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'A new truth will have much to do to dislodge an old error.'—Henry
St. John, Viscount Bolingbroke.

THE PLEASANT SURMISES

TERRACE House, officially re-named Old Battersea House in

1931, is now Battersea's outstanding ancient monument. Its

main west front faces the Thames some three hundred yards

above the parish church (St. Mary's), and it must not be confused

with the old Battersea Manor House, which stood below the church

and the last traces of which disappeared some forty years ago.

Before 1840 the house did not attract the attention of topographical

writers, but in that year Dr. J. P. Kay obtained the use of the

premises for his training institution for schoolmasters, and under

the name St. John's College the institution continued for over

eighty years in Battersea. The name of the College is derived from

St. John the Baptist; the St. John ('Sinjun') family, who were lords

of the manor of Battersea from 1627 to 1763, never had any con-

nection with the College.

In recent years writers have ascribed the erection of the building

to Sir Walter St. John (1622-1708), who was the head of the

Wiltshire branch of his family and Third Baronet from 1656 till his

death. There is no known reason for doubting that 1699—the date

on the sundial—is the date of the erection of the present super-

structure, though the problem of the present foundations is not so

simple. But as the association of Sir Walter's name with the house

did not begin till the present building was nearly two centuries old,

the tradition—if that is the right word for such a recent notion

—

calls for investigation.

In 1894 some former students of the training college decided to

form a Masonic Lodge with the name 'The Sir Walter St. John Lodge.'

In explanation of their choice, they described Sir Walter's as

a name that would appeal to every Battersea man, the Bolingbrokes
being at one time Lords of the Manor, and some portions of the College

premises part of the old Manor House. 1

As this is the earliest known association of Sir Walter's name with

Terrace House, the statement is worth detailed examination.

The claim that the name 'would appeal to every Battersea man'

1 The sentence is quoted by courtesy of the Grand Secretary of the United
Grand Lodge of England.
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92 THE STORY OF TERRACE HOUSE, BATTERSEA

is doubtless perfectly true, though it does not imply that Sir Walter
had had the house built. From its beginning in 1840 the College used
Sir Walter's School as its practising school; in 1857 the School

extended its site, thus gaining a common boundary with the College

grounds; in 1859 a doorway was cut in the boundary wall, and from
that date classes had marched through that doorway for demonstra-
tion lessons in the College.

The second part of the statement
—

'the Bolingbrokes being at one
time Lords of the Manor'—is very loose. Sir Walter St. John was
not a 'Bolingbroke.' The three St. Johns of Bletsoe in Bedfordshire

who were Earls of Bolingbroke from 1624 to 1711 do not enter into

the discussion. The only two 'Bolingbrokes' who were Lords of the

Manor of Battersea were Henry St. John, First Viscount Bolingbroke,

and Frederick, Second Viscount, grandson and great-grandson of

Sir Walter respectively. Between them they were Lords of the

Manor from 1742 to 1763. The applicants could have strengthened

their case if they had stated that certain St. Johns of Lydiard
Tregoze had been Lords of the Manor from 1627 to 1763. This would
have included Sir Walter; but it would not have implied that Sir

Walter had had the house built.

The third part of the statement
—

'some portions of the College

premises [being] part of the old Manor House'—was simply not true,

as any map of Battersea, particularly the one in the Crace Collection

at the British Museum, 2 shows. The two houses were about a

quarter of a mile apart ; when the statement was made part of the

Manor House still stood, to disprove it ; and in between them stood

the main features of the old village. The name 'Terrace House' is

documented as far back as 1810, and was used in the Report of the

Royal Commission on Historical Monuments, 1925. In 1841 Dr. Kay
had described the premises as 'a spacious manor-house'; and the

name 'The Little Manor House' was freely used during press

discussions in 1930. But whether 'Little' or not, the term 'manor

house' is a misnomer.
In 1897 Ernest Hammond made the first known printed statement.

It runs, 'St. John's College . . . consists in part of an old Battersea

Manor House, said to have been "present writer's italics] the residence

of Sir Walter St. John.' 3 Hammond's source is unknown; he may
have heard what the old students were saying in 1894, though he

was not himself an old Battersea student.

The notion was now well started on its career both within the

College and among people interested in Battersea's local history.

In March 1903 William Taylor, Head Master of Sir Walter St. John's

School, was quite categorical in an article in The Gazette of his Old

Boys' Association
—

'The fine old house which forms the original part

of the Training College was built by Sir Walter St. John' ; and in 1906

Thomas Adkins, writing the history of the College, mentioned 'this

beautiful old-world mansion by the river . . . little changed since . . .

2 B.M. Grace, XVI/71.
3 Hammond, E., Bygone Battersea (1897), 21.
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worthy Sir Walter St. John caused it to be built.' 4 In 1912 the

Victoria County History, Surrey, stated: 'It [the Battersea College]

is on the site of Bolingbroke House [i.e. the Manor House] and
includes part of the house in which Viscount Bolingbroke lived' ; and,

doubtless unaware of the contradiction, reproduced a photograph of

a part of the Manor House that was still standing about a quarter of

a mile away. 5 Later, J. G. Taylor, son of William and Head Master of

the School from 1907 to 1932, wrote: 'The well-known Battersea

Training College . . . was opened in the old mansion erected on the

riverside by Sir Walter St. John in 1699,

'

6 and 'the core of their

college buildings was the old dower-house built by Sir Walter St.

John in 1699,

'

7 though elsewhere the statement is more guarded

—

'Persistent tradition says that it was built by Sir Walter.' 8

At about this time evidence was being assembled to support the

declared fact or reputed tradition, and the interest that was aroused
when the property came on to the market in 1928 gave publicity to

the discoveries. The sundial's date, 1699, was found to coincide with
the fiftieth anniversary of Sir Walter's wedding, and its motto

—

Pereunt et imputantur—to accord well with Lady St. John's
temperament. Hence the charming deduction that the house was
Sir Walter's golden-wedding present to his lady, intended to serve in

due course as a dower-house. (Sir Walter was eight and a half years

older than his wife.) Lady St. John's will, made in 1704, proved in

1705, referred three times to a house that she described as her own.
Hence the conclusion that Terrace House was that house. Evidence
came to light in 1926 that in 1677 Sir Walter and Sir Christopher

Wren had both been concerned in a matter involving a property in

St. James's Park. Hence the 'interesting speculation' whether Wren
designed Terrace House. 9 The absence of a grand salon on the first

floor agreed with the presumption that at the age of 68 Lady St.

John was no longer interested in dancing. In its article on Sir

Walter's grandson Henry, the Queen Anne politician, the Dictionary

of National Biography had stated that 'Sir Walter and his son Henry
lived together in the Manor House at Battersea,' with the implication

that this was during Henry's first marriage. Dr. Taylor had made
the same statement, in quite categorical terms, 10 and now in an
article in the Battersea Borough News (25.1.1929) he marshalled
most of the foregoing evidences and extended the last of them to the

second marriage of Sir Walter's eldest son. An interesting connection
between the make-up of the household at the Manor House and the

building of Terrace House followed. Sir Walter 'must often have

4 Adkins, T., The History of St. John's College, Battersea (1906), 43.
5 V.C.H. Surrey, IV, 9-10.
6 Taylor, J. G., Our Lady of Batersey (1925), 283.
7 Taylor, J. G., Short History of the Old Sinjins Lodge (1935), 15.
8 Taylor, J. G., Our Lady of Batersey (1925), 86, n. 77.
9 For a discussion of the attribution of Terrace House to Wren see

Smallwood, F. T., Battersea Booklist Quarterly (Spring 1965), and T. London &-

Middx. A.S., forthcoming.
10 Taylor, J. G., Our Lady of Batersey (1925), 87.
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wondered what would be the life of his aged wife in this veritable

beehive of a mansion should he predecease her, and it is highly

probable that he built Terrace House for her own occupation in that

event.'

