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REPORT OF THE COUNCIL FOR THE YEAR 1939 

Adopted by the hundredth Annual General Meeting, 4 March 1940. 
The Society has lost ten members by death during the year; 

thirteen members have resigned; and twelve new members, including 
one life member and four associate members, have been elected. 

Six Council meetings have been held, and nine Ordinary meetings, 
at which the following communications were made: 
G. H. S. Bushnell. Some pre.-Spanish ruins near Cuzco, Peru. 23 January. 

A. E. Garrod, D.Sc., F.S.A. Cave-hunting in Bulgaria. 6 February. 

W. P. Baker, M.A. The work of the Cambridgeshire Cottage Improvement Society 
in preserving and renovating old cottages. 20 February. 

T. D. Kendrick, M.A., F.S.A. Anglo-Saxon art and archaeology. 6 March. 

C. S. Leaf, B.A., F.S.A. The excavation of some unrecorded barrows on the 
Cambridgeshire-Suffolk border. 24 April. 

Louis Cobbett, M.D., F.R.C.S. Mediterranean wind-mills. 8 May. 
Professor 0. F. Webb. The architectural work of Sir John Soane in Cambridge. 

shire. 22 May. 
A. B. Barnard, M.A., F.S.A. A young country gentleman at Cambridge, 

1654-57. 23 October. 
J. D. S. Pendlebury, M.A., F.S.A. Ancient Crete. 20 November. 

The Conference of "Record Societies and the Congress of Archaeo-' 
 Societies to which the Society usually sends delegates, were 

not held, this year. 	 - 

EXCAVATIONS 
The chief event of the 1939 season was some further investigations at 
the War Ditches. The report by McKenny Hughes needed some 
further elaboration and the threatened approach of the face of the big 
clunch pit to the northward was an added incentive. With the active. 
help of Mr C. W. Phillips and Mr Derek Leaf and often with the as 
istance of Dr Grahame Clark and some of his students we were' able 

to explore a considerable section of the ditch on the western side be-
tween the Caius Pit andTebbutt's-Pit (see C.A.S. vol. x). Various trial 
sections to the east of Caius Pit apparently showed the non-existence 
of'the ditch on this side and there can be no perfect circular earth. 
work as shown conjecturally on Hughes' plans. The section of the 
ditch itself, although confirming Hughes' results to some extent, pre-
sented a somewhat baffling picture. A kiln on the lip of the ditch had 
been in use in the first century A.D. and debris from its working sealed 
up the deposits in the ditch at a level only 2 ft. below the present 
ground level: A burial of the same period, with an associated brooch, 
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cut through deposits to a depth of 5 ft. It was clear therefore that the 
ditch which was 12 ft. deep at this point had been almost entirely 
filled in before the Roman Period. A great deposit of rubble thrown 
back into the ditch on top of a temporary land surface some 3 ft. from 
the bottom suggested a levelled vallum. It had been thrown back on 
top of charred and probably mutilated skeletons which rested on the 
temporary surface. The primary silting beneath contained numerous 
flint flakes and not a few fragments of Bronze Age pottery. Only one 
fragment of genuine Iron Age pottery was recovered and that above 
the rubble filling. No trace of palisading could be detected on the 
presumed inner side of the ditch. We appear to have a work differing 
in character and possibly in date from the one described by Hughes. 

Further wok was carried out at Guilden Morden, where upwards of 
twenty-four burials were recovered.. Nothing of outstanding im-
portance was recovered with the exception of, a complete cream ware 
pot of the type discovered in great numbers of fragthents by Hughes 
at the War Ditches. This ware is rarely found elsewhere except in 
London and is rather enigmatical in character. 

T. C. LETHBRIDGE 

MtJSEUM OF ARCHAEOLOGY AND ETHNOLOGY 

At the beginning of the war the  Museum was closed in order that 
measures might be taken for the security of the collections and of 
those using the Museum. Much of the local archaeological material 
(which includes the original C.A.S. collections) is now packed away 
for safety, but it is hoped to reopen the Museum shortly with a 
temporary exhibition of Technology, and a sniall local archaeological 
exhibition drawn from the less valuable specimens usually kept in 
store. Some of the ethnological material is packed away, the' ' re-
mainder is merely covered for protection and can be seen on applica-
tion. The Stone Age collections are still on view. The Library has not 
been closed at all and is available to members of the C.A.S. as usual. 

- 	 T. T. PATERSON, Curator 

THE FENLAND RESEARCH COMMITTEE 

The only matter of archaeological importance to repqrt is the salvage 
of the Late Bronze Age' hoard found in the remains of an alder wood 
tub in the fen near Stuntney Old Hall. A full-report of the archaeo-
logy of the find, together with a study of the local fen stratigraphy, 
may be found in The Antiquaries Journal for January 1940, pp.  52-71. 
By the kindness of Mr Owen Ambrose the hoard and its container 
have been presented to the University Museum of Archaeology and 
Ethnology. ' 

J.G.D.CLARK 

0 
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CAMBRIDGE AND COUNTY FOLK MUSEUM 

Certain precautions have been taken for the preservation of our 
exhibits for the duration of the war. The Museum is open at the usual 
times. Apart from the number of ordinary visitors, growing interest 
in the Museum is shown by the increased number and variety of 
organized parties who have visited the Museum during the past year; 
also, we have on several occasions been requested to lend some of our 
duplicate specimens for schools and other educational purposes. Wê 
were able to lend agricultural implements to add to the interest of the 
farm staged at Windsor• Park on the occasion of the centenary of the 
Royal Agricultural Society's Show. 

One hundred and-forty gifts or loans have been received during the 
year. 

CATHERINE E. PARSONS, Hon. Curator 

PHOTOGRAPHIC RECORD COMMITTEE, EXCURSIONS 

Owing to illness, Dr Scruby has not been able to make her usual re-
ports this year, but they will be included in next year's report. 

PUBLICATIONS 

Vol. XXXVIII of the Proceedings was published in January. The 
Council is grateful to Mr G. E. Ruck and Col. Tebbutt for contribu-
tions towards the cost of blocks. 

A History of the Parish of Borough Green, Cambridgeshire, by W. M.. 
Palmer, appeared in August. 

As Mr K. H. Jackson was granted leave of absence from his 
University duties in order to take up a year's lectureship in the 
U.S.A., Miss O'Reillywas appointed Acting Secretary for the period 
of his absence. Mr H. F. Bird has kindly consented to act as Honorary 
Treasurer during Mr Haddon's absence on national service. 
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The Capital of the Society consists of the following Securities: 
£420 L. and N.E.R. 4% Debenture Stock. 

*118 48. 1 lOd. New Zealand 3+% Stock. 
f,39..68. 8d. Bank of England Stock. 

- £230. 138. 4d. New Zealand 4% Inscribed Stock. 
£411. 58. 2d. Cape of Good Hope 3 % Inscribed Stock 1943-63. 
£127. 14s. 9d. 3+ % Conversion Loan. 
£500 Local Loans 3 % Stock. 
£200 Australian 3+ % Stock 1951-54. 
£369. 158. 3% National Defence Loan. 

* £118. 48. lOd. New Zealand 3+ % Stock matured and paid off 1 January 1940. 

Audited and found to agree with the Batik Books and Vouchers—showing 
balances as follows: 

- 	£.s. d. 
Current Account 	..........33 0 4 
Deposit Account 	. 	. ' .....302 17 3 
Excavation Account (Current) 	 42 11 9 
Excavation Account (Deposit) 	 - 	186 3 0 

£56412 4 

There is the following liability on the Funds of the Society: £50 for Miss Taylor's 
Ju8tice8 of the Peace. 

- 	 H. H. BRINDLEY 
LOUIS TEBBUTT 

24 January 1940 	 . 
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REPORT OF THE COUNCIL FOR THE YEAR 1940 

Adopted by the hundred-and-first Annual General Meeting, March 
1941. 	 - 

Membership. As was to be expected, there has been an unusually 
large number of resignationsduring this year. It is hoped, however, 
that many of these may be regarded as temporary resignations due 
to war conditions only, and that re-elections may be made after the 
end of the war. The figures for 1940 are: 

Honorary. Members 	10' 
Ordinaly 	,, 	 222 
Lffe 	,, 	 52 
Associate 	,, 	 24 
Subscribing Institutions 	10 

318 

• 	The number of Societies in union with this Society for the exchange 
of publications is nominally 109, as in 1939, but exchange with a 
large number of these in countries abroad, of course, has automatically 
ceased; here again it may be hoped that many of these exchanges may 
be resumed in future years. 

Meetings. There have been fivemeetings of Council during the year, 
and ten Ordinary meetings, including one Open meeting. The average 
attendance of members and guests being eighty-four, a higher figure 
than was usual in normal times. 

Communications. The following communications were made: 
Mr C. W. Phillips, F.S.A. The Sutton Hoo Ship-Burial. 5 February. 

01 

Dr H. C. Darby, M.A. The Fenlànd Rebellions and the Camp of Refuge. 19 
February. 	5 

Professor E. H. Minns, F.B.A., F.S.A. The Books of Lindisfarne and Kells.' 
4 March. (100th Annual General Meeting.) 

Mr M. C. Burkitt, M.A., F.S.A. A Recent Excavation in South-east Turkey. 
22 April. 

Sir Leonard Woolley. Excavations in Atchana in 1939. 29 April. 
Mr A. W. Clapham, President of the -Society of Antiquaries. Silos and Spanish 

Romanesque. Sculpture. 20 May. 
The Earl of Sandwich, F.S.A. British and Foreign Medals relating to Naval and 

Maritime Affairs up to 1727. 4 November. 
Miss Jocelyn Toynbee, Ph.D. Roman Medallions and "A Happy New Year 

11 November. 
- M. Marcu Beza. Byzantine Art in the Levant. 25 November. (Open meeting.) 

CENTENARY MEETING 

The Centenary Meeting of the Society was held on Thursday, 9 May 
1940, at Leckhampton House, by kind invitation of the President, 

b 
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who entertained tabout ,140 members at tea. After tea the President 
gave a short address on the history and work of the Society since its 
foundation in 1840. 

A vote of thanks was proposed by Professor Minns, who handed to 
the President a letter from the Council expressing on their own behalf 
and the Society's their appreciation of all that he has done for the 
Society, both during his terms of Presidency and as Curator of the 
Museum of Archaeology and Ethnology. A short speech from Dr 
Cranage, Dean 6f Norwich, including some reminiscences of earlier 
days of the Society, brought the meeting to a close. 

EXCAVATIONS 
During the summer ten barrows at Snailwell were excavated under 
the able care of W. Wedlake, formerly, Dr R. E. M. Wheeler's foreman 
at the Maiden Castle excavations. 

Without being spectacular, the results obtained were very inter-
esting, for it has not hitherto been possible to examine a complete 
group of barrows inthe Cambridge region. One barrow was found to 
contain nothing but cremation burials in overhanging-rim urns, and 
the primary cremation was accompanied by a fine collection of bone 
pins and knives. The burials in most of the other barrows were 
crouched inhumations, probably of Early Bronze Age date, but few 
had any associated objects with them. They seem to belong to a race 
of sturdy rugged-featured people. One child was accompanied by the 
remains of a jet necklace, while a second boy was provided with flint 
knives. The skull of a Bronze Age pony was an interesting discovery. 

- Beneath one barrow,  lay a living-floor of earlier date. The people 
living on it had made Use of the petit tr'anchet type of implements. 

It is hoped that before very long it may be possible to publish a full 
report of this rather important excavation. The Society was fortunate 
in being able to secure Wedlake's services, and its thanks are due to 
Mr J. M. de Navarro for generous help towards the cost of the work. 

LIBRARY 
The Society desires to express its thanks to the following: Mr J. H. 
Bullock for a large number of books dealing with topography, mainly 
local, and for a gift of lantern slides including an interesting series of 
dovecotes; to Mr Barnard, Dr J. G. D. Clarke, the Rev. M. P. Charles-
worth, Professor Minns, Dr M. A. Murray, the Curator of the Museum 
of Archaeology and Ethnology, and the President, for gifts of books 
and pamphlets; and to Professor A. C. Moule for a gift of lantern 
slides, including a fine series of Trumpington Church. 

PHOTOGRAPHIC RECORD COMMITTEE 
Gifts were received during the early part of the year from Dr Cobbett, 
Mr Bullock, Mr Bushnell, Mr Ingram and Mr Johnson.' 
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PUBLICATIONS 

Vol. xxxix was published early in the summer. The Editor would like 
once again to thank Mr J. H. Bullock for all his help in connection 
with this volume, including the making of the index'. 

It had-been intended to produce during the year a volume in cele-
bration of the Society's centenary, but owing to various difficulties 

• due to the war it was not found possible to do this satisfactorily, and 
the attempt was therefore abandoned. It' is hoped that it may be 
possible during the coming year to produce a small volume com-
memorating the Centenary and including the President's address to 
the Society at the Centenary Meeting. 

OFFICERS AND COUNCIL 

The. Society decided at its Annual General Meeting on 4 March to 
make no chahgé in the Officers andCouncil for 1940-41, as it was felt 
That wider war conditions a greater stability would be secured in this 

• way. Two members of the Council, Mr Goodison and Mr Gatty, have 
since resigned owing to absence on national service, and Mr Bushnell 
was elected in Mr Gatty's place.. Mr Bird kindly agreed to act as 
Treasurer in place of Mr Haddon during the year. Miss O'Reilly was 
appointed Secretary in. place of Mr Jackson, whose .resignation, fore-
shadowed in last ye's Report, was confirmed on his taking up 
permanent work in the United States. . 

b-2. 
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The Capital of the Society consists of the following Securities: 

£420 L. and N.E.R. 4% Debenture Stock 
£39. 6s.-8d. Bank of England Stock. 
£230. 13s. 4d. New Zealand 4%. Inscribed Stock. 
£411. 5s. 2d. Cape of Good Hope 3% Inscribed Stock. 
£127 148. 9d.,31 % Conversion Loan. 
£500 Local Loans 3 % Stock. 
£200 Australian 3 % Stock. 
£369. 15s. 3 % National Defence Loan. 
£200 Sudan 3 % Stock. 

Showing balances as follows: 
£ s.d. Current Account 	 Y 	 31: 2 0 

Deposit Account............. 306 13 0 
Ekcavation Account 	 15 5 4 
Excavation Deposit Account 	 6712 11 

£420 13- 3 

£50 contingent liability for Miss Taylor's Justices of the Peace. 

I have examined the Accounts, Vouchers, the Cash Book, the Bank Pass 
Sheets and the Petty Cash Book and found them correct. 

LOUIS TEBBUTT. 24 January 1940. 
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REPORT OF THE COUNCIL FOR THE YEAR 1941 

Adopted by the hundred-and-second Annual General Meeting, 
9 March 1942. 
• Membership. There have been several further resignations during 
the'-year, but it i hoped that some of these may be regarded as 
temporary and due to war conditions, and that re-election may be 
made after the war. The figures for 1941 are: 

Honorary Members 	9 / 
Life  
Ordinary, 	 191 
Associate 	,, 	 20 
Subscribing Institutions 	11 

Total 	286 

Five.membershave died. Exchange has naturally ceased with a large 
number of Societies- abroad, but it is hoped that many of these 
exchanges may be resumed after the war. The number of Societies 
in union with this Society for the exchange of publications is nomi- 
nally 109. 	 - 

Meetings. There have been three meetings of the Council during 
the year, and nine Ordinary meetings, the average attendance of 
members and guests being sixty-five. 	- 

Communications- The following communications were made: 

The Rev. M. P. Charlesworth. Roman Medical Services. 27 January. 

Professor E. H. Minns. The Art of the Northern Nomads. 10 February. 

The President. Abyssinia of Yesterday. 5 May. 

Professor Ernest Barker. William of Wykeham and English Architecture. 

19 May. 
Professor A. E. Richardson. The Architecture of the Cambridge Colleges from the 

sixteenth to the early nineteenth-century. 26 May. 
Mr. W. P. Baker. A Seventeenth- Century Harvest Accounts Book and us Author. 

13 October. 	 - 	 - - 
Miss H. M. Cam. John Mortlock III, 1786-1816. 27 October. - 

Miss Margaret Toynbee. Royal Stuart Portraiture, before Mary, Queen of Scots. 

16 November. 

The Annual General Meeting, 3 March, was followed by an exhibi-
tion. Specimens were exhibited and described by the President, Miss 
C. Parsons, Professor Hutton, Professor Minns, Mr Brindiley, 
Professor Richardson (by proxy) and Mr F. W. Green. 

- EXCURSIONS 

An afternoon excursion in Cambridge was arranged on 22 August, 
and was attended by thirty-eight members and visitors, who met at 
the Chapel of St Mary Magdalene, Stourbridge (the Leper Chapel). 

-f 
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The itinerary included the Oyster House, Stourbridge Common, the 
Cellarer's Checker and the Abbey Church, St Clement's Church, and 
Magdalene College, where the carving which had been removed from 
the former "Cross Keys" Inn in Magdalene Street was seen in the 
smaller Combination Room and the Guest Room. We were much 
indebted to the Master of Magdalene, Professor Minns, Mr Bullock 
and Mr Fyfe. 

PUBLICATIONS 
Owing to various difficulties due to the war it has not been possible 
to produce a volume of Proceedings this year. No. IV of the 8vo 
Publications is in the Press and will be issued shortly. 

OFFICERS AND Comccrr4 
The Society decided at its Annual General Meeting on 3 March that 
it was still undesirable to make any changes in the Officers and 
Council during present conditions, and the President, Officers and 
Council were accordingly re-elected for a further year of service. As, 
however, several members of the Council are absent on War Service, 
it was agreed that some additional members should be appointed, and 
the following were therefore nominated: Miss H. M. Cam, M.A., 
Girton College, and the Rev. F. J. Bywaters, M.A. 
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The Capital of the Society consists of the following Securities: 

£420 L. and N.E.R. 4% Debenture Stock. 
£39. Os. 8d. Bank of England Stock. 
£230. 13s. .4d. New Zealand 4% Inscribed Stock. 
£128. us. Sd. 3+%  Conversion Loans. 
£500 Local Loans 3% Stock. 	If 	 I 

£784. 15s. 3 % National Defence Loan- 
£200 ustralian 3 % Stock. 
£200 Sudan 3 % Stock. 

• 	Bank Books Balances: 	- 
£ s. d. 

Current Account . 	. 	. 	. 	233 11 4 
Deposit Account 	. 	. 	. 	. 	375 17 6 
Current Excavation Fund . 	. 	24 9 10 
Deposit Excavation Fund . 	. 	68 6 3 

- 	 £702411 

I 	

- Z. M. SCRTJBY, Hon. Treasurer 

The Accounts have been gone through and the necessary Vouchers chked. 
The Accounts have been compared with Bank Books. 

 H. BRINDLEY 
• 	 Signed iH. LOIJIS TEBBUTT 

• 	 / 

V 
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REPORT' OF THE COUNCIL FOR THE YEAR 1942 

Adopted' by the hundred-and-third Annual General Meeting, 8 March 
1943.  

Membership. One Honorary Member and nine Ordinary Members 
have died during the year and nine new Members have been elected. 
The figure" s for 1942 are: 

Honorary Members 	 8 
Ordinary 	' 	191, 
Life 	' 	55 
Associate 	 17 
Subscribing Institutions 	12 

Total 	283 

Meetings. There have been five meetings of the Council during the 
year and nine Ordinary meetings, the average attendance of members 
and guests being sixty-three. 

Communications. The following communications were made: 

	

Dr Margaret Murray. Plague in Cambridge. 9 February. 	 - 
Dr Alma Wittlin. Early European Art Museums. 16 February. 
Prof. D. A. E. Garro€1. The Cave Paintings of Lascaux (Dordogne). 9 March. 
Mrs A. M. Adam. Cambridge through an American Undergraduate's Eyes 

(C. Bristed, 1841-46). 27 April. 
Sir Eric Maclagan. The Date and Origin of the Bayeux Tapestry. 11 May. 
Mr T. C. Lethbridge. A Visit to Iceland in August 1939. 25 May. 
Mr Basil Gray. The 'Mogul Painting School. 19 October. 
Mr Bernard Rackham. English Pottery, an Insular Art. 2 November. 	- 
The Rev. Noel Boston. Music of the 18th Century Village Church. 16 November. 

EXCURSION TO ELY 	- 

On 3 June, an excursion was made to Ely, chiefly to see the lesser-
known remaining parts f the Monastery buildings. Professor Minns 
kindly conducted the party in the unavoidable absence of the 
President. The Lady Chapel of the Cathedral was visited and the 
Dean gave an account of the recent restorations. The remains of the 

-Cloisters and the sites of Monastic buildings in the garden of the 
Bishop's Hoñse (formerly the Deanery) were seen, also the House and 
the adjoining Prior's House and Chapel and the King's School build-
ings which include the Western Range and the Ely Porta. 

After fea .Canon and Mrs Boys Smith very kindly took the party 
over their house, the Black Hostelry which adjoins the Dark Cloister 
and the Infirmary buildings. This concluded a ery enjoyable after-
noon. in -perfect summer weather. - 
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PHOTOGRAPHIC RECORD 
The Record grows steadily though slowly during wartime. Gifts of 
162 prints, photostats, postcards and a water-colour sketch were re-
ceived during the year. Mr Bullock gave three photostats of much 
interest, the Oyster House on Stourbridge Common, Emmanuel 
House and Grantchester Mill as it was about 120 years ago. Mr 
G. H. S. Bushnell sent 'a series of prints of Ickleton and Hinxton 
Churches and Miss K. - M. Murray of Oakington and Girton Churches. 
The total number of prints, etc. is now over 7300 and new gifts are 
always welcomed. 

Z.M.SCRuBY 

/ 	PUBLICATIONS 
The following volume was published during the year: Some Sessions 

Of the Peace in Cambridgeshire in the Fourteenth Century, 1340, 1380-
1383, by Mary Margaret Taylor (Octavo Publication No. LV). The 
warm thanks of the Council are due to Professor Bertha H. Putnam 
for her most generous contribution to the cost of publication of this 
volume. The Council is also much indebted to Mr J. H. Bullock and 
Miss H. M. Cam for their kindness in seeing the volume through the 
Press. 

OFFICERS AND COUNCIL 
The Society decided at its Annual General Meeting on 9 March to 
continue the wartime policy of making no changes in the Officers and 
Council, and the President, Officers and Council were accordingly re-
elected for a further year of service. The following new, members of 
Council were elected: A. W. Clapham, P.S.A.; Lord Fairhaven; 
Dr M. A. Murray; The Reverend F. M. Yglesias. 
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- 	 DEPOSIT ACCOUNT 
£ s.d. 

Balance brought forward ..............375 17 6 
Transferred to Current Account 300 0 0 
Interest ..............................2 .18 7 

Balance as per Bank Book ..........£78 16 1 

EXCAVATION FUND 

Balance on January 1, 1942 . ............24 9 10 
Subscriptions........................8 7 6 
Subscriptions ............. 3.18.  0 

	

Balance as per Bank Book............. 	£36154 

EXCAVATION FUND DEPOSIT ACCOUNT 

Balance on January 1, 1942 . ..........68 6 3 
Interest. - 	........... 	. - 	 13 	8 

Balance as per Bank Book................ '  £68 19 11 

The Capital of the Society consists of the following Securities: 

£420 L. and N.E.R. 4% Debenture Stock. - 
£39. 6s. 8d. Bank of England Stock. 
£230. 13s. 4d. New Zealand 4% Inscribed Stock. 
£128. lOs. Sd. 31  % Conversion Loan. 
£500 Local Loans 3% Stock. 
£1000 3 %Defence Bonds. 
£369. 15s. 3 % National Defence Loan. 
£200 Austthlian 317 % Stock. 
£200 Sudan 3-1k% Stock. - 

f s. d. 
* 	Current Account 	. 	. 	. 	. 	9 19 5 

Deposit Account 	. 	. 	. 	. 	78 16 1 
Excavation Fund . 	. 	. 	. 	36 15 4 
Excavation Fund Deposit Account 	68 19 11 

H19410 9 

(Signed) H. H. BRINDLEY  

	

LOUIS TEBBUTT, Auditors. 	Z. M. SCRUBY, Hon. Treasurer. 
February 10, 1943. 	 . 	January 22, 1943.. 

EDITOR'S NOTE 	'.• 	- 

The Editor wishes to express her thanks to Mr J. H. Bullok for his 
invaluable help, in the preparation of this volume for the press, 
especially in the reading of proofs and preparation of the index, for - 

	

which he was entirely responsible. 	- 





JOHN MORTLOCK III, 'MASTER OF THE 
TOWN OF CAMBRIDGE' 

1755-1816 

By H. M. CAM, Litt.D. 

IN the autumn of 1833 the young men of the Municipal Corporations 
Commission were holding their inquiries in borough after borough 
throughout the country, and The Times, then of course an impas 
sioned advocate of reform, was following the reports of their pro-
ceedings in the provincial press with unconcealed Schadenfreude. 
On 28.ctober George Long and John Buckle opened their inquiry at 
Cambiidge, and full reports of the day-to-day proceedings were given 
by the Cambridge Independent Press., rather more selective ones ap-
pearing in the Cambridge Chronicle. On 16 November The Times 
devoted a leading article to Cambridge: 

We are almost tempted to recall the patent of precedence or the. .honours of 
-senior opt'ime, which we had conferred on the bold and presumptuous abuses of 
the municipal body of Leicester and to transfer the "bad pre-eminence" to the 
corporation of Cambridge. Probably no judicial investigation into a public 
trust ever brought to light more shameless profligacy or more inveterate dis-
honesty, more bare-faced venality in politics, a more heartless disregard of the 
claims of the poor, in the perversion of the funds left for their benefit, or a more 
degrading subserviency to the views of the rich, when they appeared in the 
shape of patrons or distributors of places, a more insatiable cupidity in the 
corporate officers to enrich themselves with the corporate property, or a more 
entire neglect of their duties and functions as magistrates, than are presented 
by the evidence now before us. 

