttress was in place by the time the Harrison family bought the property 

in 1937, but that the ground immediately behind had not been dug away: 

The doorway would have led to solid ground unless there was no need to 

dig the ditch there because that space was occupied by this supposed 

room. Was the buttress built in the room? 

 

I thank Trevor Brighton (JTB) for help in preparing this article. 



 

Drinking Songs about the Derbyshire Militia  

including the ‘Battle of Endcliff’, near Bakewell. 
 

Trevor Brighton 

 

 The following doggerel verse describes an incident which took place 

on the outskirts of Bakewell.  It was transcribed from a manuscript in the 

collections of the Derbyshire antiquary Llewelyn Jewitt and was 

published by him in Ballads and Songs of Derbyshire (1867).  The verses 

are entitled ‘The Taylor’s Ramble’ or the ‘Blues’ Valour Displayed’.  

 Jewitt also refers to ‘to another copy in the Bateman collection (which 

differs in the wording, but not in the sense in many places and in which 

the sixth verse is missing)’. He appended this note: “The tailor’s name 

was Eyre and this curious exploit was performed on the 19th January, 

1797”.  

 The version by Jewitt was printed in the 1985 edition of this Journal, 

but Jewitt gives no suggestion of the meaning or context of the verses 

and our 1985 Journal simply prints them as an unexplained curiosity. 

 
 

It happened in Derbyshire as you may understand, 

Five troops of the cavelry to take this noble man. 

So now I do begin to tell you of the fun, 

Full twenty miles that morning this Taylor he had run, 

And when he came to Ashford, the people they did cry, 

Make haste my jovel lad, for your enimies are nigh. 
 

This Taylor was a mighty man, of wonderous size, 

And when he came to Entcliff hill, you would have thought 

He would have reached the skies; 

And when he did climb those rocks that was so wonderous High, 

The cavalry came all round, and the Taylor they did spy. 
 

They loaded their Pistols with Powder and with Ball, 

All for to take this Taylor that was both stout and tall; 

He was near four feet high, and a mighty man in deed, 

You’d a laugh’d to have seen the cavelry ride after him full speed. 

 



 

In lighting from the horses, their valour for to shew, 

Five of them upon the ground this Taylor he did throw; 

They being sore affrighted, saying, we would shoot him if we durst, 

But their Carbines would not fire, for their Balls they had put in first. 

 

Their Captain, as Commander, he ordered ranks to form, 

All for to take this Taylor, and Entcliff rocks to storm; 

Prime and load then was the word their captain he did cry, 

Chear up, my jovel lads, let us conquerors be or die. 

 

These valiants being reinforced, they took the Taylor bold, 

And guarded him to Bakewell, the truth I will unfold: 

At the White Horse Inn in Bakewell, as you may understand, 

Full fifty of their troops to guard this noble man. 

 

The Battle being over, the Taylor they have won, 

And this is the first prank our cavelry has done; 

I’ll tell you the truth, they cannot refuse, 

They are ten times worse than the run away blues. 

 

Here’s a health unto the Taylor, of courage stout and bold, 

And by our noble cavelry he scorns to be controld; 

If he’d but had his goose, his bodkin, and his shears, 

He would soon have cleared Bakewell of those Derby Volunteers. 

 

 The subject of this tale was a tailor called Eyre, an old Peakland name, 

who is a fugitive from the law.  We are not told what crime he has 

committed nor the punishment he received following his capture.  The 

tailor’s physique and stamina are emphasised in order to account for the 

size of the military force sent to take him.  He was a mighty man … of 

wondrous size and has been on the run for twenty miles in the morning 

before he reached Ashford-in-the-Water.  The hyperbole continues when 

he is described as ‘near four feet high and a mighty man indeed’. 

 Five troops of bluecoat cavalry were sent to apprehend this prodigious 

midget who took refuge on the rocks at Endcliff.  This allows the narrator  

 



 

to describe the incompetence of the troopers who had to dismount to 

storm the rocks.  Their fire power was useless since they did not know 

how to load their muskets – they rammed the ball down the muzzle and 

then rammed the power on top!! In short, they were a clueless ‘dad’s 

army’ and were derided in the locality. 

 This may seem odd in Britain which has a tradition of loyalty to its 

armed forces.  However, the local militias raised in the shires were not 

part of a standing army.  No such force existed under the command of 

Crown and Parliament.  