At first sight the burial of the first three children of Henry St.

John's first marriage (1673-8) and the christening of the fourth (the

future Bolingbroke)—all at Battersea—would appear to justify the

statement in the Dictionary of National Biography; and the burial

of six young children of Henry's second marriage (1687-1736) at

Battersea would seem to justify the extension of the idea to that

second marriage. But the unreliability of the Battersea burials of

young children as evidence of the Battersea residence of the parents

is well illustrated by the case of Sir Edward Henry Lee, First Earl of

Lichfield, and his wife Charlotte Fitzroy, a daughter of King Charles

II and Barbara Villiers, Lady Castlemaine. Of the eighteen children

of this marriage four died in infancy and were buried in Battersea.

But three had been born in Windsor Castle, five in the parents' home
in St. James's Park, and the other ten in James Street, Westminster. 11

Battersea burials do not necessarily prove Battersea residence.

Christenings are a more reliable evidence of the parents' place of

residence, particularly as they often took place within ten days or a

fortnight of the birth. But even here a caveat must be entered, for

young mothers often went back home for the birth of their first baby,

and the christening was recorded in the church of the mother's

former parish. As will be seen in the case of the future Bolingbroke,

unusual factors may throw doubt on fairly obvious deductions.

Five possible places of residence for Henry St. John during his

first marriage (1673-8) call for consideration. Lydiard Tregoze, the

old family home of the Wiltshire St. Johns, which had been settled

on him by Sir Walter; the country residence of his wife's people, the

Earls of Warwick, at Leighs near Chelmsford; their town house,

Warwick House, High Holborn; the St. John Manor House at

Battersea; and their town house in Burv Street, St. James's, acquired

in 1675.

The first child was born in Warwick House, was christened at

St. Andrew's, Holborn, on 14 February 1675, died at Warwick
House on 24 April 1675, and was buried at Battersea in the evening,

three days later. The birthplace of the second child, born in 1675, is

uncertain. The mother is known to have been at Warwick House
and at Lydiard Tregoze during the summer, but the child was buried

at Battersea on 22 July. The third child, born on 25 or 26 January
1677, was christened at St. Martin's-in-the-Fields on 4 February

—

which squares satisfactorily with the parents' residence in Bury
Street—died on 8 April, and was buried in Battersea on the 9th.

On 16 September 1678, a fourth child was born, but the place of

birth is not recorded. Quite soon the mother died, but neither date

11 Sandford. Francis, Genealogical History of the Kings and Queens of
England . . . continued to this Time (1707), 651-2. (What Sandford called

James Street, Westminster, is now called St. James's Street.)
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nor place is recorded. On 2 October the mother was buried at

Lydiard Tregoze, and on 10th of the same month the child—the

future First Viscount Bolingbroke—was christened at Battersea.

His more cautious biographers state the fact of the christening and
leave it at that. Others state categorically, apparently without

knowing of the mother's burial at Lydiard and of the evidence

of the parents' residence there, that he was born in the old Battersea

Manor House. If the birth had taken place in Bury Street or at

Battersea there would have been good reason for burial at Battersea,

for her father's first wedding had taken place there, and her three

infant children were already buried there. (The homes of the

Warwicks can be ruled out, for the mother's devoted aunt, whose
diary provides much of the foregoing information, 12 was now dead.)

If the child was born in Battersea and the mother died there, why
were her remains taken more than eighty miles into Wiltshire for

burial? In short, the evidence of the parents' presence in Battersea

—

except for the three burials—is so scanty and of their presence

elsewhere so substantial that the present writer sees no reason for

doubting that the birth had taken place in Wiltshire, and is very
sceptical of the opinion that Sir Walter's eldest son lived in the

Battersea Manor House 13 during this marriage.

After eight years as a widower Henry re-married. Evidence of his

whereabouts during this interval is scanty and does not point to

Battersea. Bath and Tunbridge (probably Tunbridge Wells) are

mentioned, and the official record of the coroner's inquest on Sir

William Estcourt (1684) describes Henry St. John, one of the

murderers, as of London—not of Battersea. Of the twelve recorded

children of this second marriage eight died very young, and six of

these eight were buried at Battersea. The natural presumption

would be that if the parents were living in Battersea, their children

would be born there and in that case would be christened at

St. Mary's. But not one of the twelve was christened at St. Mary's.

The first was christened at the bride's parish church, five of the others

at St. Martin's-in-the-Fields. It is known that Henry St. John was
assessed for poor rate in Berkeley Street (1692-1700) and in

Albemarle Street (1704-17), which accords with christenings at

St. Martin's. In the very month in which the last of these twelve

children was born, Swift 14 described the father as 'a man of pleasure,

that walks the Mall, and frequents St. James's Coffee-house and the

chocolate-houses.' (Although Sir Walter had died in 1708, his son

was not rated as occupier of the Battersea Manor House till 1717.)

Thus, apart from the burials of young children—nine in all—in

Battersea, Henry's presence there is strikingly unrecorded.

It is now possible to estimate the make-up of the household in the

Manor House in 1699. Sir Walter was 77, Lady St. John 68. His son

12 B.M. Add. MS. 27351-5.
13 Smallwood, F. T., 'Bolingbroke's Birthplace,' IV.A.M., LX (1965), 96-9.
14 Swift, Jonathan, Journal to Stella, 11 November 1710.



96 THE STORY OF TERRACE HOUSE, BATTERSEA

Henry and his second wife were living in Berkeley Street, and of

their twelve children most were already buried or as yet unborn.

The surviving son of Henry's first marriage was travelling on the

Continent. Of Sir Walter's other children, William, married but

childless, seems to have been a Battersea resident, for the School's

Trust Deed of 1700, which appointed him as one of the first Trustees,

described him as of Battersea ; and an unmarried daughter Elizabeth

was presumably also a member of the household. Even with

servants and a resident domestic chaplain and his wife, the total does

not support the picturesque reference to 'this veritable beehive of a

mansion'. In the years immediately following 1699 the manorial

household rapidly decreased. In 1701 the domestic chaplain became
Vicar of Battersea and moved into the Vicarage next to Terrace

House. In 1703 the unmarried daughter Elizabeth died, in 1705

Lady St. John herself, and in 1707 William. In short, before Sir

Walter died in 1708 the Manor House had become even less of a

'veritable beehive' than it had been before 1699.