The inquiry of 1833, as is well known, revealed a very general state 
of corruption, inefficiency and irresponsibility in municipal govern-
ment. Many other boroughs, like Cambridge, "found in the manu-
facture of members of Parliament one of the chief sources of their own 
corruption"; the Rutland Club, which met at the "Eagle and Child" 
(now the "Eagle") in Bënet Street, where, as Alderman Abbott said, 
"they never had so disgusting a ceremony as being called on to pay 
the bill" because the noble lord who owned the borough financed the 
dinners, had its parallels elsewhere; the embezzlement of charity 
funds and the failure to provide local amenities such as lighting 
and paving were, as the Webbs have shown us, very general abuses. 
It was merely the formulation of an almost universal attitude, when 
Mr Starmer said to the commisioners in 1833 that "the Corporation 
had a right to expend the town's income on - themselves and their 
friends without being bound to apply any part of it to-the good of the 
town. This he thought the general opinion among members of the 
Corporation." . 

C.A.S. Proc. VOL. XL 	 1 
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Cambridge was, then, a9ypical corporation, but what sets it apart 
from most of its fellow boroughs is the very recent development of 
some of the worst elements of the situation. 

Fifty years before, in 1780, Cambridge was not a pocket borough. 
It is true that it had not been represented since 1660 by a townsman, 
but it was in a position to bargain for itself. There had been a lively 
contest in 1774, in which the opposition had given the sitting mem-
bers a good run for their money. The government managers had 
to write Cambridge down as an uncertain seat, ' ' doubtful who may 
be elected "  though the correspondents of Lord Hardwcke at 
Wimpole thought of him as the embodiment of " ' the old interest " . 
Again, in 1780 the constitution of the borough retained a system of 
checks and balances, which in fact enabled the bench of aldermen to 
act as a check on the mayor in office, while a policy far more tolerant 
than that of many boroughs permitted dissenters ti become members 
of the corporation and different groups to take their turn in running 
the government of the borough. Lastly, in 1780, though a much 
needed project of paving the town had been held up by disputes in 
1769 and no one could have described the administration as pro-
gressive, the corporation were still tolerably conscientious stewards 
of town property aM administrators of town charities. 

A marked deterioration, then, is traceable in the half-century be-
fore the municipal corporations inquiry of 1833, and for this not 
merely the resentment of -the unrepresented majority of borough 
residents in 1833, but the considered and sober verdict- of Cambridge's 
great town clerk and historian, Cooper, in 1853, blamed one, man—
John Mortlock, draper, bahker, parliamentary representative, re-
corder, and thirteen times mayor of Cambridge. 

John Mortlock came of a family that was holding land in Pampis-
ford inThyear 1534. John Mortlock I, the mayor's grandfather, was 
born at Pampisford in 1674, but by 1725 he had a house in Cambridge, 
for in that year he was churchwarden of St Edward's, and with his 
fellow warden presented to the church a candelabrum which Cole saw. 
He figures in the list of subscribers to the fund for raising a Volunteer 
force to defend Cambridge in the '45. He died in 1754, aged eighty, 
and is buried in St Edward's; and his children seem to have carried 
on the family, fortunes. One of his daughters married Peter Goddard, 
Master of Clare College; another was left a considerable fortune by a 
tutor of Queens', and a third married a fellow of Caius, whose sister, 
Sarah Davy, became the wife of his son, John Mortlock II, who built 
up a large fortune in the woollen drapery business—presumably in 
St Mary's parish, as he is buried in the church of St Mary the Great, 
and the family shop was near the "Rose Inn". In 1777 John Mort-
lock II died leaving five very good-looking daughters"and a son 
twenty-two years of age, recently married to the only child and 
heiress of Stephen Harrison, a wealthypresbyterian grocer. John 
and Elizabeth Mortlock came to have a family of ten children, two of 
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them, like their father, mayors of Cambridge—indeed one might say, 
with their father, for from 1801 to 1816 the three took it in turns to 
be mayor, and no one else had an innings. "We. called it the bucket 
system ", the Cambridge folk said in 1833. - 

Neither John II the father, nor John I the grandfather, had been 
admitted freemen of Cambridge; they had apparently devoted them-
selves to the business of making money, though they clearly had the 
entrée of University society. But John Mortlock III seems to have 
known from the first what he meant to do. He purchased the freedom 
of the borough on 2 June- 1778, thereby becoming one of the hundred 
and eighty burgesses who had the monopoly of municipal power; was 
elected one of the twenty-four common councilmenin 1780, and be-
came one of the twelve aldermen in 1782. In 1778 he is described in 
the Common Day Book as ' ' Mr JohnMortlock, woollen draper " ; in 
1782 he is "Mr Mortlock, banker". This new appellation gives the clue 
to his career: "the young man but newly escaped from behind his 
father's counter", as William Cole calls him, was in a position to lend 
money to the tradesmen and county squires, and in 1780 he founded 
the first bank in Cambridge, purchasing from the University the 
remains of the Austin Friars house and property, and building his 
house on the site now occupied partly by the Arts Schools, and partly 
by Messrs Mortlock's successors, Messrs Barclay, whose premises 
consist of the remodelled remnants of Mortlock's house. 

The year 1780 launched the 'twenty-five-year-old Mortlock on his 
career. He set up in business as a banker; he entered active borough 
politics by becoming a common councilman; and he made the ac-
quaintance of the politician who was to become the patron, not merely 
of Mortlock, but, through him, of the borough of Cambridge. 

In national politics Cambridge was, as we have seen, recognized by 
the party managers as being an unreliable seat. It had, in the past, 
been subject, from time to time, to the influence of different county 
families, such as the Cottons of M'adingley and the Bromleys of 
Horseheath, whilst retaining freedom to choose its leaders. In 1780 
Philip Yorke, Earl of Hardwicke, whose father had acquired Wimpole 
in 1739, and who was Lord Lieutenant of the county and High 
Steward of the University, was generally regarded as having a sort of 
prescriptive interest in the borough. Various Cambridge corre-
spondents, whose letters are preserved in the Hardwicke collection in.' 
the - British Museum, kept him informed from week to week of the 
trend of events and supply the best evidence of the gradual rise over 
the political horizon of the young John Mortlock. 

To these correspondents, men of the older generation, he was at 
first a political outsider, not to be taken seriously. Not only did 
William Cole of Milton, as we have seen, label him a counter-jumper; 
but the movement among the townspeople was described by Dr 
Ewin of usury fame as "the business of a mob and a mixed medley of 
people", whilst Soarne Jenyns .of Bottisham, who had sat for the 

1-2 
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borough and county in succession, called it " a kind of epidemical 
madness. If none of consequence attend these meetings I daresay 
they will end in nothing." This was to misread the signs of the times. 
The election of 1774 had shown that the upheavals generated by 
" Wilkes and Liberty " were touching Cambridge; though only two of 
its twelve aldermen had voted against "the did interest " , they had 
the backing of the majority of resident burgesses, the tradesmen of 
Cambridge, and had only been defeated by the non-resident country 

' gentlemen and the. outvoters from London and counties even more 
distant. John Mortlock's marriage in 1776 had linked him up with 

. the dissenting interest in the town, which was all for reform—ana-
baptist and republican -'as that die-hard Tory, Cole, calls it. And 
reform was in the air all Over England. 

In January 1780 the twenty-year-old Pitt wrote to his mother from 
Pembroke College: "The country in this part of the world is beginning 
to awaken; most of them will, I hope, adopt the Yorkshire measures." 
Yorkshire's lead had been followed by county after county, which 
were forming associations to present petitions for parliamentary and 
economical reform. The leader for Cambridgeshire appeared in the 
person of Charles Manners, son of that Marquess of Granby whose 
popularity as a successful general has perpetuated his name on so 
many town and village inn signs, and whose sturdy hatless figure 
looks down from the walls of Trinity Old Combination Room. He had 
become a Cambridgeshire gentleman- by marrying the heiress of 
Cheveley, and had represented -the -county in parliament, where he 
had been a close adherent of Chatham. The younger Granby, as an 
undergraduate at Trinity, had had for a tutor Dr Watson, later 

•  Professor of Chemistry and Divinity and Bishop of Llandaff, whose 
political views are indicated by a letter from his pupil: "I shall never 

• thank you too much for making me study Locke; while I exist those 
tenets, the natural rights of man, will ever be the guide of my 
actions." Granby had been junior burgess for the University till in 
1779 the death of his grandfather sent him to the House of Lords as 
Duke of Rutland: he had tried in vain to get Pitt, his Cambridge and 
family friend, elected as his successor. Now in 1780 Rutland was 
writing to his beautiful young wife with the same earnestness as Pitt - - 

• had evinced to his mother: "If some alterations do not take place I 
fear some dreadful convulsion may arise. God Almighty avert the 
storm and leave the beautiful constitution of this kingdom un-
impaired." - 

Rutland, then, thade up the third member of the little group of 
young- men in the university, county and borough of Cambridge who 
in 1780 set out to -reform, if not the world, the British Constitution. 

• Rutland's first aim was to capture one of the two county seats for 
his sailor brother, Lord Robert Manners, in the election of that year. 
And the starting-point of Mortlock's political career was, his co-
operation with Rutland in the meeting held in Senate House Yard on 
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25 March 1780 for the promotion of a petition to Parliament drafted 
by Dr Watson protesting against " a system of public administration 
carried on by parliamentary corruption " , and praying for " an an in-
quiry into the expenditure of public money and the .  abolition of 
sinecure places and unmerited pensions so as to establish the inde-
pendence of parliament on the most lasting foundations". 

The sheriff had at first r efused to summon the meeting, but, at the 
requisition of a hundred yeomen of Cambridgeshire, it assembled on 
Easter Eve 1780 in the Shire Hall, in Cambridge market place. 
Plumptre, the President of Queens', another of Lord Hardwicke's 
correspondents, was there, growing more worried, as the crowd grew 
larger and the room hotter, by the thought of the sermon he was due 
to preach next day out in the country. Finally he gave it up in despair 
and took his coach for Wimpole. The meeting grew so large that it 
had, to be adjourned to Senate House Yard, where, amongst a 
motley crowd of county gentlemen, townsmen and gownsmen, 
Gunning, then a small boy of twelve, listened to the speeches 

to my understanding irresistible", of John Wilkes, Thomas Day 
(the author of Sandford and Merton), Crispe Molyneux, M.P., the 
Duke of Manchester and many others, as well as to the "remarkably 
bad" speeches of the. two Tory members for the county; one of whom, 
Sir John Cotton, later described this meeting of his constituents, 
in the House of Commons, as an -"assemblage of tag, rag and 
bobtail." - 

Dr Watson's resolution was carried by acclamation; and a following-
up committee of some fifty gentlemen of the county was appointed, 
including both John Mortlock and the Duke. Mortlock would be of - 
assistance twice over; his land at Pampisford gave him a county vote 
and he was worth at least twenty-five votes in the county, whilst his 
wealth inherited from his father, and augmented by his marriage 
enabled him to establish a hold over his fellow-townsmen as well as 
country gentlemen. Gunning explains how Mortlock's bank met the 
needs of the Cambridge gentlemen who were liable to be robbed b y  
highwaymen on the road between Cambridge and London and could 
now get credit in the City. In 1833 the deputy town clerk put 
down Mortlock's ascendancy in the town to the fact that as banker 
he was in the habit of advancing money to influential members 
of the corporation. Moreover, he lent to the corporation itself; 
in 1815 it was owing him nearly £1700. More than once his 
political opponents tried to ruin him by staging a run on the bank, 
but they qnly damaged themselves, for he called in the moneys 
owing him and various county gentlemen were bankrupted as a• 
result. 

Mortlock took full advantage of his political connections, as will 
be seen, but there is no doubt that he was a very good man of business 
and his bitterest political opponents never impeached his business 
honesty. He became banker to the University, and he prospered 
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exceedingly. In 1785 he told  the Duke of Rutland that he had real 
property to the amount of 03,000. He acquired the advowson of the 
Mortlock's old home, Pampisford, and by 1800 he was wealthy 
enough to purchase the manors of Great and Little Abington in 
addition to his lands at Hiliersham, Toft and Pampisford. When he 
died he left not merely a flourishing banking business, but landed 
estates worth £120,000. • 

S6 much for the economic basis of his political power. On the 
political side the success of Lord Robert Manners in the general elec-
tion of September 1780 made the Mortlock-Rutland affiance perma-
nent. His fellow member was Lord Hardwicke's nephew and a 
struggle between the Rutland and Hardwicke interests now began. 
Mortlock applied for the post of Receiver-General of the Land Tax 
in the county, which involved the control without payment of 
interest of some thousands of pounds on their way from the pockets 
of the landlords to the Treasury. This very valuable piece of patronage 
was regarded as being at the disposal of the Lord Lieutenant of the 
county, and Lord Hardwicke was bombarded with a crossfire of 
letters from his nephew, -who declared Mortlock had got him at least 
forty votes, and from his Cambridge friends, who warned him of the 
manuvres of "Mr M." Worn out, he finally let Mortlock have it. 
"I believe him to be a designing, intriguing man, but the people at 
Cambridge hate one another so much that it is difficult to believe 
what they say." 

The people of Cambridge were in fact commenting with interest on 
the new club founded by Mortlock, now a newly elected alderman, in 
1782, in. collaboration with his much older fellow alderman, J. 
Purchas, like him a county voter and a member of the Reform Com-
mittee, unlike him a presbyteiian and a Cambridge freeman of the 
fourth generation. It was the rival of the old Aldermen's Club that 
had met in the "Rose Tavern" since Queen Anne's days. It met in the 
"Eagle and Child" (now the "Eagle"), just across the way from the 
site where the new'- bank house was rising, and in it Mortlock and his 
friends planned their campaigns in both national and municipal 
politics. "I am told", the President of Queens' wrote to Hardwicke, 
in reporting the existence of the new club, "that Mr M. is to offer 
himself as a member for the town whenever there is an opening." 
The opening came two years later, when the day of the young men 
dawned. Pitt, the twenty-four-year-old Prime Minister, had made 
his friend Rutland Lord Lieutenant of Ireland .and in March 1784, 
after an exciting and unconstitutional three months of fighting the 
Fox-North coalition majority in the House of Commons, he went to 
the country and came down in person to canvass the University. 
Ewin, who was keenly interested in all these elections, but most in the 
University, tells Hardwicke: "When Mr Pitt was here on Thursday, 
Mr M. waited upon him and told him he was then come to resign into 
his hands the Receiver-generalship of Cambs: a gentleman present 
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somewhat officiously said, ' Mr M., consider what you are doing of; 
by no means have anything to do with Parliamentary business.... 
I have found nothing but trouble come of it ' . The other said, ' Sir, 
give me leave to know my own business best ' . So he said he would 
say no more." The resignation of this important post was the final 
proof that Mr Mortlock meant business: and his rival, Mr Parker 
Hammond, ".a pretty kind of young man with a good estate in the 
county " , but a newcomer to' Cambridgeshire politics, after assiduous 
canvassing, realized he had no chance and retired from the contest. 
Mortlock and the sitting member were returned unopposed. 

The worthy freemen of Cambridge took the opportunity, as one of 
them said,to assert their independence and send one so-Ins their own sons 
to Parliament, ' ' a gentleman of the corporation and a native of 
the place " . John Mortlock, at the age of twenty-nine, had attained 
"the favourite object of his heart, to represent the place of his 
nativity". 

The scene now shifts to Westminster, whence reports were sent to 
Rutland in Ireland as to the conduct of the six members who looked 
to him for guidance. According to these reports, preserved in the 
Rutland MSS., Mortlock's parliamentary course was equivocal. After 
all, Fox and Sheridan had been his first heroes, and others besides 
Mortlock found i&difficult to decide whether the cause of liberty and 
reform would best be served by backing Pitt or Fox. He coquetted 
with the Bedford party, and when he got into trouble by a piece of 
sharp practice in May 1786,, he escaped parliamentary censure by the 
good offices of the opposition and not of Pitt, who did not lift a finger 
to help him. This probably accounts for the freedom of Cambridge 
being conferred on Fox and Sheridan in the following August. 
A friend of Hardwicke's observed at this time: "I should not wonder 
to see Mr Fox member for the town and Mr Pitt for the University: 
it would be curious." Rutland's agent told him "Mortlock, who calls 
himself your member, will be against Pitt"; and Rutland wrote to 
Pitt: "I fear there has been some mismanagement-respecting the 
town of Cambridge by the folly of Mortlock. I wish you could allow 
him to make his peace with the Government. Personally he weighs 
not a feather, but he has decided influence in Cambridge, which I am 
apprehensive he will turn into the hands of the Duke of Bedford. 
You may remember I made a proposition to you respecting the town of 
Cambridge before I quitted England." The rest is silence; in October 
1787 the Duke died, still a believer in the rights of man according to 
Locke, and left it to his lovely widow and to Pitt to secure the future 
of his young son by riveting the chain which bound Cambridge to the 
Tory interest and the -Rutland connection for the next forty-five 
years. In 1788,. when Mortlock resigned his seat, only seven votes 
were given to the candidate backed by his opponents; and no election 
for the borough was disputed from that date till after his death in 
1816. The Rutland nominees were elected unopposed till 1818 and 
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easily defeated opposition from 1818 to 1832. Cambridge, in fact, had 
become a pocket borough.' 

"I hear on all hands ", wrote Rutland's agent to him in February 
1787, "that Mortlock has made himself master of the town of Cam -
bridge." By what steps had the young freeman of 1778 raised himself 
in nine years to this position? 

It should be noted that once started he owed little to his fellow 
alderman Purchas, joint founder of the club at the "Eagle and 
Child". In 1: 784, when Mortlock resigned the receivership, Purchas 
counted confidently on succeeding him; instead, after a trial of 
strength between Rutland, the Yorkes and Pitt, the prize went to 
Mortlock's banking partner Francis, and Cambridge realized that 
Mortlock had reached the stage when he could stand on his own legs. 
He was, in fact, perfecting the tactics of popular appeal and was 
looking outside the little ring of aldermen for his supporters. 

At this point a very brief account of the constitution of the 
borough is necessary. In 1778, when John Mortlock. was made a free -
man, it was antiquated and exclusive. In a population of about some 
7000, where 1200 paid rates, only 100 were freemen and burgesses, for 
eighty of the 180 who held that rank were non-resident. These 180 
burgesses exercised legislative and elective functiOns in Common 
Hall; the common council of twenty-four, consisting in theory of 
ex-officers of the corporation, formed a pool from which the aldermen 
were chosen; and the real administration lay with the aldermen, from 
whose number the mayor was chosen every year in common council 
by an elaborate system of indirect election going back to Tudor times. 
Within this close ring a system of rotation and give and take existed; 
no mayor might serve a second time until seven years had elapsed 
since his tenure of office. 

Mortlock's attack upon the corporation began, as we have seen, 
with the foundation of his club in April 1782, shortly after his elec-
tion to the bench of aldermen. In the mayoral election of August 
1782 the eighteen electors failed to agree, but the majority chose an 
adherent of the reforming party called Tunwell, who had served as 

' In 1833, when the Municipal Commissioners were holding their inquiry in 
the Guildhall, one of the witnesses produced a ledger belonging to the late 
Mr Butcher, private solicitor to Mr Mortlock, and also, it may be remarked, 
parliamentary agent to the Duke of Rutland, who had managed to keep the 
expenses of the election of 1780 down to £12,000. From this ledger the following 
items were quoted: "-Her grace the duchess of Rutland to Joseph Butcher, 
6 Oct. 1788, Coach hire to and from London and expenses of messenger to carry 
to your Grace the Corporation Cross book" (the priceless town record still pre-
served at the Guildhall). "29 July 1788. Being from home 11 days, when the 
special verdict was agreed and decided in favour of your Grace." "July 1789. 
Drawing a long and very special case concerning the dispute with Mr Bond, and 
how it will affect your Grace's interest.'-' These were two of the many-law-suits 
by which the minority in the corporation fought Mortlock's attack on the old 
constitution of the borough, now to be described. 
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mayor five years before. This led to the first of a series of law-suits in 
which the unsuccessful factions appealed to the law courts and the 
fact became established that Cambridge could alter its own constitu 
'tion at will and that no court of law could upset its bylaws. The anti-
Mortlock faction got its-man' in next year and Mortlock saw that he 
must get more support among the freemen. The new Town Hall 
(pulled down in 1935) was being built, and on the pretext of 
getting funds for the purpose twenty-four new freemen were created 
in the spring of 1784 at thirty shillings each. In 1785 Mortlock 
himself was elected mayor and the by-laws regulating the election of 
freemen were repealed, and in 1786 the by-laws regulating the election 
of mayor were revised: the process of electionwas to be initiated by 
nomination, not by balloting, and the mayor from the bench could 
control the whole election. The opposition fought it; but they were 
only nineteento fifty-nine. In 1786 the mayor was given the casting 
yote in all elections, next year this was interpreted to mean two votes, 
and in 1787 the same procedure was extended to the election of 
aldermen and common councillors and the permanence of Mortlock's 
ascendancy was secured. 

In 1787 John Mortlock was elected mayor for the second time and 
in January 1788 he was also elected recorder, a position usually held 
by some noble outsider.-Thus in February 1788 he was at the same 
time mayor, recorder and member of parliament for Cambridge. As 
a matter,  of fact this unique situation lasted no longer than a month; 
a quo warranto ousted him from the mayoralty and he resigned the 
recordership in favour of the Duchess of Rutland's brother, also 
resigning his seat in parliament; but in each case he was succeeded 
by his own nominee, and the judgment of the courts in 1788 recog-
nized the effective sovereignty of the corporation of Cambridge. 
Neither the law courts nor parliament were going to question its 
decisions. In 1789 eighty-one more freemen were admitted, mostly 
non-resident dependents ofhe Rutlands. As a rule they took no part 
in Cambridge affairs, but if ever any resistance was attempted, then, 
"hounds were whipped up" and cartloads of voters would be brought 
over from Cheveley. 

From 1787 to 1809 John Mortlock was mayor every other year, in 
the alternate years serving as deputy mayor to either his business 
partner, a business dependent, or one of his sons. As an opponen 
said in 1818, he became the standing mayor. He ran the town, and, 
while his courage and commonsense were conspicuous at the time of 
the bread riots of 1795, when he prevented serious trouble, the eviL 
results of unlimited power came out in the scandalous use of town 
funds and town property. Charities were allowed to lapse. "Mr 
Mortlock discontinued the payment, finding it troublesome "—so that 
eleven funds had disappeared from sight by 1833, and the capital and 
interest of the fund for loans to poor tradesmen had also been lost. 

The town property, of immense potential value during the rapid 
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growth of the town from 1790 onwards, was shamelessly sold or let. 
at token rents to members of the corporation or their friends. The 
machinery for meeting such demands was cornered; land had been 
leased for not more than forty years, but now leases were granted for 
999 years, to the number of sixty-two ; and the land speculators of the 
'nineties acquired land for a song and resold it at vast profits. The 
corporation regarded its property as its own, to do what it liked with, 
and felt no responsibility for providing social or hygienic amenities; 
a separate authority looked to the lighting and pving of the town, 
and when a new bridge was to be built, the University. subscribed 
£400 or £500 and the corporation £10 or £20. The funds provided 

. sumptuous banquets for- the corporators, but nothing else. 
For all this posterity blamed Mortlock. He died, rather suddenly, 

I think, in 1816. His eldest son was mayor at the time; neither he nor 
his brother was re-elected. At the next -general election the seat was 
disputed for the first time since 1788. But the ascendancy of the 
Rutland family was not overthrown until the Reform- Bill of -1832 Put 
in two Liberals for the borough and the Municipal Reform Act of 1835 
set up I a new corporation, containing not one member of those who 
had been displaced by the Act. 

Mortlock provided well for his large family out of both national 
and municipal funds. His eldest son was for many years auditor and 
commissioner of excise and colonel of the militia as well as J.P. and 

- nine times mayor of Cambridge. He was trying to set up a rival bank 
in Trinity Street when his father died, and letters in the family pos- 
session suggest a distinct coolness between father and son. Neither 
he nor his younger brothers came near their father's ability in 
municipal politics. The third son,' Thomas, was, like his father, a 
receiver-general of the Post Office; he it was who succeeded to the 
bank. Frederick, the fifth son, who had run off to Gretna Green in 
1807 with Miss Sarah Finch, the daughter of a Shelford gentleman, 

• and had been mayor of Cambridge fourimes, was the father of the 
John Frederick who left a remarkable autobiography narrating his 
experiences as a convict in Australia and an equally remarkable will 
bequeathing a non-existent fortune to the corporation of Cambridge. 
Both the ex-mayors had left Cambridge by 1833,though tales of them 
were told to the Commissioners. Such distinction as the younger 

• generation showed was rather academic than administrative. Thomas 
and Edmund, the sixth son, became fellows of colleges. The youngest, 
William, stamp distributor at £400 to E500 'a year, an alderman like 
his elder brothers, left a reputation of piety and-rare benevolence and 
was the founder of Mortlock's almshouses, whilst tile seventh son, 
Henry, is the most attractive of the younger generation. At the age 
of eighteen he went out to Calcutta to take up the job under the East' 
India Company which his father had obtained for him. Within a year 
he passed with distinction an examination in Hindustani and Sanskrit 

-1 Mortlock's second son, Stephen, died as an infant. I have not been able to 
trace the career of the fourth son, Charles; he may have gone to Yorkshire. 
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and, as is recorded on the back of his portrait in his father's hand-
wiiting, "he never caused his father a sigh except when he left him". 
When he finally left the service of John Company he was ordained 
and became a much-loved country parson. 

For an all-round estimate of Mortlock we lack one important 
source ; very few of his own letters are extant. But a valuable record 
of another sort survives in the drawings of John Downman. 
On 15 November 1777 the Cambridge Chronicle announced: " Last 
week arrived in Cambri4ge Mr Downman, portrait painter " ; and 
between 1777 and 1779.Downman spent some considerable time in 
Cambridge, drawing dons and their wives, undergraduates and towns-
'men, many of whose portraits may be seen in the Fitzwilliam 
Museum, including the portrait of Samuel Francis, first Mortlock's 
clerk, then his banking partner, then his successor in the Receiver-
ship of the Land Tax, his appointment in 1784 marking Mortlock's 
definite breach with his former ally, Alderman Purchas, and then 
from 1788'to 1794 mayor in alternate years with Mortlock. In 1777 
Downman did a drawing of the eldest Miss Mortlock, sold at Sotheby's 
in 1922, on which he later noted: "Eldest sister of John Mort-
lock, Esq., banker at Cambridge; also drew her mother and four 
sisters, and two, of this." 