 The political background in the last half of the 18th century explains 

the deep unpopularity of the militias raised in Shires. In 1757, at the 

height of the Seven Years War in Europe, the government raised county 

militias in case Britain was invaded by France.  All able bodied men 

between the ages of 18 and 40 were enrolled by town authorities and local 

village constables. From these rolls ‘volunteers’ were enlisted by ballot 

to serve for five years.  Those unable or unwilling to serve could be stood 

down on payment of £10 – a hefty sum for the labouring classes – to 

enable substitutes to be enrolled. 

 This highly unpopular system led to riots, one of which occurred in 

Bakewell when an aggrieved body of men stormed the Old Town Hall, 

snatched the list of enrolled names from the constable and destroyed it.  

The rising was quelled by a militia despatched from Derby. 

 Matters became even more contentious when regular officers were 

drafted in to stiffen the discipline among these unwilling balloted 

recruits.  Most contentious was the government’s aim to prepare these 

units for service abroad to tackle the French armies.  The government’s 

problem was that many in Britain had some sympathy with the French 

radicals and their cries of ‘Liberté, Égalité et Fraternité’. 

 White Watson records in his diary how he was balloted into the militia 

at the age of thirty one.  He tells us that on 12th August, 1791 a notice 

was posted in Bakewell announcing that all persons desirous of coming 

forward in defence of their country are desired to meet at the Town Hall 

at 12 o’clock. 

 

 

 
 



 

“I was at the meeting with all the rest present – upwards of 40 –  

I signed myself a volunteer. On Sunday a general meeting was called 

when papers were disbursed to every householder to give an account 

of himself.  When I signed infirm and delivered to Mr. Joseph 

Wilson, Constable, 15th Aug.” 
 

 Whether Watson was discharged or paid the £20 for a substitute is not 

clear but he did not serve. 

 Against this background one can appreciate why the ballot for military 

services was so unpopular and why the local militia was so lampooned 

in what would have been a drinking song in the pubs of the town.  As for 

Mr. Eyre the tailor, we can now assume that he had either refused to 

subscribe to the ballot or, having been chosen for service, had deserted. 

 Finally, a note on Endcliff.  Today this rocky outcrop has a narrow 

access road leading to a few houses and bears the scars of limestone 

quarrying and chert mining.  All of this belongs to the 19th century and 

later.  At the time of Eyre’s ‘ramble’ it was underdeveloped.  The first 

description of it occurs in a poem written about 1720 when John Eyre of 

Holme Hall describes a journey down the Wye Valley from Holme Hall 

to Haddon Hall.  

 Associated with the poem of c1720 are two sketches, presumably by 

the author, which give us the two oldest known views of Bakewell. 

Endcliff can be located in both.   

 The first, taken from Castle Hill, shows the town with the church, 

Bagshawe Hall and the Parsonage House (Old House Museum) clearly 

identifiable.  Housing along the Buxton Road (Mill Street) terminates at 

the foot of Fly Hill.  Endcliff is an unoccupied slope down to the cliff 

edge in the poem, its ‘brows abrupt’. 

 The second image is a rough pencil sketch taken from the prospect 

house of Holme Hall.  The scene agrees with the itinerary described in 

the poem and surveys the garden at Holme Hall, All Saints Church and 

in the far distance the towers of Haddon Hall.  Endcliff is defined by a 

thick line and shading beneath to accentuate the cliff.  
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Pencil sketch of Holme Hall gardens and Endcliff looking to Bakewell church 

and Haddon Hall in the distance c1720. (Bagshawe Ms.779) 

 

Elsewhere in Jewitt’s Derbyshire Ballads (pp 182 – 183) is another 

tavern song, this time ‘In Praise of the Derbyshire Militia’. Strangely 

Jewitt does not associate it with the ‘Taylor’s Ramble’ but dates it 

accurately to the same period, 1780-90.  This is a morale-boosting song 

in which the soldiers proclaim their pride in their regiment, their 

eagerness to serve abroad against the French and their loyalty to King 

George III.  A toast is also given to the Duke of Devonshire, the Lord 

Lieutenant of Derbyshire, who had commissioned the militia. 
 

Should the French but presume on our coast to appear, 

We’ll meet them as freely as we would drink beer 

With courage undaunted 

Or glory enhanced, 

 

 



 

Nor let our roast Beef be a dainty to France, 

Be this our ambition In chorus to sing, 

He’s just to himself who is true to his king. 