What of the 'rambling old mansion' itself? The Crace map of

c. 1760 and the eighteenth-century prints combine to show that it

was slightly larger than Terrace House, with an H-shaped ground

plan. Each house had two main floors, plus attics. The main front

of the Manor House had eight windows on the first floor, Terrace

House has seven. On the river front the Manor House had westward
residential extension of perhaps four or six rooms, and along the

south-western boundary of the grounds were three ranges of out-

buildings comprising the brewhouses, bakehouses, stables, etc.,

mentioned in the will of Sir John, First Baronet, and accommodating
the corn, hay, straw, horses, cattle, coaches, etc., mentioned in Sir

Walter's will. The map, the prints, the wills, and the obvious

necessities of the situation all agree.

After much, perhaps most, of the building had been demolished

in the 1770's, the topographers got busy. A writer in The Ambulator,

1794, mentioned 40 rooms on a floor. In 1813 a writer in The

Beauties of England and Wales made it 50. Both statements have

been repeated, the former quite recently. But a count of the windows
and chimneys in the prints of the Manor House and comparison with

the accommodation in Terrace House agree with the 1670 hearth tax

documents, which assessed Sir Walter for tax on 23 hearths and the

occupier of Terrace House—the predecessor of the present building

—

for tax on 16. In short, the Manor House, though old, was not

'rambling'; it was not much bigger than Terrace House itself, and

the make-up of the household does not suggest a 'veritable bee-hive'

from which Lady St. John needed a refuge.

In the 1929 newspaper article already mentioned Dr. Taylor

stated that he had discovered 'no contemporary documentary
evidence' for the 'persistent tradition' that the house was built by
Sir Walter, and added that he could 'find no evidence that, after the

death of Sir Walter in 1708, Terrace House was ever occupied by any

member of the St. John family.' The present writer can repeat both
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statements. But four more recent writers have claimed that the

house was at the disposal of, and was in fact occupied by, later

St. Johns. These views call for investigation.

A correspondent of The Times (30.12.1931) mentioned 'the Adam
"Diana" fireplace, added during the time when the St. John family

still occupied it.' Two facts are relevant—and fatal:

—

1. The Battersea rate-books record Benjamin Doggett as the

occupier from 1751 to 1766;

2. The Adams had not arrived in London by 1751.

In other words Benjamin Doggett, who was not a St. John, was in

occupation from before the Adams arrived in London till after the

St. Johns left Battersea.

The second and third writers introduced a novel fiction into a

well-known incident that involved Sir Walter's grandson, Alexander

Pope, and Hugh, Earl of Marchmont. In 1738 Henry St. John,

formerly Viscount Bolingbroke—he had been deprived of the peerage

by attainder in 1715, but continued to use the surname Bolingbroke

—

commissioned Pope to submit the draft of his essay The Patriot King
to the preliminary, confidential judgement of five or six named
persons. After Pope's death in 1744 Bolingbroke, who was now
living at the Battersea Manor House, discovered that Pope had
tampered with the text and had had 1,500 copies printed. 15 He
therefore decided to buy the whole edition, and he asked his friend

Marchmont, to whom he had lent the Battersea Manor House in 1742,

to be careful to collect all the copies and to burn them at his house.

Lady Hopkinson concluded that Marchmont lived at Terrace

House; 16 and Mrs. Stirling took her word for it, modified her phrase-

ology, and wrote :

—

That night on the lawn at the Dower House a great bonfire blazed heaven-
wards, astonishing the villagers at Chelsea across the river, and the boatmen
who rowed up and down stream wondering if a great victory had been gained

in Flanders. 17

The process by which Lady Hopkinson reached her conclusion

appears to have been fourfold :

—

1. She added to Bolingbroke's letter to Marchmont the recipient's

address, which in fact it does not bear, and founded her

conclusion on her own addition; 18

2. She ignored Bolingbroke's description of the property he had
lent to Marchmont in 1742 as 'an old and decayed habitation.' 19

The description fitted the Battersea Manor House, but not a

building whose sundial dates it at 1699.

15 For discussion of this complicated incident see Barber, Giles, The Library,

5th Ser., XIX and The Book Collector (1965).
16 Hopkinson, M. R., Married to Mercury (1936), 213.
17 Stirling, A. W. M., Merry Wives of Battersea (1956), 51.
18 Hopkinson, M. R., op. cit., 237.
19 Marchmont Papers (ed. G. H. Rose. 1831b II. 288.
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3. She altered Bolingbroke's phrase 'to help to dry which'20 to

'to keep the house dry.' 21 As Marchmont had recently moved
to a newly-built house in Mayfair, Bolingbroke's words fitted

the situation as Lady Hopkinson's variation does not.

4. She ignored the fact that the books were burned, not by March-
mont at all, but by Bolingbroke himself at the Manor House.

The next deduction is a very simple one : if Marchmont resided at

Terrace House, so did Bolingbroke himself—was he not Marchmont's
self-invited guest in 1743-4?—and there his friends visited him. In

1937 Arthur Mee stated as a fact : 'The house was built by Wren in

1700, and is said to have been ordered by Sir Walter St. John. . . .

Here gathered the wits of Queen Anne's day and later: Pope, Swift,

Gay, Addison, Voltaire, and the great Duke of Marlborough
entered . . . from their boats to the garden room, with its delightful

decoration by Wren.'22 Quite obviously, the person whom these

distinguished visitors came to see was Sir Walter's grandson, Henry
St. John, First Viscount Bolingbroke. The developing fiction almost

takes the form of a syllogism. Major premise—Lady Hopkinson's

invent ;on: Marchmont occupied not the Manor House but Terrace

House. Minor premise—a fact used by Mrs. Stirling: 23 Bolingbroke

was a member of Marchmont's household at Battersea during the

winter of 1743-4. Conclusion—stated by Arthur Mee and Mrs.

Stirling: 24 All the distinguished people whom Bolingbroke ever knew,

whether they were alive and in England in 1743-4 or not, visited

Bolingbroke in Terrace House.

The evidence of the contemporary Battersea rate-books remains

to be considered. Although the rate-in-the-pound varied from time

to time, and the sums actually payable varied in the same proportion,

the assessments themselves representing the annual value of the

properties varied but little, and may serve to establish the identity

of a property. The name of Sir Walter, as Lord of the Manor, always

heads this annual list. If c. 1699 he had built himself an additional

residence, either his assessment at the Manor House would have been

substantially increased, or his name would have appeared elsewhere

with a second assessment. But there is no evidence of either.

A final question may be asked. If Sir Walter, the head of an

ancient family that made much display of its heraldic inheritance

elsewhere—eight large panels of his own heraldic work survive in

the church at Lydiard Tregoze—did in fact build Terrace House,

why do the St. John arms appear nowhere there either in brick or in

stone, in wood, glass, or plaster—not even on the sundial, the ideal

feature for the purpose?

To sum up, the present writer agrees with Dr. Taylor (a) in having

20 B.M. Add. MS. 37994, f. 46.
21 Hopkinson, M. R., op. at., 237.
22 Mee, Arthur, The King's England—London (1937), 785.
23 Stirling, A. W. M., op. cit., 50.
24 Ibid., 215.
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'discovered no contemporary documentary evidence' that Sir Walter
had the house built, and (b) in finding 'no evidence that, after the

death of Sir Walter in 1708, Terrace House was ever occupied by any
member of the St. John family.' But he goes further. He has found
no evidence to support the probability that Sir Walter and his Lady
'retired there together, until her death in 1704,' and, with all due
deference to Lady Hopkinson and writers who have accepted her

conclusion, no evidence that after Sir Walter's death the house was
ever at the disposal of any St. John. Moreover, neither Sir Walter's

will nor Lady St. John's disposes of any property that can be
identified as Terrace House.