Mortlock's mother, née Sarah Davy, left Cambridge soon after the 
portrait was drawn and went to live at Woodbridge with her un-
married daughters. The eldest Miss MOtlock married Sir E. Lacon 
of Ormsby Hall in 1783 and Downman's joint portrait of John's five 
sisters is now -the property of her descendant. Dowrman drew the 
five girls separately—they were obviously good subjects—i-and he also 
made a posthumous sketch of Mortlock's father, the woollen draper, 
who had just died in 1777 and is buried in Great St Mary's. Downman 
also drew Mortlock's aunt Ann, Mrs Davy, wife of that fellow of Cams 
and Rector of Lavenham who was old Mrs Mortlock's brother. The 
good family features come out clearly' in this fine old lady, who must 
have been at least seventy when Downman drew her; she was forty. 
sevenwhen she married. The drawings of young Mortlock himself and 
his newly married wife, the accomplished daughter of the zealous 
Presbyterian grocer who had just retired from his business on Market 
Hill, are not so good as those of Mortlock's sisters, but in 1779 Down-
man departed from his usual technique of drawing in monochrome 
with only slight touches of colour and did two three-quarter length 
oil paintings of Mortlock, his wife and his eldest son, born in October 
1778. The conception of Elizabeth Mortlock's picture' is better than 
the execution; the future colonel of militia is standing on his young 
mother's knee, pulling down her head-dress; but her gaze is fixed and 
the pose lacks spontaneity. On the other hand the portrait of Mr 
Mortlock is as good as anything Downman ever did. The green coat he 
wears balances pleasantly the golden brown of his wife's dress in 

- 	For Dowmnan at Cambridge, see The Connoisseur, Extra number, 1907; 
also the numbers for December 1921, April 1922, July 1931. 
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the companion picture; the smiling eyes, the youth and buoyancy of 
the poise, at once give the clue to the ease with which he established 
relations alike with dukes ani aldermen. The picture is attributed to 
1779, only a few months before the fateful meeting at the Senate 
House which launched him on his long friendship with the Rutlands. 
It is not difficult to see this man making himself agreeable to county 
clients, winning votes for Bob Manners, getting the custom of the 
TJñiversity, fraternizing with Fox and Sheridan, and captivating the 
freemen of the borough, and in later days entertaining Pitt royally in 
the great dining-room at-'the Bank House, where they drank from the 
mighty wine-glasses still preserved at Abington, three to the quart. 
Nor, on the other hand, is it difficult to recognize the affection of the 
father who sighed for his son in India, or the kindness and energy to 

•- which Gunning testifies, when the busy banker and deputy-mayor 
gave up a whole day in 1789 to riding round the.county canvassing on 
behalf of the needy young friend who was applying for the post of 
Esquire Bedell. Mortlock's protégé on this occasion was as successful 
as most of those whom he backed, but his kindliness in this case was 
completely disinterested. Since the day when the little boy had 
listened entranced to the speeches outside the Senate House Mortlock 
had abandoned the party of Reform. "We differed," says Gunning, 

most essentially differed. He was, in the Reformers' vocabulary, a 
boroughmonger.. . . My sentiments I never concealed from him, and 
many a battle did we fighi in defence of our respective opinions. 
'Without influence,' he would say, 'which you call corruption, -men will 
not be induced to support a government, though they generally 
approve of its measures'." Yet for twenty years the master of Cam-
bridge and the doctrinaire liberal were the best of friends, with favours 
given and received unconditionally. 

A less friendly critic described Mortlock as boasting that he played 
with real men as other nien moved chessmen on a board. His death 
did not restore the puppets tolifé: for sixteen years more both the 
administration and the representation" of the borough were dictated 
by the Rutland interest: the momentum of corruption, incompetence 
and squandering of capital resources rolled on unchecked till the 

* Benthamites came along in the '30's with their new brooms. I wish 
that we had a portrait of John Mortlock when he had been the master 
of Cambridge for thirty years; as it is, we still see on Downman's 
canvas the John Mortlock of 1780, for whom it is so obviously still 
that dawn in which it is bliss to be alive and very heaven to be 
young. The picture stands as silent witness to the fact that the arch -
corruptor of Cambridge started on his career as the enthusiastic 
advocate of a motion "that every system of public administration 
carried on by means of corruption is absolutely unjustifiable on 
every principle of good sense and sound policy, dishonourable to the 
government, burthensome to true prosperityand dangerous to the 
liberties of the people ". 



A MARRIAGE REGISTER AT QUEENS' 
COLLEGE, CAMBRIDGE 

By REV. J. F. WILLIAMS; M.A., F.S.A. 

BEFOREthe. passing of Lord Hardwicke's Marriage Act.-in 1753, it was 
legal for a marriage, by a duly authorized minister, to be celebrated 
in a College chapel just as in an ordinary parish church. Apparently 
all that was required was either a licence from the Bishop's regist$r, 
or else certificates from the incumbents stating that banns had been 
published in the parish churches of the parties concerned. After the 
ceremony the marriage was registered in the ordinary way in a book 
provided for the purpose, and it is with one of these College. registers 
that this paper deals.'. It is a paper book, measuring about 
15 in. x 8 in., bound in parchment, and it is preserved in the 
treasury of Queens' College, over the gateway. It is in good 
preservation, and on the cover is inscribed: "Queens' College 
Register Book for the Chapel. 1728. Walter Post ;  Dean." It con-
tains, however, earlier entries from 1723, and altogether it cOvers a 
period of thirty years. It records 140 marriages which took place 
in the old chapel between 17 January 1722-3 and 28 October 1753. 
Eighty-two of these were by licence, and the rest apparently after 
banns, though only in two cases are banns actually mentioned—in 
1729 and 1740-1, when it is noted that the banns had three times 
been published in both parishes. Probably the banns were not read 
in the College chapel at all, but only in .the parish churches from 
which the parties came. 

Most of the people marriedseern to have had no special connection 
with the College, though it may be noted that every one of the brides 
came from some place in 'Cambridgeshire. Twelve of the bridegrooms 
came from elsewhere, mostly from the neighbouring counties of Beds, 
Herts, Essex and Hunts, and the three most distant came, two from 
London, and the other from Trentham,taffs. The majority of the 
parties seem- to have been ordinary folk in- humble walks of life, the 
only exceptions apparently being Caesar Hawkins, surgeon, of 
London (1737) and Richard Kirby, of St Sepulchre's, London, who 
married a sister (presumably) of one of the fellows. 

Four College servants appear as bridegrooms. In 1742 we have the 
marriage of James Barker, "ye College Butler", followed in 1744 by 
his successor, John Sharp; and in the same year Thomas Eate (ap-
propriatejiame!), "ye College Cook", was married, and in all three 

- 	(continued on p. 20) 

1 A similar register containing a long list of marriages contracted in the old 
chapel . of Corpus Christi College, Cambridge, is quoted by H. P. Stokes, 
History of CXY.C.C., 1898, p. 113 n. 
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Date Bridegroom Abode Bride 
172* 17 Jan. Edw. Cataline Casington, Herts Ruth Brown 
1723 10 July John Whitehead, Cottenham Ann Page, widow 

widower 
172* 9 Jan. John Graves Milton Eliz. Chambers 
1725 18 Oct. Sami. Jaggard W. Wratting Hannah Corbee 
172 20 Jan. Rich. Kirby St Sepulchre, Eliz. Crownfield 

London 
1727 14 Sept. Sami. Kilby Castle Heding- Sarah Harris 

ham, Essex 
15 	,, Thos. Ellis Orwell Ann Leet 

1728 28 July Rich. Thurloe St Edward's Hannah Major.  
26 Dec. John Lynton Oakington Sarah Morlin 

172 13 Feb. Crisp Allen Willingham Mary Peacock 
1729 29 April Matt. Clark Hilton, Hunts Julian Carter 

10 June Wm. Harden Shelford Jane Osbourn 
15 	,, Edrn. Marshall Cambridge Eleanor Barker 
15 Sept. Thos. Leech St Michael's Mary Chess 
14 Oct. Wm. Townshend, Sawston Mary Jeffery, 

widower widow 
17  Rich. Prophet  Mary Corby 
21  Robt. Elbourn, ,, Mary Hockley 

widower 
4 Nov. Wm. Ladson, Potton, Beds Mary Scott 

widower 
2 Dec. John Barber Grantchester Eliz. Seeby 

1730 28 May John Linton - Ann Warren 
2 June John Seale Sawston Mary Corbe 

17 Aug. Thos. Richardson Landbeach Jane Rippon 
• 24 Sept. Abraham Norman Histon Sarah Peachey 

1 Oct. Hen. Wakelin Oakington Sarah Brasier 
21 	,, John Salman St Botoiph's Mary Holland 
5 Dec. Jas. Carter Fen Ditton Mary Smith 

25 	,, John King Lit. Shelford Mary Corbee, 
widow 

173 20 Jan. Rich. Hills Sawston Margt. Seale 
11 Feb. Rich. Seymour Westwick Susan Linton 
21 	,, Wm. Battley Cambridge Mary Pitches 
27 	,, Wm. Dobson Landbeach Mary Churchman 

1731 27 April Thos. Pain Girton Sarah Carter 
15 June Chas. Holder Comberton Sarah Godfrey 
17 July Robt. Christmas - Susan Kidman 
13 Sept. Thos. Levereld St Ives, Hunts Sarah Selby 

alias Leverett 
1732 10 Oct. John Leet Lit. Eversden Eliz. Wallis 
1733 11 Sept. Wm. Carter Dry Drayton Sarah Linton 

9 Oct. Benj. Godfrey Lit. Eversden Ann Day 
3 Dec. Joseph Wood Cambridge Mary Robinson 

173*  1 Jan. Robt. Ward St Botolph's Mary Salmon 
1734 16 Sept. Wm. Warboys East Bumpstead, Eliz. Cornell 

Essex 
18 	,, Sarnl. IHacklock, Gt Eversden Sarah Gaylor 

widower 
8 Oct. Thos. Paget Histon Eliz. Tall 

31 	,, James Butler Royston, Herts Mary Cole 
1 Dec. James Hinkin - Jane Crowther 

1735 11 April John Armsted Elsworth Sarah Stallibrass 
1 July Thos. Barons, Cambridge Mary Chambers, 

widower widow 
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Abode How married Officiating minister 

Melbourn lie. H. Crownuield, C., Sawston 
St Botoiph's lie. 

Impington lie. ,, 	
,, 	 / 

Sawston lie. ,, lip 
St Botolph's lie.  

Holy Trinity, Ely lie.  

Lit. Eversden 
St Botolph's 

lie.  
Rich. Neweome, R., St Botoiph's 

Oakington lie. Walt. Post, V., Oakington 
Oakington - 
Westwiek 
Whittlesford lie. 

lie. Rich. Neweome, R., St Botolph's Cambridge 
St Botolph's 
Sawston - 

lie.  
H. CroVnfield, C., Sawston 

Lit. Eversden banns in Morley Unwin 
both pop. 

- lie. John Sayer, C., Grantehester 
- - Walt. Post, Vol Oakington 

Sawston H. Crownfield 
Barton 
Oakington 

lie. 
lie. Rich. Newcome 

Oakington - 
St Botolpb's 

lie. 
Sawston - H. Crownfield, C., Sawston 

Oakington lie. Wait. Post, Vol Oakington 
Cambridge lie; Rich. Necome, R., St Botoiph's 

Oakington lie. Walt. Post, Vol Oakington 
Westwiek - 
Eversden 
Oakington 

lie. 
lie. Mr Sedgwiek 

Cambridge lie. Morley Unwin 

Lit. Eversden lie. H. Crownfield, R. Lit. Eversden 

Oakington - 
lie. 

Morley Unwin 
H. Crownfield, R., Lit. Evers - den Lit. Eversden 

lie. Wm. Everard, B., St Botoiph's Cambridge 
St Botoiph's 
Castle Camps 

- 
lie. 

- 
Morley Unwin 

Gt Eversden lie. 

Oakington - Wm. Sedgwick, V., Oakington 
Lit. Eversden lie. H. Crownfield, R., Lit. Eversden 
- - lie. Wm. Everard, R., St Botoiph's 

Elsworth - Morley Unwin 
Cambridge lie. Morley Unwin, Dean 
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Date Bridegroom Abode Bride 
1735 30 Sept. Thos. Carrington Bourn Esther Cariington 
173* 1 Jan. Thos. Porter St Botolph's Eliz. Leek 

16 Mar. John Walker Teversham Alice Page 
22 	,, John Allen Lit. Eversden Mercy Cambridge 

1736 26 Mar. Stephen Hornsby Mercy May 
1737 30 April Rich. Seymour, Westwick Susan Kidman 

widower 
20 July Thos. Young, Cambridge Ann Stockwell 

widower 
8 Aug. Caesar Hawkins, London Sarah Cox 

Surgeon 
8 Sept. Thos. Wilmot Haslingfleld Mary Elborn 
1 Oct. John Bell - Mary Peppercorn, 

widow 
1 No Wm. Linton - Sarah Seymour 

21 	,, Wm. Hopkins - Alice Westman 
30 	,, Thos. Smith Westwick Sarah Whiskin 
10 Dec. Isaac West - Sarah Litchfield 

1738 17 April Wm. Rogers Bartlow Dorothy Mills 
28 July Saml. Coxal Melbourn Ann Papworth 

1 Oct. Thos. Jepps Orwell Sarah Reed 
2 	,, John Bowde Melbourn Francis Newman 

31 	,, Hen. Hatchet Oakington Alice Lolly 
1739 8 Oct. Joseph 'Barber' St Botoiph's Sarah Pool 

8 Nov. Wm. Powers Stretham Ann Ogle 
26 Dec. Wm. Dovey Foxton Eliz. Phipps 

17 3  2 Jan. Edw. Goodwin St Botoiph's Mary Shearman 
1740 10 April Thos. Clee Dennis Newby 

22 	,, Wm. Headley Grantchester Ann Aylmer 
22 May John Dimock Stretham Sarah Read 
4 June John Seymor Westwick Ann Webb 
3 July John Gunnell St Botolph's Ellen Furbank 

13 	,, John Smith Eliz. Gunnell 
174 16 Feb. Geo. Savil Ickleton Mary Jones 

1 Mar. Wm. Coote Cambridge Jane Palmer 
1741 29  John Murrel Oakington Mary Ames 

12 May Joseph Nightingall Barton Hannah Ivett 
14 June Robt. Leech Oakington Ellen Jude 
9 Aug. Matt. Frohock Chesterton Alice Canham 

28 	,, John Rose Oakington Alice Winder 
1 Oct. John Cann Barton Mary Driver 
5 	,, John Crow Cambridge Eliz. Carter 

1 74f 21 Jan. John Cob Fen Stanton, Ann Smith 
Hunts 

2 Feb. Robt. Lagden Norton, Suffolk Alice Smith 
15 	9  John Butler Oakington Susan Peacock 
15 Mar. Geo.

' 
 Vere St Clement's Eliz. Hurst 

1. 742 29 April John Belgrove Wimpole Mary Scott 
25 May James Barker, St Botolph's Cath. Nicholson 

"ye College Butler" 
25 Nov. Wm Simons Harston Sarah Corke 

1743 27 June James Leach St Giles' Kezie York 
24 Aug. Joshua Mitchell St Botoiph's Eliz. Jones 

1743 26. Oct. Thos. Simons Harston Esther Webb 
29 Dec. Chas. North Litlington Ann Harvey 
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Abode How married Officiating minister 
Bourn lie. Peirce Dixon 
St Botoiph's - .Wm. Everard, R., St Botoiph's 
Abington Pierce Dixon 
Lit. Eversden lie. Pierce Dixon, Dean 

- Pierce Dixon 
Oakington lie. Rich. Shaw 

Trinity parish lie. 

Haddenham lie. Wm. Everard, R., St Botolph's 

Harston lie. Chas. Plumptre 
Gt Eversden lie. Rich. Shaw 

Oakington lie. 
lie. 

Longstanton lie.  
Shepreth lie. Wm. Everard 
Cambridge lie. 
Melbourn lie. Wm. Everard, R., St Botolph's 
Gt Shelford lie. Hen. Rand 
Melbourn lie. Tob. Coyte 
Oakington - Rich. Shaw 
St Botoiph's - Wm. Everard, R., St Botoiph's 
St Edward's' , 	 lie.  
Barton - Tobias Coyte 
St Botolph's lie. Wm. Everard 

lie. . 

Gt Shelford lie. Pierce Dixon 
Stretham lie.. Wm. Everard 
Over 	' lie. 	. Morley Unwin 
St Botolph's lie. Wm. Everard 

lie. 
Trinity parish banns 3 times Morley TJnwin, V., Oakington 

in both p.p. 
Cambridge lie. Hen. Morris 
Oakington . 	 - Abel Ward 
Barton John May 
Oakington - Abel Ward 
Chesterton lie. Robt. Cooper 
Oakington 	. lie. 	. Hen. Morris 
Barton - 

Cambridge lie.  
Conington lie. Wm. Everard, R., St Botoiph's 

St Botolph's lie. Hen. Morris 
Oakington - Morley Unwin 

lie.  
Lit. Eversden  
St Botoiph's lie. Wm. Sedgwick, President 

Harston - Chas. Plumptre 
St Clement's lie. John Bringhurst 

- 	 St Botoiph's . 	 - John Bringhurst, R., St Botoiph's 
Harston - Chas. Plumptre 
Litlington - Mr Roper, V., Melbourn 

C.A.S. Proc. VOL. XL 2 
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Date Bridegroom Abode Bride 
174* 19 Jan. John Grey Barton Eliz. Skinner 

26 Jan. John Humphreys Oakington Eliz. Gilbert 
1744 26 July John Sharp, - Jane Richards 

"ye College Butler" 
4 Sept. Peter Ayliffe Widgell, Herts Jane Sell 

29 Sept. Timothy Morris Dry Drayton Ann Woods 
1 Oct. Joseph Mennes Oakington Eliz. Butres 

12 Nov. John Coot Landbeach Sarah Jude 
174* 17 Feb. Thos. Eate, St Botoiph's Eleanor Preston 

"ye College Cook" 
1745 9 Nov. Robt. Marshall ,, Martha Miller 

1746 7 July Gilbert Blunt Haslingfield Mary Mitchell 
7 Oct. Barth. Vessey - Eliz. Wilmot 
5 Nov. Jonas Roper St Botoiph's Eliz. Palmer 

15 Dec. John Webb Bottisham Anne Waters, 
widow 

1747 15 June John Venters St Botoiph's Eliz. Jude 
6 Sept. Robt. Silk Dry Drayton Martha Gifford 

10 	,, John Hand Trentham, Staffs Martha Avey 
29 	,, Robt. Mimes St Edward's Susannah Thick. 

peny 
8 Nov. Wm. Robinson St Botolph's Alice Pesgood 

21 	,, James Barnes Barton Eliz. Sparrow 
1748 13 Aug. Wm. Hunt Barnwell Eliz. Cothcote 
174 18 Feb. John Smith St Botoiph's Sarah Hambleton, 

widow 
1749 18 June Robt. Fowell St Michael's Mary Rudd 

21 	,, John Few Willingham Mary Ancell 
.25 July Wm. Cole Toft Mary Asplin 
26 Sept. Wm. Simpson St .Botolph's Eliz. Caney 
2 Oct. Edw. Dowse - Mary Saville, 

* 	 widow 
14 	,, Wm. Bass Croydon Hannah Barker 

17 26 Jan. John Rose, Oakington Eliz. Stibel 
widower 

1750 9 April John Moyers, Trinity parish Eliz. Feitwell, 
widower widow 

9 	,, John Eaton Swaffham Prior SusannahRichman 
23 Aug. Thos. Negus St Botoiph's Jane Stubbings 
11 Oct. John Healy Lit. Eversden Eliz. Barton 
29 Nov.. Thos. Head, St Bene't's Eliz. Boston, 

widower 	' . widow 
13 Dec. John Chapman Truxnpington Elis. Haliden 
26 	,, Robt. Bodger Kingston Anne Skinner 

1751 17 Oct. Wm. Richards Gt St Mary's Sarah Stocking 
175* 28 Jan. Sami. Gifford Oakington.. Eliz. Ratford 
1752 19 Oct. Geo. Tittle - Anne Howard 

27 Dec. James Peck [or - Anne Pinckard 
Peek] 

175*  13 Jan. Rich. Brooks, - Anne Billups 
"the College Porter" 

30 	,, Snary Ding Swavesey Mary Reeve 
1753 8 July Banyard Gotobed St Botoiph's Grace Pate, 

widow 
26 	,, Robt. Grumb old.  ,, Edith Palmer 
28 Oct. Edw. Sharp St Bene't's Eliz. Clements 



MARRIAGE REGISTER OF QUEENS' COLLEGE 	19 
Abode How married Officiating minister 

Barton - John May 
Oakington - R. Cooper 
Gt St Mary's lie. Wm. Sedgwick, President 

Bassingbourne lie. R. Cooper 
Dry Drayton - John May 
Oakington - R. Cooper 
Oakington - John May 
St Botolph's lie. Wm. Sedgwick 

Gt St Mary's "by MT Hughes in the absence of John 
Bringhurst, Rect of St Botoiph" 

Kingston lie. John Bringhurst 
Whaddon lie. David Hughes, Dean 
St Botolph's - John Bringhurst, R., St Botolph's 
Bottisham lie. David Hughes, Dean 

St Botolph's - John Bringhurst, R., St Botolph's 
Oakington - Rich' 	V. Oakington 
Oakington - Rich. Shaw, V., Oakington 
Gt St Mary's lie. David Hughes, Dean 

St Botolph's lie. Owen Manning 
Barton - John May, C., Barton 
St Botolph's - David Hughes, Dean 

- Owen Manning, Dean 

Willingham - Hen. Morris 
Lit. Eversden lie. David Hughes, R., Lit. Eversden 
St Botoiph's lie. Hen. Venn 
Ickleton - David Hughes, Dean 

Lit. Eversden - 

Oakington - Hen. Morris, V., Oakington 

Trinity parish lie. J. Michell 

Swaffham Prior lie. 
St Botolph's lie. David Hughes, Dean 
Lit. Eversden - 

St Botoiph's lió. 

Barton lie. Owen Manning 
Lit. Eversden - David Hughes, Dean 
St Andrew's lie. 
Oakington lie. Hen. Morris, V., Oakington 
Barton - David Hughes, Dean 
St Botoiph's  

lie.  

Oakington 	 lie.  
St Peter's 	 lie.  

St Botolph's  
lie.  

2-2 
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(continued from p. 13) 
cases the President, Dr Sedgwick, performed the ceremony. In 1752 
Richard Brooks, "the College Porter", was married, but in his case 
he had to be content with the Dean as officiating minister. It is 
noticeable that in every case but one, when, in 1743, Mr Roper, Vicar 
of Melbourn officiated, the officiating minister, was a fellow of the 
College, though he might also be incumbent of a neighbouring parish, 
and signs as such. In some cases one cannot help feeling that it was 
for the convenience of the minister that the contracting parties were 
asked to come to the College chapel to be married, rather than in 
their own church. For instance, Henry Crownfield, who held the 
vicarage of Sawston together with his fellowship, between 1723 and 
1731• officiated at fourteen marriages in the College chapel, and in 
seven of these the brides were from his own parish of Sawston, where 
one would have expected the marriages to have taken place. The same 
thing happened after 1731, when Crownfield was appointed Rector. of 
Little Eversden, still retaining his fellowship. Between then and 1734 
he took three marriages in the College chapel, and in each case the 
bride came from Little Eversden. It is the same in the case of Walter 
Post, fellow of the College 1721 to 1732, who was appointed Vicar of 
Oakington in 1727. In half of the marriages at which he officiated in 
the chapel between 1728 and 1731, the bride came from the parish of 
Oakington. 

The entries have been arranged in chronological order and have 
been set out in a tabular form in order to facilitate reference, and the 
whole is printed by permission of the President and Fellows of 
Queens' College. 

[NOTE. Thomas Eate was most likely mayor of Cambridge in 
1761. See Biographical Notes on the Mayors of Cambridge, by 
J. Milner Gray, p.  49.' J.H.B.] 



EXTRACTS FROM SAWS TON 
PARISH REGISTER 

SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE BY J. H. BULLOCK, M.A. 

WHEN I first read Mr WIlliams's paper in 1941—it had been passed 
on by our secretary to me as a kind of Assistant Editor—my interest 
was aroused and I thought how useful it would be if as a man-on-the-
spot I could compile a complete list of such marriages as are the 
subject of the article. So I wrote to Mr Williams to that effect and 
he very kindly suggested a joint paper. However, war-time condi-
tion's beat me. Librarians were away on war work and muniment 
rooms were inaccessible and I had to abandon the idea. I did, how-
ever, find out that at one time King's, Corpus and Peterhouse had 
such registers. Incidentally thy friend the Rev. C. A. E. Pollock, of 
Corpus, whom I asked to make a search in the absence of the 
Librarian, could now find no such volume as mentioned above, and 
he went sb far as to say that he did not think it was in existence now, 
nor did he think that Dr Stokes ever saw it, but was only quoting 
from Lamb's edition of Masters's History of the College (1831), which 
is quite possible. But I happened at the time (1941) to be in constant 
Oommunication with Mr T. F. Teversham, B.Sc., who has recently 
published the first part of his History. of Sawston. He happens to be 
churchwarden as well, and through him I am able to supplement Mr 
Williams's particulars by his extracting for me all the relevant items 
from the Parish Register, which are here printed. But Mr Teversham 
from local knowledge says that a number of the Sawston cases, it may 
well be the majority, were not from the poorer but from the more 
substantial people of the village. For instance, Stephen Corby or 
Corbe or Corbee was the most important landowner next to Squire 
Huddleston and also was the impropriator of the living (? lay rector), 
and held the advowson•  at that tithe, while Samuel Jaggard, who 
married his daughter Hannah, afterwards held the offices of church-
warden and overseer. The Jeffery family, Robert Elbournand Richard 
Hills were also important' people. Similarly the Lintons were the 
only important family at Westwick, which is a hamlet of Oakington. 
Mr Teversham suggests an alternative explanation for the marriages 
being celebrated at Cambridge. It is quite true that it may have been 
a conveninnce to the officiating ministers or vicars or curates, who at 
Sawston, as well as many other villages round Cambridge, were 
almost entirely during the period 1713-1753 fellows of Colleges and 
mostly came over only for Sunday duty, there being no vicarage 
house. But it is also possible that the occasion of a wedding was an 
opportunity for an outing—rare no doubt in those days—to be 
accompanied by a wedding "breakfast" at the "Hoop" or' "Sun". 
It will be noted that some of the• Sawston marriages are dated earlier 
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than those in Mr Williams's list. A systematic search in ambridge-
shire Parish Registers, few of which, alas, have been printed, would 
add considerably to our knowledge. Possibly also in some cases 
Banns Books earlier than those made compulsory by the 1753 Act 
may have survived. The publication of the banns in the usual way 
seems to have been necessary. But it is not clear from the Sawston 
instance whether all the College chapel marriages were also entered 
in the Parish Register. In some cases evidently we are - dependent 
upon Mr Stuart's memory only. The chapels made use of, it may be 
noted, were not always those of which the "minister" was a fellow. 
Trinity Hall and Emmanuel, and once, I think, St Michael's Church, 
were "booked for the occasion". 

