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T H E  M A K IN G  O F  A  L A N D E D  A R IS T O C R A T

W illiam  King, the eldest son of P e te r , 7th Lord King, B aron of Ockham, was 
born  on 21 F ebruary  1805, in G reat George S treet, London. His fa ther was 
a  d irec t descendant of that P e te r  King who, born the son of an E xeter 
g ro ce r, albeit the re la tive  of John Locke the philosopher, ro se  to becom e 
Lord Chancellor of England during the reign of George I. This f i r s t  P e te r  
King w as elevated to the peerage  in 1725, and he chose to be known as Baron 
King of Ockham in view of the fact that he had cem ented h is ea rly  su ccesses  
as law yer and M em ber of P arliam en t by purchasing the Surrey  e s ta te  of 
Ockham in 1707. Lord C hancellor King had four sons and, curiously enough, 
each in tu rn  succeeded to h is fa th e r 's  title  which, in 1779, ultim ately  devolved
upon h is e ldest grandson, P e te r , 6th Lord King, W illiam 's pa tern a l g rand
fa ther.
On the o ther side of the fam ily, W illiam ’s m aternal g randfather was Hugh,
1 s t E a rl F ortescue , a wealthy Devonian landowner and a close neighbour 
of the Kings who, besides th e ir Ockham property , a lso  held extensive 
e s ta te s  in Som erset. The la t te r 's  e ldest daughter, H ester, m arried  W illiam 's 
fa th er on 26 May 1804.
The 7th Lord King was in the p ro c e ss  of carving out a distinguished po litical 
c a re e r  fo r him self when he died suddenly at the com paratively ea rly  age of 
57, on 4 June 1833. T ru e  to the trad itio ns of his fam ily he had been a staunch 
Whig, closely associated  with the fam ous Holland House c irc le , and had 
supported such causes as  Catholic em ancipation and the com m utation of 
tithes , a s  well as em erging as a decided opponent of the Corn Laws of 1815.

W illiam, like h is fa ther, was educated at Eton and T rin ity  College, Cam 
bridge. He then entered  the diplom atic se rv ice  and acted a s  sec re ta ry  
under the governorship of L ord Nugent, Lord C om m issioner of the Ionian 
Islands. He spoke m odern G reek fluently, a s  well as French, Italian  and 
Spanish, trave lled  much in A rabia and Egypt, and held frequent conversations 
with the legendary M ehemet Ali, pasha of Egypt. A prom ising c a re e r  in the 
diplom atic se rv ice  ended with h is  re ca ll to England on the death of h is 
fa ther in 1833, h is assum ption of the ti tle  a s  8th Lord King, and h is appoint
m ent, on 15 October of the sam e y ear, as a  Ju s tice  of the P eace for the 
County of S urrey . He was then aged tw enty-eight. Two y e a rs  la te r  he made 
the move which w as to have as much im pact on the King fam ily fortunes as  
the c a re e r  of the 1st Baron. He m arried  Ada Augusta, the only daughter of 
George Gordon, Lord Byron, the rom antic poet who had died while fighting



in the G reek War of Independence, some eleven y ea rs  e a r lie r . The new 
Lady King brought with her not only th ir ty  thousand pounds in ready cash, but 
a lso  the p rom ise  of vast e s ta te s  in the m idlands and, in som e ways m ost 
im portant of all, the eye and ear of her cousin, Lord Melbourne, the Whig 
P rim e  M inister of England, who had form ed h is second A dm inistration som e 
th ree  months before the King m arriag e . Lord M elbourne, whose fo rm er 
wife, Lady C aroline Lamb, had been an ardent ad m ire r of the poet, w as 
favourably disposed tow ards the young couple who had thus united Byronic 
glam our with Whig solidity. Hence, five y ea rs  la te r, on 30 June 1838, W illiam 
King, in recognition of the se rv ices  he had rendered  w hilst in the Ionian 
Islands, was created  Viscount Ockham and 1st E a rl of Lovelace, one of those 
elevations o r creations made to ce leb ra te  the coronation of the young Queen 
V ictoria , who had succeeded to the th rone th e p re vious year. It was a title  
chosen to m ark  the fact that Lady King was, through the fam ilies of Byron, 
Milbanke, Noel and Lovelace, a descendant of the B arons Lovelace of Hurley.

Fortune, in the guise of the P rim e  M inister, continued to sm ile on the newly 
created  E arl. In the spring of the following year, 1839, he undertook ’not 
without the utm ost diffidence’ the moving of the loyal add ress in answ er to 
the Queen’s speech from  the th rone at the opening of the new P arliam en ta ry  
s e ss io n .1 Two y ea rs  la te r , on 25 Novem ber 1841, possibly again for h is work 
in the Middle E ast, he was crea ted  a Fellow of the Royal Society. Finally, 
on 10 August 1840, sandwiched between his maiden speech in the House of 
L ords and his Fellowship of the Royal Society, one m ust mention that 
honour which was to be of m ost p rac tica l use to Lord Lovelace. F or in 
that year he was created  Lord Lieutenant of the county of Surrey , the highest 
social and po litical position to which a man could a sp ire  in the field of 
English county society in the f ir s t  half of the nineteenth century. The 
following y ear the governm ent fell and, for the next five y ea rs , the T ories  
held office under S ir Robert P eel. M elbourne was never again to becom e 
P rim e  M inister but, as fa r  as  the E a rl of Lovelace was concerned, the Whig 
leader had already done m ore than enough to secure  the fo rm e r’s position 
as the leading figure in Surrey for the bulk of Queen V ic to ria’s reign.
England, on the accession  of Queen V ictoria, was s till very  much an ag ricu l
tu ra l community. Despite the im m ense changes which w ere taking place in 
the in du stria l field, and which w ere placing economic power in the hands of 
men inhabiting the new, sm oke-ridden towns of the north and west, social 
and po litical power and p res tig e  s till rem ained, and was to rem ain  for the 
g re a te r  p a r t of the century, in the hands of the trad itional landed c la sses . 
N evertheless, life in the countryside itse lf  had also been transfo rm ed  by 
equally fa r  reaching changes. During the reign of George HI (1760-1820) 
over 3, 500 E nclosure Acts of P arliam en t had enclosed five and a half 
m illion a c re s  of land. The econom ic re su lts  of th is  revolution w ere advan- 
tageQus in that increased  quantities of be tte r quality food becam e available 
for the expanding population of the industria l towns, but the social re su lts  
w ere catastrophic . The substitution of a sm all num ber of large  holdings for 
a large  num ber of sca tte red  s tr ip s  resu lted  in the creation  of a much 
sm alle r, yet infinitely r ich e r  and m ore powerful landed c la ss . It was th is



c la ss  which was to dom inate V ictorian England until la te  in the 1880s, and 
it was th is  c lass  which was to p ro fit from  the labour of the vast num ber of 
landless w orkers created  by the se lfsam e ag ricu ltu ra l revolution. Both 
outdoor and indoor serv an ts w ere available in large  num bers for the large 
es ta te s  and im p ressiv e  m ansions required  by the landed ru le rs  of V ictorian 
society.
Lord Lovelace was playing his p a r t in th is  trend even before his financially 
advantageous m arriag e  in 1835; for exam ple, the Hautboy and Fiddle public 
house in Ockham was acquired on 26 October 1833 when the previous owner, 
Robert Whitburn, went bankrupt.2 However, during the la te r  1830s th is 
p ro cess  intensified as he made judicious pu rchases both in Ockham and in 
the neighbouring p a rish es . 1838 was a p a rticu la rly  im p ressiv e  year, and 
the E arl bought fields in Pyrfo rd  from  R ichard Bonsey, land on W isley 
Heath from  John Penn, leasehold p rem ises  in E ast Clandon from  M rs Jane 
P arso ns, two houses and land in P yrford  from  Philip Cooper, a house and 
land in Ockham from  M essrs  Kaye and Bonsey, another house and land 
th ere  from  M r and M rs Budgett, and a house and land in E ast Clandon from  
Thom as Sim m onds.3 The lis t of his acquisitions in the 1830s is  extensive 
and, although it runs mainly to cottages and fields and seem s com paratively 
tr iv ia l when com pared with the fa rm s and es ta tes  he was buying in future 
y ea rs , one can see quite c learly  the way things w ere to go and can appreciate  
ju st how the vast es ta te s  of V ictorian England w ere created  in the early  
days of the nineteenth century.
Paradoxically , no sooner did it appear that a c la ss  was coming into existence 
which had the m eans to dom inate English county society to an extent never 
before possib le , than at the sam e tim e there  appeared the m eans to dilute 
that domination. T ravel, in a word, was beginning to open up what had p re 
viously been a tightly knit and in su la r ru ra l world, and the coming of the 
railw ay and the consequential im provem ent in methods of com m unication— 
from  the introduction of the penny post in 1840 to the in creased  accessib ility  
of new spapers—m eant that, inevitably, the heyday of the local giant was to be 
of a re la tively  sho rt duration.
As fa r as the county of Surrey  was concerned, the main a r te r ie s  connecting 
it with the outside world w ere the Brighton and P ortsm outh Roads. The 
la tte r was a short ride  from  the E arl of L ovelace’s seat a t Ockham P ark , 
and from  the nearby staging point at The Talbot, Ripley, to the White H orse 
C ellar at P iccadilly , was a th ree  hour run. Ironically, again, the roads of 
England had undergone an am azing transform ation , associated  with the 
engineers Telford and Macadam, since the days of the f ir s t  Royal Mail 
Coach in 1784 until the la s t of H.M. M ails went by coach in 1842. Yet the 
long distance coach was doomed from  the opening of the L iverpool- 
M anchester passenger railw ay in 1830, and when, in 1838, the London &
South W estern Railway Company opened its  station at Woking, Lord Love
lace had a quicker and m ore efficient m eans of reaching his W est End clubs 
or his town house in St J a m e s ’s Square than had previously  been the case .
It would be a m istake, however, to over-em phasise  the effect of e ither the



Fig. 1. The F ir s t  E a rl of Lovelace. Reproduced from  J. Davis:
Historical record, etc,, 1877.



proxim ity of London o r the a r r iv a l of the London & South W estern Railway, 
when one considers life in cen tra l Surrey  during the 1840s. It was to be 
som e th ir ty  y ea rs  before the Bank Holiday Act cam e to be passed , and in 
1840 only the wealthy had e ither the tim e o r the money to take advantage of 
the new travelling  opportunities which had come into being. F or the m ost 
p a r t the inhabitants on the E a rl of L ovelace’s Ockham esta te  lived out th e ir  
lives to tally  unaffected by the fact that they w ere within 20 m iles of the 
capital of an em pire, and within four m iles of a m ain line railw ay station.