THE DOCUMENTED EVIDENCES
So far the present article has discussed two facts—(1) that the

date on the sundial (1699) coincides with the fiftieth anniversary of

Sir Walter St. John's wedding, and (2) that in her will Lady St. John
mentioned her own house three times—and certain notions that have
gathered round the building during the last seventy-odd years and
particularly during the last forty. The remainder of this paper
assembles the available evidence from the seventeenth and
eighteenth centuries.

A firm beginning may be made in 1810. In that year the unexpired
portion of a 99-year lease of Terrace House, granted by the Earl

Spencer (Lord of the Manor) to Daniel Ponton on 10 October 1775
as from Michaelmas 1774 at a rental of £51.10.0. p. a., came on to the

market, and a specimen of the auctioneer's particulars of sale is

preserved at the House of Lords among the papers of Sir John
George Shaw-Lefevre, Clerk of the Parliaments, who later became
the leasehold owner-occupier of the property.25 The original lease and
counterpart are preserved in the Earl Spencer's archives at Althorp,

Northampton, and indicate that the property had previously been
'in the tenure or occupation of Benjamin Dogget.'

In the Crace Collection of maps at the British Museum there is a

map of Battersea that must be dated, on internal evidence, between
1758 and 1763. 26 On this map Terrace House is marked, and the

name of 'Mr. Dogett' is entered on the area of the garden. (The
name of 'Mr. Fraigneau'—Vicar of Battersea 1758-78—is similarly

entered on the garden of the adjoining Vicarage.) The poor-rate

books show Benjamin Dogett as a rate-payer from 1751 to 1766 and
a very near neighbour of the Vicar. They also show Benjamin Pierce,

Thomas Tritton, and from 1773 Daniel Ponton as Dogett's successors

in the occupation of the property.

These three contemporary documentary sources—the lease, the

map, and the rate-books—agree in making the situation in the middle
of the eighteenth century perfectly clear, and from this starting

point it is possible to trace the property backwards in the rate-books

25 House of Lords, Shaw-Lefevre Papers—Particulars of Sale.
26 B.M. Crace XVI/71.
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as far back as the rate-books themselves go, namely to 1624. One
initial 'difficulty' proves to be far less serious than would at first

sight appear. The book for the period 1732-50 is missing, and it is

therefore not possible to name the rated occupiers for that period.

But comparison of the relevant group of occupiers in 1731 with the

corresponding group in 1751 settles the matter.

1731

4 William Daniel

6 Hannah Sanders
12 John Bennett
10 John now Wid Guy

30 Mrs. Hannah Poinzs
5 John Jones
30 Sirs. Mary Camb
15 Mr. George Osborn (Vic)

3 John Davis
3 Wid Churchill poor

30 Daniell Haughton Esqr

(Gross assessments in column on left)

1751

4 William Daniel
4 Daniel Danvers
3 William Chapman
8 Hannah Sanders
Tudor Smith's empty

10 Cornelius Holland
16 Theodore Darley
14 Ditto for Powell's Land
5 John Hill, to bring Cert.

24 Alice Goddard
15 The Rev. Dr. Church [Vicar]

3 Thomas Bassdell
3 Samuel Tickner

26 Benjamin Dogett

(The next entries on each list concern small properties—again with some
names in common—obviously too small to have been Terrace House.)

The presence of William Daniel, Hannah Sanders, and the Vicar

in both lists and the close correspondence between the gross assess-

ments leave no doubt that the property occupied by Daniell

Haughton Esq r in 1731 was occupied by Benjamin Dogett in 1751.

The fact that the property and its occupiers can be traced back to

1624 (except for the period 1732-50) raises the question: 'What then

did happen in 1699?' Three comments may be offered: (1) The list of

occupiers does not include Sir Walter or any other person who can be

identified as a St. John. This fact squares with the fact mentioned
alreadv that the rate-books do not record an increased assessment or

a second assessment for Sir Walter c. 1699. (2) Experts whom the

present writer has consulted have no difficulty in accepting 1699

—

the date on the sundial—as the date of the present superstructure.

(3) They point out, however, that the bricks of the present super-

structure are of a later type than the bricks of the foundations, which

are, in fact, of Tudor type. In the last decades of the seventeenth

century London was being re-built, in brick instead of wood. It is

possible, though very unlikely, that bricks of Tudor type were still

being made near Battersea. It seems more probable that old bricks

were re-used for the foundations. The possibility that the old

foundations were themselves re-used can at present be neither

dismissed nor established.

It seems unlikely that a building only 75 years old would be

demolished. The conclusion therefore seems to be that a building

that went back to a much earlier date than the earliest surviving

rate-book (1624)—possibly to Tudor times—was ripe for demolition

and re-building in 1699. But the earlier building seems to have been
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of similar size to its successor, for in 1662-4 Mrs. Dubois and in 1670

Mr. Samuel Defisher were assessed for tax on sixteen hearths

—

which approximates closely to the accommodation of the present

building.

The house was one of the largest in the village and served as a

landmark. The question therefore arises whether the occupiers

recorded in the rate-books were of such means and status as would
be expected of the occupiers of a residence which, with the exception

of the Manor House, the Archbishop of York's palace, and one or

two others, was the most considerable in the parish.

The rate-books show the following occupiers :

—

1624-38
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granted to Du Bois of London in 1634 cannot be authenticated, and
this merchant of foreign descent may have fallen an easy victim to

bogus heralds who were making 'grants' at that time. 28

When Peter du Boys 'of London, Merchant' made his will in 1637

he left £30 'to the poore of the parish of St. Bennett Sherehog, the

parishe wherein I live in London,' and substantial bequests to the

French Church in Canterbury and to the Dutch Church in London. 29

The rate-book evidence of his connection with Battersea is confirmed

by a bequest of £3.6.8. p.a. for four years to the poor of Battersea.

His monetary bequests totalled over £3,000, and the documents refer

to landed property in Essex, Kent, Oxfordshire, and Berkshire. In

short, whether du Boys was technically armigerous or not, he
certainly was a gentleman of substance and standing, with his town
house in London and a notable country residence in Battersea.

Moreover, as early as 1605 his wife, attending a christening at

Canterbury, was described as 'Marie femme du S r Pierre du Bois de

Londres,' a significant evidence of status.

All this is more than confirmed by the will of Mrs. Mary du Bois,

who outlived her husband by twenty-six years and died in 1664. 30

Her monetary bequests, which totalled over £18,000, included

legacies to the poor of Battersea (£20), of St. Bennett Sherehogg

'where I now dwell' (£100), of Dutch congregations in London (£200),

Norwich, Colchester, Sandwich (£100 each), and Canvey Island, and
of French congregations in Canterbury and London (£300 each) , and
to over ninety named individuals. In addition, a suite of five

tapestry hangings 'being the history of Julius Caesar,' five diamond
rings, various pieces of plate, and her French psalm book with gold

clasps were specifically bequeathed with or without monetary
legacies.