- 	 EXTRACTS FROM SAWSTON PARISH REGISTER 

1713 "Mary Baines--& John Cooper both single persons was married at 
Cambridge the elaventh day of January in ye  year of our lord 1713." 

1716 "Richard Robison & Bridgett Morton were married ye 8th day of 
Aprill 1716 at Cambridge with lycence." 

[No chapel is mentioned in the above two cases, but the vicar, who 
was the celebrant, was a Fellow of St John's.] 

1720 "William Mitchel & Elizabeth Lofts both of ye  parish of Sawston were 
marryed in Trinity Coil. Chappel in Cambridge Oct: 16. 1720." 

1721 "Ambrose Williams & Elizabeth Snouch both of this parish oLSawston 

	

• 	were Marid with Licence in Trinity Coil: Chappell in Cambridge May 
the 1 8t in the year of our Lord: 1721." 

	

• 	"Richard Dillyston & Avis Haylock both of this parish of Sawston were 
marryed in Trinity Coll: Chappell in Cambridge October the 1St 1721." 

1722 "Roger Beeton of Pampisford and' Ann Baynes of this parish Were 
Married In Trinnity College Chapple In Cambridge with Licence May 
the 7th  in the year 1722." 
"Henry Williams & Elizabeth Todd of Swasey in Cambridgshire were 
marryed in Trin. Coll. Chappel in Camb. with Licence. Sep. 12." 

	

- 	"Me Thomas Titchmarsh and MrSS  Elizabeth Corbee were maryed in 
Trin. Coil. Chappell in Cambridge with Licence Novembr [ye  20th  1722." 

[(Signed) Mr Thompson Minister.] 
[Vicar was Leonard Thompson, M.A., Trinity College, Cambridge.] 

1730 "John King of Little Shelford Widower, et Mary Corbey widow were 
married in Queens Coll: Chapel. Banns thrice published. Dec. 25. Hen: 
Crownfield Min:" [Entered by Henry Crownfield V.] 

1740 "Richard Sempringham & Judith Howell both of this parish were 
married in King's College Chappell 28th of October." 

[Entered by Thos Thicknesse Minister. Signature at foot of page only.] 
1741 "John Jeggons & Alice Benstead were married at Trinity Hall Chappel 

• 	in Cambridge.. Banns published." 
[Entered by Thomas Thicknesse V.] 

1743 "Stephen (sic) & Elizabeth Howell were married at Emanuel Chapell: 
Jan 5th" • [Entered by Charles Stuart V.] 
"Matthew (sic) & Ann Scair were married at Peterhouse Chapell: 

• 	 Jith. 16th." 	- 	- 	 [Entered by Charles Stuart V.] 
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1744 "John Spicer & Mary Cronk were married at Peterhouse Chappell. 
Deer (sic). [Entered by Charles Stuart V.] 
"Simeon Robinson of Duxford & Judith Sernpringham of this Parish 
were married at Peterhouse Chappell." [N.D.] 

[Entered by Charles Stuart V.] 
1745 "Edward Hills & Susannah Corby were married at Peterhouse Chapell. 

Jun. 3d rn" [Entered by Charles Stuart V.] 
"James Harman & Ellen Nunn were married at Peterhouse-Chapell 
July 8th." 

(1745) "George Parrott & Henrietta-Maria Hills were married at Peterhouse 
Chapell July 29th." 
"Matthew Prime & Rebecca Noble were married at Peterhouse-Cháppell 
Oct 2." 
"John Jordan & Sarah Patman were married at Peterhouse-Chappell. 
Oct. 2." 

1747 "Daniel Gee & Eleanor Robinson were married at Peterhouse-Chapell 
Ap. 28." 
"Robert Marsh & Elizabeth Taylor were married at Peterhouse-Cap 
Ap. 30." 
"William Barker & Susan Howell were married at Peterhouse-Chappell 
June 20." 
"Thomas Butcher & Elizabeth Howell were married at Peterhouse 
Chappell Feb. 27." 

1748 "John Game & Sarah Williamson were married at Peterhouse-Chappell 
Nov. 5." 

1751 "Richard Turner & Mary Mom [Mean] were married at Peterhouse 
Chappell Ap. 15." 
"Andrew Adams & Judith Hurry were married at Peterhouse Chappell 
Oct 27." 
"Daniell Ager & Ann Hills were married at Peterhouse Chappell 
Dec. 26." 

[All the above marriages were entered by Charles Stuart, Vicar.] 
1752 "John Pink of Wittlesford and Ann Gates of this parish were married 

at Peterhouse Chappell Jan. 22." 
"George Barker & Sarah Brown were married at Peterhouse Chapell 
Deer 16." 

1753 "John Haylock & Elizabeth Norman were married at Peterhouse 
Chapell Feb. 13." 

[Above marriages entered by Charles Stuart V.] 

Charles Stuart in all celebrated 54 marriages during his incumbency 
(1743-1754), of which 19 took place at Peterhouse Chapel, 34 in 
Sawston Parish Church and 1 in Emmanuel College Chapel. 



LOCAL CHARACTER IN THE ANCIENT 
ARCHITECTURE OF CAMBRIDGESHIRE 

By T. P. ATKINSON (F.R.I.B.A., retired) 

Introduction 
THE character of our natiohalarchitectüre, with particular regard to 
the peculiarities which separate it from that of other lands, is a sub-
ject of supreme interest. But it is by no means that of the present 
essay. Nor is this a study of the more remarkable buildings as such 
even in the small area of our own county. All that is hëreattempted 
is an examination of the distinctly local variations from the normal 
or from each other found in the county of Cambridge and forming 
collectively a patch in the complex quilt with, which the whole of 
England is covered. That examination will lie very much among the 
humbler buildings. Our review is further limited by being to a great 
extent limited to those periods in which local variations were most 
in evidence, with the result that they are confined almost exclusively 
within the Middle Ages, to the apparent neglect of the very interesting 
and important later periods. 

Local character adds not a little to the interest of architecture and 
may be observed almost everywhere. No building is wholly the in-
vention of one man: it owes something to the locality as well as to its 
period. And so when one is told that a building is 'absolutely 
unique one' can resist the temptation to exclaim 'How dull!' by 
reflecting that it is sure to be untrue. 

It is hardly necessary to point out that in thus exhibiting local 
colour architecture is entirely in harmony with the social structure 
which our country shows in almost every aspect. In architecture as 
in other manifesttions local style has much declined; in some it has 
died or is dying a natural death; in others it has been suppressed in 
the interests of efficiency. The most obvious parallel is Dialect; the 
most general and to many the most interesting. Dialect in language 
and dialect in architecture seem to hunt very much the same country, 
and a close inquiry as to how far this is so would be of value. Archi-
tecture runs also a course remarkably parallel with that of Law.: no 
matter for surprise, for both proceed by Tradition and Order and 
Rule and Reason: the great creative periods in the two are con-
temporary. And the imitative tendency is seen in each; the well-
known system by which a borough petitioned the King for privileges 
-exactly like those of some other town led in the end to much varia-
tion, and one of Wat Tyler's demands was for uniformity. Religion 
itself, though not so obviously, was strongly local, as in the dedication 
of churches; local prevalence of particular dedications does not give 
the same order of popularity as the country as a whole. Thus the 
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Blessed Virgin heads the list for the whole country by nearly two to 
one above the second, but is second in Yorkshire, and bracketed third 
in Lincolnshire ; in Cambridgeshire she has one-quarter of the total 
number of old churches. Ritual had its local liturgical uses: York, 
Durham, Sarum, Lincoln, St Paul's, Chichester, Wells, Bangor, 
Hereford, each with its sphere of influence, though all finally adopted 
that of Sartim ; in smaller areas there were smaller variations to suit 
the local Feast Day, and so on. Shipping is constantly varying as we 
travel round the coast, in the smaller traders and fishing smacks; 
local character in build and rig tends to disappear under the influence 
of steam but has some chance of surviving due to the exigencies of 
trade and tide and shore. These instances are of interest as illustrative 
of a general tendency and as showing a history parallel with that of 
architecture. Finally there is Agriculture. 

Agriculture is not merely illustrative; indeed the parallel is less 
exact than with those others. Unlike them it had a direct and very 
powerful effect on architecture through its creation of wealth by wool 
production, and what must perhaps be called its indirect effect bythe 
manufacture of cloth, especially from the time of Edward III. A gri-
culture is the only activity that shows an actual increase in local 
variation in recent times, a phenomenon which affords some consola-
tion to the traveller for its disappearance in so many other directions. 
This increase is due to improvements in transport, bringing distant 
markets within reach and thus allowing of specializing in crops for 
which the soil is suitable. In former times it would have been im 
possible that whole districts should be profitably given up to beet or 
to fruit and vegetables and bulbs while others were dairy lands and 
hop gardens. Farm implements, especially the plough and the cart, 
still vary a good deal.' Customary practice in ordinary routine 
probably varies considerably: we are told that in Ayrshire cows are 
milked from the near side. If local variation in stock shows no in 
crease, it maintains, I understand, its position fairly well, though 
similar names for local breeds do not mean continuity of pedigree or 
similarity of character. The breeding of oxen for draught could hardy 
survive the coming of the Railway, but formerly it was of the greatest 
importance to the Building Trade. The draught horse was of two 
main strains: the Shire or Old English Black of the Shires and the 
sorrel-coloured Suffolk Punch. The coach horses of later times are 
said to have come from Yorkshire.  

It was Sheep in particular and the variety and quality of the yield 
of yarn that gave England its wealth in the Middle Ages: for it was 
almost wholly for its fleece that the flock was valued: somewhat it is 
true for its manure, a little'for its skins, and hardly at all as meat. 
The quality of the wool varied with the breed and the breed with the 
district. The small hardy sheep of the Rylands, between Severn and 
Wales, those of Lincolnshire and Yorkshire, gave the best fleeces, 

1 Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxix. L. F. Newman, Rural craftsman and his, tools. 
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which were exported in large quantities. The very finest and softest 
wool of all was, we were told by the late Rev. C. L. Acland, a member 
of our Society, plucked from the throat of the lamb. 

A gown made of the finest wool 
Which from our pretty lambs we pull. 

The greatest cloth-making districts, at least after the beginning of 
the capitalist system in the latter part of the fourteenth century, were 
the Cotswolds, Yorkshire, aild East Aiglia, a fact which is clearly 
reflected in the architecture of those regions. 

The great periods of Local Style were the fourteenth and fifteenth. 
. - centuries in church architecture • and (though in a less pronounced 

degree) the sixteenth and seventeenth in domestic. In some respects 
it is visible from the first, but generally speaking there is a good deal 
of uniformity so far as locality is concerned in the early Middle Ages. 
It was only when forms became more elaborate that variety developed, 
or was indeed possible. When great quantities of stone were required 
for traceried window, for parapet and for pinnacle, economy was 
necessary where stone could not be got nearby, and where stone was 
cheap masonry developed. But that is only a part and a small part 
of the story. In other things than architecture development and 
elaboration seem invariably to take different directions in different 
localities; and thus there is variety in a ubiquitous material like 
timber no less than in masonry. The decline in distinctively regional 
char'ac " in architecture in the sixteenth century is clearly due to the 
great movements acting simultaneously which affected the course of 
architecture generally: the changes in social and economic conditions, 
the cessation of religious and hence of elaborate building, and the 
gradual introduction of Roman architecture. 

But even at its zenith the local style affects only a small propor-
tion of the buildings except in a very broad and general way; by far 

/ - the greater number keep closely to the normal. This uniformity, 
thoughbroken into by the individuality of the artist, is remarkable. 
But the explanation is probably not far to seek. It must be remem-
bered that travel was by no means difficult in Medieval times. It is 
clear that the roads were very busy. Pilgrims from every shire's end 
to different shrines; friars, traders, officials of all sorts, and masons, 
most of these for short distances; nobles, ecclesiastics and the King 
himself for longer journeys; all conditions were constantly on the 
move. Such incessant travel would tend to spread ideas in a vague 

• way. More definite particularswould be carried by the master masons• 
who moved long distances; the latest technique would be carried by 
the journeyman, who we may surmise did not commonly range very 
far. But this travelling was always with a return ticket; it tended to 
spread ideas but by no means indicates permanent removal and thus 
a mingling of the races. 
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In a subject which is so far from an exact science it is very easy to 
over-classify, and thereby to confuse the view with a multiplicity of 
divisions and subdivisions. It is suggested that what may be called 
the primary sources of local variation may be limited to seven, with. 
out troubling about subdivisions. They may be arranged flu a roughly 
chronological order: chronological in the order in which, except as 
regards the two last, they came into operation on architecture ; by no 
means the same as their order of importance. Some are simple and 
limited in area, such as a small group of neighbouring parishes, show-
ing examples of deliberate plagiarism; others, such as Race, affect a 
wider region but one without definite boundaries, so that we can only 
speak in such terms as the West Country or the Eastern Midlands. 
In all the sphere of influence is as vague in its limits as that of the 
local brewery of to-day. 

Geology and Geography have their obvious direct action in the 
supply of building material and their effect on the accessibility or 
otherwise of a district. Perhaps even more important is their effect 
on agriculture, on trade, and on commerce, and thus indirectly, 
through wealth, on building. Cambridgeshire is very much influenced 
by geography in the existence of the Fen and in having architecturally 
powerful neighbours to east and west. 

Race. This term is here used to distinguish the three 
broad divisions of British, Saxon and Scandinavian. Later infiltra-
tions such as the Flemings may be included under The Foreigner. 
It is here taken as granted: first, that each race had its own 
charactr; second, that the movement of population till the close 
of the Middle Ages was negligible; for though travel was easy, 
change of residence was difficult. Till comparatively recently 
therefore the race-character, like the dialect, was preserved. Race 
influence, unlike the dialect, is not much in evidence in Cambrid ge-
shire. 

Religion. Religion begins, for the present purpose, with the 
Missions of St Augustine and St Aidan and of their immediate suc-
cessors. It includes the influence of the religious bodies, secular and 
regular (some being more powerful here and some there), through 
their varying requirements and the example set by their great build-
ings, and through their position as large agriculturalists and capi-
talists and as patrons and impropriators of benefices. It includes the 
official power of the bishops and also their private action in numerous 
benefactions to their native places. Some of these results can be seen 
in our county. 
• IV. The Foreigner. This heading includes the results of the 
Norman Conquest, the settlements of the Flemings and Dutch at 
various periods, the work of the Italians in the reign of Henry VIII 
and later of the Germans, and at all times the constant unseen flow 
of ideas into the country from the Continent. Features introduced 
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• from the Continent in lateperiods are numerous in Cambridge-
shire and there are some examples of the actual handiwork of the 
foreigner. 

Agriculture, Trade and Wealth. This includes as its most im-, 
portant section sheep rearing and cloth production, leading to the 
accumulation of wealth, the origins of the capitalist system, and the 
effect of the export trade on our ancient seaports. Not very marked 
in ours county, though in the north we had some share in the pros-
perity pf the Marshland; the effects of the variations in wealth 
within the area are interesting. 

Conditions in the Building Trade. The movement of masters 
and journeymen masons and carpenters and others; the specialists 
such as the makers of 'shrines, fonts, and of the greater monuments 
like the Eleanor Crosses; the shops for making such things in some-
thing liker mass production. The working of stone at the quarry 
and its transport; the growth and haulage of timber; the system 
of timber building; land and water transport. The supply by the 
employer of his own materials or his urchases; contracts; se&sonal 
building. All are to be seen at work here as in every county. Water 
transport was everywhere important and in Cambridgeshire very 
important. 

Fashion. The strongest of all influences. The foregoing classes 
attempt to suggest likely causes of fashions which are obvious and 
certain. In this class the word is used for want of a better in a different 
and the more ordinary sense and means merely doing a thing because 
others are doing it. It includes instinctive emulation and rivalry, the 
adoption of a general idea, and the deliberate copying of a particular 

• building. All are rife everywhere and everywhen, and Cambridge 
University has some pretty examples to show. 

Cambridgeshire 
The counties of Cambridge and Huntingdon together form a geo-
graphically compact androughly rectangular area without any marked 
separation, and they re linked politically and ecclesiastically. But 
architecturally both have so much in common with other neighbours, 
Huntingdon with those on the west and Cambridge with those on the 
east, that in any linking together of counties Cambridgeshire is rather 
to be considered along with East Anglia. 

Cambridgeshire still forms, as it did to a remarkable degree in early 
times, a frontier or buffer state between east and west, owing to the 
physical character of the land. The northern part is Fen, fertile where 
drained but with villages far apart and for centuries in many parts 
impassable. The Fen itself consists of two sorts: the northern (about 
as far south as March), which being silt is the more fertile; and the 
south, which is peat. South- 'east of Cambridge there is open Chalk 
downland almost as far as the boundary of the county, which was 
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clearly determined by. the edge of the Essex' forest, which again was 
fixed by the change. from chalk to clay. These two features left a 
comparatively small area of ordinary agricultural Claylands to the 
west and south-west of Cambridge and on the south-east. 

The chalk supplies a good tough material for the core of walls and 
flints for facing or for building them. It is also excellent for internal 
masonry, and was so used in the parish churches; it was first-rate for 
delicate carving like that of the Lady Chapel at Ely. In early times 
the stone for dressings and for the ashlar, facing of the Cathedral etc. 
was brought from Barnack, Kingsciffe and other quarries in the north 
of Northamptonshire. But uhfortunately in the fourteenth century 
when architectural forms were becoming more elaborate this ex -
pensive material was often superseded by he easily. worked Clunch, 
a variety of chalk, and consequently much of the window tracery and 
other features have perished. West of the Cam we are off the chalk 
and on the gault, a stiff clay from which our bricks are made. The 
Huntingdonshire border is defined by a band of Greensand containing 
a coarse brown sandstone, the Elsworth rock, which is used for 
building. 

As to Race, we were well within the Danelaw, the boundary of 
which passed through Bedfordshire. But the infusion of Scandinavian 
blood was small, so far ,  as can be judged from the Place-names, 2  as 
compared with Norfolk and Lincolnshire. As directly affecting the 
present subject it was perhaps not negligible; so far as 'it was felt it 
was perhaps chiefly through contact with the craftsmen of Norfolk 
and Suffolk, yet we had some of that mingling of blood which seems 
necessary for the production of great architecture. .The Celtic  tem-
perament, which, has to be taken into account not only in Wales but 
in the Marches and in the Cornish Peninsula, does not affect us. 

The absence of a reliable weather stone suitable for dressings is to 
some extent made up for by good waterways and a navigable river 
from Wisbech or Lynn to Cambridge, with branch lodes to Retch and 
to Swaffham Bulbeck. In South Cambridgeshire only about three 
villages lie at a distance of more than twelve miles from the quays at 
these three places. North Cañibridgeshire is a network of waterways, 
natural and artificial. By these means stone could be brought from 
the Northamptonshire quarries, most of which were quite near water. 
The stone for Trinity College in 1560-1 was carted from the quarry 
at Weldon to Gunwell Ferry on the river near Peterborough, a 
distance of ten miles, for four shillings a ton. Thence it was taken by 
water, for which Robert Lukas was paid not quite sixpence a ton, and 

1 The names of the following parishes in this corner of the county have an 
element referring to woodlands: Ashley, Bartlow, Brinkley, Oheveley, Silverley, 
Westley, Wood Ditton, Dullingham Ley. On the greensand border of the west 
are Childerley, Graveley, Hatley, Madingley. 

2 Introduction to the Survey of English Place-Names, Pt. I, Ed. Mawer and 
Stenton, 1933. 	3 A. Gray, Proc. C.A.S. vol. xv (1911), pp. 42 seqq. 
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the distance was at least sixty miles.' For Corpus Christi, in 1583-4, 
the stone went by road from Kingsdiffe to Gunwell and was taken 
thence by water by "Edw. Buck of March in ye  Isle of Elye Kele-
man 2 ". He got three shillings a ton, but the load was a small one. 3  
At the same time Sussex marble was brought from London by the 
famous "Tho. Hobson ye Cariar" at two shillings a hundredweight. 
Stourbridge and Reach Fairs were markets for timber; the prior and 
convent of Ely got their timber there; it is possible that there was 
something of a trade in timber all the year round. -s 

The southern part of the county, surrounded by the counties of 
Suffolk, Essex, Hertford, Bedford and Huntingdon, was affected by 
the strong architectural character of most of them. The south-west 
was the part that was most highly assessed in the first half of the 
fourteenth century, below a line through Over, Willin gham, Cotten 
ham,. Landbeach, Fulbourn and Balsham. 4  The Fen, spreading some-
what beyond the borders of the county to east and west and far to the 
north, was dotted with islands giving favourable secluded sites for 
religious houses. The Isle was much nearer both geographically and 
architecturally to Norfolk, to the Marshland generally and to North-
amptonshire than to the County Town; the churches of Wisbech, 
Leverington, Whittlesey and other places are the result. In the 
Middle Ages there were no industries. 5  

Several of the finest churches are on the edge of the Pen right 
across the county from Isleham to Fen Drayton. The parishes no 
doubt-benefited by the fertility of what is now called 'skirtland'. 
Besides this they had the important advantage of water-carriage 
from Lynn and the waterways leading thence from the Northampton-
shire quarries. It must. be  remembered that at one time fifteen of 
its parishes were in the diocese of Norwich and some in the county 
of Suffolk: 6  this for what it is worth, for it is difficult to generalize on 
the extent to which changes in architectural style coincide with county 
and diocesan boundaries. Isleham, with the adjoining parish of 
Freckenham in Suffolk, was a Peculiar in the jurisdiction of the 
Bishop of Rochester; Bishop Hamo de Hythe rebuilt the chancel in 
:1331. 

1 Willis and Clark, Arch. Hist. Univ. Camb. ,  vol. n, pp. 566-7. 
2 Ibid. vol.i, p.293. A keel is a flat-bottomed .river barge. Mr L. F. Salzman's 

collections include particulars of different types of boats, Documentary History 
of Medieval Building (MS. in Library of Soc. of Antiq. Lond.). 

Willis and Clark, vol. i, p. 293. 
' H. C. Darby, 'Medieval Fenland, 1940, and Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxvi (1936), 

giving vivid pictures drawn from dry statistics. 
For Fisheries and Reed-beds see H. C. Darby, op. cit. 

6 A.Hamilton Thompson in Official Handbook: 1300th Anniversary Norwich 
Diocese, 1930, p.  28. The parishes transferred from Norwich to Ely in 1836 were 
Ashley, Cheveley, Kirtling, Newmarket All Saints, Silverley, Wood Ditton, 
Burwell St Andrew, Burwell St Mary, Chippenham, Fordham, Kennett, 
Landwade, Snailwell, Soham, Wicken. 
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In the west of the county we have a style approximating to that 
of the county of Huntingdon and (less so) of Northampton. Stone 
spires are found in this part right up to the bank of the Cam, but 
only one crosses the river ;• Willingham and Over (p1. I) are good 
examples. The church of Over, a borderparish of no great size, is of 
West Country finish in its masonry; it belonged to the great abbey of 
Ramsey, which may perhaps be given the credit for it; its porch has, 
outside, a group of shafts at the angles like the Ely Galilee. Wiffing -
ham-has over its vestry a stone roof built in courses carried on arches 

L' 	 'I 
Fig. 2. Cambridge, St Bene't's. Steeple 	Fig. 3. Teversham Church. Stepped 

as restored by Dr F. J. Allen. 	 parapet of East Anglia. 

such as is found in Northamptonshire. Bourn has a fine tower with 
the stair turret rising above the parapet as in the Home Counties, but 
the lead spire introduces us to the group of small timber spires which 
characterizes the south-west corner of the county where it joins 
Hertfordshire and Essex. This group laps round the south of Cam-
bridge as far as Fulbourn. The next church to that is Teversham, 
which. has the stepped parapet of Norfolk and Suffolk, as has Horse-
heath on the Suffolk border. 

In the south Haslingfield and Melbourn have fine towers, very much 
alike. Dr Allen, whose valuable work contains a good deal about local 
influences, may be quoted on Haslingfield (pl., II): "The one first-
class tower in Cambridgeshire, faultless alike in detail and composi-
tion. The style is Perpendicular of the Northants. type. The details 
are related to those of Aldwinkle All Saints (near Thrapston), St 
Ives, Thaxted in Essex (an exotic tower from Northants.) and St 
Neots, but the crenellated turr ' are like those of Ely. The towers of 
Newport in Essex and of Saffron Walden (with modern spire) appear / 
to have been designed by the same artist as Haslingfield." Dr Allen 

1  Proc. C.A.S. vol. xiii (1909), p. 217. 
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thinks that the small lead spire of Haslingfield is an earlier one cut 
down; the tower has a Norfolk feature in the square window of the 
middle stage. Dr Lloyd tells us that the Melbourn tower is of about 
1500' (p1. VI). The stair turret is square as in some few other parts of 
the country but not in Cambridgeshire. At Bartlow, Westley Water-
less and Snailwell (p1. III) in the south-east corner of the county the 
round towers of East Anglia might seem to have strayed across the 
border; but the first-named is partly in Essex, while the last was till 
lately in the diocese of Norwich. 