So brave our Commanders so generous and kind, 

To love and obey them we are all inclin ‘d, 

No Terror nor Dread 

In our conduct is shewn, 

Their good and our King we prefer to our own. 

Be this our ambition 

In chorus to sing 

He’s just to himself who is true to his King. 
 

Those false-hearted fellows who fall from their lot, 

And others procure as they think to be shot, 

Deserve with a badge 

To be branded with Shame, 

They are not of Britains deserving the name, 

But make us quite angry 

Whilst that we sing, 

They’re untrue to themselves their Country and King. 
 

We are willing and free now the Order is come, 

From Derby to march with the fife and the drum. 

Come fill up your glasses 

Boys up to the brim, 

That they mayn’t overflow let us chalk round the rim, 

Let each take his bumper 

And drive away care, 

With a Toast to the King and the Duke of Devonshire. 
 

To our Wives and our Sweethearts that we must leave behind, 

We hope all true britons to them will be kind, 

Altho that we go 

For the term of three years, 

And as we expect to face proud Monsieurs, 

If we live to return 

Then we’ll merrily sing, 

And we’ll drink a good health unto George our King. 



 

 

 Note the hostile sentiments in verse three.  This refers to those who, 

having been drawn by lot to serve for three years, dodge the draft and try 

to procure substitutes.  Failure to find a substitute prompted the odd 

pressed man to make a run for it.  Presumably the tailor called Eyre, the 

subject of the first song, resorted to this action and was pursued as a 

deserter. 

 Jewitt also refers to another song printed on the same sheet as that ‘In 

Praise of the Derbyshire Militia’.  He does not print this, but tells us that 

it consists of four verses entitled ‘The pressed man’s Lamentation’.  The 

first line begins ‘Farewell our mumies and daddies’.  This is the age-old 

cry of young lads wrenched from the comfort of family life and subjected 

to the rigours of military discipline.  Such ‘lamentations’ resonate with 

the young recruits’ song of World War Two:- 

 

Kiss me goodnight sergeant major 

Tuck me in my little wooden bed 

We all love you sergeant major 

Sergeant major be a mother to me. 

 

Notes. 
 

1. See Brighton T and Mansfield C. ‘Military Service in Bakewell during the    

    French and Napoleonic Wars’. JBDHS, vol 30, 2003, pp 21 – 26.  

2. See Brighton T. ‘An Early Eighteenth Century Landscape and Garden in the  

    Peak District’.  Journal of Garden History, vol 4, no 4, pp 359 – 385. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

The  Sale of the duke of Rutland's Bakewell Estate 1920 
 

Peter Barker 

  

This year marks the centenary of the sale of the duke's property in 

Bakewell. It included not only land, but also residential, commercial and 

industrial properties. Along with enclosure and the operation of the 

cotton mill the sale was a key factor in shaping Bakewell's economic and 

social structure. In the early 20th century the duke owned land in 

Derbyshire extending from Hartington to the Sheffield boundary and also                                                     

extensive estates in adjacent counties. It is of interest to examine the 

detail of the Bakewell sale, but also to see how it fitted into the wider 

context of English land sales which occurred after the Great War. The 

sale was the result of particular family circumstances and also wider, 

national factors that had major effects upon the land-owning classes.  

In March of 1920 part of the Belvoir estate located in three counties 

was sold, 13,300 acres in Leicestershire, Nottinghamshire and 

Lincolnshire. This sale included the parishes of Granby, Thorpe Arnold, 

Bottesford and Eaton. Together with the sale of Bakewell, Baslow and 

Ilkeston property and 14,500 acres the sales were said to  have raised over 

£1.5 million. Raising this figure to today's value by using the annual rate 

of inflation over the period 1920 to 2019  yields a figure of £60 millions, 

but over much of the period from 1920 property and land prices have 

outpaced general inflation so the current evaluation figure is very much 

a minimum value.  