The will also provides evidence of the social contacts of Mrs. du
Bois; her legatees included Lady Bridgett Lydall (formerly Maid of

Honour to the Queen of Bohemia and the widow of a baronet) ; the

wife, son, daughter-in-law, and grand-daughter of Sir Thomas
Bennett; and Sir Richard Vivian and his lady. Moreover, she was
evidently on good terms with the Lord and Lady of the Manor, for

there is an interesting reference to her in Lady St. John's correspond-

ence. Soon after the Restoration, King Charles II wanted some
'Muscovia ducks especialy thos that are white of that sort to furnish

St. Jeames Park withal,' and Lady St. John wrote to the steward at

Lydiard Tregoze asking him to send some up forthwith. She added,

T can have a drake at Mrs. Deboyses.' 31

For present purposes the important question is, Why is the name
of this very wealthy lady, with a strong interest in seven Dutch or

French Protestant congregations and with eminent social contacts.

28 The writer acknowledges his indebtedness to J. P. Brooke-Little, Esq.,

Bluemantle Pursuivant of Arms, for guidance on this problem.
29 P.C.C. Lee 109.
30 P.C.C. Bruce 108.
31 Taylor, J. G., Our Lady of Batersey (1925), 80.
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followed in the Battersea rate-books for a few months by 'Mrs. Mary
Ottgar'? Neither Peter du Bois, who was thrice married, nor his

widow named a son or a daughter as legatee. In 1605 and 1606 Mrs.

Mary Dubois stood godmother to two children of Jane Freleux and

in 1607 to Samuel, son of Jan Freleux, on all three occasions in the

French congregation in Canterbury. In 1637 Peter Dubois left £100

each to Abraham Ootgeer and his wife Mary, £300 each to their

children Peter and Mary and £100 each to 'Little Susann Ootgeer'

and to Jeane Fruleu. In 1643 Mary Fruleu, wife of Abraham
Odguier, witnessed a christening at the French Protestant

(Huguenot) church in Threadneedle Street. In his will, made in 1674

and proved in 1685,32 their son Peter, already mentioned, referred to

the late Mrs. DuBoys as his aunt. He made a bequest to his 'mother-

in-law,' i.e. stepmother, and, quite consistently, mentioned two

sisters of the half-blood. Moreover, Chancery proceedings arose out

of the will of Mrs. Dubois on the grounds that she was of foreign

birth. 33 They were brought by Peter Otger's sister Susanna (the

'little Susann' above mentioned) and her husband Thomas Atkins,

and the pleadings declared that Mrs. Dubois was 'possessed of a very

great personal estate of £40,000' and that Mary Frieulieu, late wife of

Abraham Otgher, was 'of ye kindred or alliance of the said Peter

Dubois or of the said Mary his wife or of one of them.' Mrs. du Bois

also bequeathed £1,500 and four cottages in Battersea to her godson

John Stables, a minor, son of her late servant John Stables, deceased.

This John Stables, the elder, and his wife Jean Fruleu, a native of

Canterbury, were married at Battersea 18 October, 1648. It seems

likely, therefore, that Peter Dubois had two near relatives named
Fruleu—Mary, first wife of Abraham Otger, and Jane, wife of

John Stables.

The third name on the above list of occupiers—April 1665 Mistress

Mary Ottgar—is thus explained. Eventually Abraham Otgar and
his wife Mary (Fruleu) had five children ; to all five Mrs. Dubois made
particularly valuable bequests but none to Abraham's two daughters

by his second marriage. Under one clause all five received £1,000

apiece, under another £100 apiece, and they shared the household

goods in London and at Battersea. In addition, Peter, one of her two
executors, received the lease of the London residence and a further

£1,000. Moreover, Mrs. du Bois bequeathed

all that my house and garden in Battersey in the County of Surrey with all

Barnes, Stables, Outhouses, washhouses, yards gardens and appurtenances
thereunto belonging in my owne Occupation and all my estate and Interest

therein unto Mary Otgher my goddaughter and her heires
;

and added a further £500 out of the residue.

Although Mr. and Mrs. du Bois declared in their wills that they

lived in the parish of St. Benet Sherehog, there is much evidence that

32 P.C.C. Cann 123.
33 P.R.O. C8, 321/1.
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their legatees had connections with Battersea. All the five young
Otgers had been christened in Battersea between 1635 and 1642. In
1646 a daughter of Mr. Caesar Callendrine, minister of the Dutch
Protestant (i.e. refugee) congregation in Austin Friars, who received

a legacy of £500 from Mrs. du Bois and was the other executor, was
also christened there in 1646. The wedding of Jane Fruleu in 1648
has already been mentioned. Peter Otger, who left £20 to the poor
of Battersea—one of Battersea's lost charities—£20 to the poor of

the Dutch congregation in London, and £5 to the poor of the French
(i.e. Huguenot) congregation in Canterbury, declared in his will that

he was born in Battersea and, although he described himself as 'of

London, Merchant,' he directed that he should be buried in Battersea.

(The registers confirm both these details.) Yet no Otger, Fruleu, or

Callandrine appears in the Battersea rate-books of the period. The
explanation seems to be that while Mr. and Mrs. du Bois had their

house in London and were responsible for poor-rate in Battersea,

they allowed friends and relatives to occupy or share their Battersea
mansion.

The name of Mistress Mary Otger did not remain in the rate-book

for long. On 20 April 1665 Mary settled the property on trustees in

view of her approaching marriage to Samuel Defisher,34 and the licence

for the marriage was issued on 26 April.35 She was just twenty-nine.

Under various names she and her relatives remain in the story for

sixty-odd years.

Both families—Otger and Defisher—hailed from Flanders and
were prominent as deacons and elders of the Dutch Protestant

Congregation in Austin Friars. Both families were important enough
to be recorded by the Heralds in 1633/4. When Samuel's sister

Isabella married James Bovey, her father William was said to be
worth six score thousand pounds,36 and the de Visschers bore arms
that accorded well with their surname, for on a blue field they
displayed three mermaids with mirrors, and for crest they had a

dolphin with tail erect and mouth grasping the torse, i.e. the crest

wreath.

The Battersea registers record two children of the marriage

—

Abraham, christened on 18 September 1667 (of whom much more
hereafter), and William, buried on 20 January 1669. In a hearth-

tax document of 1670 Samuel was assessed for tax on sixteen hearths

—

Mary du Bois had been assessed on the same number. In 1674 he was
churchwarden.
Samuel de Visscher died in the spring of 1676. In his will, proved

12 April 167637 he is described as 'of London, Merchant.' Apart
from a few small legacies to relatives and £10 to the poor of the

Dutch Church in London, his will is concerned with his wife Mary

34 Minet Library—Surrey Collection, Deed 215.
35 Harleian Society, XXXIII (1892), 132.
36 Aubrey, John, Brief Lives (Clarendon Press, 1898), II, 272.
37 P.C.C. Bence 44, 84.
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and his son Abraham. Justus Otgher, a cousin, is named as one of

two executors, to act till Abraham comes of age.