At Cambridge itself conditions were different. It is in the centre 
of the county (excluding the Isle) so that, in regard to their power 
of exerting influence, all neighbour counties started at scratch. 
And the University was recruited from every part of England. Thus 
the Regents were constantly tending to bring in new ideas which 
ultimately coalesced to form the traditional local version of the latest 
Gothic and of Tudor. In the introduction of new ideas, however, the 
individual benefactor, great or small, is likely to have had the greater 
influence by the employment of a master mason from a distance; thus 
Hervey de Stanton rebuilt St Michael's Church between 1323 and 
1327: its somewhat advanced tracery is perhaps explained by sup-
posing it to be quarry worked. The accomplished work at Little St 
Mary's Church and the chance! of Grantehester suggest single bene-
factors. The same is probably true of the county. generally. The tower 
of Balsham Church may be due to Hugh de Balsham, Bishop of Ely 
1257-86, and the rest of the church to John de Sleford. Bottisham 
Church is of the time of Elyas de Beekingham and Burwell is of that 
of John Benet; Conington nave was probably built by one of the 
squires; and so on. 2  The donors to Burwell and Isleham are duly 
recorded on the buildings. At Ely Cathedral Bishop Eustace's 
Galilee, Bishop Hotham's three bays and the chapels of Alcock and 
West are each in marked contrast with contemporary works there. 
The churches of Borough Green in the east and Longstowe in the west 
provide a late instance: the two places belonged to the family of Cage 
from 1574 till 1668; at both the south aisle is finished with a row of 
three gables facing south. 3  
• It would be interesting to compare the extent to which the archi-
tectural ideas of the eighteenth-century church penetrated into dif -
ferent counties. But this is not possible, for almost all the work of 
that period has been destroyed within the last hundred years. There 
was at least one notable instance in our own county, that of West 
Wratting: a small medieval church  which had been transformed into 

1 Ibid. vol. xxix (1928), p. 61. 
2 The fine fliston transepts (p1. XVII) were presumably built for Philip 

de Colville, c. 1280. (Chs. of Cambs., Camb. Camden Soc. 1845.) 
Palmer, History of Borough Green, C.A.S. 8vo Publ. No. iiv (1939). 
Chancel, nave and west tower. The side windows wide and round-headed, 

the east window (I think) "Venetian". The walls divided into large plaster
IR  C.A.S. Proc. VOL. XL 	 • 
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the Roman manner—very culpably, you will say, but very beauti-
fully, I retort; a work such as this must almost certainly have been 
due to a single donor, Sir John Jacob, Bt., the Squire 1  (d. 1740). There 
is a little good work in wood (fragments) and stone at Ely. The fine 
arch in the Museum of Archaeology and of Ethnology was the central 
part of the Inigo Jones screen at Winchester. 

We have now to notice some examples of style peculiar to Cam-
bridgeshire and its neighbour counties. 

There are or were nine examples, perhaps more, in the eastern part 
of the county, of the Octagonal Steeple. They are either (a) octagonal 
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Fig. 4. Map of Central England, principal area of Octagonal Steeple. 

for their whole height, or (b) only in the upper stage; in the latter case 
the octagon may either (1) emerge gradually from the square, or 
(2) form an independent part of the composition; but as usual in such 
classifications the classes merge into one another. The Cambridge-
shire examples are Great Shelford in the south; Burwell, two at the 
adjoining vifiage of Swaffham Prior, and one at Wood Ditton in the 
east; one at Cambridge; one at Sutton-in-the-Isle; and two at Ely. 
These form a compact south-eastern group of the whole Eastern 

panels with bolection (projecting) mouldings. The chancel arch round, of 
exquisite proportion and refined detail. The ceiling coved(?) and with a very 
handsome modillion cornice. The font a small marble bowl on a baluster shaft 
like Wren's—so indeed was the whole church. The floor (I think) black and 
white marble. Hardly a fragment of Gothic detail remained; but see Ecci. 
Arch. Topog. It is now Gothic of about 1900, as immaculate as it is dull. 

Lewis, Topog. Dict. Several other examples of "Grecian" work recorded in 
Ecci. Arch. Topog. of Engl. 1852 have no doubt been purged. 
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Midland district in which this class is found. It appears to contain 
a larger number than any other single county and possesses in the 
central tower of Ely Cathedral the outstanding example in the whole 
of England, of the group which is octagonal from the ground. 

The west steeple of Ely has a fifteenth-century lantern' and four 
detached turrets on a twelfth-century square tower (p1. IV), much in 
the manner of Barnack in Northamptonshire, which has an earlier 
octagon on a still earlier square. Sutton (p1. V) belongs to both (1) 
and (2) classes. Burwell west tower (p1. VI) is exactly on the pattern 
of Wymondham in Norfolk, but is inferior to it, the bell-chamber 
window being absurdly small and low down. In both, the windows are 
on the cardinal faces and there is a buttress in the middle of each 
alternate side: a cheap substitute for the turrets of Ely. In size and 
quality Burwell is more like TJpwell, also in Norfolk and near Wis-
bech; at TJpwell the buttresses are omitted, but there are good 
windows apparently only to east and west. Swaffham Prior has two 
churches (pl. V). St Mary's is important because of its early date 
and its elaboration: a square base with an octagonal upper storey, 
both twelfth century, and formerly a sixteen-sided top stage of 
doubtful date; there are no buttresses. St Cyriac's 2  is fifteenth 
century: a square base the height of the nave roof with an octagonal 
upper part with a buttress and pinnacle at each corner, like the 
lantern of Fotheringhay. 

At Cambridge a sixteen-sided bell-tower was built over the circular 
triforium of Holy Sepulchre Church (fig. 5); the old views hardly 
allow one to judge the date of this addition. Eight sides had two-
light windows and there were buttresses in the middle of the remain-
ing eight sides very much in the manner of the south-west turret of 
the west transept in Ely Cathedral and St Mary's, Swaffham Prior. 
At the old church of St Andrew the Great in Cambridge some form of 
octagonal lantern seems to have been begun. 

Most of these octagonal top-stages were bell-chambers. Both the 
central and western lanterns at Ely and the new work at the Round 
Church at Cambridge had bells hanging in them, and it is recorded 
that five bells hung in St Mary's, Swafiham Prior; in many no doubt, 
as at the Ely west tower, the weight of the bells falls on the lower 
square part. Ely's west octagon had a delicate lead spire, and it is 
likely that one was intended on the central lantern, perhaps on the 
lines of that at East Harling, Norfolk (28 miles). Burwell has a small 
spire on an open lantern; at Sutton a second octagon was added and 
TJpwell has a tall lead spire; Barnack, the centre of a stone district, 
has a stone one. With this group it is perhaps allowable to connect the 

1 Lantern is here used in its modern sense of a superstructure, generally 
octagonal, probably so-called from its resemblance to a portable hand-lantern. 
In the Middle Ages it meant a central tower open to the church and thus giving 
light to the crossing, as Old St Paul's, York Minster and Durham Cathedral. 

2 The dedications of these two churches are transposed by some authors. 

3.2 
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hexagonal upper stage of the Gate of Honour, 1575, and the stair 
turret of the Gate of Wisdom. 

In its origin this form of steeple is unquestionably continental. 
But its introduction into England and its greater popularity in one 
region than in others are matters left to the learned to expound. 

The revision of boundaries mentioned above perhaps explains why 
several important churches have a decidedly East Anglian character: 
Burwell and Soham and Isleham with large and lofty aisle windows 

Fig. 5. Cambridge, Holy Sepulchre Church. Polygonal 
bell-chamber of Ely transept type. 

and bold clearstoreys. The fine early fourteenth-century church of 
Bottisham is an exception; it seems rather to show western influence; 
so does the vestry of Willingham and so does the church of Over, and 
perhaps also St Mary the Less, Cambridge. The old vaulted chancel, 
destroyed in 1834, of Holy Trinity, Cambridge, is of the West, unless 
it be due to some French influence; the church previous to 1834 was 
an example of a rebuilding by a wealthy parish while the impro-
priating religious house' failed in regard to the chancel (pl. VII). 
The tower of Soham has an East Anglian version of a West Country 
parapet2  (pl. VIII). 

1 West Derebam, Norfolk (Premonstratensian). The rebuilding was probably 
paid for by the gilds of which there were at least six.-Memorials. 

2 F. J. Allen, Proc. C.A.S. vol. xiii (1909), p. 217. 
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At Stretham, south of Ely, there is one of the few village crosses in 
the land which have been preserved: the head is a square block with 
a shallow niche for a statuette in relief on each face: a treatment of 
cross-head now rarely used though more manageable than any other. 
The wide-spreading flight of steps has been disastrously removed;' 
the total height is about 24 ft. The style cannot be connected with 
any particular district and it is mentioned here only because standing 
crosses were seldom spared in the Eastern Counties. It is well placed 
in the middle of the road from Cambridge to Ely. 

Fig. 6. Cambridge, St Botoiph's Church. 
Compound octagonal buttress irregularly set out (cf. p1. X). 

At Ely and thence northwards the style is that of the Marshland, 
which is also a border district with characteristics of its eastern and 
western neighbours. 

The Cathedral in particular seems to focus the styles of both 
regions. The plan with two axial towers was a national tradition, but 
the western transept and the continuous aisle across the ends of 
the main transept were brought by the first Norman abbot from 
Winchester; the remains at Bury St Edmunds show a similar 
west-façade. The accomplished masonry of several parts, especially 

1  New steps have, I understand, been provided. 
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perhaps the Lady Chapel and Alcock's and West's Chapels, is of the 
West, but the lofty spired turrets which flank the eastern chapels 
characterize a wide area in the eastern parts of England.-' The west 
porch is such a rare feature that it may be noticed. It was of two 
storeys. Other west porches near by are Bottisham, Cambridgeshire, 
and Crowland, Lincolnshire, also with upper storeys, and Snet.. 
tisham, Norfolk, of the narthex sort across the end of the church. 

Fig. 7. Ely Cathedral, Construction of Lantern. 
Three lower horizontals are framing (seen in elevation) of octagonal perimeter; 
two upper are floor and roof framing (in section); broken line shows roof-
covering and casing. 

The original twelfth-century west tower of Ely has octagonal but-
tresses, forming one of the Fenland Group of this class of tower. 2  
One side of each octagon is quite covered with half-round columns 
running from bottom to top; this curious and unusual treatment is 

Norfolk: Wiggenhall St Mary Magdalene; Terrington St Clement; Walpole 
St Peter; Yarmouth. Northants: Rothwell. Lincs: Heckington. 

2 St Mary's, Sutton, Lincolnshire, and West Walton and Walsoken, Norfolk. 
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found at St Margaret's, King's Lynn, twenty-three miles to the north, 
and at Thorney Abbey, the same distance to the north-west. The 
cusped bull's-eyes or roundels at the very top are more important; 
they may be compared with the plain circles in a like position in the 
very remarkable composition of the central tower of Norwich 
Cathedral (p1. IX), in the tower of Heacham, Norfolk, and the small 
holes in the pre-Conquest St Bene't's, Cambridge (fig. 2.), and other 
places, chiefly in the eastern and south-eastern parts of England. 

Fig. 8. Needham Market. 

Nave roof for comparison with Ely Lantern. 

Octagonal buttresses are found again at Cambridge, but with a 
variation; at Great St Mary's (pl. X) and at St Botolph's (fig. 6) 
they have square buttresses set against their cardinal faces; at 
St Botoiph's the octagons are irregular and both they and the square 
buttresses stop at the level of the bell-frame, due perhaps to want of 
skill in geometry in the first instance and of funds when the top stage 
was built. 

Returning to the north: we find in the Masonry strong Western 
influence. Whittiesey (p1. XI) has one of the handsomest steeples in 
England with a crocketed spire and pinnacles. It owes something to 
Northamptonshire, for instance the placing of the spire-lights on 
cardinal faces only and the use of clasping buttresses. The constantly 
changing plan of the buttresses suggests the absence of a strong school 
of steeple builders with definite traditions of its own. Leverington 
also has a spire; it is simpler; it belongs to a small group of towers 
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with turret-like battlemented pinnacles which characterize this part 
of the country; here and in some other examples the placing is not 
very well managed. The south porch is rich and notable Midland 
Counties .work. Leverington was a very prosperous place (p10 XII). 

Mingling with the masonry of the West is a no less distinct school 
of Eastern Counties Carpentry. This is particularly evident in the 

Fig. 9. Cambridge, St John's College. 
End of Library showing gable of kerb roof. 

roofs both of the parish churches and of the Ely buildings. The extra-
ordinarily bold construction of the Ely Lantern (1334-6) is the fore-
runner of the roofs of Norfolk and Suffolk; it is by Master William 
Hiurle, who had worked on the King's Palace at Westminster and at 
London Guildhall and had now risen to distinction. The construction 
should be compared with the nave of Needham Market Church in 
Suffolk. 

The roofs of the Cathedral transept and Galilee were remarkable in 
having truncated apexes, but they have all been destroyed. There is 
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still a roof of this sort with principals of arched form over the Prior's 
Hall (p1. XIII), and we may take this small roof to be by an Eastern 
Counties craftsman notwithstanding the use of wind-braces.' This 
truncated form of roof (a ' kerb ' roof) seems to belong to the east; 
it is found at Landbeach and Willingham Churches, ten miles away 
to the south, at the Library of St John's College, Cambridge, at 
Poistead in Suffolk, on the Hall of Hampton Court and the Chapter 
House of Canterbury and elsewhere. The present transept roofs are 
hammer-beam of very simple design and of Norfolk character: that is 
to say, without collars. 

The nave roof is probably the largest or one of the largest trussed-
rafter roofs in England; it has a span of 33 ft.; it is without tie-beams, 
and is 200 ft. long; it is probably of the thirteenth century. Ely must 
have been richin interesting roofs before the Suppression; that over 
the thirteenth-century Frater had a span 2 ft. greater than the 
nave. 2  The Guest House (now the Deanery), as wide as the nave, has 
a roof of very bold construction; the principals, arched up to the 
collar, are 15 ft. apart and the purlin is therefore provided with large 
wind-braces; this roof was hardly up to its work. The Black Hostry, 
with a timber upper storey, has a trussed rafter roof with tie-beams 
and king-post. The cross-braces from the king-post spring from 
the capital in the usual way, but the longitudinal braces to the 
central purlin spring from the base of the post: an heterodox arran ge-
ment adding greatly to the stiffness of the roof and speaking of some 
originality in the designer. 

The fine double hammer-beam roofs of March (p1. XIV) and Elm 
are doubtless the work of Suffolk men. Willingham and Landbeach 
nave roofs seem clearly to be old roofs re-used (figs. 10, 11). Land-
beach has heavy tie-beam principals but with hammer-beam inter-
mediates. Willingham, on the Huntingdonshire border, has a good 
double hammer-beam roof which formerly had three tiers of angels. 
This is said to have been brought from Barnwell Abbey 3  and cut 
down to fit a narrow nave. This kind of statement has always to be 
received with caution, but is clearly true in this case considering the 
elaborate and massive construction with a span of less than 18 ft. 
The roof is out of place in a West Cambridgeshire village, but would 
be appropriate in an important monastery in Cambridge, and it has 
been put together in a clumsy way. It belongs to the Norfolk class, 
the central arch rising to the ridge without a collar. The north aisle 
of Haslingfield has a Norfolk roof, but it is rather early and the 
tracery is clumsy (p1. XV). 

Most of the parish churches have either fiat roofs with tie-beams or 

1 Wind-braces are more necessary in this form of roof than in the ordinary 
kind. They were little used in the Eastern Counties. 

2 But it may have been subdivided into two or three spans by one or two 
colonnades. 

Proc. C.A.S. vol. ix, p.  20. 
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high-pitched of trussed-rafter form with waggon ceilings. Of one or 
the other sort are most of the town churches and college buildings. 
Many of the ceilings have been destroyed, to the grievous injury of 
the buildings as a whole; one of the most disastrous was the case 
of the noble basilica-like nave of Ickleton. 

Fig. 10. Landbeach Church. 
Nave roof with trusses alternately hammer-beam and tie-beam. A kerb roof. 

5'.ct 
C. ly . 6 4 

Fig. 11. Willingham Church. 
Nave roof. Double hammer-beam and kerb. 

The nave-roof of All Saints in the Jewry in Cambridge was of 
double hammer-beam construction; on the destruction of the church 
it was placed over Wendy Church. The roofs of StourbridgeChapel on 
the outskirts of Cambridge have pseudo-arched principals, the upper 
part of the arch being omitted and there being no collar; they are thus 
of decidedly Norfolk character. They were probably made between 
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Among Foreigners the Italian craftsmen of the 1517-1547 period 
left their mark. The stalls and screen of King's College Chapel 
show Italian detail, and there is a trace of it in the stonework of 
Bishop West's Chapel at Ely Cathedral. The stone vault- is pure. 
Italian and one of the most important works they left in England. 
The Chapel was built by the Bishop in his lifetime and seems to have 
been completed about the time of his death in 1533. It is of interest 
to note that when Bishop Fisher was building the chapel and tomb 
for himself in St John's College Chapel between 1525 and 1533 the 
accounts (for 1524-5) contain the following: "Item gyffin to the 
Master mason of Ely for drawing a drawght for my lordes tumbe and 
for his avyse of the chapell, iij s. iiij d." 1  A sketch (reproduced by 
Willis and Clark) of the tomb made by Essex before its destruction in 
the eighteenth century shows a purely Italian design. In 1532-3 (two 
years before the Bishop's death) a payment is made "to Mr Lee the 
freemason for makyng and settyng upp the tumbe, vj li. xiij s.. Mi d. 
Item to Mr Lee the freemason in full payment for my lordes tumbe 
and for stone to the same tumbe, iiij H. 

The influence of the Italians is seen in the frieze of one of the clunch 
overmantel pieces of John Veysy's house, 2  now at Madingley Hall, 
perhaps carved by an Englishman. 

There are some examples of the influence of Dutch settlers as well 
as of the spread of their influence from Norfolk, such as the curved 
gable and details of the brickwork. At Fen Drayton there is a house 
bearing the inscription "1713/NIET/z0NDER/AnBYT": "Nothing 
without work"; given by Mr Cudworth in his valuable article on 
Flemish Influence. 3  

Illustrations of what are here briefly called Trade Conditions are 
found here and there. At Cambridge in the first half of the thirteenth 
century there appears to have flourished a master mason who left his 
mark on four buildings. He had a fancy for the then old fashion of 
intersecting arches, and he used them for the double piscina five times 
in four churches with only slight variations in detail: the quire of 
St Radegund's now Jesus College (fig. 13), the Hospital of St John 
now St John's College, two at Histon Church three miles out of Cam-
bridge (p1. XVII), and Longstanton St Michael three miles further 
on. The same arrangement is to be seen at Leighton Bromswold in 
Huntingdonshire, twenty miles away, and at Barnston next Dun-
mow, Essex, twenty-eight miles. The treatment is different from the 
usual twelfth-century intersecting arcade in which each arch passes 
in front of one of its neighbours and behind the other; our Cambridge 
mason made each moulding intersect with the corresponding member 
of both adjoining arches, the rolls of one crossing the hollows of the 
other. In two of these buildings, Jesus College and Histon Church, 

1 Willis and Clark, vol. ix, p. 282. 
2 C.A.S. Comm. vol. vu  (1893). 	3  Proc. C.A.S. vol. xxxv" (1937) 
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he has the unusual arrangement of two seats at different levels under 
a single arch of the sedilia. Here may be recorded, as another 
example of trade conditions, the mason's templates at St Wencired's, 

Fig. 13. Cambridge, Jesus College Chapel. 
Piscina, repeated elsewhere in neighbourhood; two 

sediia under one arch (cf. p1. XVII). 

i  FIA114- 

STKING COUR%%  
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Fig. 14. Lead templates at March Church. 

March; although they have no direct bearing on local style such 
things are so rare that no apology need be made for illustrating them 
(fig. 13). 
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Another local mannerism attributable to the master mson is the 
Bay Wall-arcade as I call it for want of a better name. It consists of 
a series of large shallow recesses on the inner face of the wall. These 
are quite different from the ordinary wall-arcade some 8 ft. high with 
arches of about 4 ft. span. The Bay Wall-arcade has a spacing equal 
to that of the buttresses or roof principals and rises to the wall-plate. 
There are good examples of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries 
at Ely (p1. XVIII), Wilburton, . Sutton and Histon, and there is 
another group of four which appear to be thirteenth century in 
Huntingdonshire, averaging twenty-five miles from Ely.' The idea is 
unquestionably that of the mason: it is not the sort of thing that 
would occur to the employer, either clerk or layman, or make much 
appeal to him. The master masons in these two counties must have 
been in touch with those who were doing the same thing in Kent and 
east Surrey. 

Under this head of Trade Conditions come the men responsible for 
the design of building: masons, carpenters, builders, architects, call 
them what we will. They are fully dealt with by Willis and Clark 2  and 
only a few of the sixteenth to eighteenth centuries, when distinct 
personalities begin to emerge, need be recalled here together with 
their birth-place, as being pertinent to our subject. Ralph Symons, 
who appears in 1584, was from Berkhampstead, Hertfordshire. With 
him worked Gilbert Wigge. John Westley's family may have been of 
Westley Waterless near the Suffolk border of our county or of 
Westley near Bury. In the seventeenth century flourished Thomas 

- and John Grumbold; they were from Raunds in Northamptonshire, 
where the family seems to have been well established; the place was 
well known for its rag-stone quarries and. the county for its freestone. 
William Grumbold, 3  mason, had worked on Great St Mary's Church 
in 1593. Sir James Burrough, an amateur architect, was the son of 
a doctor of Bury; James Essex of a Cambridge builder. The influence 
of these men and of their predecessors, such men as well-known 
Master William Hurle who constructed the Lantern of Ely, must have 
been very great. 

The monks of Ely used bricks at an early time. At first they were 
imported from Flanders, but in the first half of the fourteenth century 
the monks dug clay in a pit near the city and made their own bricks. 

'At Ely the Prior's Hall and Audit Room (eighth canonry) and the Queen's 
Hall (Headmaster's House), all about 1320. At Wilburton Church (5 miles), and 
at Sutton (6 miles) the arcades are continued 'all round the church. At Histon 
Church the arcades formerly ran round both transepts, mid-thirteenthcentury, 
the richest example. The Huntingdonshire examples are at Great Gidding, 
Hemingford Abbots, Molesworth and Woolley. 

2 Willis and Clark, vol. iii, pp. 529-46. See also Mr L. F. Salzman, as above. 
J. E. Foster, Churchwardens' Accounts, Great St Mary's, C.A.S. 8vo PubL 

No. xxxv, p.  248. 
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These were chiefly for internal use, presumably because they made a 
better surface than chalk or flint for plastering. At St Mary the Less, 
Cambridge, brick is used for the vault under the sacristy built in the 
first half of the fourteenth century. At that time the church served 
as the chapel of Peterhouse, founded by Hugh dc Balsham, Bishop 
of Ely, and no doubt the bricks were sent upstream from Ely by the 
influence of one of Hugh's successors. 

Fig. 15. Cambridge. Pargetting, 	Fig. 16. Pargetting. Common 
Wrestlers Inn. Destroyed. 	 diaper patterns. 

Brickwork is described in a seventeenth-century contract as a 
facing, the wall being clunch: "the outward walls of the said building 
shall be of bricke on the outside filled or layed with white stone " ).  
This was no doubt the general practice. 

It is doubtful when the manufacture of bricks began in Cambridge. 
They were brought from West Stow in Suffolk, about twenty miles 
away, for St John's College in 15982  and from Ely for Clare Hall in 
1638. In all Cambridge buildings stone is freely used for dressings; 
there is none wholly of brick like Oxburgh Hall in Norfolk. There is 
an example of the brick corbel-table with trefoil arches, used so freely 
at Oxburgh Hall (c. 1480) and at Hadleigh, Suffolk (c. 1490), on the 
thick north wall of John Veysy's house (1538) at the south-east corner 
of the Market Place. I recall no instance of terra cotta. 

There is now little ancient Timber Building, great quantities in 
Cambridge and the country round having been destroyed in recent 
years. At Ely several of the monastic buildings were wholly or partly 

1 Contract for Perse Building, Gonville and Caius College, 1617, printed in 
Venn, Gonvilic and Caiu8 College, p. 270. 

2 Willis and Clark, vol. II, p. 251. 	 3  Ibid. vol. I, pp. 93, 94. 
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of timber; one window of the fourteenth century with elaborate 
tracery has survived, not in situ. But similar work is found in other 
parts of the country.' Such timber framing as there is follows, as one 
would expect, the Eastern Counties system of plain uprights close 
together: none of the elaboration of the West. Many of the earlier 
timber-built houses, now entirely covered with plaster, doubtless 
showed their timbering originally. 

Decorative pargeting is now the characteristic wall-covering of 
timber buildings, showing the Essex influence. In such a dry climate, 
tile-hanging was not needed. The decoration of the plaster is of two 
sorts: in one a bold geometrical pattern like an enlargement of that 
used for the glazing of Elizabethan houses is impressed on a rough 
surface; in the other the wall-surface is divided into large panels by 
smooth bands about 6 in. wide, each panel being filled with a diaper, 
of which several patterns were in general use (figs. 15, 16). 

The practice of frankly making one building an imitation of another 
was very common in the Middle Ages, and there are several instances 
of it at Cambridge.. The chancel screen and rood-loft at Great St 
Mary's Church is a well-known case. It was to be partly like that at 
Thriplow (8 miles) and partly like Gazeley in Suffolk (18 miles). At 
St John's College the rood-loft and stalls were made by Thomas 
Loveday of Sudbury according to or better than those at Jesus and 
Pembroke; the gates of the college were simply to be "better than 
ony Gats be wythin ony College in Cambr'. 112 

 

The tendency of Cambridgeshire buildings to take the colour of the 
neighbouring county is due partly to this practice of deliberate copy -
ing and partly to sending to a distance for a craftsman; the example 
of Great St Mary's Church copying Gazeley is instructive. The screen 
work of churches cannot be included in these notes and it has already 
been dealt with fully by Mr F. Bligh Bond. 3  Church benches gene-
rally have a strong local style and those of Cambridgeshire mostly 
follow the Midland tradition of a simple square panelled end. At 
Swaffham Bulbeck, close to the Suffolk border, there are beautiful 
bench-ends of Suffolk character and evidently the work of an expert 
Suffolk joiner; those at Histon are like them; Alcock's woodwork in 
Jesus College Chapel is also Suffolk joinery; Willis and Clark tell us 
that Suffolk carpenters were frequently employed on University 
buildings. When in 1604 Trinity College was proposing to build a new 
Hall the Bursar was sent to London to view and measure several halls 
so that that which had the best proportions might be copied. The one 
chosen was Middle Temple Hall in regard to its general lines: both 

1 At, e.g., Shrewsbury and Oswestry. 
2 Willis and Clark, vol. Ix, p. 244. The large collection of evidence from 

medieval documents made by Mr John H. Harvey throws much light on the 
personalities of medieval craftsmen and on the conduct of medieval building 
work and should certainly be published immediately on the return of peace. 