As outlined, the Bakewell sale was not a 'one-off' or random event; it 

fitted into a national pattern of sales. The decision to sell had both specific 

family causes and factors resulting from wider, national changes. By 

December of 1921 the Estate Gazette(1) , the journal of the real estate 

business, was claiming that a quarter of England had been sold while The 

Times wrote 'England is changing hands'(2). The size of this exchange has 

been disputed, but the sale of over 6 million acres of landed estate is very 

credible. A major factor in the selling decisions was the more punitive 

taxation changes imposed upon land owners from the late 19th century. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 
 

First page of the sale catalogue 

 



 

The Family Circumstances   

 The strategy of selling in order to avoid some taxation and to free 

capital for alternative investments was often obstructed in the period 

under examination by the legal device of strict settlement. This 

construction was intended to protect the integrity of estates by restricting 

the selling of land and other assets which would diminish the value of the 

estate to succeeding generations. The Settled Land Act of 1882 enabled 

the tenant for life ( ie. the estate owner ) to sell  land or assets only if the 

proceeds were for improvement of the estate. The family members' 

interests were safeguarded by transfers of money from the sale and  

requirements that money raised was to be used to enhance the estate for 

future generations. Also prospective heirs had to give their permission to 

the seller. Such permission could only be given when the heir, or heirs, 

had become of age.   

 The family finances have been examined by Catherine Bailey(3) and 

this and the following paragraph borrow heavily from her work. In 

January of 1909 Henry, the duke of Rutland, told his wife, Violet, that he 

needed to raise £ 76,000 immediately. Allowing for subsequent inflation 

this amounts to £3 million in today's money. In 1906, Henry's father, the 

7th duke, had died and  £40,000 of death duty had to be paid. In addition, 

sums amounting to £36,000 had to be found for agreed portions or 

payments to family members. Henry's scheme was to sell family 

possessions from Belvoir. The problem was that these assets were not his 

to sell under the settlement provisions. He would need the permission of 

John, his son and heir, to realise his scheme. 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 
 

 Haddon Hall was the family's  second house. It had not been lived in 

since 1704 and had escaped alteration and improvement. Perhaps,  

because of its peripheral existence, it had not been made subject to a  

Henry John, 8th duke = Violet 
   1852-1925 

              | 

    John Henry 9th duke = Kakoo 
   1886-1940 

 



 

settlement agreement and this made it vulnerable to sale if the duke so 

wished. John had developed an interest and expertise in medieval art and 

history and importantly had fallen in love with Haddon Hall and the 

prospect of what it might become. There followed a period of ill feeling 

between father and son caused by Henry's desperation for cash and John's 

mistrust of his father's intentions towards Haddon Hall and the estate. 

The issue was resolved when in June 1915 John gave his permission for 

his father to sell the Belvoir based items on condition that Haddon would 

be passed over to him.      

  John's programme of maintenance and restoration of Haddon Hall 

was initially financed from his 

annual allowance. After the war in 

which John saw service, an 

ambitious series of refurbishments 

was started. In the 1920s expensive 

work was carried out including 

repair of fabrics, furnishings and 

the exposure of 15th century wall 

paintings previously covered with 

whitewash. Panels of the reredos 

showing scenes from the Passion 

acquired by the 9th duke were 

restored. In 1923 to 1925 the 

Banqueting Hall was reroofed. 

Much of the garden was cleared and 

large trees removed with later 

modifications to the top terrace. (4)  
   

 

     

   Marquess of Granby, 1907, became duke of Rutland in 1925. 

 

 The duke, John's father, died in 1925 and the expense of work at 

Belvoir and Haddon, started before the duke's death, together with 

another demand for death duty promoted the case for major Rutland 

estate sales of which Bakewell was one. The case was further influenced 

by the fact that rents from properties were so low and offered smaller 



 

returns than those achievable on government bonds and other 

investments.  

          

The Components of the Bakewell Sale 

 The lots put up for sale included grand houses, town houses,  cottages, 

farms, building sites and commercial premises. Many of these lots were 

offered to the incumbent tenants at below market price and sold by 

private treaty at unrecorded prices. However, a number of the sales 

catalogues survive and many of the transaction prices were recorded in 

these catalogues in the form of pencilled annotations. Looking at four  

'survivors' the prices recorded show a remarkable consistency and form 

the basis for much of what follows. Some 19 houses and 58 cottages were 

available for sale housing about 15% of Bakewell's population. The low 

prices accepted served the purpose of raising money quickly, but also 

minimised the disruption to local family life and preserved the stability 

of Bakewell's society by allowing existing tenants to purchase their 

homes. 

 

The Sale of Cottages 

 Many of the cottages occupied a very small footprint, typically in the 

range of three to six perches (84 to 170 square yards), including garden. 