The eligible widow lost no time, for on 31 May 1676 the Vicar-

General licensed her marriage to Edmund Long of St. Olave's, Hart
Street, gent., bachelor aged about 34. (The widow 'aged about 30'

seems to have understated her age by about eleven years.) The
marriage was of particular interest to Battersea, for the bridegroom's

family hailed from Wiltshire, and his maternal grandmother was a

St. John, an aunt of Sir Walter's. Consequently his mother was Sir

Walter's first cousin; her eldest sister had been married to Edward
Hyde, later Earl of Clarendon, at St. Mary's in 1632, and another of

his aunts had been the wife of one of Sir Walter's elder brothers.

Consequently Widow Devischer's new husband could claim close

kinship with the Lord of the Manor, and would note with special

interest the heraldic representation of his St. John grandmother's

marriage in the east window of St. Mary's.

Edmund Long died in 1681 and was buried at St. Mary's on 25

August. He left no will, but when administration of his estate was
granted to his widow (1 Sept., 1681) he was described as of Battersea,

Surrey, and Salisbury, Wilts. There is no evidence of any children

of the marriage, and for the next three years Mrs. Long was assessed

for poor-rate. Meanwhile, her son Abraham (born 1667) was grow-

ing up.

In the year of Edmund Long's death Samuel Pett, a member of

the famous family of shipwrights of Chatham, Deptford, and
Wapping, arrived in the parish with his wife and four young
daughters. He was assessed for poor-rate for a property near the

Archbishop of York's palace on the south-west bank of the creek

formed by the Falcon Brook at its entrance to the Thames. His fifth

and sixth daughters were christened at St. Mary's in 1682 and 1683,

but soon after the birth of the sixth, Pett's wife herself died. Again
events moved rapidly, for on 9 June 1684 the Archbishop of

Canterbury's Vicar-General issued a licence for the marriage of

Samuel Pett of Battersea, widower, about 40, and Mrs. Mary Long,
also of Battersea, widow. Moreover, in the course of the year Pett

was replaced in the rate-books by a newcomer at his former residence

near the Falcon Creek and himself replaced Mrs. Long as the rated

occupier of Terrace House.
Like the more eminent members of his family, Samuel Pett began

his career as a shipwright, but after a year or two he switched to

administration. 38 Before November 1668 he had been employed by
the late clerk of the Survey at Chatham, and in that month a request

was made that he might be continued under the new clerk. In 1670

he himself became Clerk to the Surveyor of the Navy, and there are

a few not very informative references to him in the following years.

Presumably he was transferred to London at about the time of his

38 From a pedigree of the family compiled by Mr. C. Knight, of Chatham
(ob. 1944) and now in the possession of Mr. Basil W. Pett.
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settlement in Battersea. Two letters of his, dated 17 January
1679/80 to Samuel Pepys and 21 March 1681/2 to Sir Phineas Pett,

survive in the Rawlinson Collection at the Bodleian Library, and
sampling at the Public Record Office has revealed letters of a routine

nature written by him from the Admiralty in November 1689.

A disconcerting incident occurred in 1691. One Samuel Allen of

London, merchant, who had become owner of the province of New-

Hampshire and part of Maine and who had contracted with the

Navy Board to supply masts, yards, bowsprits, and other timber,

asked to be appointed Governor of the province in order to preserve

it from destruction and to be himself enabled to comply with his

contract. The Privy Council received his petition and referred it to

the Committee for Trade and Plantations to examine and report.

While the Committee was considering the petition, accusations were
made upon oath that Allen had embezzled and conveyed away the

victuals provided for their Majesties' Fleet. The Secretary of State

for the South (the Earl of Nottingham) thereupon authorized and
required one of their Majesties' Messengers in Ordinary forthwith to

make strict and diligent search for Samuel Allen and having found

him to apprehend and seize and bring him in safe custody to be

examined before the Earl concerning these matters. A like warrant

of the same date (30 June 1691) was issued to another messenger for

the apprehension of Samuel Pett. 39 (A coincidence characteristic of

the times is found in the fact that the Earl had a connection with

Pett's place of residence, for he and Sir Walter's eldest son had
married sisters.)

Unfortunately the record of the examinations before the Secretary

of State has not been traced, and it is not possible to say how much
fire there was behind the smoke. Apparently not much, for the

Privy Council minutes for 21 January 1691/2 record that the

Committee for Trade and Plantations recommended Allen's

appointment as Governor, and the Council ordered the Committee
to prepare the draft of his Commission. Moreover, the Index to the

Patent Rolls records on 14 March 1693, 'The King and Queen Doe
appoint Samuel Pett Esquire Commissioner in Quality of a principall

Officer of the Navy (during pleasure) in the Room of Sir Richard
Booth Knight deceased; Annual Sallary five hundred pounds.'

('Booth' is a slip for 'Beke' or 'Beach.') Pett's function as a

Commissioner was that of Comptroller of the Victualling, though it

is on record that in conjunction with two other Commissioners he

inspected Plymouth Docks in 1694. His appointment was renewed
in July 1698, and he held it till his death early in 1699. The status of

his office is indicated not only by the salary. Pett described himself

in his will as 'one of the Commissioners of his Majesty's Navy
Royah"; his predecessor as Comptroller of the Victualling was a

knight, and his successor was no less a personage than Sir Cloudesley

Shovell.

39 P.R.O., S.P.D. 44/341, p. 94.
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Pett was fairly active in the parochial life of Battersea. By
September 1689 he had become Justice of the Peace for Surrey, 40

and in that capacity he authorized the proposed assessments tor

poor-rate on twenty-one occasions, using as his seal either the

coat—Or, on a fess gules between three pellets a lion passant of the

field—or the crest—Out of a ducal coronet or a demi-pelican, wings

expanded, argent—that had been granted to one of his forebears in

1583. He attended parish meetings fairly frequently and was

churchwarden in 1686. Pett's continuing connection with his wife's

family is shown by two incidents. On 11 February 1698/9—a few

days after his death—his fifth daughter Henrietta Maria married

Peter Olger (sic in the register but presumably a slip for Otger) at

St. Alphege's, London Wall, and on the same day, when Samuel's

will came up for probate41 and certain deletions had to be explained,

Mr. Justice [sic, obviously a slip for Justus] Otgar was named as one

of the three gentlemen who had searched and found the will now
shown with various obliterations.

Meanwhile, early in 1686, Abraham de Visscher, the only

surviving child of Mary Otger/Defisher/Long/Pett, had married

Grace Webb.42 Both parties were about nineteen; consequently

Abraham needed and received his mother's consent, and Grace her

father's. This marriage was particularly interesting, for by it this

wealthy Huguenot family became, for the second time, connected

with the Lord of the Manor. (This time one of Sir Walter's great-

aunts provided the connection.) Grace, her brother Thomas
(Serjeant at Law), and her brother John (General under Marlborough

at Blenheim, Ramillies, Oudenarde, and Malplaquet, and himself

the hero of Wynendael 1708) were children of Sir Walter's second

cousin once removed, Colonel Edmund Richmond Webb, who had
shared with Sir Walter's eldest son Henry the murder of Sir William

Estcourt in the Globe Tavern, Fleet Street, in November 1684.

Consequently when Abraham and Grace went to church at St. Mary's

they could see in the east window the heraldic record of the

St. John-Webb marriage from which Colonel Edmund was
descended.