Proc. C.A.S. vol. XII, p. 285; vol. xm, p. 31. 
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PLATE II 

F. J. Illen 
HASLINOFIELD CHURCH: STEEPLE. 

Fine tower with the battlemented pinnacles of the district. Clasping 
buttresses of Northamptonshire. Square Norfolk ventilator. 

Home Counties lead spire. 
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PLATE IV 

ELY CATHEDRAL: WEST TOWER. 

Octagonal buttresses of Fenland group. Octagonal top stage 
and polygonal transept buttresses, both of this district. 

Norwich bull's-eyes. (Cf. p1. IX.) 
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PLATE VI 
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A. H. Lloyd 
MELBOURN CHURCH 

Compare steeple with Haslingfield (p1. II). Top of pinnacles modern. 

BURWELL CHURCH 

Formerly in Diocese of Norwich. Local octagonal steeple. 
Clearstorey and lofty aisle of Norfolk. 



PLATE VII 

441 A 

CAMBRIDGE: HOLY TRINITY CHURCH 

Nave and transept rebuilt by parish, the old vaulted chancel left standing. 
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PLATE IX 

('oc 
NORWICH CATHEDRAL: PART OF TOWER. 

Bull's-eves. (Cf. P1•  IV.) 



PLATE X 

T 

Harradem 
CAMBRIDGE: GREAT ST MARY'S CHURCH STEEPLE. 

The compound octagonal buttress logically carried up as a pinnacle. 
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John Johnson 
WHITTLESEY CHURCH. 

A fine Northamptonshire steeple. 
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PLATE XIII 

ELY: PRIOR'S HousE. 

The kerb roof of the hail. 

F 

WALL-PIECE OF THE ROOF. 

Refined detail. 



PLATE XIV 

Gilso Vt 

MARCH: CHURCH OF ST \\i:  ND flF DA; NAVE ROOF.  

Double hammer-beam; Suffolk construction (with collars); 
braced wall plates; richest character, with statues in niches on the 
helves (wall-pieces), and seven tiers of demi-angels. 
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PLATE XVI 

CAMBRIDGE: HALL OF TRINITY COLLEGE. 

Hammer-beam roof like Grays Inn Hall. 
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are 100 ft. by 40 ft. by 50 ft. high to the small level ceiling. The Bursar 
was accompanied by Ralph Symons, an architect-builder, and pos-
sibly Symons took the opportunity of making notes on some roofs, 
for those of the Hall and Kitchen of Trinity strongly resemble the 
roof of Gray's Inn Hall; but though Symons built the walls of the 
new hall the woodwork was done by Francis Carter.' 

In the collegiate plan Cambridge had its own type. As is well known 
it followed closely that of the manor house; but as a college plan and 
as differing markedly from that of Oxford it may be said to be a local 
style. The striking similarity between the plans of Queens' College and 
Haddon Hall was first pointed out by Professor Willis, and Queens' is 
the typical Cambridge plan. It was that of Clare, Pembroke, Trinity 
Hall, Christ's, St John's, and to alarge extent of other colleges. Even 
Trinity, compromised as it was by the existence of the earlier colleges 
which it absorbed, eventually assumed this plan, and so did King's as 
Henry VI planned it, though it was modified by the example of 
William of Wykeham at Winchester and Oxford. The post-Reforma-
tion period produced another difference between the two Universities: 
at Cambridge Dr Caius in 1565 introduced on hygienic grounds the 
three-sided court; and this was copied by other colleges at Cambridge 
but not at Oxford. 

The Materials used have an equally strong local colour. Though 
clunch was often used it was so bad—worse even than the Oxford 
Headington stone—that brick was used instead at Queens' (1448-60), 
at St Catharine's, St John's, Jesus and in many parts of other col-
leges. The use of brickwork demanded simplicity of detail, and with 
the exception of the chapel and old gateway of King's, which are of 
stone, everything is very modest. 

The original domestic buildings of King's College, now the Uni-
versity Administrative Offices, are refined and scholarly work of 
higher quality than anything else done at Cambridge before or since, 
except the chapel, till the time of Wren. The foundation stone of the 
gateway was laid by Henry VI in person, ,2 April 1441. Stone had 
already been prepared and in June Reginald Ely was directed by the 
King to impress workmen of all trades for the work. 

The design of the gateway was new to Cambridge; at Oxford it had 
been tried once and then dropped. Hitherto at Cambridge a college 
entrance was almost always a mere doorway, or two doorways, a large 
and a small, in an unbroken range of building  (p1. XIX). The two 
earlier 'College- s absorbed by  Trinity  College had however essayed some-
thing more ambitious. King's Hall, founded by Edward III, had built 
in 1426-7 the gateway known as King Edward's, now rebuilt with 
altered detail at the west end of Trinity College Chapel; this is of 

1 Willis and Clark, vol. ii, p. 491. 
2 As at Clare, Pembroke, Gonville and Caius, Trinity Hall, Corpus Christi, 

and doubtless also at Peterhouse. It was used again at Magdalene. 
C.A.S. Prod. VOL. XL 
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Fig. 18. Cambridge, King's College Old Gateway. Inside. 
Unity achieved. 

4-2 
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tower form with an octagonal turret at each angle. The gateway of 
Michaelhouse, facing down Trinity Lane, is believed to have been of 
the same sort. King Edward's gateway shows what was to become 

Fig. 19. Cambridge, St John's College Gateway. 
Cambridge type matured with vigour but some loss of reticence. 

the typical Cambridge arrangement: a niche and statue over the apex 
of the arch with a window on either side, while Oxford. favoured a 
projecting oriel window above the crown of the arch. 



LOCAL CHARACTER IN ANCIENT ARCHITECTURE 	53 

At King's College, twenty-four years later, the same composition 
appears, but in a more studied and refined form. The finished work 
was clearly to have been carried up as a tower, the arch has windows 
over its haunches with a niche for a statue between them and two 
more niches beyond the windows, the whole flanked by half-octagon 
buttresses or turrets (fig. 17). This scheme of a central niche was 
followed in later gateways,' and it is clear that the King—Edward III 
or Henry VI—had set a fashion. The angles of the whole building are 
finished with octagonal buttresses; the top storey shows a range of 
slightly projecting chimney stacks standing on an off-set or ledge in 

Fig. 20. Cambridge, Trinity College. 
West side of court. Hall of Michaelhouse with trefoil oriel. 

the wall. But in the composition of the gateway (it may be suggested) 
the mason was himself feeling his way; his outside arch is capped by a 
horizontal label and traceried panels; it is only in the simple elevation 
towards the court that he uses the ogee label, crocketed and finished 
with a finial under the niche (fig. 18). This, with the addition of 
heraldic achievements, was to become the final solution, seen at St 
John's (fig. 19), Christ's and Jesus main gateways, and in the postern 
of the Great Gate at Trinity, in the doorway from the first court of 
St John's to the screens (used very cunningly to give a pleasing 
echo of the main gateway) and at Jesus at the passage to the Cloister 
Court. At King's the space above the internal windows between the 
Ante-Chapel and the side chapels has the same heraldic treatment 
without the ogee hood-mould and of course without the statue. 

In the Founder's enlarged scheme for King's square turrets take 
the place of the octagonal buttresses at the corners. The same arran ge- 

' Queens', Jesus, Christ's, St John's. At Trinity, the Great Gate has a double 
doorway but is otherwise similar; and the transition from the asymmetrical 
lower stage to the symmetrical upper storey is ingeniously managed. Compare 
also East Barsham Manor House, Norfolk. 
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ment is found at Queens' College, built by Margaret, Henry's queen, 
in 1448-9, and at the buildings round Cloister Court at Eton. Both 
Queens' and Eton are built of brick with stone dressings and there is 
a considerable general resemblance. We might assume from these 
facts that the same designer was at work on all three buildings or 
perhaps all four, did we not know what close personal interest the 
King took in the details of his architectural schemes and what an 

Fig. 21. Cambridge, Peterhouse. 
West end of chapel with loggias; Jacobean Gothic. 

influence he may have had upon the designs. All will be familiar with 
his minute directions as to the dimensions of the Chapel of King's and 
his artless self-congratulation on having gone one better than 
Wykeham: "And so the seid Qwere schall be lenger than the qwere 
of the Newe College at Oxford bi. xlvij. fote brodder bi. viij. fote. 
And the walles heyer be xxti fote." 

The old east front of the Schools shown in Loggan's view of 1688 
was begun in 1470 from a benefaction of Thomas Rotherham, 
Chancellor of the University and Bishop of Rochester. 2  The handsome 

1 Willis and Clark, vol. i, p. 367. 
2 Bishop of Lincoln in 1471, Chancellor of England 1474, Archbishop of 

York 1480, died 1500. 
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gateway is not in the Cambridge tradition and may owe something to 
the personal influence of Rotherham, who was already a man of 
affairs and of travel.' It is characteristic of its period but difficult to 
trace to a genealogical line of particular buildings. 

One other departure from academic severity appears in the oriel 
window 2  of the hall of Michaelhouse; in plan it was trefoil-shaped. 
The building is not referred to in any document and its date is un-
known. A similar oriel was built at Thornbury Castle, Gloucester-
shire, about 1520, and one at Hengrave Hall in Suffolk in 1538. The 
Cambridge example is no doubt of the same period (fig. 20). 

That queer phase called Jacobean Gothic, so much in evidence in 
Oxford due to High Church and court influence, makes but little 
showing here (fig.. 21). 

We see then that Cambridgeshire has some claims to local style and 
has within its borders variations which distinguish the different parts. 
These variations are due to relative wealth and to the influence of the 
neighbour counties. The feature which has the most definitely local 
character is the octagonal steeple which, with Huntingdonshire as its 
geographical centre, spreads right across the county, giving it a larger 
number of instances than any other county, and the outstanding 
exemplar. The influence of Northamptonshire quarries and masoncraft 
is seen in the north and west, of the Suffolk carpentry in the east and at 
Cambridge, Ely and March. The high-pitched open-timber roof with a 
truncated apex may, from its rarity elsewhere, be almost considered 
a local characteristic. In the University buildings there is distinct 
local colour both in the collegiate plan and in the treatment of the 
parts. 

The buildings referred to in the foregoing pages have been quoted 
as illustrative examples, not as forming complete lists. No doubt 
others, some of them probably more illuminating, might be quoted, 
especially in the rural parts. I must plead in excuse my long absence 
from the County. 

My thanks for the loan of illustrations are due to Messrs Bowes 
and. Bowes, to the Society (for illustrations by the late Dr F. J. 
Allen, the late Mr C. H. Jones, and the late Dr A. H. Lloyd) and to 
the Syndics of the Cambridge University Press; plates XIII and 
XVIII are from their Monastic Buildings of Ely. The engravings 
from the Memorials are by Le Keux and Storer; those by John 
Johnson are from his Ancient English Churches, c. 1840. 

' The east range was taken down in 1754 and the gateway re-erected of a 
mutilated ogee form as an entrance to the stable yard at Madingley Hall. 

2 Now destroyed. It is shown by Loggan 1688 and some remains have been 
found on excavation. C.A.S. Comm. vol. viii (1893), p.  240. 



CAMBRIDGESHIRE FIELD SYSTEMS 
WITH A HAND-LIST OF CAMBRIDGESHIRE 

ENCLOSURE ACTS AND AWARDS- 

By  W. E TATE, F.R.HIST.S. 

(This paper is Part IV of "A Hand-List of English Enclosure Acts 
and Awards", now in process of publication in county instalments) 

PART I 
CAMBRIDGESHIRE FIELD SYSTEMS 

ACCORDING to the data set forth in Professor Gray's' pioneer study, 
Cambridgeshire proper lies very largely within the midland area 
formerly cultivated under the two- and three-field systems. A small 
portion of the county along the eastern boundary, he says, is out-
side this open-field region. The whole of the Isle of Ely and an ex-
tensive area in the north of the county proper also lies outside the 
sphere of open-field agriculture. 

Dr und Mrs Orwin,2  whose later researches have very considerably 
modified Professor Gray's conclusions as to the extent of open-field 
conditions elsewhere, are in general agreement with him as to the 
wide prevalence of open fields throughout the county, and they note 
that the only extensive area of Cambridgeshire where it seems that 
open fields were never widely distributed was the fenland district of 
the extreme north. Even in the Isle of Ely, which Professor Gray 
thought showed no traces whatever of open field, Dr and Mrs Orwin 
have found undoubted evidence of its existence round Ely city. 

So far as can be ascertained, Cambridgeshire was early essentially 
a county of three-field agriculture. 3  In this the shire was unlike some 
of its neighbours, where the two-field system evolved into a three-
field scheme in quite late historic times. Not, of course, that at any 
time three-field agriculture was entirely supreme in the county. At 
Litlington 4  the change from two-field husbandry to that of three 
fields can be dated as somewhere between 11 Ed. III (1337-8) and 
29 Hen. VIII (1537-8). Altogether Professor Gray has noted in 
Cambridgeshire particulars of the agricultural condition of twenty-
seven townships. Four 5  of these were in two fields each: Abington 
(qu. Great Abington, Little Abington, or Abington Pigotts), 4 John 
(1202-3), Bosworth (Boxworth), ante 15th century and 2 Ed. III 
(1328-9), Litlington, 2 Ed. III- —9), and Tadlow, 3 Hen. III 

1 English Field Systems, Cambridge, Mass., U.S.A. 1915, frontispiece and 
p. 63. 

2 The Open Fields, 1938, pp. 60, 65 9  66. 
Gray, op. cit. p; 70. 	 4 Ibid. p. 75. 
At times ranging from 4 John (1202-3) to 15 Ed. 111 (1341-2). 
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(1218-19). No less than twenty-three" of them were each in three 
fields. The list runs: Barnwell, temp. Ric. II (1377-99), " Beche" 
(Reach or more probably Landbeach and/or Waterbeach), temp. 
Ed. I (1272-1307), Chesterton, 42 Hen. III (1257-8), Chippenham, 
ante 1387, Cottenham, 4 John (1202-3) and 12 Hen. III (1227-8), 
Downham, 1278, Fen Ditton, 30 Ed. III (1356-7), Foxton, 16th 
century, Gamlingay, 1601, Grantchester, 2  9 Ed. III (1335-6), Hariton, 
16th century, Haslingfield, 16th century, Hinxton, 16th century, 
Litlington, 29 Hen. VIII (1537-8), Littleport, 1278, "Lyndon" 
(qu. Linton or a manor of Haddenham), 1278, Madingley, 10 Ed. III 
(1336-7), Shudy Camps, 3 Hen. III (1218-19), Swaffham Prior, 1566, 
Thriplow, 1278, Whaddon, 15 Ed. III (1341-2), Wilburton, 1278, and 
Willingham, 1278 and 15th century. Mr Leadam 3  thought that an 
enclosure of 60 acres at Longstowe in 1690 strongly suggested the 
existence of a three-field system there. Rampton in 1754 was in four 
fields.4  To Gray's instances Mr L. F. Salzman has added others. 

I am obliged to him for permission to reprint the two following 
paragraphs from the Cambridgeshire Victoria County History. It will 
be seen that he gives all the data in Gray, with one note of correction 
And many additions, and that he arranges the villa ges named topo-
graphically, so as to make his description much easier to follow than 
that of Gray. 

Cambridgeshire lay in the midland area of England of which the agricultural 
economics were dominated by the open-field system. Thus in an extent of the 
manor of Quy 5  in 1317 it is definitely stated that "there are 200 acres of arable 
land, of which none is in severalty". In many other instances the same fact 
is implied, though occasionally there seem to have been blocks of enclosed 
arable from an early date. 6  By the middle of the 13th century the three-field 
system was predominant in the greater part of the county. There is definite 
evidence of this round Cambridge, at Barnwell, Chesterton, Coton, 7  Madingley, 
Grantchester and Fen Ditton, farther east at Bottisham (Northfield, Whytefeld, 
Stonyfeld),8  Swaffham Prior, and Chippenham, on the borders of Suffolk; in 
the south at Shudy Camps, Castle Camps, 9  Linton,'° Balsham," Hinxton, 
Thriplow and Foxton. In the neighbourhood of Ely, three fields are found at 

1 At times ranging from 1202-3 to 1601. 
2 Wrongly identified by Gray as Gransden. 

Trans. R.Hist. Soc. N.S. vol. viii (1894), p.  303. 
Dr J. A. Venn. Foundations of Agricultural Economics, 2nd ed. 1933, 

pp. 36-8, reproduces the map of this date, and offers some interesting notes on 
its main features. He says incorrectly, however, that the date of the subsequent 
enclosure is not recorded. Actually the place was enclosed in 1839, and so duly 
appears in List A infra. 

Chan. Inq. p.m. Edw. II, ifie 57, no. 25. 
6 E.g. at Marchford (now known as March), in 1360, in a close, 10 acres of 

land: ibid. Edw. III, file 155, no. 15. 
" In 1271, 80 acres, of which 53 can be sown yearly: Chan. Inq. p.m. Hen. III, 

ifie 42, no. 2. 
S Hailstone, Hist. of Bottisham, C.A.S. Svo Publ. No. xiv (1873), pp. 334-5. 

Chan. Inq. p.m. Edw. III, file 28, no. 17. 
10 Ibid. Hen. III, file 42, no. 6. 	11 Ibid. file 41, no. 20. 
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Witeham (North, South and East fields),' Downham, Littleport, Wilburton, 
Cottenham and Willingham: at Stretharn in 1277 the acres of demesne were 
distributed between Estfeld 41, Northfeld 32k, Westfeld 16, Suthfeld 158, and 
Hay 180,2  which suggests an original division of the arable between three fields, 
with the later addition of two large tracts of reclaimed land. That such exten-
sions of arable were made is shown by the demesnes of Doddington, 3  where 
2421 acres lay in ten named parcels, ranging from 9 acres to 52, and 891 acres 
were entered as "of new assart" in Stockinghoue, Brechoue, Hochoue, and 
Suthythehoue. Where the demesne arable lay thus in many parcels, as at Fen 
Ditton, and Horningsea 4, Balsham, 5  and Little Gransden, 6  it is probable that 
most of these represent enclosures, as opposed to strips in the common fields. 
This is borne out by the description of the demesne of Hardwick: 7  in Haydole 
17J acres: in Hotefeld in various parcels 52 acres 3 roods. . - in the field called 
Tenakres 261 acres; in Utfeld 17 acres 1 rood, and in the same field in various 
parcels 141 acres. Here there seems to be a clear distinction between arable in 
blocks and in scattered strips: but the three-field rotation was no doubt 
followed, as at Great Shelford in 1384, although the demesne arable lay in ten 
different blocks, 130 acres were sown with various kinds of corn and 651 acres 
lay fallow against the next year. 8  

In the south-west corner of the county we find a block of manors in which the 
two-field system existed: Bassingbourn, 9  Litlington, Steeple Morden, 10 Abington 
Pigotts, Tadlow, and Clopton;" but in Whaddon on the east, and Gamlingay on 
the north of this group the three-field system was practised. Farther north 
Boxworth certainly and Elsworth 12  apparently followed the two-field system. 
So, rather surprisingly, did Milton, where, in 1349, of 100 acres of arable "there 
are sown this year with winter corn 20 acres and with Lent corn 33 acres 1 rood, 
and the rest lies fallow and then is worth nothing, as it lies in common for the 
cattle "13  Burrough Green 14  (Borough Green) on the south-east edge of the 
county, and Leverington 15  in the extreme north, also belong to this group. 

Other scraps of information which I have come across in the course 
of my reading are as follows: "Beche" (Waterbeach)' 6  was in three 
fields in the middle of the twelfth century. Burgh (Borough Green) 17 

was in two fields in 1334. By 1615 it was in at least six, possibly 
seven, apparently very unequal in their areas. Landbeach' 8  seems to 
have been in four fields, of areas respectively 121, 303, 232 and 259 
acres in 1549. 

' Egerton MS. 3047, fol. 67 v. 	2  Cott. MS. Claud C. XI, fol. 43 v. 
Ibid. fol. 61. At Tydd the virgaters were allowed to take in land from the 

sea and marsh without paying extra rent, but no reduction of rent was made if 
part of their land was destroyed by the sea: ibid. fol. 87 v. 

Ibid. fol. 115. 	 5 Ibid. fol. 121. 
6 Ibid. fol. 149. 	 7 Ibid. fol. 145. 
8 Mins. Accts. (P.R.O.), 1133, no. 6. 

Chan. Inq. p.m. Hen. III, file 37, no. 13. 
10 Ibid. Edw. I. file 5, no. 6. 	 11 Ibid. Hen. III, ifie 34, no. 13. 
12  Radulfus tenet xi seliones in uno campo et in alio v: Cart. Mon. Barn. 

(Rolls Series), in, 248. 
13 Chan. Inq. p.m. Edw. III, file 101, no. 7. 
14  Ibid. file 39, no. 10. 	n Esch. Accts. (35-6 Edw. III), file 8, no. 24. 
16  Clay, History of Waterbeach, C.A.S. 1859, p.  85. 
17 Palmer, History of Borough Green, C.A.S. 1939, pp. 10, 139. 
18 Clay, History of Landbeach, C.A.S. 1861, pp.  28-9. 
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Concerning the management of these open fields, as also regarding 
the importance of the common pasture, there is a fair amount of 
evidence available. The following instances are also taken from the 
V.C.H.' On the three Crowland manors, Cottenham, Dry Drayton 
and Oakington, the tenant of every hide had the right to graze on the 
common 6 oxen, 2 horses, 6 cows, 80 sheep and 15 geese. This would 
give a total of 90 horses, 540 cows and oxen, 3600 sheep and 675 
geese on, apparently, not more than 5500 acres. Every tenant would 
not make full use of his rights, but many exceeded their stint: in 1285, 
for instance, the Prior of Swavesey, who held one hide at Dry Drayton, 
had put 120 cattle and 600 sheep on the commons, and others had 
followed his example. In addition to the waste, the open fields, after 
the crops had been carried in, or when lying fallow, were commonable, 
and here the stock not only picked up food but helped to manure the 
ground. It is interesting to find many instances in the county of the 
manorial right of foldage, which Professor Gray 2  described very 
ehi'borately with special reference to Norfolk and Suffolk, and 
which Dr Slater regarded as almost peculiar to Cambridgeshire. At 
Stretham, for instance, even the scanty sheep of the "analepimen" or 
"underseths" (the landless tenants of the villeins) had to he in the 
Bishop's fold. At Ditton Camois (Wood Ditton) in 1290 "everyone 
having sheep must put them in the lord's fold, of which the clear 
profit is 13s. 4d.", and at Linton in 1272 there was pasture for 
sheep on the fallow, whereof the fold was worth 20s. An account 
for 1306 shows 13 acres at Ely and 7 at Lindon (recte Lyndon, a 
hamlet of Haddenham) dunged "with the fold" against 48 and 
32 "with carts" : 3  but at Kennett 57 acres were manured by the 
fold and 29 with carts. There is an interesting later reference to this 
same custom at Stretham in Archdeacon Cunningham's work cited 
below. 

Concerning the management of the commons in a group of parishes 
lying near the junction of the Ouse and the Cam, there is a great mass 
of information in Dr Cunningham's study. 4  The places mentioned are: 
Cottenham, Haddenham, Stretham, Little Thetford, Waterbeach and 
Willingham. In this area pasture farming was the main pursuit, and 
the commoners, e.g. those of Haddenham, like their fellows in the 
rather similar district in the Isle of Axholme (Lincs), were at once 
numerous, highly organized, very litigious and most tenacious of their 

V.C.H. Cambs., vol. ii, now in the Press, and references there cited. 
2  op. cit.  pp. 316, 325-9, 341-4; Slater, op. cit. pp.  82-4. 

There is to be found inClay, History of Landbeach, pp. 28-9, a very interesting 
account of the four flocks of Landbeach in 1549. They knew the bounds of 
their walks so well that they even refrained from crossing another flock's 
territory when they were being driven to graze on the stubble of the arable 
fields(!). 

Common Rights at Cottenham and Stretham, ed. Dr W. Cunningham, 
B. Hist. S., Camden Series, vol. x (1910), pp. 169-296. 
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rights.' Disputes between lords and tenants were generally settled 
either by arbitration, the award being confirmed by Chancery decree, 
or by commission issuing from the Court of Exchequer. The village 
communities also took very practical measures for the regulation 
and management of the commons. At Willingham, the fen reeves' 
accounts survive in part from Elizabethan times- 2  at Stretham, in 
the seventeenth century, regulations were issued by the court leet, 
and in the same period at both Stretham and Little Thetford the 
commoners were empowered to make by-laws for the regulation of 
their cow pastures. The Stretham fen reeves were managing their 
work efficiently at any rate as late as 1794; the twenty-four demo-
cratically elected "order makers" of Cottenham governed their petty 
republic until the enclosure of 1842. 

At Cottenham 3  an agreement between the lord of the manor and 
the"substancyalist inhabitants" at Easter, 1580, provided for the 
relinquishment of the lord's right of agistment on the common fields 
of the parish, in return for the allotment to him and his tenants of a 
sheep walk in severalty for 2000 sheep. The agreement was contested 
in 1583, and another agreement embodied in an award of 1585. More 
litigation followed in 1596, and an award drawn up then was con-
firmed by Chancery decree in 1597. There was still more litigation in 
the 1660's, and in 1669 the 1596 award was once more confirmed. In 
various tithe disputes between the commoners and successive rectors, 
in 1623-5, in 1780, in 1810 and in 1821 "the award of 1596 proved to 
be the corner-stone of village economy". As to disputes at Stretham 
and Little Thetford the records printed by Dr Cunningham are 
very interesting. The two townships intercommoned (Little Thetford 
was actually a chapelry of Stretham), and the lord of the manor of 
Stretham was at feud with his tenants. Disputes of long standing 
led to legal proceedings in 1597, and an Exchequer commission was 
granted in 1647. It gave the lord 100 acres in the fen in exchange for 
his surrender of all rights in an area of 1600 acres of fen, and brought 
to an end the intercommoning of the two townships. Subsequent 
amending orders were issued in 1609, 1614 and 1622. Various other 
feudal obligations were remitted or lightened by the award. 4  At 
Willingham the lord of the manor, who had acquired the estate in 
1601, very shortly quarrelled with his tenants concerning enclosure. 
After they had "unlawfully, ryotously, routeously, and in forcible 
manner" pulled down his fences, an award was made under which 
he was allowed to enclose upon certain conditions. The award was 
to have been confirmed by Chancery decree, but this does not seem 
to have been carried out. Here also as part of the settlement certain 
feudal services were remitted in 1611. 