Such was the terrace of eight cottages on Mill Street (now Buxton Road). 

These sold at prices between £180 and £200.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Cottages on Buxton Road. 

 



 

The four cottages adjoining the churchyard on South Church St. sold for 

a total of £200. Many Bakewell cottages now sell for well in excess of 

£200,000, a figure far in excess of the general rate of inflation since 1920.           

 Prior to the sale most of these small cottages were rented for less than 

£8 per annum, so that it would take 25 years to earn a sum equal to the 

sale price so reinforcing the argument for selling.     

    

  The Sale of Grand Houses 

 At the opposite end of the housing spectrum the Old Hall (now 

Bagshaw Hall) was withdrawn from the sale at £5,400, but Castle Hill 

House with its 29 acres achieved £7,950, being sold to Mr. Blake, a 

former JP and later the donor to the town of Scots Gardens.  

 

 
 

Photograph of Castle Hill House  

from the original catalogue. 

  

 The Hayes on Matlock St. with its pleasure gardens and paddock 

reached £2,550 and Catcliff House £ 2,200. 

 Intermediate quality houses such as the town houses constituting 

Rutland Terrace were withdrawn at prices in the range £540 to £580 but 

No. 4 realised £620. Generally the houses of good quality were tenanted 

by long-term residents. For example, of the six houses offered for sale on 

Castle Street all had tenants who were in the same houses at the time of 

the 1911 census.  All were bought by the sitting tenants. 



 

 

 
 

Rutland Terrace 

 

 

 
 

Castle Street 

 

 



 

The Sale of Building Land 

 The 1920s were a time of expansion of the built area of the town and 

the sale of building sites was a feature of the auction. Prominent among 

the builder purchasers was Thomas Allsop. He bought what is now 

Midco yard for £130 and 15.2 acres of land for £1,100, this being land 

subsequently absorbed into the Lady Manners playing fields. Prior to the 

sale the field had brought in only £30 per annum in rent. It would have 

taken over 36 years to have recovered the achieved sale price. Mr. Allsop 

builder of the Town Hall, also bought Woodbine Cottage on Coombes 

Road, a property which he had previously rented. 

 Smaller pieces of building land, for example that adjoining the 

Bakewell Gas works on Ashford Road amounting to 2.25 acres, sold for 

£310 or £137.7 per acre to Mr. J. H Nelson. Before sale the plot earned 

only £6 per year in rent. Other buyers included Stanley Orme the grocer, 

who bought two plots opposite the police station for a total of £485,   

Frank Lomas of the marble works and later the coal merchant, who 

bought eleven and half acres across the road from Catcliffe Cottages on 

Cemetery Road (now Yeld Road) for £1,000. This land later became a 

section of Moorhall estate. Mr Lomas and Mr. Arden bought about eight 

acres of land for development along Ashford Road, this land being about 

a quarter of a mile from the Gas Works and wedged between the river 

and the road. The common feature of all these parcels of land was that 

they earned such low rents that sale for liquid cash looked a better 

proposition.   

 

The Sale of the Large Farms 

 The largest farm  put  up  for  sale  was Green Cowden owned by the 

dukes from ancient times. Before enclosure (1810) the land was 

predominantly 'stinted', i.e. divided into units of grazing called beastgates 

which were a rationing device employed to avoid over-grazing and 

degradation. About 75% of the farm was grass, the rest being woods and 

arable. The price at which it was sold was not published, being sold to 

the tenants. The Bagshaw family were the tenants in 1920 and at least as 

far back as 1857(5) and the family connection still exists.                    

 Burton Moor farm (now Burton Manor farm) was tenanted by George 

Smith while Bole Hill was farmed by Mrs. Marsden. In both cases the 



 

farms were sold by private treaty to the tenants. The table below presents 

some of the characteristics of these major farms.     

         
Large farms Acres 

 

Rent p.a. Rent per acre 

Burton Moor 142.5 £126 0.9 or 18/- 

Green Cowden 313.5 £192 0.6 or 12/- 

Bole Hill 96.5 £48 0.5 or 10/- 
 

 

        The low rent per acre that had been paid for Bole Hill is likely 

explained by the fact that it was of relatively poor grazing, having  

historically been common and prone to over use. It also had the 

disadvantage of being far from Bakewell. Burton Moor provided a better 

rent possibly due to its proximity to the town.   