The system  of life which had come into being in ru ra l England as a re su lt of 
the ag ricu ltu ra l revolution was a pa te rn a lis tic  one and only worked if and 
when the landlord accepted the fact that he had resp on sib ilitie s  tow ards the 
c la ss  of landless lab ou rers  whose existence made the system  possib le. Lord 
Lovelace accepted these  resp on sib ilities  from  the s ta r t  and em erges from  
the reco rd s  as an ’im proving’ landlord, both as reg a rd s  the condition of h is 
e s ta te s  and as reg a rd s  the condition of the people living on those e s ta tes .

The raison d’etre  of the enclosu res of the late  eighteenth and early  nine
teenth cen tu ries had been ag ricu ltu ra l im provem ent and, following in the 
footsteps of Je th ro  Tull, R obert Bakewell and Thom as Coke of Holkham, the 
Royal A gricu ltu ra l Society was se t up in 1838 for the purposes of propagating 
and dissem inating  w ords of wisdom concerning the efficient running of 
ag ricu ltu ra l es ta tes . Lovelace becam e a governor of the Society, w rote 
le tte rs  to its  Journal, gave ta lks to its  m eetings, and published pam phlets on 
sub jects of ag ricu ltu ra l in te re s t. In A pril 1843, fo r example, he w rote a 
le t te r  to the editor of the Journal ’On the cultu re of m angold-w urzel’, in 
which he gave details  of crop ro tation  supported with fac ts and figu res from  
his farm  at Ockham. 4 Then, the following year, he backed it up with a 
second le tte r  on ’Method of growing beans and cabbage on the sam e ground’.5 
In 1848 he gave a ta lk  ’On clim ate in connection with husbandry’ in which he 
re fe r re d  to a work on a s im ila r  them e by the F rench Comte de G asp arin .6 
Lovelace p ra ised  the F renchm an for being ’a man of science, an accu rate  
o b serv er, and a p rac tica l a g r ic u ltu ra lis t’, and it would be no exaggeration to 
say that the E arl displayed exactly the sam e ch a ra c te r is tic s  him self in his 
approach to farm ing and esta te  m anagem ent.

W hilst obviously absorbed by the prob lem s of esta te  m anagement and 
ag ricu ltu ra l im provem ent Lovelace, as  has been hinted above, was equally 
aw are of his responsib ility  tow ards h is tenantry , and th is sense of resp on
sib ility  m anifested itse lf  in 1836 with the creation  of the Ockham Schools.
F a r  in advance of th e ir  tim es, the schools il lu s tra te  not only rad ica l educa
tional ideas, but also em phasise the E a r l ’s ag ricu ltu ra l and, in p a rticu la r , 
a rb o ricu ltu ra l in te re s ts , and, finally, from  the arch itec tu ra l point of view, 
they anticipate his grandiose c rea tions of the 50s and 60s in E ast H orsley.
D espite the work of rad ica l colleagues of Lord Lovelace on the Whig benches 
of the House of Commons, it was not until 1870 that a national system  of 
elem entary  education was to come into existence in England. Up to that 
date, the only organised form  of elem entary  education available to the m ass 
of people was that supplied by the voluntary Anglican and Nonconform ist



Societies aided, a fte r 1833, by a national g ran t in aid of p riva te  su b sc rip 
tions for the erection  of school buildings. M oreover, in the main, the bulk 
of these schools did little  m ore than attem pt to teach the basics of the th ree  
R ’s, reading, w riting and arithm etic , and th e re  was little  attem pt to 
’c iv ilize ’ in the w ider sense of the word. Lady Byron, Lord L ovelace’s 
m other-in -law , was one of those educational re fo rm e rs  who was d is s a tis 
fied with* a system  which did little  m ore than deal with the ’m ere technical 
aspects  of in struc tion ’. This being the case, she estab lished a school at 
Ealing in 1834 which was inspired  by the doctrines and p rac tice  of the Swiss 
re fo rm e r Fellenburg . The la t te r ’s ’educational theory was p r im arily  a 
socia l one in which the full developm ent of the individual was re la ted  to his 
probable fu ture ro le  in soc ie ty ’.7 M oreover, Fellenburg had made as his 
ideal ’an ag ricu ltu ra l community w here people could pursue an unsophisti
cated, p as to ra l, and relig ious ex istence’.

The 1830s saw considerable in te re s t in these ’ag ricu ltu ra l schoo ls’ as  they 
w ere known, and the school at Ealing obviously had an effect on Lord Love
lace, whose school at Ockham was run on s i l i la r  lines. A part from  acq u ir
ing ’a plain yet sound e lem entary  and relig ious education’, pupils could go 
on to gain a knowledge of ’the rudim entary  p rinc ip les of g ram m ar, English 
com position, sim ple m athem atics, linear drawing, h istory , geography and 
the theory of m usic; together with som e instruction  in natural philosophy’. 8 
Added to th is, ’T hree  and a half a c re s  of land w ere se t aside for ag ricu ltu 
ra l  work and two ac re s  of th is  w ere devoted to a sm all experim ental fo re s t 
w here curious specim ens of fo re st tr e e s  w ere grown, in o rd er to d iscover 
v a r ie tie s  that would best be suited to English conditions’. M oreover, ’Lord 
Lovelace, wishing to afford the youth attending th is school the m eans of 
im proving th e ir  corporal as well as in tellectual fac ilities , has added a 
Gymnasium, for the developm ent of m uscu lar power, a prin ting p re ss ; and 
sm all workshops, fitted with c a rp e n te rs ’, tu rn e rs ’, basket m ak e rs’ and 
o ther to o ls ’. These, coupled with an organ, a p a ir  of globes, a magic lan tern , 
a barom ete r, severa l busts, and a well stocked lib ra ry , m eant that, a ll in 
a ll, the 140 o r so children who attended the Ockham Schools in the 1840s 
w ere receiv ing an elem entary education which could hardly be bettered  
throughout the land.

The E a rl obviously had him self in mind when he spoke on the educational 
question during the course of h is m aiden speech in the House of L ords in 
the spring of 1839. 9 The speech as a whole was rea lly  an assessm en t of 
the cu rren t situation in the country, a consideration of the im provem ents 
effected by the various Whig re fo rm s of the 1830s, and a mention of 
re fo rm s which could well be im plem ented in the fu ture. Like his fa ther, for 
example, Lord Lovelace deprecated ’the unfortunate operation of laws 
affecting the im portation of co rn ’. He had, from  an early  period, felt the 
injustice of these laws, and he was convinced they w ere in jurious to a g r i
culture itse lf. As with the question of the Corn Laws, that concerning edu
cation was dear to him, and he subm itted ’that education . . .  m ust be viewed 
not as a boon to the m em bers of the E stab lished C hurch’. He regarded  it 
as unwise ’to lim it education within any narrow  o r exclusive grounds’ and



saw the educational p ro cess  as one which would im plant ’p rin c ip les  of 
honesty, and in s til habits of self control and re flec tio n ’ in those who bene
fited from  it. Lord Lovelace concluded by pointing out that he appreciated  
that ’it was not desirab le , in the deficient s ta te  of inform ation in which 
they w ere, to leg isla te  on th is subject, yet it m ight be hoped, from  the num 
ber of experim ents that w ere being made throughout the country, that no 
long period would elapse before th e ir  L ordsh ips w ere in po ssession  of 
sufficient inform ation to w arran t them  on conceding som e com prehensive 
plan of education’. It was a fa r-s ig h ted  statem ent of intent, but it was to be 
over twenty y ea rs  before anything approaching such a situation was to come 
into being.

Educational theory and p rac tice  w ere not the only things which the E a rl of 
Lovelace was*able to filch, albeit ind irectly , from  Sw itzerland. Obviously 
a ttrac ted  .by the Swiss sty le of a rch itec tu re , with its  steeply sloping roofs 
and i ts  overhanging eaves, he bu ilt the schools at Ockham ’according to the 
Swiss p lan ’, a schem e he persev ered  with in the 1860s when he em barked 
upon a la rg e  building p rogram m e in Ockham, and a plan which one noticed 
again at Ashley Combe (now dem olished), Lord L ovelace’s home in 
S o m e rse t .10

The m eans by which the vast es ta te s , crea ted  during the early  y ea rs  of the 
nineteenth century, w ere allowed to rem ain  in existence, w as a legal device 
known as  ’s tr ic t  se ttlem en t’. It d iffered from  the perpetual entail upon m ale 
h e irs  which had been the case in Scotland since 1685, but although land, 
according to English law, could only be tied for th ree  generations, the land 
was usually  re -se tt le d  in each generation. That is  to say, the orig inal he ir, 
who would have had the chance to b reak  the entail and gain absolute p o sse s 
sion, in re tu rn  for a guaranteed incom e, while his father,Jthe life tenant, 
s till lived, agreed to c a rry  out a fu rth e r r e 1-settlem ent. The la t te r  was 
usually  made on h is m arriag e—hence the settlem ent was usually known as 
the m arriag e  settlem ent—and the fam ily e s ta tes  w ere thus earm arked  for 
h is as yet unborn he ir.
This procedure  had been ca rr ie d  out at the tim e of Lord Lovelace, o r ra th e r  
Lord King’s, as he was then, m arriag e  with Ada Augusta Byron. Hence the 
King es ta te s  in Surrey  and the w est country, and the prom ised W entworth 
e s ta te s , which Ada Augusta was to inherit, in the m idlands, w ere earm arked  
for the youing Viscount Ockham, born in 1838. 11 N evertheless, as tenant for 
life, Lord Lovelace had considerab le pow ers over the p ro p e rtie s , and 
could, with the consent of h is fellow tru s te e s—his uncle, George Matthew 
F ortescue  and the Viscount B arrington—’sell, exchange, enfranchise, o r make 
partitio n  of the settled  e s ta te s ’. N aturally  enough, the money received from  
such tran sac tio n s was ’to be invested in the purchase of freehold, copyhold 
o r leasehold es ta te s  in England and W ales (and were) to be settled  to the 
uses declared  by the se ttlem en t’, nam ely to give security  to the existing 
fam ily, and to p re se rv e  the esta te  fo r future generations. The Wentworth 
es ta te s  did not come his way until the 1860s, but Lovelace was able, in the 
1840s and 1850s, to se ll off outlying portions of his S urrey  and w est country



esta te s  in o rder to consolidate his holding in C en tra l S urrey . Thus it was 
that, on 7 & 8 May 1840, he acquired  the m anor of E ast H orsley, and other 
lands in Clandon, E ast H orsley and Ockham, from  W illiam  C u rrie , a London 
banker, fo r the sum  of £78, 285 15s 6d.12

The sto ry  goes that Lovelace was staying at E ast H orsley as the guest of 
h is neighbour, W illiam C u rrie , and, while the two men w ere out riding,
C u rrie  mentioned that he intended selling  the esta te . Lovelace expressed  an 
in te re s t in buying, and the p roperty , which ran  to som e 2, 215 a c re s , was 
soon his. The cen tra l fea tu re  of the esta te  was the C u rrie  hom e,E ast H orsley 
P lace , which had been built by S ir C harles B arry  in the period 1820-34. The 
sty le  was plain Tudor rev ival, and the re su lt was Ta sober, dull design in 
flin t with s tock-brick  d ress in g s  and the sam e com plete lack of enthusiasm  
that ta in ts  many of B a rry ’s no n -c lassica l buildings’. 13 Lovelace appears 
to have le t his new acquisition to S ir John Kirkland, who was the tenant in 
the early  1840s, but in 1846, o r thereabouts, he made it h is p rincipa l seat, 
and Ockham P ark—apparently in a somewhat dilapidated condition—was let 
to D r Stephen Lushington, the legal adv iser of Lady Byron. It was a tenure 
which was to la s t until Lushington’s death in 1873.