1 Op. cit. p. 177. Dr Cunningham's note, p.  182: "Compare also the customs 
of Whittlesea, W. Nelson, Lex Maneriorum, Ap. 79." 

Ibid. p. 182. 	 3 Ibid. pp.  177, 182. 
Ibid. p. 184. 	 5  Ibid. pp.  184-5. 
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At Waterbeach the settlement was much later. In 1740 the lord of 
the manor entered into an agreement with the commoners to give up 
his right to agist cattle in return for a payment of two shillings by 
each commoner, a proper stint of the pasture was arranged, and 
measures were taken for the election of fen reeves. The agreement was 
confirmed by act in 1740, and an amending Act was passed in 1790.' 
Apparently there were rather similar acts for Chatteris in 1773, 
1783, 1793 (Gooch, op. cit. p. 77). 1 have been able to find little 
about this.. 

The documents to our purpose printed by Archdeacon Cunningham 
are: for Cottenham, 2  the agreement of 1596 and the orders of 1639, 
for Stretham,3  extracts from the decree of 1607, separate orders for 
Stretham, and for Little Thetford, 1609, Presentments of the Leet 
1614, Orders and By-laws of the Leet 1614, and Orders and By-laws 
made by the Inhabitants 1622, all of which form a mine of informa-
tion as to how the open-field village managed its affairs in the 
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. 

EARLY ENCLOSURE IN CAMBRIDGESHIRE 

Concerning enclosure in Cambridgeshire generally Archdeacon 
Cunningham 4  suggests that there was the less motive in this district 
than in others for landowners to convert from arable to pasture in 
the sixteenth century, because "the Colleges at Cambridge offered a 
convenient market for food stuffs, both corn and dairy produce.... 
The corn rent act.. . served to maintain their revenues as the value of 
money fell." 

However this may be, like most three-field counties—but to a 
greater extent than most—Cambridgeshire in general remained open 
until a very late period. 5  An exceptionally early enclosure is revealed 
by a petition of 1414, which asserts that at Chesterton, after an en-
closure by Barnwell Abbey, no houses were left standing except for 
"a sheepcote or a barn" and such-like things .6 

The county does not appear in the original returns of the Com-
mission of 1517, but fortunately some abstracts of the presentmehts 

1 Ibid. p. 185. The Acts are not indexed in the appended lists. They are 
14 Geo. II, c. 24 and 30 Geo. III, c. 74 

2 Ibid. pp. 193-229 and 230-45 respectively. 
Ibid. pp. 253-9, 261-2, 263-4, 265-6, 267-74, 275-87 respectively. 
Ibid. p. 175. The act referred to is 15 Eliz. c. 6 (1572). 
Gray, op. cit. P. 137 footnote. 

6 Rot. Pan. iv, 60: "And also they seiden that ther was made gret wast in the 
same Maner of Chestreton, of Housyng, that is to saye,. of Halles and of 
Chambres, and otbere houses of office that were necessarie in the same Man, 
and none housynge left standynge tber on, but yif it were a Shepecote or a 
Berne or a Swynesty, and a fewe houses byside to putte in Bestes." 
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have been preserved in the Lansdowne MSS. These are the basis of 
Mr Leadam's printed text.' Apparently the existing return is very 
incomplete. It relates to but five of the seventeen Hundreds in the 
shire, and there is other evidence suggesting the incompleteness of 
the return as it now stands. Brief as it is, however, it has some 
features of special interest. It is noteworthy that in this county some 
of the commissioners are themselves returned as enclosers, a fact 
which seems to show that here, at any rate, the Commission was 
honest and impartial. 1422 acres in all are returned as enclosed in 
the Hundreds of " Armyngford " (Armingford), Cheveley, " Chel-
lerton ", i.e. Chesterton, " Stowe " ,  i.e. Longstowe, and " Wheteley" 
(Wetherley). The total acreage affected is some 139 per cent of the 
Hundreds named, and about 02 per cent of the gross area of the shire. 
The nine places named are: Cheveyley (Cheveley), Childerley, Coten 
ham (Cottenham), East Hatley, Gamlingay, Long Stowe (Longstowe), 
Malton (now a hamlet of Orwell), "Shingey" (Shingay) and "Steple 
nourden" (Steeple Morden). From other sources 2  it is known that 
Clopton 3  was enclosed in 1520, and Odsey 4  converted in 1515-18. 

Presumably enclosure was fairly active throughout the county in 
the early sixteenth century. At any rate Cambridgeshire was among 
the fourteen counties to which it was enacted that the 1536 depopula-
tion act should apply. Leland visited the county, like many others, 
during his journey throughout the country a few years later, 6  but he 
tells us relatively little of its agrarian condition. "From Cambridge 
to Eltesle (Eltisley) village al by champayne counterey 8 miles (then 
to St Neots, Hunts).. . . A mile from Eltesle is the limes of Cambridge-
shire.. . . From Cambridge to Hauston (Hauxton) milles 3 miles. 
Thens vii  miles to Reiston (Royston), and 4 miles a this side Reiston 
over a broket and by a mille side. Al this 10 mile champayne without 
enclosier and barein of wood.. . . The market at Reiston on the 
wennesday is mervelusly frequentid, espetially with come.. . ." The 
county seems to have been relatively little affected by the agrarian 
disturbances of 1549, though a long list of grievances in the shire in-
eludes 7  ploughing up certain balks and cutways in the fields. Cam-
bridgeshire is the only county, apart from Warwickshire, for which 
any of the 1549 enclosure returns are preserved. Those for  to 
Cambridge town have been known for some time. On the strength of 
these Lord Justice Scrutton 8  notes that a number of offenders were 

1 Ibid. N.S. vols. VI, vu, viii, 1892-4. 
2 Dr Palmer's study cited below, p. 370, referring to his essay, Proc. C.A.S. 

xxxiii (1933), p.  48. 
V.C.H. vol. ii, now in the Press, footnote and references there cited. 
Miss H. M. Leonard in Trans. B. Hist. Soc., N.S. vol. xix (1905), p. 124, 

footnote. 
27 Hen. VIII, c. 22. Slater, op. cit. pp. 324-5; Leonard, op. cit. p. 124. 6 Itinerary, c.'1525-43, ed. Miss L. T. Smith, 1907, vol. i, pp. 327-8. 
Curtler, op. cit. p. 94. 

8 Cooper, Annals of Cambridge, vol. ii, pp. 38-40, and Commons and Common 
Fields, 1887, p.  87. 
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presented in Cambridge itself, where fences had been pulled down in 
Barnwell. He quotes the contemporary doggerel ballad on the 
question: 

For Cambridge bailiffs truly 
Give ill example to the country; 
Their commons likewise to engross 
And from poor men it to enclose. 

The recently discovered returns' relate to enclosures at Ely, Down-
ham and Littleport. They mention the three places above referred to, 
also Chettisham and Stuntney, and record a total area enclosed and 
converted to pasture of c. 547 acres. 

Apparently the process of enclosure continued throughout Eliza-
bethan times. Archdeacon Cunningham's study above cited 2  con-
tains evidence of fairly extensive enclosure (probably mainly of 
pasture), at Cottenham in the sixty years before 1596. Some of this 
was confirmed (at the price of the laying open again of certain lands 
which had been wrongfully enclosed), and some further modest en-
closures were authorised. To balance the accounts the tenants agreed 
to pay their lord £300, and those persons making enclosures surren-
dered sheep pasture rights on the remaining open land. 

At the same time there was going on a good deal of reclamation 
from the waste. In some villages the community was so strong that 
land so secured by approvement was not taken into individual 
ownership, but was laid out in scions and furlongs and added to the 
open arable fields. This seems to have happened at Coton, 3  where an 
(undated) Elizabethan survey shows very little waste left, but a 
series of field names on the outskirts of the open fields suggests recent 
approvement for the purpose of adding to their area. Tusser 4  con-
siders Cambridgeshire a typical open field county, and refers to its 
husbandry thus: 

In Cambridgeshire forward, to Lincolnshire way, 
the champion maketh his fallow in May. 

Again in his celebrated Comparison between Champion Countrie and 
&verall: 

By Cambridge a towne I doo knowe, 
where many good husbands doo dwell; 

Whose losses by losels doth showe, 
more here than is needfull to tell: 

Determine at court what they shall, 
performed is nothing at all. 

1 Dr W. M. Palmer in Trans. (lambs. and Hunts. Archaeolog. Soc. vol. v, 
pt. vi (1934-5), pp. 369-84. 

2  op. cit. pp. 196-205. 
W. J. Corbett, "Elizabethan Village Surveys", in Trans. B. Hist. Soc. 

N.S., vol. xi, 1897, p. 69. 
Five Hundred Pointes of Good Husbandrie, English Dialect Society Reprint 

of 1878, pp. 99 and 143. losels=wastrels. 
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The champion robbeth by night, 
and prowleth and flicheth by day: 

Himselfe and his beast out of sight, 
both spoileth and maketh away 

Not only thy grasse but thy come, 
both after, and er it be shorne. 

It seems that the enclosure movement locally had not been entirely 
checked by the earlier efforts. Evidence for this view is found in the 
fact that Cambridgeshire is one of the twenty-five counties to which it 
was ordered that the last depopulation act should apply.' Probably 
there was relatively little enclosure in the county during the next 
century. The shire does not appear at all in the enclosure returns of 
1607, or in the list of compositions 1628_31. 2  The literary evidence, 
too, is unanimous in describing the shire as champion and fruitful in 
the south and fenny in the north.. 3  Statements to much the same effect 
appear at intervals for more than a century. 4  

The topographical writers give a little incidental information as to 
the extent of enclosure, and still more material from which such in-
formation may reasonably be inferred. Camden  speaks of the upland 
as "laid out into come fields", Morden 6  says that the county is 
"abounding in Corn of all sorts, chiefly Barley", Defoe 7  confirms 
Morden's account. The eighteenth-century topographers make similar 
statements. Douglas 8  in 1729 talks of the saffron country between 
Saffron Walden and Cambridge as "an open level country with few 
enclosures". 

By Ogilby's 9  time some 60 per cent of the roads throughout the 
county were still unenclosed, so presumably at least this proportion 
of the county area was in open field or common. Cambridgeshire is 
fourth of the thirty-seven counties listed by Professor Gonner in 
order of open land still remaining in 1675, and the only counties 
having any higher proportion, and this only a slightly higher figure, 
are its neighbours Huntingdonshire, Rutland and Lincolnshire. One 
of Ogilby's routes through the county is fairly identifiable'° with a 
route described by Leland from Cambridge to Eltisley. Apparently 
the condition of the land had not changed a great deal in the 140 
years elapsing between Leland's journeys  and Ogilby's. It has been 

1 39 Eliz. c. 2 (1597), Slater, The English Peasantry..., 1907, App. D, p.  328. 
2 Gonner, op. cit. p.  167. 

E. F. Gay, "The Midland Revolt", in Trans. R. Hist. Soc. N.S., vol. 
xviii (1904). 	 . 	 . 

E.g. in The Geographical Description.., of 1615; Speed's Theatre, 1656 
(written 1653), and the Dictionarium TJrbanicum..., 1704. 

Britannia, ed. 1637, p.  485. 
6 R. Morden, New Description..., 1701, p. 13. 

Tour, 1724-6, Everyman edn. of 1928, pp.  77-8. 
8 In Phil. Trans. vol. xxxv (1729), p. 566, cited in V.C.H. l oc. cit. 

	

Britannia, 1679; Gonner, op. cit. p.  173. 	 . 
10  Gonner, op. cit. p. 170, footnote. 
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suggested that Roger North's' remarks on enclosure and depopula-
tion may apply especially to Cambridgeshire, the county he knew 
best. From what has been said above, it will be clear that this seems 
doubtful in the extreme, but I reproduce his text for what it is worth. 

It is another very great destruction of people as well as an impeclient 
to the recruit of them that gentlemen of late years have taken up a :• 
humour of destroying their Tenements and cottages whereby they 
make it impossible that mankind should inhabit upon their estates. 
This is done sometimes barefaced because the charge of repairing is 
so great, and if an house be ruinous they will not be at the cost of 
rebuilding and repairing it, and cast their lands into great farms, 
which are managed with less housing and oft times for improvement 
as it is called, which is done by buying in all freeholds, copyholds, and 
tenement(s), that have common, and which harboured many hus-
bandry (sic) and la1côuring families, and then enclosing the commons 
and fields, turning the managery from tillage to grazing." 

About the same time Celia Fiennes 2  was travelling through the 
county. She describes the country from Littlèbury (Essex) to Cam-
bridge as entirely open, and makes no mention of enclosures in her 
description of the view from the "Hogmogoge Hills". She speaks of 
"good Enclosure" however, in her description of the country be-. 
tween Cambridge and Huntingdon. 

About the middle of the seventeenth century there was serious 
trouble in the county concerning the drainage and enclosure of the 
fens.3  The celebrated Cornelius Vermuyden entered into negotiations 
for draining the Cambridgeshire fens before undertaking his much-
debated project in the Isle of Axholme. Altogether some 36,000 acres 
were drained and enclosed about 1637 by a body of undertakers 
headed by the Earl of Bedford. A verse of the time put it so: 

For they do mean all fens to drain and waters overmaster; 
All will be dry, and we must die, 'cause Essex calves want pasture. 

During the Commonwealth again there were serious. disturbances 
on the Bedford Level, near Swafiham and Bottisham, in August 
1653. Fifty people came by night and threw in the dyke "making 
very high and insolent speeches ". Again in 1656 a certain James 
Mawe and his son were involved in enclosure riots, the commoners 
swearing that they would "defend their commons' with their 
swords ". 

The general conclusion is then that such part of the county as ever 
was in open field tended to remain so until a late period. 4  The marsh 

1 Oiscourse of the Poor (published 1753, but written, of course, much earlier), 
pp. 57, 65; Miss Leonard, op. cit. p. 100, footnote. 

2 Through England on a Side-Saddle (c. 1695), 1889, pp. 48-9. 
Scrutton, op. cit. p. 107. 

'Slater, op. cit. p. 206, speaks of "much of the land as fen", and "a great 
deal" of the cultivable part never passing through the common field system. 

C.A.S. Proc. VOL. XL. 	 . 
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area was largely drained and enclosed in the seventeenth century.' 
It was the extensive survival of open field in the area which gave 
Cambridgeshire and Bedfordshire their unenviable reputation as (at 
the end of the eighteenth century) "the Boeotia of agriculture".' 
. In the early and middle parts of the eighteenth century there seems 
to be little evidence of agricultural progress in the county. Robert 
Morden, the antiquarian vicar ofLandbeach 1759-84, left a note con-
cerning the commons of his parish which gives a good idea of their 
condition in the middle of the eighteenth century. They were on land 
which was superior in quality to that of the open fields, but because 
of its common state was very unproductive. Lambs had to be sent to 
a great distance for shelter during the winter, and cows to be succoured 
on hay and fodder brought from other villages. "An inclosure of a 
considerable part at least of these commons would be highly bene-
ficial, and will, I shall hope, be soon adopted by those who are wise 
enough' to discover their own interest therein. " 2  A proposal of 1739 
to grow hemp in that part of the county. where the soil was of little 
use for anything else seems to have been put into practice, as the 
county reporter eighty years later speaks of the crop as being clargely  
grown'. Young is too disgusted with the county to treat of it in any 
great detail in his Eastern Tour, though he refers to it several times.. 
Eden, for some reaon which I do not understand, omits the county 
altogether from his State of the Poor4 , and the 1816 Report on the 
Condition of Agriculture, while it contains much as to rural distress, 
says nothing as to any alleged relation between rural poverty and the 
survival of open fields and commons. So there is little detailed in-
formation to be obtained as to the agrarian condition of the county 
until the issue of the Board of Agriculture Reports. There were two 
of these, one in 1794, and one in 1811. 

Both are full of complaint as to the agricultural state of the. shire. 
Vancouver, in 1794, estimates the county area as. 440,000 acres 
(actually it is 554,000), and calculates that three-fourths of the gross 
area (inchiIimg eight-ninths of the arable land) are open. He deals in 
some detail with ninety-eight parishes, of which eighty-three were 
still open, fifteen enclosed. The V.C.H. thus summarizes his findings:. 
Vancouver considers that no improvement is possible until the inter-
mixed strips "dispersed in the 'common open fields" are brought 
together into compact holdings. Enclosure appears "to be indis-
pensably necessary" and urgent. "I have mad€ it my particular 
care", he writes, "to mix and converse with the yeomanry of the 
county, and in their sedate and saber moments, to possess myself 
fully of their experience, and lOcal knowledge, and-finally to asce rtain 

1 Lord Ernie, English Farming Past and 'Present, 1917, p. 241. 
2 Fussell, op. cit. p. 355. 

Clay, History of Landbeach, C.A.S. 1861, pp. 29-30. 
1797, Reprint of 1928. 
C. Vancouver, General View..., 1794, pp. 193, 195, 47, 53, 147, 196, 111-12, 

115 1, 204, ix, 294; Rev. W. Gooch, General View..., 1811, pp. viii, 56, 2. 
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the general sentiment as to this important innovation upon the 
establishment of ages." 

In some places people are doubtful: thus at Teversham the idea of 
enclosing is "not all relished". In other places, "the most thinking 
farmers are very much in favour of the laying of the intermixed 
property together in the open fields". Vancouver is emphatic in 
showiiig how the facts spoke for themselves, as a comparison of the 
enclosed parish of Ohildérley with the unenclosed parish of Rardwicke 
recte Hardwick shows. Both parishes consist "of a perfectly similar 

• soil", but their yields in bushels per acre are very different: 

Childerley 	Hardwick 
Crop 	 (Enclosed) 	(Unenclosed) 

Wheat 	 24 	 16 
• 	 Barley 	- 	36 	 18 

Oats 	 36 	 18 
Peas and beans 	' 20 	 8 

Nor does the advantage end with increased yields, for the enclosed 
parishes are exempt from the rot among their sheep. The heavy 
mortality of sheep on unenclosed ground is attributed to the want of 
drainage on the arable open fields, "upon which the sheep are bI 
necessity obliged to feed". The ravages of the rot are particularly 
great, and had possibly been exceptional in 1793. At Eltisley 700 
sheep died (out of 1000): at Croxton 1000 (out of 1400): at Gamlingay 
340 (out of 1200). 

Want of enclosure is also felt in the highland common which "in 
severalty" would be doubled in value, while the half-yearly meadow 
land, "dispersed through the h011ows of the open fields", would Oven 
more than double in value "by proper draining and being put into 
severalty". 

Gooch, in 1811, says that enormous enclosures have taken place 
since Vancouver's time: over 60,000 acres in 1806. It is clear that 
extensive areas were enclosed in this county by private agreement, as 
well as those covered by Act of Parliament. However, Gooch's report 
shows that "most of the arable husbandry of this country is still 
foreign to the present practice in the best cultivated countries '.' , 
Many people still believe that the older methods were the best, and 
"this bigotry" is widely spread. But something has' certiuly been 
done to redeem the county "from. the imputation it has so long lain 
under, of being the worse cultivated in England". By 1806 the open-
field is "much lessened" and a great, part of the waste and un-
improved fen, half-yearly, meadow, highland common, fen or moor ,  
common, sheep-walk, heath" has become enclosed arable pasture. 
In the case of open-field conversion, the total rental has more than 
doubled: on other lands it has trebled at least. 
• Both men go into giat detail concerning commons, open fields, 
and enclosures—more so I think than any other couple of reporters. 

5-2 
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Both reports are well worth a detailed examination. Vancouver, 
the author of the first one,. was an American—a well-known agri-
cultural writer of the day. He reported also on Essex, and in later 
years on Devonshire and Hampshire, and he wrote on the drainage 
of the Fens. Marshall styles him a man of "spirit and indefatigable 
industr ", acquainted with "rural pursuits " . Gooch was apparently 
the rector (? vicar) of Whatfield, Suffolk. 

To  take a few instances,-more or less at random, of the information 
they afford: at Dullingham 1  the shackage of the open fields was 
worth perhaps £25 p.a., but the damage done to the crops by the 
exercise of the right was many times this amount. At Weston 
Coville 2  the enclosure had been an enormous benefit. Occupiers 
made a handsome living on lands rented at half-a-guinea an acre, 
which in their open state had yielded a bare subsistence when rented 
at half-a-crown. Burwell 3  was in a deplorable situation and its 
enclosure was much overdue. At Great Wilbraham 4  open land was 
worth 8s. per acre, severalty 20s. At Fulbourn 5  the scions were 
in general of three roods, half-an-acre, one rood, or half a rood 
"the expence and great inconvenience of which is inconceivable " . 
At 'Trumpington 6  as at Fulbourn, Little Abington, etc., if not 
enclosure, at least the laying together of intermixed lands was 
urgently needed; At Balsham and Duxford 7  the same change, and 
suppression of the right of sheepwalk were "the only foundation 
upon which any improvement can be made". At Pampisford 8  
Vancouver describes a very interesting but uneconomical grazing 
custom on the meadow. The meadow land was commonable from 
the end of Hay Harvest until Lady Day "with a bite on Easter 
Sunday" from 6 a.m. to the close of morning service. When Easter 
'fell late, this meant that all prospects of a h ay harvest were utterly 
destroyed. At Barrington 9  "the obstinacy of some of the farmers 
in this parish has defeated the very laudable and spirited exertions 
of a very industrious and intelligent young man, by stopping the 
passage of the water in the leading drains, into which his hollow 
drains in the Open field discharged their water. His drains in conse-
quence have blown up, and a considerable expence has been incurred 
to produce only a modifying disappointment. They have also served 
him with notice to refrain at his peril from the cultivation of turnips 
in the open field". At Milton' °  the breed of sheep "would in the 
event of an enclosure be greatly improved". At Leveringtoñ' 1  the 
intermixture of property in the fen is the "principal bar to improve-
ment by drainage. 	 - 
- In general Vancouver was for immediate enclosure. A few of his 
correspondents were less emphatic on the point. Mr Stone 12  of 

' Vancouver, p. cit. p. 22. 	2 Ibid. pp. 23-4. 	Ibid. pp. 36-7. 
Ibid. p. 40. 	 5  Ibid. pp. 48-9. 	6 Ibid. pp.  53, 57. 
Ibid. pp. 65, 74. 	 8 Ibid. p. 67. 	- 	Ibid. p. 99. 

12 10 Ibid. p. 132. - 	 " Ibid. p. 186. 	, 	Ibid. p. 169. 
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Leverington protests to the Board concerning the fashion in which 
the poor are being cheated of their common rights' but is still con-
vinced that on the whole enclosures are more than justified. Certainly 
they increase population. Rents and produce are both vastly 
increased on enclosure. 2  His summary of arguments for enclosure, 
appears elsewhere. 3  
. Gooch was as wholeheartedly for enclosure as his predecessor had 
been. In his preface  he explains that he can chronicle little of good 
concerning the agriculture of the county, since it has not yet had 
time to recover from the effects "of of the old impoverishing system " . 
Average rents he estimated at 78. to 15s. open field, 15s. to 25s. 
enclosure, with much higher rents in some new enclosures. 5  He gives 
a number of instances, mosfly taken from Young, of increases of 
rent on enclosure from 100 % to 300 %. This is despite the fact 
that after enclosure the course followed has often been still the old 
three-course shift. 6  In his chapter vi he. reprints the Cambridgeshire 
answers to Howlett's well-known queries of 1780 concerning the effects . 
of enclosure. About half of them bear out his thesis, but the rector of 
Abington Pigotts was convinced that while the wheat production 
had increased slightly other crops had certainly not. The curate of 
March blamed enclosure for a fourpenny rise in the price per pound 
of butter. James Barker of Swaffham Bulbeck reported a 50 % 
decrease in wheat production. The Rev. R., Heighton of Longstowe 
noted a diminution in every kind of produce, and the Rev. T. Brown 
of Conington who reported "less wheat ,  and every kind of grain, 
decreasing population, fewer calves by half, fewer sheep by half,. 
fewer cows by half," said also "enclosures will be the ruin and 
destruction of this country". 

Gooch finds difficulty in explaining away all these instances, and 
he offsets them by adding a number of later examples mostly drawn 
from A?inals or from his own observation. At March 7  a common 
right before enclosure let for £7 p.a., but the allotment in lieu of it 
let for Y,20. Here by decree of 1667 each common-right cottage had 
9 acres laid to it, and this was preserved as a condition of enclosure. 
However, twenty families which had hired rights were ruined, an-d 
"reduced to day labour or to emigrate". At Wimblington 8  a common 
right had let for V. The 14 acres allotment in lieu fetched £20. Here 
the cottage families lost their employment as at March. At Dod 
dington9  the Rectory had advanced from £22. lOs. p.a. temp. Hen. VIII 
to £2000 in 1794, to £4800 in 1813 by drainage and enclosure. At Little 
Wilbraham'° an almost worthless common had been increased in 
value from Is.-20s. per acre. Two acres had been allotted to each 
cottage.. Land had increased in value from 6s% titheable to 16s. 