 

Small Pieces of Grassland. 

       Small grassland areas of 10 acres or less exhibited considerable 

variation in achieved prices per acre, from £17 per acre for land adjoining 

Bole Hill to £134.3 per acre for land off Crowhill Lane. The former's low 

price probably explained by its distance from Bakewell and again its poor 

quality, having been, up to a century earlier, rough common grazing and 

likely over exploited. The high price for the land off Crowhill Lane 

perhaps being explained by its proximity to Bakewell and the fact that it 

had a cowhouse and historically had been part of the arable strip system 

and as such better cultivated.  

 
 

Sample of small pieces of grassland 

 

 Area 

acres.rods.perches 

sale price £ per acre 

Bole Hill 8. 0. 29 £140 £17 

Crowhill Lane 3. 0. 30 £430 134.3 

Sheldon Lane 10. 0. 39 £390 £38 

Monyash Rd 4. 3. 32 330 £66.6 

     " 3. 0. 10 200 £66.6 

     " 3. 2. 5 240 £68.0 

 

 



 

The Sale of Commercial, industrial & institutional premises 

 At the time of sale Bath Street was the centre of the town's butchery 

trade.  The street had three slaughterhouses, two of these were sold to 

A.J. Critchlow and Charles Critchlow for £370 and £825 respectively; 

the other was sold to Ben Thompson for £330.  Most of the business 

premises were sold to sitting tenants and the slaughterhouse sales were 

no exception. 

 Small shops such as Mrs Annie Wilson's confectionary and Mr 

William Mellor's outfitter's shop, both with frontage to Rutland Square, 

the latter being situated adjoining the Red Lion, were sold at undisclosed 

prices to the incumbents. 

 Described as an 'imposing and handsome building' the Bakewell Bank 

was sold privately, operating as a branch of Williams Deacons Bank.  

Eventually it became part of the Royal Bank of Scotland under which 

name it operated until recently.  Other institutional premises sold in the 

sale were the Town Hall sold privately to a limited company, the 

Bakewell Town Hall Co. and the police station, inclusive of a 

superintendent's dwelling, for the sum of £1,000 to Derbyshire County 

Constabulary. 

 Bakewell had a very limited industrial base. The DP Battery works 

was an independent private company and therefore not included in the 

sale.  The engineering premises known as the Granby Works was sold to 

the tenant, as was the printing works fronting Rutland Square and then 

under the management of Mr Joseph Smith.  The other notable industrial 

assets were those of the Rutland Works composed of saw mills, timber 

yards and a water turbine powered by the 

nearby river Wye. This enterprise was 

run by the tenant, Mr Robert Smith, who 

purchased at a private undisclosed fee. 

  On the Bakewell-Buxton Road, the 

Victoria Mill, or corn mill, operated 

under the tenant, Mr Ernest H. Bailey, 

founder of the Matlock Grammar School 

which took his name. The mill, including 

its  powerful  waterwheel,  yard  and 

  

            Victoria Mill                    



 

ancillary buildings, was withdrawn from the sale at £1,950. The 

catalogue notes the particular value of the water power at a time of high-

priced fuels. 
 

The Sale of Public Houses 

 The account of sales would not be complete without the inclusion of 

Bakewell's hostelries. Six of the town's pubs were offered for sale.  The 

table indicates the selling prices, purchasers and the pre-sale rents levied 

on each establishment. The final column indicates the number of years it 

would take collecting rents at the pre-sale level in order to equal the price 

achieved in the sale. 
 

Public houses £ sold for Rent p.a. £ Buyer Years of 

rent* 

Castle Hotel 3,200 87.4 T.A. Badger 36.6 

Wheatsheaf 2,000 55.8 Chesterfield Brewery 

Co. 

35.8 

Anchor 2,400 69.4 "     "     " 34.6 

Queen's Arms 2,400 60.0 "     "     " 40.0 

Peacock 2,200 71.5 S.H.Ward Simms 31.8 

Red Lion  119 Withdrawn at £3,100  

* No. of years of rent to recover the purchase price. 

 

 Three of the pubs were bought by the Chesterfield 

Brewery Company, founded in 1853 which, in 1934, was 

acquired by the Mansfield Brewery Co. and ceased brewing 

in that year. 