P R A C T IC A L  G A IN S A N D  P R IV A T E  L O S S E S

E ast H orsley P lace, when Lord Lovelace f i r s t  bought it, w as, as has been 
pointed out above, mock Elizabethan. It may have been ’rev iv a l’ but it was 
’conservative rev iv a l’, although Brayley, in his contem porary h isto ry  of 
S urrey , noted that it had ’square headed windows, gables term inating  in 
pinnacles, and an ornam ental p o rch ’. 14 The e a r lie s t im provem ents c a rried  
out by the E a rl w ere fanciful in com parison with what had gone before but 
a fa r  cry from  the fu ture extravaganza he was to c rea te . His f i r s t  addition 
was the stuccoed tow er at the w est end of the building and, at ground level, 
a g rea t banqueting hall which was noted for the fact that the arched tru s s e s  
in the co lla r roof had been bent by the application of steam  heat. The p ro 
cess  was one on which Lord Lovelace was an authority and on which he 
delivered  a paper to the Institution of Civil E ngineers in 1849, two y ea rs  
a fte r h is banqueting hall was b u i l t .15

The E arl, who was an A ssociate  of the Institution, explained how ’the roof of 
th is  hall, which covers a space of 56 feet by 24 feet, is  sustained and tied 
by four arched tru s se s , springing from  stone corbels placed 8 feet below the 
wall p late . The r ib s , instead of being constructed in the usual method by 
carpen try , a re  form ed of separa te , though p ara lle l, longitudinal tim b ers , bent 
to the req u isite  curve by steam  h ea t’. His explanation and descrip tion  of the 
p ro cess  m et with un iversa l acclam ation from  the m em bers of the Institution. 
Indeed, the leading engineer of the day, the fam ous Isam bard  Kingdom Brunei, 
’could not conceive how the advantages of such a construction could be at all 
questioned’. M r Brunei went on to say that he ’thought the roof he had con
structed  over the B ris to l Station of the G reat W estern Railway was an 
im provem ent on the ord inary  system , but he p re fe rre d  th is system  to that



which he had adopted . . .  In fact, he had seldom  seen so sim ple and useful 
a roof, p ossessing  such an amount of stiffness, and at the sam e tim e avoiding 
a ll th ru s t upon the w alls’. This was p ra ise  indeed from  such a q u arter, 
especia lly  in view of the fact that Lovelace was an am ateur and, as fa r  as 
can be ascerta ined , self-taught engineer.

Another sign of official recognition for Lord Lovelace, in the p rac tica l 
field , cam e in 1851 when, at the fam ous C rysta l P a lace  Exhibition of that 
y ear, he won a m edal fo r b rick m ak in g .16 This was approval indeed for the 
E a r l’s effo rts  in E ast H orsley and in the Ockham b rickyards, and it was a 
sym bol of approbation which he was to tre a su re  for the r e s t  of h is life. 
However, a t the sam e moment that Lord Lovelace was making his m ark  in 
the fie lds of ag ricu ltu re  and engineering, when he was in the p ro cess  of 
building up his es ta te s  and was making the f ir s t  of those a rch itec tu ra l 
changes which w ere to revolutionise the village of E ast H orsley, d isa s te r  
s tru ck  him  as reg a rd s  his p riva te  l i f e .17 A sa tisfac to ry  and steady m a r
riage  underwent a severe  s tra in , and, before it had recovered  from  that 
s tra in , Lady Lovelace died of cancer on 27 Novem ber 1852.

Ada Byron, Countess of Lovelace, had inherited  som ething of her fa th e r’s 
genius, although, in her case, it had m anifested itse lf  in the field of m athe
m atics, and th ere in  lay the cause of h e r ruin . F ired  by her ta len ts, the E arl 
and his wife turned th e ir  attentions to an ’in fa llib le’ system  fo r backing 
h o rses . The inevitable happened but, unlike h e r husband who quickly backed 
out, Lady Lovelace was soon deeply in debt and, frightened to inform  her 
husband, she turned to her m other, Lady Byron, fo r help. The la tte r  settled  
h e r daugh ter’s im m ediate debts but, w racked by the pain of the cancer 
which was to k ill her, Ada made a full confession to her husband. The 
re su lt was the destruction  of what had h itherto  been a staunch relationsh ip . 
Lady Byron d is tru sted  her son-in-law  whom, she supposed, had allowed 
h er daughter to slip into the clutches of unscrupulous gam blers. Lord Love
lace was angered at the revela tions which had been kept from  him, w hilst 
at the sam e tim e he was forced to untangle the financial web which s till 
enm eshed his dying wife.
It was a b itte r  moment in the E a r l ’s life but w orse was to follow, and the 
good fortune which Lord Lovelace had orig inally  gained through his m arriag e  
now disappeared. Following the lo ss  of h is wife and the alienation of his 
m other-in -law , the next thing to go was the affection of his children . Lord 
and Lady Lovelace had th ree  children: Byron, born in 1836, who was known 
by his fa th e r’s second title  as Viscount Ockham, Anne Isabella , born a year 
la te r, and Ralph, the youngest, who was born in 1839. The eldest, Viscount 
Ockham, reac ted  violently and at an early  age to h is typically V ictorian and 
a r is to c ra tic  upbringing. However, the re su lts  of rebellion  w ere, in his case, 
severe . Sent to join the Royal Navy, Lord Ockham deserted  h is ship w hilst 
en route for the C rim ea, and a re tu rn  journey from  the Black Sea, working 
’before the m as t’ on a sm all tra d e r , did perm anent in jury to h is health.
Still determ ined to renounce his a r is to c ra tic  heritage, the Viscount worked 
for a sho rt tim e in a sh ipbuilder’s yard  under the nam e of John Okey, but



the damage had been done, and he died in Septem ber 1863 at the early  age 
of twenty six.

The o ther two children w ere fifteen and th irteen  respectively  at the tim e of 
th e ir  m other’s death, but the youngest, Ralph, had been handed over to the 
ca re  of Lady Byron som e four y e a rs  e a r lie r . She had ’undertaken to make 
him her principa l he ir  and to provide en tire ly  for h is education and m ain
tenance’, and, as a re su lt of th is, ’a ll control over him was su rren d ered  to 
h e r ’. 18 Not unnaturally , the q u a rre l between his fa ther and his grandm other 
left the young boy firm ly  on his g randm other’s side and, although he paid 
occasional v is its  to his fa th e r’s home, all re a l contact between the two of 
them  was lacking, and Lord Lovelace had no say at all in the upbringing of 
the boy who, one day, was to be the second E arl. L ittle  is  known of the up
bringing of Anne Isabella  who may well have lived with her fa ther until 
1869, when she m arried  W ilfrid Scawen Blunt, then in the diplom atic se rv ice  
and la te r  renowned fo r h is poetry . N evertheless, it would seem  that her 
reaction  to her fa th e r?s au tocratic  tem peram ent was s im ila r  to that of her 
b ro th e rs , for the effect ’of h is to tal lack of com prehension and sym pathy for 
ideas o ther than his own, upon the th ree  children of his f i r s t  m arriag e , was 
to make them  all th e ir  lives unable to appreciate  the b e tte r aspects of his 
c h a ra c te r’. 19

In 1856, the death of an obscure a r is to c ra t, Lord Scarsdale , m eant that the 
Wentworth p ro p erties , earm arked  for Viscount Ockham by the King-Byron 
m arriag e  settlem ent of 1835, w ere on the move. Now that her daughter was 
no longer alive to enjoy the es ta te s , Lady Byron deeply reg re tted  the 
existence of a document which would give the tenancy for life to her unpopu
la r  son-in-law . ’It is  not a p leasan t position fo r m e’, she rem arked , ’to be 
the only in term ediate  h e ir  to the p ro p e rty ’. 20 Her death, in 1860, cam e two 
y ea rs  too soon for her to re a lis e  that he r favourite grandson, Ralph, then at 
Oxford, would be the u ltim ate he ir. In 1861 the la tte r  exchanged his surnam e 
fo r his g randm other’s m aiden name of Milbanke, as in structed  by the te rm s  of 
her w ill, but his b ro th e r’s death the following y ear resu lted  in yet another 
change, for Ralph had now inherited  the W entworth title  which had passed  to 
Viscount Ockham on Lady B yron’s death. W hereas Ockham was only a 
courtesy title , Wentworth was one which he held in his own right, and so, 
having estab lished h is claim  before the Com m ittee of P riv ileges in the House 
of L ords, Ralph took his sea t th e re  as ’Lord Wentworth, th irteen th  of that 
name; and for th irty  y ea rs  was in the somewhat unusual position of sitting 
in that assem bly contem poraneously with h is own fa th e r’.21 A final point 
to note about the Wentworth fortune is  that with it cam e the Wentworth 
fam ily name of Noel. Hence the name was assum ed by Lady B yron’s fa ther, 
S ir Ralph Milbanke, when he inherited  the es ta tes  through his wife, it had 
been assum ed by Lady Byron h erse lf, and, now that he was life tenant of the 
Wentworth p ro p erties  in righ t of h is dead wife, it was assum ed by the E arl 
of Lovelace. Thus, from  Septem ber 1860 he was known as W illiam King- 
Noel, 1st E a rl of Lovelace, while from  November 186i his son was known as 
Ralph Milbanke, 13th B aron W entworth. It was a strange and somewhat 
curious situation.