From his marriage till 1699 Abraham Defisher was separately

assessed for poor-rate in Battersea, and his nine children (of whom
three sons and four daughters grew up) were christened at St. Mary's.

But in that year he disappeared from the rate-book, and he evidently

joined his mother, now widowed for the third time by Pett's death,

in Terrace House, for his will (1710) provided that after his mother's

decease 'all that house at Battersea wherein I now live' should go to

his wife Grace. (Of Pett's six daughters by his first wife, two had
died, and certainly three wrere married. Only Arabella, the youngest,

40 He does not appear in the Liber Pacis for James II—P.R.O. C. 193/12.

As a magistrate he first authorized the Battersea assessments in September
1689.

41 P.C.C. Pett 27.
42 Harleian Society, XXX (1890), 222.
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then fifteen, might still have been living with her stepmother in the

Battersea mansion house.)

Concerning Abraham Defisher several interesting details are on
record. Evidently he was a horseman of some prowess, for in his will

he bequeathed to his three sons 'one tankard each, which I formerly
won at the Paddock Course.' Race meetings for owner-riders, with
pieces of plate as prizes, were very popular and were regularly

organized at many places. Barnes and Wimbledon Common may be
mentioned, though the identity of 'the Paddock Course' has not been
established. 'Abraham Devischer of Battersea aforesaid Gentleman'
was also one of the first trustees of Sir Walter St. John's School. In
view of his family's eminence in the parish and its double connection
with the St. Johns it is not surprising that he was one of the four who
actually signed, sealed, and delivered in Sir Walter's presence on
7 September 1700. (Sir John Fleet, former Lord Mayor of London,
and Sir Walter's son William were two others.) His wealth is to

some extent indicated by the fact that though he predeceased his

mother his monetary bequests exceeded £6,000, including /10 to the

poor of Battersea.

Eventually, in the spring of 1716, Mary Otger/Defisher/Long/Pett
died, nearly 81 yt-ars of age, having outlived her three husbands and
both her recorded children. Probably she had been born in Terrace
House—certainly she had been christened at St. Mary's; for some 52
years she had been its occupier; presumably she died in it, and
certainly she was buried at St. Mary's on 26 March. She left £10 to

the poor of Battersea.

For the next twelve years or so the story of the house is the story

of Mary's daughter-in-law Grace (born Webb) and grandchildren.

After providing for his mother (Mary) and his widow (Grace),

Abraham Defisher had made his eldest son Samuel his principal

legatee and, in default, his second son Edmund. In the event, Samuel
predeceased his grandmother by about two months; he was
unmarried, and administration of his estate was granted to his

brother Edmund, his mother Grace (widow) having previously

renounced. This Edmund and his mother Grace are the 'Captain

Devissor or Madam Devissor' who appear in the rate-books from
1716 to 1728.

Madam Grace Devissor disappeared from the Battersea rate-book

in the spring of 1728. She spent her last two years in the parish of

St. George, Hanover Square, but was buried in Battersea on
3 November 1730. With her departure the Defishers ceased to be

Battersea residents after living there certainly since 1664 and very

probably since 1635 or earlier. In her will43 Grace bequeathed to

Edmund 'all that my Capital Messuage or Mansion House wherein I

lately lived at Battersea aforesaid together with the Gardens
Coachhouses Stables Outhouses Buildings and other Appurtenances
thereunto belonging'; if Edmund predeceased her, the Mansion

43 P.C.C. Aubcr 302.
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House and residue were to go to her third son Abraham and three of

her daughters equally.

To his second son Edmund, Abraham had left a mere £400,

explaining that he had 'already spent considerable sums for his

advancement.' In 1707, at the age of 17, Edmund had been commis-
sioned—in those days commissions were purchased—as ensign to

Major Colombiere in Major-General Webb's (i.e. his uncle John's)

Regiment of Foot (later the King's, 8th, Regiment of Foot) ; he
became First Lieutenant of the Grenadier Company under Major
Peter Hamars in 1708, and Captain in the same regiment in 1709.

He was therefore presumably present with his regiment at Oudenarde
on 11 July 1708, and at Malplaquet on 11 September 1709. In 1721

he became Lieutenant-Colonel in Colonel John Middleton's

Regiment of Foot (later the 25th Foot, K.O.S.B.), was sent with his

regiment to Gibraltar in December 1726, and took part in its defence.

When his widowed mother Grace made her will in October 1728 she

appointed Edmund to be her sole executor, but added that he was
now at Gibraltar; if he was unable to prove the will, her son-in-law,

Edmund Strudwick, was to be executor during Edmund Devisscher's

absence. And, sure enough, in November 1730 probate was granted

to Edmund Strudwick.

Edmund did not live to any great age, for his will was proved
before he was 47. In it he described himself as of Wellwyn in the

county of Hertford, made his principal bequests to his 'dearly

beloved Friend Mrs. Elizabeth Bewley now living with me at Wellwyn
abovesaid,' and appointed his brother-in-law Edmund Strudwick as

sole executor and residuary legatee. The validity of the will was
challenged by his niece Grace—a daughter of his deceased brother

Abraham and a minor suing by her guardian—and by his four

married sisters. Judgement was given first against the niece on
25 February 1737, and, the four sisters 'contumaciously absenting

themselves,' second against the sisters on 27 April 1737. As
Abraham's only son is not named in these proceedings, he had
presumably died, which means that by 1737 the Defishers of

Battersea had died out in the male line.

(Incidentally, one of these four sisters, Grace, had married John
Bull, grandson of Sir John Fleet, former Lord Mayor of London and

one of the first Trustees of Sir Walter St. John's School. In 1722

Bull himself became one of the second group of Trustees.)

Abraham, the third son of Abraham and Grace Defisher followed

his brother Edmund into the Army and ultimately became
Lieutenant-Colonel of Pocock's Regiment. He died on 30 January

1730 of wounds received the previous day in a duel with Barry

Redmond, a member of the Irish House of Commons and a Captain

in the same regiment, at Kilmaine, in County Mayo; but when
administration of his estate was granted to his brother-in-law and

chief creditor Edmund Strudwick in June 1732, he was described as

of the city of Cork. He left a widow and three children—Grace,

Alice, and Edmund—all under age. He was barely 37.
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Meanwhile Daniel Haughton Esqr
, alias Colonel Haughton,

appeared in the Battersea assessments from September 1728 to

April 1731. The local scribe consistently spelled the surname as

Haughton, but the Colonel himself, in his capacity as a Justice of

the Peace, twice signed the assessments with the spelling Houghton.
In view of the overseer's difficulties with 'Colonel,' which appears

twice as 'Corn 11 ' and once as 'Cor 11 ', we may allow him a discrepancy

of one letter in the surname. Despite the absence of the Battersea

rate-books for the period 1732-50, the date of the Colonel's departure

from Terrace House can be fixed within narrow limits. In the

probate proceedings 1747-8 he is described as 'late of High Ongar,'

and the vestry minute books of High Ongar record the attendance

of Daniel Houghton on several occasions from 10 April 1732

onwards. He was first commissioned as lieutenant in Colonel

Bowler's Regiment of Foot (1709). Later (1715) he became Captain

in Colonel Roger Handasyde's Regiment, and later still Captain-

Lieutenant and Lieutenant-Colonel in the 1st Foot Guards
(Grenadiers), raised the 45th Foot (now Sherwood Foresters), and
became Brigadier-General. In May 1747, while in Brabant, he made a

will 'in case of any Accident happening to me this Campaigne,' and
he 'deceased' at Osterhout—but not, apparently, as the result of

such an 'accident' as he had envisaged in his will—c. 12 September
of that year.