 Not all pubs were included in the sale.  For example, the 

Manners, the Royal Oak, the King's Arms on Buxton Road 

and the Rutland Inn were not part of the Rutland estate. 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 
 

Castle Inn and Queens Arms, two of the six pubs for sale. 



 

Heavier Taxation. 

Death Duty tax schedules were reformed in 1894 and were levied at a 

rate of 8% on estates exceeding £1 million; smaller estates in the range 

of £100,000 to 150,000 were taxed at 6%. The legislation provided for 

progression in the duty schedule. The burden of duty was greatly 

increased by shifting the tax base from the previous base of rent value of 

land to its capital or market value. 

A duty based on market value was much more onerous because rents 

to tenant farmers who worked the estates were generally very low. This 

was certainly the case locally. Item 4 of the Bakewell catalogue General 

Remarks states 'The Rents of all the classes of property to be offered are 

extraordinarily low and form no criterion whatever either for rental or 

selling values'. Thus low rents helped landlords in as much that they 

provided a low base for the estimation of death duty demands while the 

new base of  market valuation increased duty burden. The low rents were 

long established partly due to the patriarchal role of aristocrat and noble 

landlords cultivating deference and political loyalty and harked back to a 

time when social standing was determined as much by the extent of land 

ownership as by the income it generated. It was also the case that after 

1880 depressed agricultural markets meant that many farmers were kept 

in business only by low rents and in many cases rent reductions granted 

by owners. If landowners had not conceded rent reductions many farms 

would have been abandoned and estates reverted to wilderness. 

 While death duty imposed a burden on the stock of land transferred at 

death, simultaneous increases in income tax hit the flow of rental income 

generated by both land and property. In 1909 Lloyd George presented his 

Peoples Budget making provisions for waging war on poverty. To that 

end it provided for the introduction of Old Age Pensions and other 

redistributive measures to save people the horrors of the workhouse. The 

landed classes were prime targets for revenue needed to pay for the 

reforms. 

 In 1914 the basic rate of income tax was 1/3d or 6.25% in the pound. 

By the end of the war (1918) the standard rate was 6/- or 30% and the 

super tax rate on incomes over £10,000 was an extra 4/6d or 22.5%. Thus 

the highest earners paid over half their rental in tax.     



 

 With such heavy increases in taxation the holding of landed estates 

was maintained at a draining and increasing cost. At a time when 

deference was in decline and more liberal and redistributive values in the 

ascendancy, the incentive to sell land was greatly increased. In 1920 an 

estate owner presented with a tax bill of say, £20,000 would have had to 

earn £26,000 in order to pay it. In many cases the low rents could not 

cover tax demands and selling was the tax efficient solution.   

  

Final thoughts 
 

 The sale of the Bakewell property was but part of the wider Rutland 

sale of estates in Derbyshire and adjacent counties.  In turn, the Rutland 

sales fitted into the wider pattern of English estate break-ups that 

occurred immediately after the Great War. In fact, the pressures to sell 

had been growing in the last decades of the 19th century.  These issues 

of the heavier burdens of death duties and income taxes facing all estate 

owners featured in the television drama, Downton Abbey. 

 More specifically, the Manners needed liquid money to finance the 

restoration and refurbishment of both Belvoir and Haddon.  Low rents 

and heavier fiscal demands increased the incentive to sell. 

 The political and social power of the landed classes, at both a national 

and local level, had been declining from the late 19th century and this 

decline was accelerated by the sale of landed estates and the local power 

land had conferred.  The historian David Cannadine commented ..."when 

the duke of Rutland sold much of his Haddon estate in the great post-war 

boom, the Bakewell area subsequently moved markedly to the left". 

 

Notes: 

1. The Estates Gazette. 31st December 1921. 

2. The Times. May 19, 1920. 

3. The Secret Rooms. A True Gothic Mystery. Catherine Bailey.   

        Penguin/Viking 2012.  

4. Haddon Hall. Rachel Carrington. 1947. 
 

    For details of individual transactions and purchasers see catalogue -    

    Further Portions of the Estates of His Grace the Duke of Rutland,  

    K.G. Situate in the Town and Parish of Bakewell, 1920. 

 



 

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 II* 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 £12 (15 

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 1st 2020.   

Please forward to Peter Barker, Woodlands, Yeld Road, Bakewell, 

DE45 1FJ  

or email:  marian.e.barker@btinternet.com.   
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