LORD LOVELACE AND EAST HORSLEY

After the death of his f i r s t  wife, Lord Lovelace trave lled  abroad for a tim e 
before re turn ing  and directing  his a rch itec tu ra l and engineering mind to his 
home at E ast H orsley. Gothic was the accepted sty le of V ictorian England, 
and Lovelace, in common with the many V ictorian p ee rs  whose fortunes had 
in creased  during the early  y ea rs  of the nineteenth century, was determ ined 
to give his S urrey  e s ta te s  the Gothic face lift deserved by p ro p ertie s  owned 
by the county’s m ost im portant inhabitant. In 1858 he designed and built for 
h im self at the east end of his house a ta ll, steeply roofed tow er in flin t and 
polychrom e brickw ork, the style being vaguely Rhenish Gothic. The following 
year, s till working with the sam e m ate ria ls  and in the sam e fanciful style, 
he built a system  of c lo is te rs  at the back of B a rry ’s orig inal building. The 
c lo is te rs , which w ere enclosed and at f i r s t  floor level, led to an ornate and 
sty lized  chapel which was decorated with blue and white tiling and which con
tained the a rm s of various branches of the Lovelace fam ily, inlaid into the 
floor below the a lta r, and a m em orial tab let to his f i r s t  wife. Not content 
with th is, the E a rl then im ported an Italian a r t is t  to fu rth er em bellish the 
chapel with paintings which w ere contained within the spandrels. The poly
chrom e b rick  vaulting r ib s  w ere ridged with iron  rods, and, as a fu rther 
salu te  to the technological achievem ents of his age, the E arl used drainpipes 
to act as the colum ns supporting the vaulting over the chapel entrance. 
Meanwhile, beneath the c lo is te rs , he displayed his engineering sk ill in con
structing  a tunnel which passed  under a section of the gardens to the w est of 
the m ansion. It connected with the se rv a n ts ’ entrance in the courtyard  s u r 
rounded by the c lo is te rs , which in tu rn  led to the back drive and the village, 
and was a feat of engineering of which Lord Lovelace m ust have been 
justifiably proud.
Having dealt with the house, and made su re  that it lived up to its  new and 
m ore appropriate  title  of H orsley Tow ers, Lovelace then turned his attention 
to the village of E ast H orsley. 22 During the 1860s what had been an incon
spicuous Surrey village was to tally  changed, and it was a transfo rm ation  
which was not to the liking of early  tw entieth-cen tury topographers. Lord 
Lovelace renovated St M artin’s church, redesigned B a rry ’s orig inal village 
inn (1864), built a village school (1860) and a village shop (1862), rebu ilt o r 
built a fresh  innum erable cottages and houses which stre tched  from  the edge 
of his Ockham esta te s  in the north to Ranm ore downs in the south. One of 
the m ost a ttrac tive  of the cottages, which he built adjacent to the church 
in 1866, he hum orously and very  aptly named ’S arto r R e sa r tu s ’, the ta ilo r 
re -ta ilo red , presum ably afte r C arly le. V irtually  all these buildings ca rried  
the Lovelace a rm s inlaid som ew here into the brickw ork, but rea lly  th is  
signature was unnecessary . All L ovelace’s c reations have ’slight varia tions 
on the sam e unm istakable style: usually flint with bands of b rick  qu atre- 
foils, often with m achicolations and polychrom e round headed windows’. 23 
North F o res t Lodge (1874), now in a d ere lic t sta te  on the b o rd e rs  of E ast 
H orsley and Ockham, affords an excellent example of banded brickw ork and 
m achicolations, w hilst p a rticu la rly  fine neo-N orm an windows and doorways 
a re  to be found at the Manor House (1868), at Bishops Gate (1860), and at





Fig. 4. H orsley Tow ers: the banqueting hall. Reproduced from  the sa le  
catalogue of 1920, by perm issio n  of Geo. Trollope & Sons.



Conisbee's, the family butchers (1861) in the Ockham Road. Windows which 
are more Tudor in conception are common to many Lovelace cottages, and 
another feature of the E arl's  work, dominant chimneys, is illustrated by 
Sheepwash Lodge (1852), at the junction of Ockham and Forest Roads. The 
curious stylistic mixture, in fact, tells its own story: 'having seen one of 
these cottages, one can always tell the Earl of Lovelace's land; they are 
sim ilar all over the property', wrote one commentator, over twenty years 
after their c reato r's  death. 24
Horsley Towers itself stood within a well wooded and extensive park of some 
three hundred acres. The park was renowned for its beech trees, but the 
Earl of Lovelace was personally responsible for planting several magnifi-
cent and rare  conifers in the immediate vicinity of the house. Lord Love-
lace was an enthusiastic forester and 'it was no uncommon thing to see the 
venerable peer wearing a tunic and engaging with great zest in woodman's 
work on his extensive domains'. 25 In order to facilitate travel in the woods 
to the south of Horsley Towers and not, as legend would have it, because he 
was deformed and wished to travel away from Horsley without using the 
main road and thus risk  detection by the villagers, he built fifteen horseshoe 
shaped bridges, of which ten still stand. The bridges span gulleys in the 
ground and range from about six feet wide (Meadow Plat) to the eighteen 
foot span of the Dorking Arch which crosses the main road leading to Ran- 
more Common. The style is again unmistakable, although only Oldlands 
(1869) seems to have carried the name and date plaques which are ever 
present on Lovelace buildings. The park itself was entered by no less than 
five separate carriageways, each guarded by its own lodge. The most 
impressive scenically was the drive from Sheepwash Lodge on the Ockham 
Road, which passed lakes and a coppice before reaching the house, but the 
main driveway from the Guildford Road, with its twin-towered Gothic lodge, 
gave the visitor best warning of the architectural feast to come.

It is interesting to note that Lovelace, whose work at Horsley clearly marks 
him out as Surrey's most spectacular neo-Gothic architect, was aware of 
the great weakness which existed in the field of Victorian art and architec-
ture. While speaking to the members of the Surrey Archaeological Society 
on 28 June 1855 he had referred to a decline in the field of the fine arts 
'in which the artistical feeling was superseded by the mechanical excellence 
of workmanship; and our buildings, our statues, our paintings at last lost 
distinguishing and purpose-like expression, however successful they might 
be in copying and imitating'. 26 Like so many other nineteenth-century 
architects, the Earl had seen the fault but had been unable to break free 
from a need to copy, however extravagantly and outlandishly, a style of 
architecture which had been suitable for a non-technological age. Yet, to 
give him his due, Lord Lovelace used the Gothic style with a flare which 
few of his contemporaries could match, and the Guildford Lodge, small as 
it is, must surely rank as being one of the extravaganzas of its time.

In March 1865, Lovelace m arried as his second wife Jane Crawford, the 
daughter of a Calcutta auctioneer, and the widow of Edward Jenkins of the



Bengal Civil Service, whom, the sto ry  goes, he had m et on board the ship 
which was carry ing  h e r home from  India. With her, to live at H orsley 
Tow ers, cam e her th ree  sons by Edward Jenkins, and, ’as L ord Lovelace 
allowed them  to keep race  h o rses  and brood m ares , The T ow ers was again 
a hive of a c tiv ity .,27 The th ree  Jenkins b ro th e rs  w ere Edward Boycott who 
was born in 1849, H erbert C harles who was born in 1851, and A therton 
Edward who was born in 1859. The younger two ro se  to becom e colonels 
in the B ritish  Arm y, and a ll th ree  had a reputation in E ast H orsley fo r being 
keen sportsm en and hard r id e rs . Edward Boycott Jenkins, the eldest, w as 
a  contem porary at Oxford of the 4th E a rl of Onslow. ’In the evening went to 
dine with Jenkins at the M itre, ’ the la t te r  w rote in h is d iary  on Saturday,
22 A pril 1871, and, on 13 May, ’To H are’s room s w here I m et Jenkins and 
o thers; at 4 o ’clock to the L iddell’s croquet p a r ty . . .  a fte r the croquet to the 
ra c e s  w ith .jenkins and on to the Ch(rist) Ch(urch) barge. ’28 It was a 
friendsh ip  which was to ou tlast dining at Oxford and shooting at E ast 
H orsley for, in la te r  y ea rs , when Edward Boycott Jenkins was a respected  
B a r r is te r  at Law, and the husband of a daughter of the E a rl of Norbury, the 
nam es of M r E Boycott and Lady M argare t Jenkins appear regu la rly  in the 
Countess of Onslow’s v is i to rs ’ book. 29 Jane, Countess of .Lovelace, nick
named ’the Indian widow’ by her husband’s f i r s t  fam ily, had one son by 
Lord Lovelace. He was christened Lionel F ortescue  King-Noel, and his 
b irth  in Novem ber 1865 was the occasion fo r a supper party  given for the 
tenants on the E a r l’s H orsley es ta tes , the baby being brought into the hall 
on a cushion and being introduced as the h e ir to H orsley T ow ers. 30 Four 
y ears  la te r , h is h a lf-s is te r , aged tw enty-eight, m a rried  and went to live 
in  Sussex. Lovelace, age six ty-four, had only h is e s ta tes  left as a tangible 
rem inde r of h is f i r s t  wife and h e r fam ily.

L ord Lovelace had been building up h is Surrey  e s ta tes  throughout the 1850s 
and 1860s a t the occasional expense of his outlying p ro p e rtie s  in the w est 
country and in the m idlands. Two im portant pu rchases had been the large  
346-acre  esta te  of Henry Weston in W est H orsley, which he had bought in 
O ctober 1855, and the extensive lands of M iles S tringer of Effingham, which 
included the rich  Indian F arm , and which he had acquired  by 1869.31 F or 
nearly  forty  y ea rs  the E a rl had been consolidating in Surrey , and one of the 
m ain reasons for his success in doing so lay in the lack of any se riou s riva l. 
The only neighbouring landowner with the m eans to challenge the growing 
Lovelace holding was A rthur George, 3rd E a rl of Onslow, who lived in 
Clandon P a rk  near Guildford. Luckily, however, fo r Lord Lovelace, Lord 
Onslow, who had inherited  the title  and Onslow es ta tes  in 1827, was a m is
an throp ist and se m i-rec lu se . He chose not to live in the fam ily home, but 
spend h is days in stead  in a grotesque and ta s te le ss  house in the village of 
W est Clandon. F o r nearly  forty  y ears  the g rea t Palladian m ansion stood 
d e re lic t and fo rlo rn , and fo r that space of tim e Lord Lovelace had had a 
free  hand as reg a rd s  buying and selling in cen tra l Surrey . Indeed, in the 
1860s, Lovelace had so fa r  encroached upon trad itional Onslow te r r i to ry , 
that he was even building in Clandon itself, and the spectacu lar b rick  and flin t 
New Manor House (1866), together with the sm all fa rm  of Lower Clandon



(1863), both in E ast Clandon, s t i l l  stand to b ear w itness to the fact. The 
situation  was to change in 1870 with the death of the old E a rl, and the 
accession  of W illiam  H illie r, the young vigorous 4th E a r l of Onslow, but until 
that date Lord Lovelace brooked no riva l.