The next recorded occupier of Terrace House is Benjamin Dogett,

1751-66. Whether the Houghtons and Dogetts were related to the

Otger-Defisher-Pett group is not yet established, but certain details

encourage further research. Samuel Pett's elder brother William had
married a certain Elizabeth Houghton. She outlived him, and her

second husband was Robert Lee. Samuel's eldest daughter married

a certain William Lee. John Houghton, notary public of Chancery
Lane, witnessed the will of Mrs. Dubois in 1663 and Mary Otger's

settlement of her Battersea property in 1665. In 1671 Justus Otgher,

cousin of Samuel Defisher, married Elizabeth Doggett, and nearly

thirty years later he shared in the finding of Samuel Pett's will.

(A certain John Houlton also shared the finding. Is it possible that

'Houlton' and 'Houghton' are variants of the same surname? The
probate record of the incident turned 'Justus' into 'Justice.') When
Daniel Houghton became Captain in Handasyde's Regiment, John
Odgers was commissioned as his lieutenant. If some of these details

can be more fully explored, it may be shown that the family's

connection with the house lasted not merely to 1728 but to 1766.

Be that as it may, the foregoing discussions may now be summed
up. While there is no evidence that Sir Walter or any other St. John
ever owned or occupied the house, there is contemporary document-
ary evidence that it was occupied by people who were wealthy,

generally armigerous, and of good social standing. Three of the

families were descended from Protestant emigres and were loyally

attached to the French or Dutch congregations in London,
Canterbury, and elsewhere. They had connections with the City, the
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Law, the Army, naval shipbuilding, and local government. In two
instances they were related to the Lord of the Manor by marriage.

In short, they were just the kind of people whom one would expect

to occupy such a property.

The rest of the story is quickly told. Benjamin Dogett, recorded

as occupier 1751-66, was succeeded by Benjamin Pierce (1766-8) and
by Thomas Tritton (1768-73). Tritton was one of the original

proprietors of the old Battersea Bridge (1772-1885). So was Daniel

Ponton, to whom the Lord of the Manor granted a 99-year lease of

the house as from Michaelmas 1774. Ponton did not occupy the

house for long, for he died in 1777. Administration of his estate was
granted to his son Thomas, and from 1792—there is a gap in the

rate-books till that year—till the end of 1809 Thomas was assessed

for poor-rate. Thomas Ponton was a Trustee of Sir Walter St. John's
School; Ponton Road, Nine Elms, perpetuates the family name.

In January 1810 the unexpired portion of the lease came on to the

market, and John Perry, Esq., shipowner, of Moor Hall, Essex,

contracted to buy. Before the purchase was completed he made a

codicil to his will (14 February 1810) beqeathing the premises and
such contents as were to be purchased to his wife Mary 'for her own
absolute use and benefit.' He also did not occupy the house for long,

for he died suddenly of apoplexy on 7 November. His wife continued

to reside there—at any rate, she appeared in the rate-books—till

1828. Her youngest son Charles (1807-91), later Senior Wrangler
and First Bishop of Melbourne (1847), evidently spent his boyhood
in Battersea.

In 1828 John George Shaw-Lefevre (1797-1879) acquired the lease

from Mary Perry and occupied the house till the winter of 1838-9.

This extremely able man—he was Senior Wrangler, and read

fourteen languages easily—had a most varied and distinguished

career in the public service, becoming K.C.B., F.R.S., D.C.L., and
Clerk of the Parliaments. But he must not be confused, as he often

has been, with his elder brother Charles (1794-1888), who became
Speaker of the House of Commons, first—and last—Viscount
Eversley, and 'Father' of the House of Lords; or with his own son
George John (1831-1928), who was presumably born in the house

—

he certainly was christened at St. Mary's—and also had a distin-

guished public career, becoming first—and last—Baron Eversley.

George John claimed to have known personally thirteen Prime
Ministers, seventeen Lord Chancellors, and seven Archbishops of

Canterbury.

After the house had stood empty for about a year—which explains

his description of the garden as 'a wilderness of rubbish, withered
grass, and weeds'—Dr. James Phillips Kay, an Assistant Commis-
sioner for the administration of the 1834 Poor Law, obtained the use

of the property from Shaw-Lefevre, who was at the time one of the

three Chief Commissioners under the same Act, for use as the

training institution for schoolmasters that Kay conducted for four

years as a private venture with the support of E. C. Tufnell, another
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Assistant Commissioner, and with the co-operation of the Vicar of

Battersea, the Hon. and Rev. Robert John Eden (later Bishop of

Sodor and Man, Bishop of Bath and Wells, and Lord Auckland) as its

Chaplain. After four years Kay transferred his venture to the

National Society, and as St. John's College it played an important

part in the training of schoolmasters, until in 1923 its Principal was
appointed to be Principal of St. Mark's College, Chelsea, also—

a

decision that soon resulted, as was intended, in the amalgamation of

the two colleges in Chelsea.

The notion, for which there is no acceptable documentary evidence,

that the house was designed by Sir Christopher Wren dates from the

late 1920's. 44 When the S.P.C.K., which had acquired the freehold in

1895, offered the whole property for sale, an appeal was signed by
ten gentlemen and supported by the Member of Parliament for

East Fulham, asking the Minister of Health to preserve the house,

and in the course of the public discussion of the subject the

attribution to Wren became widely accepted. The Minister did as

requested by making an order in November 1930 preventing the

Battersea Borough Council, which had purchased the whole estate,

from demolishing the house. Yet even on such a recent episode the

facts have been badly garbled. Kent's Encyclopaedia of London
(revised edition 1951) declares: Tn 1929 when the house was
threatened with demolition it was saved by Charles Stirling, who
induced the Borough Council to sell him the property.' The facts

are that the appeal that saved the house was organized in 1930 by
Dr. J. G. Taylor; that Mr. Stirling was not one of the ten signatories;

that he and Mrs. Stirling were introduced to the Borough Council as

possible tenants after the Minister had refused to rescind his order

;

and that the Council granted Mr. and Mrs. Stirling a joint tenancy

for life.

If the easily verifiable facts of thirty-odd years ago can so soon be

distorted, it is not surprising that pleasant surmise has found

acceptance instead of the less easily accessible facts of three

centuries ago. Perhaps Josh Billings may be allowed the last word

:

'The trouble with people is not that they don't know but that they

know so much that ain't so.'

The Battersea Registers of christenings, weddings and burials are preserved at

the Parish Church (St. Mary's), Battersea. The rate-books are at the Battersea

Reference Library, Altenburg Gardens, London, S.W.ll. The wills mentioned

are at Somerset House, hearth tax documents at the Public Record Office.

For several interesting details the present writer is indebted to an article on the

De Visscher family by Charles Evans in 'Notes and Queries,' July 1958.

* 4 Smallwood, F. T., see note 9.