In 1873 Lord Lovelace, with 9,957 ac re s , was by fa r  the m ost im portant 
landowner within the county. 32 M oreover, with a to ta l e s ta te  of 16, 994 
ac re s , he ranked as a g rea t landowner in national te rm s  as well. O ther 
g rea t national landlords a lso  held e s ta te s  in Surrey , but th e ir  p ro p e rtie s  
within the county amounted to a  very  sm all proportion  of th e ir  to ta l holdings. 
The Duke of Northum berland, fo r  exam ple, was a giant in national te rm s, 
and the aggregate of h is  e s ta te s  amounted to nearly  200,000 ac re s , yet 
within Surrey  his lands, cen tred  upon his secondary se a t a t Albury P ark , 
amounted only to som e 3,765 a c re s . A part from  Lovelace and N orthum ber
land, th e re  w ere a  fu rth e r fifteen landowners whose e s ta te s  in S urrey  
amounted to over 3 ,000 a c re s , yet in the m ain th ese  w ere e s ta te s  of between 
3,000 and 5, 000 a c re s , w hether they w ere  held by g rea t national landowners 
like the Duke of Norfolk (4, 849 ac res) and the E arl of Egmont (3,297 ac res), 
o r  by figu res of little  national although g rea t local im portance. Among the 
la tte r  could be num bered W illiam  Evelyn of Wotton P a rk  near Dorking 
(3,601 ac re s), h is close neighbours the Hope fam ily of the Deepdene (3, 931 
ac res), and the Rt. Hon. George Cubitt, M .P. fo r W est Surrey , who lived at 
Denbies and whose Surrey  e s ta te s  to talled 3,989 a c re s .
A s im ila r  s to ry  held good ten  y ea rs  la te r , but th e re  was one very  significant 
chan ge .33 In 1873 the Onslow es ta te  of 6, 562 a c re s  was one of th ree  which 
could be regarded  as challengers to the Lovelace in te re s t. (The o thers 
w ere the Leveson Gower e s ta te  at T itsey , which to talled  6, 930 ac re s , and 
the Clayton esta te  a t M arden, which to talled 6, 505 ac re s ) . However, in 
1883, w hilst L ovelace 's  holdings had crep t up to 10,214 a c re s , those of the 
E a rl of Onslow had overtaken, and now to talled 11,761 a c re s . The young 
W illiam  H illie r was proving a worthy riva l of h is  e lderly  neighbour.

l o r d  l i e u t e n a n t  o f  s u r r e y

The power and p res tig e  which L ord Lovelace would certa in ly  have com 
manded by v irtue  of h is  extensive land holdings w as im m easurab ly  increased  
by h is position as  Lord L ieutenant of Surrey  which, i t  w ill be recalled , he 
had held since 1840. The L ord L ieutenant of any county was that county’s 
leading personage. His 'advice was the m ain avenue to the Bench, though 
the Chancellor re ta ined  the righ t . . .  of independent appointm ent. It will 
be seen that the patronage placed considerab le power in the hands of the 
Lieutenant, especially  when it was added to the appointm ent of Deputy 
L ieutenant and M ilitia  O ffice rs’, although th is  la s t p riv ilege was severely  
curta iled  by the M ilitia  Act of 1871. 34
The m ilitia  was, in effect, a  citizen  re se rv e  which could be called upon to 
back up, in tim es of em ergency, England’s sm all p rofe nal arm y . It was



organized fo r local defence along local lines, its  o fficers  tended to be local 
landowners and tenant fa rm e rs , and a  m ain consideration of its  sh o rt- te rm  
tra in ing  was that it should not coincide with o ther local needs, in p a rticu la r  
the h arv est. Unfortunately, th e re  had been a considerab le falling off since 
the Napolenoic W ars and, as fa r as Surrey  was concerned, there  had been no 
call out for tra in ing  since the June of 1831. However, in view of the troubled 
sta te  of a ffa irs  a c ro ss  the Channel, w here Louis Napoleon was in the p ro 
ce ss  of re -c re a tin g  his uncle’s em pire, ’the country turned its  thoughts to 
the long neglected M ilitia, and it was soon apparent that public opinion was 
strongly favourable to the reconstitu tion of that fo rc e ’. 35 This demand led 
to the passing of the M ilitia  Act of 1852 which enabled men to be ra ised  by 
voluntary enlistm ent for a period of five y ea rs . Ballot was to be allowed in 
cases  w here the c o rrec t quotas could not be reached, and the period of 
tra in ing  was fixed at twenty-one days. T hree Royal Surrey Regim ents of 
M ilitia  w ere reconstitu ted , and on 14 August, following the resignation  of its  
fo rm er com m ander a fte r exactly forty  y e a rs ’ serv ice , the command of the 
2nd Royal Surrey was assum ed by the Lord L ieutenant him self.
One of the f ir s t  ta sk s  facing the new com m ander upon the reconstitu tion of 
the regim ent was the erection  of a suitable ddpot. It was a job well suited 
to Lord L ovelace’s a rch itec tu ra l ta len ts, and the building, which stood at 
the lower end of North S treet, was, to quote a contem porary w rite r, ’of 
B argate stone, with ornam ental b rick  d ressin gs, cast in the po ttery  of the 
Rt. Hon. the Colonel, by whom the whole was designed and planned’. 36 
A ccess to the parade ground was through a low archway bearing the dubious 
motto ’Salvam Domine Fac V ic to riam ’ (O Lord Save V ictoria), and the 
m edieval flavour of the building was com pleted by arrow  s lits , Norman 
windows of the type known to the re sid en ts  of E ast H orsley, and a po rtcu llis  
’which if le t down would render access  to the in te r io r  d ifficu lt’. It was a 
splendid monument, both to the Colonel h im self and to the regim ent he 
commanded.
Lovelace, who during the 1830s had commanded the Surrey Yeomanry, a 
troop of volunteer cavalry , appears to have been a popular and effective 
Colonel of the 2nd Royal S urrey . 37 It was during his period of command 
that England becam e em broiled in the C rim ean War, and, as  a re su lt, the 
various regim ents of m ilitia  found them selves engaged upon full tim e s e r 
vice. The o rd er for the em bodiment of the 2nd Royal Surrey  le ft the H orse 
G uards on 8 January  1855, and the Regim ent was embodied on 1 February; 
during the sam e month ’the R ussian E m peror o rdered  the organization and 
arm ing of the en tire  m ilitia  of the R ussian E m pire fo r the defence of the 
"Orthodox F aith” \  D espite expressing a w illingness to se rv e  in the C rim ea, 
the 2nd Surrey was never sent ov erseas, although severa l of i ts  m em bers 
did volunteer for and en list in line reg im ents. ’The D rill of the Regim ent 
was, before the end of the y ear, very  perfec t, for no pains had been spared 
by the Colonel and Adjutant to make it so. T here  w ere, for nearly  the whole 
of the year, two Battalion d r ills  a day, the m orning d rill being invariably 
commanded by the Colonel, the E a rl of L ovelace’, w rote the regim ental 
h is to rian  a few y ea rs  la te r . But th e re  w ere ligh ter m om ents. ’During the



sum m er months of 1855, the Regim ent was frequently m arched out to the 
M errow  Downs, but the m ost p leasant m arch  of the year was to E ast H orsley 
Tow ers, where the Regim ent was entertained by the E a rl of L ovelace’.
During the f ir s t  year of its  embodiment the regim ent had been qu artered  at 
Guildford, and had been prevented from  leaving the town owing to a sm allpox 
epidem ic. However, on 13 F ebruary  1856, the regim ent m arched to A ldershot 
camp to take up its  q u a rte rs  th e re . ’It was a m ost m iserab le  and wretched 
day; a drizzling  ra in  fe ll the whole tim e ’, recorded  one of the o fficers .
’The roads w ere so bad that the Regim ent m arched up to th e ir  ankles in 
mud. A trom bone p layer in the band had to be fished out of a bog into which 
he had sunk up to his w a is t’. N evertheless, two days afte r having a rriv ed  at 
A ldershot, ’Colonel, the E arl of Lovelace, inform ed the Regim ent that the 
G eneral Commanding the Camp had been pleased to sta te  that the 2nd Royal 
S urrey  Regim ent of M ilitia  was one of the cleanest, one of the m ost steady 
Regim ents of M ilitia under A rm s that he had inspected’. This was pleasing 
news, p a rticu la rly  as on leaving Guildford on the 13th the be lls  of the Church 
of Holy T rin ity  w ere rung in joy at th e ir  departu re . Apparently it had been 
the action of a handful of the m ore rebellious of the townsfolk for many of 
the m ore ’respectab le  inhabitan ts’ wrote to Lord Lovelace to p ro tes t against 
the action. Six days a fte r the 2nd Surrey  had a rriv ed  at A ldershot, the Queen 
herse lf  made an appearance to inspect both the troops of the line and the 
m ilitia . She expressed  her satisfaction  both then and again a fte r a second 
inspection in A pril, by which tim e the peace negotiations in P a r is  w ere well 
under way. On 29 A pril peace was, in fact, announced in the s tre e ts  of Lon
don, and the 2nd Royal S urrey  Regim ent was disembodied on 12 June, its  
strength  on disem bodim ent being 577 men.

Lord Lovelace retained h is command of the 2nd S urrey  for the next fourteen 
y ea rs . The regim ent was not called out in 1857, but from  then on it tra ined  
regu larly . In 1867 it was back for the f ir s t  tim e since the embodiment of 
1855-56, at A ldershot, w here the troops w ere inspected by the Duke of 
Cam bridge, the Com m ander in Chief. In 1868 the regim ent was again at 
A ldershot, and on th is occasion ’a ball was given by Colonel the E a rl and 
Countess of Lovelace, and the O fficers of the 2nd Royal Surrey , at the Club 
House, A ldershot, on Wednesday, the 20th May, to the O fficers of the division, 
and the elite  of the neighbourhood—over 200 guests—w ere p resen t. The 
O fficers of the Regim ent acted as stew ards, and a m ost enjoyable evening 
was spen t’. A ldershot seem s to have becom e a regu lar featu re  of the re g i
m ent’s train ing, for the 2nd Royal Surrey  was th ere  again in 1869, once 
again to m eet with the approval of the Duke of Cam bridge. On th is  occasion 
’a sm all testim onial, consisting of a handsome s ilv e r teapot, and a £5 note’ 
was presented  by Lord Lovelace, on behalf of the o fficers of the regim ent, 
to Sergeant-M ajor Cook, whose ’g rea t zeal, energy and ta c t’ seem s to have 
contributed much to the efficiency of the regim ent as a  whole’.

While the regim ent was a t A ldershot, fo r what was to tu rn  out to be Lord 
L ovelace’s la s t stin t of train ing , an im portant change regard ing  the country’s 
m ilitia  force was being acted out at W estm inster for, on 13 May 1869, the 
act was passed which abolished property  qualifications for o fficers . It was



to be a g rea t step forw ard but, of ra th e r  m ore im m ediate im pact on the 
2nd Surrey , was the resignation  of th e ir  com m ander on 15 A pril 1870, some 
th ree  days before the regim ent assem bled for th e ir  trad itional period of 
ex e rc ise . In the regim ental o rd e rs  of 21 A pril 1870, Lord Lovelace w rote 
that ’finding him self no longer equal to the command of the 2nd S urrey 
M ilitia, he fee ls  it h is duty to forw ard his resignation , which has been 
accepted. He rem ains, henceforth, connected with the Regim ent as its  
Honorary. Colonel. It is  not without re g re t that Lord Lovelace r e tir e s  from  
the active command in which, fo r 17 y ea rs , he has earnestly  laboured to 
prom ote the efficiency and discipline of the 2nd Royal Surrey M ilitia  . . .  In 
taking leave of the Regim ent, Lord Lovelace begs to app rise  h is old com 
panions in A rm s that he will never cease to take a w arm  in te re s t in th e ir  
p ro sp e rity  and su c c e ss ’.

N evertheless, although the E arl had given up h is active command, as Lord 
L ieutenant of the county he was s till in overall charge of the Surrey M ilitia 
as a whole. Consequently, when the 3rd Surrey  M ilitia  Regim ent cam e in for 
som e strong c ritic ism  from  the War Office as a re su lt of th e ir  activ ities 
during the Autumn M anoeuvres of 1871, the le t te rs  of com plaint w ere 
addressed  to Lord Lovelace. 38 The Autumn M anoeuvres w ere a new ven
tu re , and all th ree  Surrey Regim ents of M ilitia took p a rt. Unfortunately, 
although the 2nd Surrey , judging from  the possibly b iased regim ental h istory , 
acquitted itse lf  with honour, such was not the case with the 3rd Surrey, 
commanded by Lieutenant-Colonel T e rry . In a le tte r , sent from  the W ar 
Office and dated 13 January  1872, G ladstone’s active and reform ing M inister 
for W ar, Edward Cardw ell, w rote to Lovelace and c ritic ised  various aspects 
of the regim ent. ’My L ord ’, he w rote, ’M ajor Evelyn and Captain and Adjutant 
P a r ra t t  a re  u tte rly  u se le ss  and quite unfit for th e ir  respective  po sition s’. 
The answ er, he suggested, was speedy re tirem en t, and he commanded Lord 
Lovelace to consider th is  rem edy with the 3rd S u rrey ’s commanding officer. 
Unfortunately, he gave the Lord Lieutenant m ore food fo r thought when, in 
a second le tte r , also  dated 13 January  1872, he complained that Lieutenant - 
Colonel T e rry  was ’dependent on the Sergeant-M ajor for assis tan ce  in 
commanding his regim ent on parade. I have th ere fo re  to request that your 
lo rd sh ip ’, he added, ’will exp ress to L ieutenant-Colonel T e rry  my hope that 
he will make him self thoroughly acquainted with the new d rill, in o rd e r to 
enable him to command his Regim ent p ro p e rly ’. It was shortly  before th is  
episode that Cardw ell, on 17 August 1871, forced through The Regulation of 
the F o rces Act, commonly re fe rre d  to as The M ilitia  Act, which tra n s fe rre d  
the command of the m ilitia  from  the L ords L ieutenant of Counties to the 
Crown, a step which m eant that o fficers gained th e ir  com m issions d irec t 
from  the Queen, and m eant, in effect, that incom petent o fficers of the 
L ieutenant-Colonel T e rry  varie ty , despite th e ir  landed wealth and p res tig e  
within a county, would find it h a rd e r to gain com m ands within that county’s 
m ilitia  force.

The following year th e re  was m ore trouble d irected  at S urrey from  the W ar 
Office. 39 On 31 January  1872 Cardw ell w rote to the various L ords L ieu te
nant and stated that new m ilitia  re c ru its  should have 28 days p re lim inary



d rill before the 27 days of M ilitia ’tra in ing  and e x e rc ise ’ com m enced. He 
instructed  the L ieutenants to inform  him when th is m ilitia  tra in ing  was to be 
ca rrie d  out, a command which reached S urrey  in a le tte r  from  A ssistan t 
Adjutant G eneral Daubeny of 5 F ebruary . Lovelace was on holiday in Italy 
at th is  tim e and, in his absence, his b ro th er P e te r  Locke King, as V ice- 
Lieutenant, and his righ t hand man, R ichard Wyatt, the C lerk  of the Peace for 
Surrey , seem  to have le t a ffa irs  degenerate into chaos. M oreover, in view of 
the fact that G eneral Daubeny seem s to have been unaware of the fact that 
Lovelace was not in Surrey , h is ira te  le t te rs  of p ro tes t w ere d irected  to 
H orsley Tow ers instead of to the V ice-L ieu tenant’s sea t of Brooklands.

T hree days before G eneral Daubeny’s second le tte r  was dispatched to 
Horsley, demanding a reply  to that of 5 F ebruary , P e te r  Locke King had 
w ritten, on 16 F ebruary , to the com m anders of the th ree  Surrey regim ents, 
and had suggested 3 June as  a suitable date for assem bling the new re c ru its . 
The date was acceptable to Colonel T e rry  of the 3rd, but Colonel Sharpe of 
the 2nd would have p re fe rre d  A pril o r May, and Colonel Evelyn of the 1st 
angrily  w rote back: ’I beg to say that the Lord Lieutenant usually  consulted 
me before fixing the day fo r the assem bly of the regim ent under my com 
m and’. Locke King could hardly have recovered  from  th is  snub when he 
would have heard from  R ichard Wyatt of a le tte r  which the la t te r  had 
received from  Captain T red cro ft of the 2nd, in which the Captain pointed out 
that the 2nd was an ag ricu ltu ra l reg im ent and that a June assem bly  would 
inevitably re su lt in absenteeism ; ’Lord Lovelace th erefo re  to prevent th is 
always arranged  for the P re -d r i l l  and T raining to take place in A pril and 
M ay’-. Captain T red cro ft obviously persuaded his commanding officer to 
w rite  again to re in fo rce  th is point of view, for T red c ro ft’s le tte r , w ritten  
on 24 F ebruary , was soon backed up by a second from  Colonel Sharpe, . 
w ritten  on 26 F ebruary , in which Sharpe claim ed ’th e re  would very  likely 
be a g rea t many absen tees on account of the hay harv est . .  the Regim ent 
being alm ost en tire ly  composed of country m en’. Meanwhile G eneral 
Daubeny, obviously incensed at th is continual silence from  Surrey , and fa il
ing to rea lise  that it was Lord L ovelace’s stand-ins ra th e r  than the Lord 
L ieutenant him self who w ere responsib le for the inefficiency, w rote a th ird  
le t te r  to H orsley Tow ers. Dated 29 F ebruary , and w ritten  from  the H orse- 
guards, the le tte r  read , ’My Lord, I have the honour, by d irection  of the 
M ajor G eneral commanding the Home D istric t, to request that your lordship 
will be pleased to answ er my le tte rs  of the 5th and 19th instant re la tive  to 
the assem bly of the 1st, 2nd and 3rd S urrey  M ilitia Regim ents th is  y e a r’.
As events tu rned out, the 2nd S urrey  Regim ent w ere gran ted  th e ir  train ing 
in May, but h is to ry  is  s ilen t as to what Lord L ovelace’s reactions w ere 
when, on his re tu rn  from  Italy in June 1872, he scanned G eneral Daubeny’s 
correspondence and learned  of his b ro th e r’s d isastro us tenure as V ice- 
L ieutenant of the county.
A part from  his work to do with the m ilitia , as Lord Lieutenant of Surrey, 
the E arl of Lovelace also seem s to have played an active p a r t in encouraging 
the revival of the Volunteer Movement, which had been occasioned by 
Napoleon H i’s agg ressive  Italian  policy of 1859. However, of ra th e r  m ore



im portance was the ro le  he played in overseeing  the appointm ent of Ju s tic e s  
of the Peace and Deputy L ieutenants fo r the county. County adm inistration , 
fo r the g re a te r  p a r t of the V ictorian period, lay firm ly  in the hands of the 
local landed gentry who acted in the guise of ’am ateur unpaid ad m in is tra 
to r s ’. 40 Ju s tic e s  of the P eace ru led  at the local q u a rte r  and petty sessio ns 
and exerc ised  both judicial and non-judicial functions, w hilst the office of 
Deputy Lieutenant c a rried  with it few duties but a lot of p res tig e . ’The 
Lord Lieutenant has been kind enough to say that he will nom inate me a 
Deputy Lieutenant and asks me to send you a ” statem ent of my qualifica
tions" ’, anxiously w rote C h arles Combe of Cobham P a rk  to R ichard Wyatt, 
C lerk  to the Peace for Surrey , on 11 A pril 1884. 41 ’I hardly know what is  
re q u ire d ’, he went on, ’but p resum e being a freeho lder of an esta te  in Surrey , 
Ju s tice  of the Peace, householder in London and re tire d  officer in H .M .’s 
cavalry  se rv ice  is  sufficient. If not perhaps you will kindly le t me know 
what is  req u ired ’. W yatt’s reply  m ust have em phasised the land question, 
fo r, on 14 A pril, C harles Combe w rote again and listed  the Surrey  p a rish es  
in which he held his land. At all events, th is  second le tte r  m ust have s a t is 
fied Wyatt fo r C harles Combe’s name was duly entered  upon the lis t  of 
Deputy L ieutenants for the county.

The qualifications fo r a county ju stice  had not a lte red  since an Act of 1745 
which laid down ’the possession  for life, o r for a longer te rm  of rea l esta te  
of the c lea r  yearly  value of £100 o r the righ t to the im m ediate rev ersio n  of 
hered itam ents of the yearly  value of £300’.42 However, th is  legal qualifica
tion has been described as a ’sieve . . .  designed to ensure  a bench staffed by 
men who w ere residen t in the county and of independent m eans and judge
ment, which until a fte r the middle of the nineteenth century was taken to 
exclude those with any close connection with trad e  o r b u s in e ss’. 43 What 
counted, in the la s t re so r t , ’was nomination by the nobleman o r the g rea t 
com m oner who was Lord L ieutenant’. 44 F u rth erm ore , the Lord Lieutenant 
was under no obligation to give his reasons for e ither accepting o r re jec ting  
potential ju s tices . ’I cannot undertake to d iscuss with every, o r indeed with 
any candidate for the m agistracy , the question of his fitn ess  according to 
his own view of that office’, he curtly  inform ed one unlucky applicant in the 
sum m er of 1850. 45

In the sam e way that the landed c la sse s  had lost th e ir  control over the 
m ilitia  as a re su lt of the Acts of 1869 and 1871 so, as the reign of V icto ria  
proceeded, did they lose control of county governm ent. With the creation  of 
P oor Law Unions, Highway B oards, School B oards and Sanitary D is tr ic ts  the 
adm in istra tive  work of the Q uarter Sessions was slowly being whittled away, 
and although what the landed gentry lost in th e ir  capacity as m ag istra tes  
they frequently regained in a new capacity as elected m em bers of one Board 
o r another, the w riting was on the wall. The Q uarter Sessions had come 
under considerab le attack throughout the century in view of the fact that, 
although they levied a form  of taxation in the shape of the county ra te , they 
w ere to tally  un rep resen tative  in ch a rac te r, and throughout V ic to ria ’s reign 
a ttem pts w ere made to enable som e form  of elected County B oard to take 
over the financial and adm inistrative work of the Q u arter Sessions. Success



for the re fo rm e rs  cam e in 1888 with the County Councils Act. This t r a n s 
fe rre d  a ll pow ers of the Ju stices , with the exception of th e ir  purely judicial 
and licensing duties, to the new and elective county councils; the absolute 
power of the J .P . ’s had passed  away. N evertheless, the elected m em bers of 
the new councils had the righ t to appoint alderm en to th e ir  respective  
councils, and so it was that in M arch, 1889, Lord Lovelace made his d ec la ra 
tion as A lderm an of S urrey  before two C ouncillors. The man who had 
d irec ted  Surrey  local governm ent for so long was to rem ain  at the helm , 
desp ite the fact that the system  he had controlled had now crum bled.

T H E  E N D  O F  A N  E R A

T here  rem ains in existence a collection of ad d resses  delivered  by Lord 
Lovelace in the period 1887 to 1893. E ssen tia lly  speeches given on special 
occasions by the county’s e lder statesm an , many of them  do contain at 
least one pet them e of the E a r l’s which harked back to his early  days at 
Ockham. W hilst re-opening the Guildford G ram m ar School on 10 July 1889 
he spoke of ’c r itic ism s which have been free ly  pronounced in reg a rd  to our 
national statu to ry  education’, the m ain one being ’that it  indisposes and 
unfits the rec ip ien ts  for subsequent manual labou r’. 46 Lord Lovelace con
tinued, ’We in England have certa in ly  no patent o r exclusive p riv ileg es for 
bestowing c lerksh ips and offices in the world of business o r  adm inistration  
on the successful pupils who em erge annually from  the exam inations in the 
United Kingdom. The candidates fa r  out-num ber any possib le vacancies. 
Y ears which might be utilized in earning a competency in a lower but 
resp ec tab le  walk of life a re  wasted on an am bition which can very  ra re ly  
be gratified  e ither at home o r in our dependencies’. The E a rl saw the 
introduction of technical education as  an attem pted answ er to th is  problem , 
but fe lt that ’such a p ro cess  would not com pare for a moment with the 
b u sin ess-lik e  activity of the in te r io r  of a workshop. T here is  nothing like 
continued p rac tice  e ither in the acquisition of a language o r the learning of 
a tra d e ’. A final point to be made was that ’th is  technical instruction , if it 
is  to be at a ll effectual, would largely  in te rfe re  with those outdoor a th le tics 
on which we ought to in s is t as  fa r  as the surroundings perm it. It is  all the 
m ore im portant because c ircum stances, perhaps beyond our control, a re  
essen tia lly  modifying our national bodily habits. We a r e ’, Lord Lovelace 
concluded sadly, ’becoming m ore o r le s s  an indoor, under-cover, c a rria g e -  
borne, cab-rid ing com m unity’. However, the E a rl concluded on a m ore 
cheerful note by adm itting that ’in connection with th is school it is  s a t is 
factory  to think that there  w ill be am ple opportunity for the p u rsu it of a ll 
ath letic  e x e rc ise s ’.
Lord Lovelace never featured  prom inently as  a politician, although it was 
rum oured that P alm erston , presum ably on the evidence of h is work in the 
Ionian Islands, had once considered him for a post in the Cabinet as  S ecre 
tary  of State fo r Foreign A ffa irs. 47 The E a rl rem ained, until G ladstone’s 
conversion to I rish  Home Rule in 1886, a staunch Whig. A fter that date h is



sym pathies lay with the Unionist P arty , and he allowed the P rim ro se  League 
to hold m eetings at H orsley T ow ers.

Som etime during the 1880s Lord Lovelace purchased the 36, 000-ac re  esta te  
of Ben Damph fo re s t in R o ss-sh ire . Situated on the bankfe of Loch T orridon, 
the esta te  enabled the E a rl to en terta in  d ee r-sta lk in g  p a r tie s  and to indulge 
in another pastim e, that of pony trekking. The house at Ben Damph, like 
that of Ashley Combe, near P orlock  in Som erset, which was h is principal 
w est country seat, was built to h is own designs. Like the o ther g rea t land
ow ners of the day, Lord Lovelace spent p a r ts  of the year at each of his 
sea ts  although, judging from  his correspondence, it would seem  that Som er
se t was re se rv ed  fo r the late  sum m er. Scotland was the location of the 
fa rth e s t flung of h is possessions, but it was possibly at Ben Damph that 
he entertained h is m ost influential guests fo r, in an ad d ress  delivered to 
the S urrey  County Council in June, 1889, on the occasion of the m arriag e  of 
the Queen’s daughter, P rin ce ss  Louise to the Duke of Fife, Lord Lovelace 
re fe rre d  to ’those neighbours who have, from  geographical and o ther c i r 
cum stances, been in contact with the royal c irc le ’. 48

The expansion of the railw ay network in England g reatly  facilita ted  trav e l 
between the E a r l ’s various es ta tes , and also from  H orsley T ow ers up to 
London, w here he po ssessed  a town house in Knightsbridge, acquired in 
1874, and was the m em ber of two clubs, Brooks and the Athenaeum. 49 As 
has been mentioned above, Woking was orig inally  Lord L ovelace’s c lo sest 
station but, in 1867, a station was opened at L eatherhead which, for nearly  
twenty y ea rs , was to be the m ost convenient for H orsley T ow ers. The 
v illag e rs  of E ast H orsley benefited trem endously from  the proxim ity of 
the railw ay line, and the Crouch fam ily, which kept the Duke of Wellington 
public house, drove a waggonette each m orning to Leatherhead station for 
the use of anyone wishing to trav e l to London. 50 The standard  charge was 
2s th ere , and 2s back in the evening, but the wagonette could be h ired  at 7s 
if one wanted it to m eet a special tra in  during the course of the day. This 
p rofitab le  sideline cam e to an end in 1885 when the London and South 
W estern Railway Company finally opened up a branch line to Guildford which 
passed  through E ast H orsley. Lovelace, who had already made considerable 
financial gains by selling land to the railw ay com panies in the Midlands, 
w as able to make nearly  £8, 000 by selling  land for the construction of the 
branch line and the station a t E ast H orsley. 51 His landed rival, the 4th 
E arl of Onslow, was able to dwarf th is  sa le  by acquiring nearly  £52, 000 for 
the lands he sold to the London and South W estern in the Guildford area . 
N evertheless, the £8, 000 was a useful perk, and the land was sold subject 
to sporting righ ts  and other conditions. The railw ay company, for exam ple, 
besides providing a ’p riva te  siding and enclosed coal depot’ for Lord 
Lovelace, had to re p a ir  gates opening on to his lo rd sh ip ’s land, keep fences, 
ditches and w ater cou rses  in good o rd e r and ’as  soon as p rac ticab le  to 
plant and for ever a fte r keep planted with f irs , la rch  and spruce, in close 
and com pact o rd er, so as to p resen t a neat, ornam ental and copse like 
appearance, the lands belonging to them  and adjoining the ra ilw ay’.



H orsley T ow ers, surrounded by the model and polychrom e village of E ast 
H orsley, rem ained Lord L ovelace’s p rincipa l sea t until the end. V irtually  
£.elf-contained, the T ow ers po ssessed  its  own blacksm ith, w heelwright, 
saw m ill and slaughterhouse, besides the norm al inside and outside staff 
of a large, la te  V ictorian m ansion; w hilst for tran sp o rt the E arl re lied  upon 
a  la rge  coach, a brougham , a governess c a r t and a dog ca r t. He continued 
building in E ast H orsley during the 1870s and early  1880s but, having 
la rge ly  com pleted h is work within the village itse lf, he was now designing 
cottages and lodges in the m ore outlying co rn e rs  of his esta te . The H erm i
tage, built in 1877 on the edge of King’s H ills, lay on the southern edge of 
the esta te , and during the sam e year Lord Lovelace built B arnsth o rne’s 
Cottage. The la tte r  was on the northern  tip of the esta te , and was situated 
in B arnsth o rne’s Wood, on the Ockham side of the London & South W estern 
branch  railw ay line. Both a re a s  w ere, by 1890, extensively wooded. Love
lace  had been planting tre e s  in the H orsley a rea  ever since he had acquired 
the esta te  from  W illiam C u rrie . F inancially it was a good move and the 
E a rl was able to se ll h is  la rch  for pit props, but another reason  was 
em phasised during the course  of a d iscussion at the Institution of Civil 
E ngineers in 1876. 52 ’The sum m its of the chalk h ills  in the neighbourhood 
w ere in p laces largely  capped with c lay ’, he pointed out to the m em bers. 
’This soil was not very  good for tillage, and the want of w ater rendered  it 
unsuitable for the pastu rage of any stock but sheep. It m ight possibly be 
planted with advantage, and the re su lt by increasing  the ra in fa ll would help 
to rem edy the deficiency in the sub terran ean  s to re s  in  the chalk’.

The lack of w ater in the chalk form ation had been giving Lord L ovelace’s 
tenants considerable p rob lem s. ’T here  w ere severa l instances within a 
few m iles of E ast H orsley, in which g rea t expense had been in curred  in 
sinking w ells and afte rw ards in pumping by steam , and w here, a fte r all, the 
ow ners had been obliged to re so r t  to tanks and re se rv o irs  in o rd e r to obtain 
an adequate supply’. However, the E a rl a s  an enlightened landlord, had 
faced the problem  and had ’in E ast H orsley and in the adjoining p a rish  of 
Effingham constructed tanks in b rick  and cem ent for the various hom esteads 
and cottages belonging to him, probably not le ss  than fifty; and although 
expensive in the f ir s t  instance, the re su lt had been sa tisfac to ry  and the yield 
of w ater generally  adequate’. The E a rl would probably have received  m ore 
thanks for his tanks than for his tr e e s  for, as a local paper la te r  pointed 
out, ’The m ost m arked pecu liarity  of the E arl of Lovelace was h is g rea t 
love of tre e s . He was always planting on his esta te  near Leatherhead and 
would hardly p erm it a tr e e  to be cut down so that the tenants used to 
grum ble, declaring  that the excessive tim b er kept the sun from  th e ir  crops 
and re ta rd ed  th e ir  grow th’. 53
The attack  on the landed in te re s t of G reat B ritain  had been gathering force 
throughout the nineteenth century. Its  po litical monopoly in a national 
sense  had been underm ined by the G reat Reform  Act of 1832, and its  po liti
cal control in the growing c ities  and g rea t towns of the country had been 
sapped by the M unicipal C orporations Act of 1835. The repeal of the Corn 
Laws in 1846 had underm ined the economic suprem acy of the ag ricu ltu ra l



in te re s t, and it was only the lack of external com petition, coupled with a 
belated attem pt at scientific im provem ent, which delayed any form  of a g r i
cu ltu ra l depression  for another q u a rte r  of a century. M oreover, as  has 
a lready  been noted, the landed in te re s t’s control of the country’s m ilitia  
had d isappeared by the early  70’s, and i ts  po litica l control in the counties 
had been relinquished in 1888. The final a ssau lt was on the existence of 
the g rea t e s ta te s  them selves; it  was a movement fo r the abolition of 
p rim ogeniture, en ta ils  and settlem ents, and it was a movement which 
resu lted  in legislation regarding such key issu es  as the righ ts  of tenants and 
the land lo rd ’s power over settled  land. It was the final blow to the existence 
of the landed a ris tro c ra c y  as it had been known in the nineteenth century, 
and the institution was to tte ring  to its  end long before death duties, su rtax  
and the ravages of the 1st World War delivered  the coup de grace.
The Settled Land Act of 1882, which gave life tenants like Lord Lovelace 
the power to se ll settled  lands, was the f ir s t  sign that the flood gates w ere 
about to open, and, during the 1880s and 1890s, som e of the g rea t S urrey  
es ta te s  began to b reak  up. Lord G rantley, who owned 2,199 ac re s  in the 
county, sold W onersh P ark , his S urrey  home, in 1884. Four y ea rs  la te r  Lord 
Monson, the owner of 2, 034 a c re s , sold G atton-Park to the m ustard  m agnate, 
Je rem iah  Colman, and left S urrey  to re sid e  perm anently  at his L incolnshire 
sea t of Burton Hall. It was the beginning of the end, and a trend which was 
to continue with a vengeance in the coming century.

The Lovelace esta te  was doomed in ra th e r  a different way, fo r the E arl had 
willed that his H orsley p roperty  and Ben Damph in Scotland should go to 
Lionel, h is younger son. Through the efforts of h is own wife Jane, and his 
son’s second wife M ary, the E arl had been reconciled  to Ralph, Lord Went
worth, during the 1880’s, but re la tions between Lord Lovelace and his he ir 
w ere never p a rticu la rly  good, and Ralph and his s is te r  received no m ore 
than a cu rt mention in th e ir  fa th e r’s w ill. ’I make no gift o r legacy to my 
child ren  by my f ir s t  m a rr ia g e ’, he w rote, ’as they a re  already amply p ro 
vided fo r ’. It was a statem ent which was perfectly  tru e , fo r the orig inal 
King-Byron m arriag e  se ttlem ent had, of course, settled  the m ajor portion 
of the Lovelace esta te  upon Ralph and his h e irs . However, the fact that 
Ralph was to leave no d irec t m ale he ir m eant, inevitably, that on his death 
the Lovelace Earldom  would re v e r t to his younger ha lf-b ro ther, w hereas the 
vast land holdings in Surrey , Som erset and the Midlands would devolve upon 
his s is te r  o r her h e irs . Lord Lovelace had gained h is fortune via h is f i r s t  
wife, and it was a fortune which was to pass to the descendants of her 
daughter ra th e r  than h is son.

Lovelace, whose way of life had always been spartan  and abstem ious—he was 
a vegetarian  and touched neither alcohol nor tobacco—appears to have been 
an au ste re  and unapproachable figure, at lea s t in the la te r  stages of h is life. 
T hese w ere tr a i ts  in his ch a rac te r which w ere em phasised by the deafness 
which accompanied his old age. M oreover, his speeches at those public 
functions which he attended w hilst well into his eighties, although ’delivered 
with exquisite g race and diction and g rea t in tellectual force . . .  w ere



scarce ly  audible a few yards d is tan t’. 54 The la s t public function a t which he 
played a p a rt was the re-opening of the Guildford G ram m ar School in the 
July of 1889, but as late  as  May, 1893, he made a speech to the Surrey County 
Council on the occasion of the m arriag e  of the Queen’s grandson, the Duke 
of York, to P rin ce ss  M ary of Teck. F rom  then on, however, his streng th  
failed, and for the la s t few m onths of his life his condition was described  as 
’p re c a r io u s ’. A doctor was in constant attendance, and the expected end 
came shortly  before noon on F riday , 29 D ecem ber, 1893, the E a rl being then 
in his eighty-ninth year.

Although during his younger days Lord Lovelace had been a U nitarian, he 
seem s to have come to te rm s  with the estab lished church; a move which 
befitted an English landowner and one who was the patron of five livings. He 
was a ’constant w orsh ipper’ at St M artin ’s Church, E ast H orsley, according 
to the rec to r , F reem an Wilson, and he used regu larly  to read the morning 
p ray e rs  in the p resence  of the household in the chapel which he had built at 
H orsley T ow ers. 54 Accordingly, he was buried at St M artin ’s; h is la s t 
restin g  place being, appropriate ly , a flint and b rick  vault which he had con
structed  twenty y ea rs  e a r lie r  in a co rner of the churchyard adjoining 
H orsley Tow ers.

The funeral, on Tuesday, 2 January  1894, was an im p ressiv e  a ffa ir with 
upwards of th ree  hundred people p resen t. Apologies for th e ir  non-attendance 
w ere received from  Lord Wentworth, Lord L ovelace’s h e ir who was now the 
2nd E arl; the Dukes of N orthum berland and Teck; the E arl of Onslow, who 
was abroad; Viscount and V iscountess Midleton, who sent a w reath of 
mauve tinted chrysanthem um s; and Lord Ashcombe, who was convalescent.
Many m ore would have come had it not been fo r the fact that the Q uarter 
Sessions w ere being held at Kingston where the chairm an noted ’that they 
w ere m et in ra th e r  painful c ircum stances that day, fo r he m issed from  his 
righ t hand one who at the Epiphany Sessions was always in the habit of 
sitting th e re ’. N evertheless, among the a ttend ers  on a snowy day w ere the 
new Lord L ieutenant of Surrey , the Hon. F ran c is  Egerton; the High Sheriff,
M r Je rem iah  Colman of Gatton P ark ; S ir R ichard Wyatt, the C lerk  of the 
P eace; S ir Robert Collins, as  rep resen ta tive  of H.R.H. the Duchess of 
Albany; and L ieutenant-Colonel Godfrey W ebster of the Royal West S urrey  
Regim ent, of which Lovelace had been the honorary colonel. Two other 
m ourners who had especial reason  to think highly of the late E a rl w ere 
Lieutenant-Colonel T red cro ft, la s t heard  of as a Captain in the 2nd Royal 
Surrey  M ilitia, and Mr C harles Combe of Cobham P ark . The Hon. M ary 
Milbanke represen ted  her fa ther, Lord Wentworth; Colonel H erbert Jenkins 
rep resen ted  his m other, the Countess of Lovelace; and, besides L ovelace’s 
second surviving son, the Hon. Lionel King-Noel, th e re  w ere also  p resen t 
his nephews, Hugh Locke-King and Sir C harles C rauford, h is step -son, 
Edward Boycott Jenkins, and the la t te r ’s wife, Lady M argaret Jenkins, and 
many of her re la tiv es , headed by her fa ther, the E arl of Norbury.

’At noon*, w rote the Surrey Times, ’the coffin was taken from  the banqueting 
hall and placed in the closed hearse , and then the cortege wended its  way



through the park  to the p a rish  church, a sho rt d istance away. In fron t of 
the h ea rse  walked the tenantry ; behind it was a ca rriag e  containing w reaths, 
and im m ediately behind that was the empty ca rriag e  of the Countess of 
L ovelace1. The se rv ice  was conducted by the Archdeacon of Surrey , together 
with the R ector of E ast H orsley, and among the w reaths listed  by the paper 
was one from  the garden ers  of H orsley T ow ers, given fas  a token of deep 
respect*, and another was p resen ted  Twith deep sympathy* by the household 
se rv an ts . Finally *it should be added that the b e a re rs  w ere lab o u rers  on the 
esta te , with M r Killick, the farm  bailiff, a s  foreman*. The county had c e r 
tainly  paid its  la s t re sp ec ts  to its  fo rm er Lord Lieutenant, and to its  o ldest 
Ju s tice  of the Peace, but the em phasis, according to the Surrey Times, was 
on the E arl of Lovelace in the guise of a county landowner. *An offer was, 
we believe, made*, rem arked  the paper, *that the funeral should be m arked 
with the full m ilita ry  honours fo r which h is lordship was entitled, but th is 
offer was declined, and the cerem ony was en tire ly  shorn of any pomp o r 
panoply, but was such as  usually c h a ra c te r ise s  the la s t sad r i te s  over the 
m orta l rem ains of a village squ ire  who had lived in the affections of the 
people am ongst whom he had moved and had his being*.
As has been intim ated above, those e s ta te s  over which Lord Lovelace had 
personal control w ere left to h is son by his second m arriag e , the Hon.
Lionel King-Noel. The la tte r , who had been educated at Eton and Sandhurst, 
and was a serving officer in the 9th L ancers , was a very  different type of 
m an from  Ralph, his half b ro ther, now 2nd E arl of Lovelace. 55 F or th irteen  
y ea rs  the sensitive and li te ra ry  minded Ralph lived on at Ockham, devoting 
him self to the w riting of Astarte, h is life*s work. This book, published in 
1905, the y ear before h is death, was a defence of his grandm other, Lady 
Byron, against the attacks of those who blam ed h e r fo r the breakup of h e r 
m arriag e  with the poet. It had been a schem e which had been m aturing in 
his mind since the early  1870s, and it rem ains the 2nd Earl*s m ain claim  
to the attentions of po sterity . On his death in August 1906 the Lovelace title  
passed  to Lionel, who was s till  living at H orsley T ow ers, but the vast 
e s ta te s  in Surrey , the Midlands and the W est Country w ere vested in M ary, 
his widow. She disposed of what was left of the Midland es ta tes , much of 
which had been sold by the 2nd E arl, and those in Surrey  and the W est 
Country passed , on her death in 1941, to Judith, B aroness Wentworth, daughter 
of Lady Anne Blunt and thus grand-daughter of the 1st E a rl. F inally, on the 
death of Lady Wentworth in 1957, the S urrey  e s ta te s  them selves w ere sold.

Meanwhile Lionel, 3rd E arl of Lovelace, whose esta te  at H orsley Tow ers 
amounted to only one th ird  of his father*s holdings in Surrey , lived on in 
the old fam ily home for a fu rth er th irteen  y ea rs . 55 His m other, Jane, 
Countess of Lovelace, died in London at the age of eighty-two in January ,
1908. Eleven y ea rs  la te r  Lord Lovelace sold H orsley Tow ers, *a valuable 
freehold , residen tia l, ag ricu ltu ra l and sporting estate*, which then amounted 
to som e 2, 750 ac re s , to Mr T. O. M. Sopwith, the fam ous sportsm an and 
a irc ra f t designer who, in previous y ea rs , had rented  one of the cottages on 
the esta te  for shooting. 57 The la s t E a rl of Lovelace to live in S urrey  then 
re tire d  to his father*s old hunting esta te  of Ben Damph which rem ains the



Lovelace home to th is  day. The county of Surrey  and the E a rls  of Lovelace 
had parted  company.
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