1 Ibid. p. 175. 	 2 Ibid. pp. 195-6. 	3 Appendix, p. x. 
"Op. cit. p. vii. 	5 Ibid. pp. 32-5. 	 6 Ibid. p. 38. 

	

Ibid. pp. 65-6. 	8 Ibid. pp. 66-7. 	 9  Ibid. p. 67. 	- 

	

- 10 Ibid. pp. 67-9. 	 - 
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ithe free. Here no one 'occupying. mor-' eeupyingmoie than 20 acres of land could 
exercise a common right—if he owned it he must let it. At Great 
Wilbraham population had increased and rents doubled. At Swaff,  
ham Bulbeck 1  rents were much advanced and the vicarage improved, 2  
at Longstowe 3  rents doubled and population increased. Here the 
compensation allotted to the poor had been inadequate. At Carlton 4  
rents had increased threefold and the cottagers were more pros: 
perous. For rights worth £10 they had received allotments worth 
£50. At Conington 5  the rector still adhered to his opinion of 1780. 
He was convinced that proprietors had not gained 5 % p.a. on their 
capital outlay in enclosing. He was quite disinterested in his oppo-
sition and adniitted that his benefice had been considerably improved 
by the change. At Milton 6  rents had increased from lOs. to 20s.-25s. 
At Barrington a green of 15 or 16 acres had been left for the poor. 
Rents had increased from Ss. or 6s. to 208. At Chatteris 7  the poor 
had been shabbily used. A clause in the act required them to prove 
their rights, and many were unable to do so. After enclosure the 
value of the toftsteads had risen however from £110 to £700, and 

• the parish made much more prosperous. 
At Harston and Hauxton 8  the allotments made to the cottages 

had either been laid together as larger plots for the landlords, or - 
had been sold in order to pay the expenses of enclosure. At Abington 
Pigotts 9  the poor had suffered badly. Before enclosure there were 
no poor and no poor rates, and the parishioners had been "forced 
to find out an old woman to take 6d., a week, in order to escape 
being rated in aid of other parishes". Now the rates were 2s. 6d. 
Guilden Morden,'° vhen Young wrote, was in process of enclosure. 
"The poor are greatly alarmed and view the steps taken for en-
closure with terror." - 

There was some reason for the suspicion of enclosure. Gooch" 
names a local impropriator who was convinced that the tithe was 
more profitable than any allotment (though three of his colleagues 

.disagreed with him). He names Mr Darnton of Babraham who 
thought the laying of land into severalty could well be accomplished 
without the incurring of unreasonable expenses in fencing, and 
Mr Pemberton of Cambridge who believed in letting from 3 to 
5 acres to each of his cottagers, and who thought that at each en-
closure every cottager should have a piece of meadow and a patch 
of arable, while a common., pasture should remain for the poor 
generally. • 

At Soharn 13  there was a rich common of 200 acres belonging to 
the poor, and giving each a common right for three cows or two horses. 
No one was eligible to have a right if he owned or occupied land to 

1 Ibid. p. 69. 	2 Ibid. p. 	 3 Ibid. pp. 70-1. 	' Ibid. p. 71. • 	Ibid. p. 73. 	 .6 Ibid. p. 75. 	7  Ibid.- p. 76. 
8 Ibid. pp. 82-3. 	9  Ibid. p. 83. 	10 Ibid. p. 84. 

11 Ibid. M. 91-2. 	12 Ibid. P. 92. 	13 Vancouver, op. cit. pp. 136-7. 
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the value of £4 p.a. A horse common here was "depastured under 
a decree from the Court of Exchequer ". 	 . 

Many landlords had followed the example set at Weston Colville' 
and attached substantial plots of land to their cottages. AtChatteris 
the poor had formerly been allowed to build cottages on the waste 
and had been much benefited by the indulgence. This "was a.great 
encouragement to industry and good morals, for a young couple 
who intended marrying were frugal and saving, in order to have 
money enough to provide their habitation. Some of these cottages 
cost no more than £7 or £8 to £10 or £15, but they had had a mar-
vellous effect in fostering industry and self-respect. Given a cow 
as well as a cottage such families might well be 'benefited much 
more. It was regrettable that the commoners had abolished the 
practice. There were other benevolent landlords and agents who 
honestly tried to help the poor. Custance, a local land agent, was 
one, Mr Tharp of Chippenham,2  who allowed his mill to grind one 
day a week free of toll, was another. Lord Hardwicke, who offered 
a premium for the best cottage garden on his estate, was still 
another. 

Finally3  Gooch sums up in favour of enclosure on the very reason-
able ground that if it were not valuable it would never have been 
adopted under the conditions of heavy and unreasonable expense 
and delay with which it was often accompanied. From the point 
of view of population and productivity, the improvement of the 
breed of stock and the amelioration of the condition of the poor it 
was more than justified. There were two great obstacles to improve-
ment in the county,4  "in the uplands the expense of enclosures, in 
the fen clashing interests", anduntil these had been properly dealt 
with the county would never be in a satisfactory condition agri-
culturally. 

But more still remained to be done. In 1822, when William 
Cobbett 5  travelled along the Old North Road from Royston to 
Huntingdon, much of the country was still treeless and hedgeless, 
full of "those very ugly things, common fields", and looking "bleak 
and comfortless" to the eye. Stilllater, in 1830, between Cambridge 
and St Ives, Cobbett again saw "open unfenced fields". "Immedi-
ately upon quitting Royston you come along, for a considerable 
distance, with enclosed fields on the left and open common fields on 
the right. The fields on the left seem to have been enclosed by Act of 
Parliament, and they certainly are the most beautiful tract of fields 
that I ever saw. Their extent may be from ten to thirty acres each. 
Divided by quick-set hedges exceedingly well planted and raised." 
The country from Cambridge to St Ives was "generally stiff land and 
some of it not very good". Cambridgeshire was coming into line with 

1 Gooch, op. cit. pp. 293-4. 	 2 Ibid. pp. 294-5. 
- Ibid. p.94. 	 ' Ibid. p.297. 

Rural Rides, Everyman edn. of 1941, vol.x, pp. 80-2, vol. II, p. 236. 
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the rest of the English plain by 1847 - when Samuel Jonas 1  declared 
that "few counties, if any, have improved more in cultivation than 
Cambridgeshire has lately done". 

"All the open common-fields have been enclosed (with the excep-
tion of five or six parishes), and instead of a system of cropping, so 
exhausting to the land as a fallow and two white-straw crops in suc-
cession, with other men's flocks of sheep eating up your food and 
preventing improvement, we now see the land farmed on the four-
course system, the best that can be adopted, unless on very fine land." 

Probably the enclosure was needed in this county as badly as any-
where. One of the few well-authenticated accounts of a serious at-
tempt to modernize open-field technique without enclosure 2  is given 
by the first reporter. At the village of Stretham the inhabitants had 
appointed a field reeve with authority to make much-needed drains. 
Their fellows at Teversham however were so emphatically opposed to 
progress that, when one of their number made a new and complete 
system of drainage for his land, they purposely stopped up his main 
drain, so that his drains burst, and swamped his land. At Teversham 
the reporters explain as the reason for the survival of open field 
cultivation, "the inhabitants being averse to innovation". They 
might well be so if the consequence of enclosure in the county was 
usually that mentioned by Mr Curtler 3  concerning a local parish 
(unidentified) where enclosure in 1843 resulted in the demolition of 
forty-three cottages in order to double the size of a 200-acre farm. 

SURVIVALS OF -OPEN FIELDS IN CAMBRIDGESHIRE - 

- Despite the exhortatiOns of the reporters, a fairly extensive area of 
land in Cambridgeshire remained open until well into the twentieth 
century. The official return of 1874 (notoriously very inaccurate, 
however) credits the county with the possession in this year of 13,000 
acres of open land, 7000 acres being open field and 6000 acres being 
pasture and waste. Hildersham remained open until 1883-9, and when 
at last it was enclosed, fairly considerable allotments were made for 
recreation, field gardens, etc. 5  There was in this parish an interesting 
survival of the manorial right of sheep-walk, such as formerly had 
existed in East Anglia, and which is dealt with above. 6  

Vancouver in 1793 gives detailed accounts of ninety-eight Cam-
bridgeshiie parishes, eighty-three of which were open, and only 
fifteen enclosed. 7  Of these fifteen, only two (3) were enclosed by Act 

1 In Journ. Roy: Agric. Soc. vol. vii (1847), p. 35.' -  
2  Quoted in Scrutton, op. cit. p. 117. 

The Enclosure.. . of Our Land, 1920, p.  226.' 
P.P. (H.C.), 85 (1874). 
Shaw Lefevre, English Commons and Forests, 1894, p. 373. 

6  Described briefly in Slater, op. cit. p. 82. 
Quoted by Slater, op. cit., pp. 209-11. This figure excludes Badlington (II.) 

in Chippenham. The arabic figures are my corrections of Dr Slater's. 
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of -Parliament,' o the remaining thirteen (12) must have been en-
closed at some time or other before 1793 by non-Parliamentary means. 
They. are Arrington, Chulderley, Chippenham, Hatley St George, 
Leverjngton; Newton J. of E.),' Outwell, Tadlow, Tid (recte Tydd) 
St Giles, TJpweU-cum-Welney, andTisbeeh St Mary, plus a parish 
which Slater omits, and which I have failed to trace since I cannot 
balance his account. It must be Shingay, Wimpole, Boxworth or 
TJpwèll I think. -In this county as elsewhefe Dr Slater endeavoured 
to follow the history of those parishes in the former group for which 
no subsequent enclosure Act could be traced, and-which, therefore, 
since presumably they were all enclosed by 1907, must have been 
enclosed by non-Parliamentary means. There are, says Dr Slater, of 
the eighty-three parishes referred to, seventy-four (77) for which 
enclosure acts exist. So apparently there are nine (6)2  which were 
enclosed by non-Parliamentary methods in the late eighteentff or in 
the nineteenth century. These places are Babraham, (Boxworth), 
(Downham), Ely, Littleport, (Lolworth), Madingley, Over and Soham. 
The lists below give Parliamentary enclosures of lands including open - 
arable for Boxworth, Lolworth and Downham. The tithe in most 
of these parishes, as generally elsewhere throughout the country, 
was "apportioned" in the 1840's, and tithe maps of this period 	- - 
survive for all of them except Over. Three of the remaining seven 
parishes, Babraham, Ely and Madingley, were completely enclosed 
before the date of tithe commutation. When the tithe maps were 
drawn up, considerable areas of open land remained at Downham 
(some 450- acres), Littleport (a remnant—a mere 40 acres), Lolworth 
(800 acres, although Vancouver fifty years earlier had credited the 
place with only 650 acres), and Soham (1100 acres compared with 
Vancouver's 1200 acres); Lolworth, says Dr Slater, remained open 
until the time of the Crimean War, when it was enclosed "by the 
agreement of the owners'? (actually under the 1,836 Act-). Study of 
the tithe maps givesthe names also of seven parishes not mentioned 
by Vancouver and: not having Parliamentary enclosures, but known 
to have been enclosed before the date of tithe apportionment. All of 
these Dr Slater supposes to be non-Parliamentary enclosures taking 
place at some time unknown but ante tithe commutation. His 
reasoning is confirmed so far as Borough Green and Westley Water- 
less are- concerned by the data which will be found set forth below. - 	- - 
Horseheath is not mentioned by Vancouver, but its tithe award shows 
it to have been almost half in open fields in the 1840's. So apparently 
of these ten (8) parishes, all open in 1793, four (2) were completely 	- - 
enclosed before the date of tithe commutation, five were enclosed in 
part after the date of tithe commutation, and one, was enclosed at 
some date unknown. 	 - 

1 A scrap of common field at Newton survived until 1850. 
2 Miss E. M. Hampson in Proc. C.A.S. (1931), p. 143, says ten. 
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Summarizing and correcting Dr Slater's lists we obtain these 
figures: 

Parliamentary Enclosures' 	 - 	 122 
Non-Parliamentary Enclosures, viz. 

Ante 17932 	 12 
- 	Post 1793, but ante tithe commutation 	 6 

At some date unknown4  but ante tithe commutation 	 7 
Post tithes- commutation 	 . - 	 3 

28 
Data entirely' lacking for6 	 1 
Wrongly reckoned in Cambs. 7 	 1 

Total, agricultural parishes in Cambridgeshire,. c. 1907 
when Slater wrote 	 152 

' Slater's 118 plus Boxworth, Lolworth, Downham, and Little Gransdem 
2 Slater's 13 including Chippenham and one place (not two) which Slater 

reckons but does not name. 
' Slater's 9 minus Boxworth, Downham, Lolworth. 

Slater's 9 minus Borough Green and Westley Waterless. 
Slater's 5 minus Lolworth and Downham but including Littleport. 

6 Slater's 2 minus Little Gransden. 
-Stanground?. 

It is, of course, with the Parliamentary enclosures of lands including 
open field arable (122 at least), that the lists below are mainly 
concerned. They may perhaps serve as a basis for rather more accurate 
statistics as to the history of enclosure in the county than-any- so 
far published. Mr Curtler' has already summarized the various 
statistics available. 

Enclosures as percentage of the County area 
1517 (Dr Gay) 	 0•2 per cent 
1607 (Dr Gay) 	 . 	Nil 

((Common fields 34-5 per cent) 
1700-1870 (Prof. Gonner) 	38-4 per cent - (Common pasture, etc. 3-9 per 

cent) 
1700—recent times (Dr Slater) 36-3 per cent (Common fields and some waste) 

It may not be off the point here to quote from Lord Justice - 
Scrutton's book, 2  concerning the proposed enclosure of Over in 1836. 
It will be seen that he suggests that the opposition  aroused by the 
Over proposals may well have some influence upon the terms not 
only of the 1836 General Act, but also upon those of subsequent 
enclosure legislation. - 

In 1836 an Act "for facilitating the enclosure - of open and arable 
fields in England and Wales" was introduced into the Commons, 
and passed the House with little, if any, discussion. Some, interest, 
however, was taken in enclosures, for on 18 May, the third reading 

' OP. cit. p. 189. 	 2 Op. cit. pp.  156-7. 
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of the Over Inclosure Bill coming on,' its rejection was moved 
by Doctor Bowring as " another encroachment on the remaining 
rights and privileges of the poor ", who were said to be unani-
mously opposed to it. It was urged that the poor could have allot-
ments worth more than their rights of common, and that the only 
opposition to the Bill proceeded from two cattle-jobbers, who were 
in the habit of turning 200 or 300 cattle on the common at a time 
to the injury of the poor inhabitants. 2  But the vigorous languag€ 
of Mr Hume, who said that the Bill would deprive the poor of the 
right of feeding their cattle and sheep, and was a downright robbery,' 
prevailed, and the Over Bill was thrown out by a majority of four. 
The General Bill, however, excited no discussion till it reached the 
Lords: there some opposition arose from the misunderstanding that 
the Bill dealt with wastes and commons, and hopes were expressed 
that the wastes near large towns would be preserved for the comfort 
and benefit of their inhabitants. Lord Holland said: "It had been a 
matter of surprise to all 'foreigners and indeed a reproach to this 
country that though its laws and institutions were formed on p'roper 
and liberal grounds, yet there were no places provided for the healthy 
exercise and recreation of the people." 3  Lord Ellenborough agreed: 
"It was extremely desirable that the people should have 

I 
some open 

spaces to which they might resort for healthy recreation. It was 
much better for them to have such places left, open to them, than to 
be shut out and left no other resource than the alehouse." When the 
Bill returned to the Commons it was attacked by members, who con-
founded common- ommons with common fields, as "materially affecting the 
rights and enjoyments of the pebple ", but the opposition was small, 
and the Bill passed. (He continues with a description of the main 
terms of the Bill.) The Over Bill, we may remark in passing, dis-
appeared for the session only. Another Bill for the enclosure of Over 
was introduced in the next session, this time duly passed into law 5  
and is listed below. It does not seem to be known how its terms 
differed from those of its predecessors. 

The outstanding feature of the list of Cambridgeshire Acts in-
eluding open-field arable is, 6  I think, the lateness of the movement in 
this county. The first Act is dated 1770, arid there are only three 
before 1796, by which time the movement, for Parliamentarf en -
closure in many counties was half completed. Similarly Cambridge-
shire is one of the few counties having much enclosure by private 
Act after c. 1830. Altogether it has twenty-six such Acts after 1830. 
There are many counties without any. The list of enclosures by 
private Act 7  brings out very clearly how largely the enclosure move-
ment locally was concerned with open-field land. There are but 

1 Hansard, 33, 1064. 	 2 Ibid. 35, 1026. 
Ibid. 1226. 	 i Ibid. 35, 1271. 
The Act is 7 Wm. IV and 1 Vic?I  c. xv, List B, infra. 

6 List A, infra. 	 7 List B, infra. 
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thirteen Acts in this list to 101 in the first one. And, like the Acts in 
the former class, these show how enclosure here . began late and 
finished late. The first Act is not until 1791 and the last is 1846. There 
are no less than three Acts after the 1836 General Act. Because of 
lack of evidence it is difficult to generalize about these, but it seems 
clear that many of them concern relatively small areas of common. 
It seems clear too that a high proportion of them, including the few 
which cover extensive areas, concern not Cambridgeshire proper but 
the Isle of Ely. The list of enclosures under the General Act of 1836' 
seems curiously,  short, considering that here we have a county in 
general of small proprietors and of late enclosure. Probably the fact 
is explained by the number of late enclosures in List A. Apparently 
the Cambridg€shire proprietors showed a reluctance to use the early 
General Acts and preferred the old process of enclosure by special 
private Act. This is especiallyremarkable in view of the fact that the 
county had so many enclosures under the later (post 1845, etc.) 
General Acts. The list of enclosures of waste, etc., under the 1840 
Act 2—Nu,----shows much what one would expect. Presumably by 1840 
there was little open waste left to enclose. The tables of enclosures 
of common field and of lands other than common field under the 
General Acts of 1845 et seq. again show what might have been ex.. 
pected. Cambridgeshire is one of the few counties where the post 1845 
enclosures 3  were mainly arable. List E includes ten enclosures, 
covering more than 8000 acres, list F only three enclosures, covering 
only some 1500 acres. In the former class all save one are in the 
present administrative county; only one is in the Isle of Ely. In the 
latter class all without exception are in the Isle of Ely, and none in 
the present administrative county of Cambridge. The last list—of 
enclosures by private agreement 4—demonstrates how little land is 
recorded as having been enclosed in the county in this fashion, though 
from what has been said above 5  it is quite clear that there must have 
been in later years fairly extensive enclosures made in this manner, 
and not formally recordedin agreement or award. It is reasonable 
enough to suppose that extensiv& enclosures of this type may have 
been made in earlier times too. This, however, is a matter upon which 
information is at present lacking, and which can be cleared up only 
by further local research. 

1 List C. 	 2 List D. 
Lists E and F. 	 4 List G. 	 Supra, pp.  62, 63, 67, 73. 
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PART II 
ENCLOSURE ACTS AND AWARDS: COUNTY OF CAMBRIDGE 

ALL Acts in the official Return' are included here. Those in 
Dr Slater's statement, 2  as including open-field arable, are in List A. 
Those not in Dr Slater's tables presumably relate to meadow and waste 
alone. These are in List B. The 1836 Act 3  authorized the enclosure 
of opeff field alone, though it was frequently used to carry out the 
enclosure of open lands of other classes. 4  Unless evidence to the 
contrary is available, it is assumed here that the Act was properly 
applied, so that enólosures under it are of common field. These  are 
in List C. This Act was extended in 1840 5  to cover Lammas lands 
etc., and enclosures under the 1836 and 1840 Acts are stated in 
List D. 

The General Act of 18456  authorized enclosure of lands other than 
common pastures by Provisional Order alone. This provision re-
mained in force until the sixth amending Act, 7  with an exceptional 
clause in favour of enclosures actually in piogress in 1852. So for 
some ten years from 1845 proposed enclosures not including the waste 
of a manor were not submitted to Parliament for approval. After 
1852 all enclosures required statutory authorization, and this was 
given in the annual General Act. Lists E and F cover enclosures in 
these two classes.-The data have been obtained from the various 
official Blue Books, 8  from the Enclosure Commissioners' Annual 
Reports, and from the Ministry of Agriculture Mmorandum for 
Awards from 1893 onwards. 9  Enclosures by agreement listed in 
List G must be a very small proportion of those actually carried lout. 
They are the ones of which formal written record survives either 
in the Public Record Office or among the County Records'° It has 
not been possible', to classify them, like the others, into enclosures 
containing common fields" and those consisting of common pasture 
and meadow, etc. - 

1 P.P. (H.C.), 399 (1814). 
2 The English Peasantry..., 1908, App. 2. 

6 & 7 Wm. IV, c. 115 (1836). 
Cooke; Enclosures and Rights of Common, 1864, p. 84. 
3 & 4 Vie. e. 31 (1840). 	 6 8 & 9 Vie. e. 118 (1845). 
15 & 16 Vie. e. 39 (1852). 	 - 

8 P.P. above cited; also P.P.s. 455 (1893) and 50 (1904). 
No. 702/L.G. 

10 Such local lists as are available have been consulted, and the data have been 
checked by various gentlemen whose help is acknowledged elsewhere. 
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ABBREVIATIONS USED 
* 	Enrolled copy of Award has a plan attached to or deposited with it. 
t 	Indicates a photostat copy of official plan given to the County by Col. 

Tebbutt since 1939. 
C.P. Award enrolled on Common Pleas Recovery Roll in Public Record 

Office. 
C.R. Award enrolled among County Records in custody of the Clerk of the 

Peace, 
H. 	Hamlet. 
I.E. Isle of Ely. 
K.B. Award enrolled on King's Bench Plea Rolls in Public Record Office. 
n.s. 	Not stated. 
P. 	Parish. 
T. 	Township. 

ENCLOSURE ACTS AND AWARDS 

[The spelling of the place-names in column (2) is the generally accepted present- 
day form. Mistakes or errors in spelling or obvious inaccuracies, however 
caused, in Slater's volume or in the Blue Books are ignored. In column (3) the 
figures, if any, before the diagonal are those of the Act; those after it in most 
cases are those of the actual Awards. Where figures are not given in the 
Awards or are not totalled up in the schedules those in square brackets represent 
the actual acreage of the parish. It, is, however, quite impossible to give these 
figures for comparison in the Isle of Ely parishes owing to the large amount of 
fenland not accounted for.] 

A. ENCLOSURES BY PRIVATE ACT OF LANDS 
INCLUDING OPEN-FIELD ARABLE 

Date 	 - 	 Approx. 	Date of 	Award 
of Act 	 Place(s) 	 area 	award 	enrolled 

(1) 	 (2) 	 (3) 	 (4) 	 (5) 
1770 Abington Pigotts 	 1000/[1237] 	? 

There is no trace of this Award in County Records. Parish belonged almost 
entirely to one owner, so possibly award never enrolled. 

1775 Knapwell 	 1100/1082 	1776 	C.R.* 
1777 Weston Colville 	- 	1970/1927 	1778 	C.R. 

Both County and Parish Plans are lost. Gooch says 1936 a. 

1796 Barrington 	 2500/2158 	1800 	O.R.* 
Vancouver says 1630 a., Gooch says 2000 a. and 2034 a. 

1797 Great Wilbraham 	 (2300)/[2921] 1801 	C.R.t 
Act not 38 Geo. III as in 1904 Blue Book. Area given in Act includes old 

enclosures. Gooch says 2800 a. and 2400 a. 

1797 Little Wilbraham 	 1600/[1990] 1801 	C.R.t 
Gooch says 1800 a. and 1970 a. 

1798 Harston, Hauxton, Little 	1400 	 ? 	C.R.* 
Shelford and Newton 

Award is a copy and it is impossible to separate particulars. Gooch says 1800 a. 

1798 Longstowe (Long 	 1400/[1544] 1800 	C.R. 
Area given in Act includes old enclosures. Gooch says 1500 a. and 1000 a. 
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Date Approx. Date of Award 

of Act Place(s) area award enrolled 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

1798 SwäffhamBulbeck 4000/[4110] 1801 C.R. 
Area given in Act includes old enclosures. Gooch says 3260 a. 

1799 Carlton-cum-Willingham 1500/[2415] 1800 C.R.t 
Area given in Act includes old enclosures. Gooch says c. 1050 a. nett. and 

1100 nett.  

1799 Grantchester and Coton n.s./2120 1803 C.R.* 
Vancouver says open land in G. c. 1000 a., in C. 690 a. Gooch says 1500 a. 

1799 Pampisford 2000/[1607] 1801 C.R.* 
Gooch says 1240 a. 

1800 Milton 1550/1142 1802 C.R.* 
Gooch says 1378 a. and 1300 a. 

1800 GuildenMorden 2500/2547 1804 C.R. 
1800 Elsworth 3900/3755 1803 C.R.t 

Gooch says 3700 a. and 3456 a. - 

1800 Conington 1500/1451 1804 C.R.t 
1801 Baisham 4000/3123 1806 C.R.t 
1801 * Great Abington / 1560/1532 1804 C.R.t 

• 	1801 Bassingbourn 3500/3216 1806 C.R.* 
Excluding hamlet of Kneesworth, see C. 1837. Vancouver says total open area 

in two places 2240 a. 

1801 Histon (Saint. Andrew and n.s./[3896] 1806 (J.R.* 
Saint Etheidred) and Imp- 
ington 

1801 Little Abington 1350/1263 1807 C.R.t 
1801 Bottisham 4000/5696 1808 C.R.* 
1801 Trumpington 2000/2211 1809 C.R.* 

Record plan is called an "unofficial" one. 

1802 Horningsea 1450/1570 1810 C.R.t 
Area given in Act includes old enclosures, c. 300 a. in Vancouver's time. 

1802 Sawston 1040/1817 1811 C.R.* 
Vancouver says 1600 a. 

1802 Graveley 1500/1558 1805 C.R.t 
The 1558 acres includes roads. 

1802 Cambridge, Saint Giles 1200 1805 C.R.* 
One of the-two Cambridge "fields". 

1803 Fen Ditton 1400/1821 1817 C.R.t 
1804 Manea 900 1810 C.R. (I.E.)* 

Award cannot be 1799 as in 1904 Blue Book. 

1805 Snailwell (Act, Snalewell) • 1680/[2034] 1806 C.R. 
Area given by Vancouver. 

1805 Swaffham Prior (T.) n.s./5206 1814 C.R.* 
1806 Dullingham n.s./[3387] 1810 C.R.* 
1806 Fulbourn (T.) 4.s./5123 1814 C.R.* 

Amending Act passed 1808. 
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Date Approx. Date of Award 
of Act Place(s) area award enrolled 

(1) (2) (3) (4) - (5) 
1806 Cherry 'Hinton (Hinton) n.s./1997 1810 C.R.t 
1806 Kirtling and Ashley-cum- 5000/[5351] 1815 C.P.'; C.R.t 

Silvfirley 
Area 3000 acres according to Slater (possibly Kirtling only). 	13 fields in 

A. cum C. according to Vancouver. K. is, I take it, his "Catlidge 
1807 Landbeach n.s./2151 1813 C.R.* 

Vancouver says c. 1800 a. 

1807 Steeple Morden n.s./3755 1816 C.R.* 
Vancouver says 2200 a. 

1807 Cambridge, Saint Andrew n.s. 1811 C.R.* 
the Less, otherwise Barn- 
well 

Award not 1801 as in 1904 Blue Book. This is the other of the two Cambridge 
"fields". 

Area of part only of open fields 1000 a. according to Vancouver, also Coldham 
common and an extensive moor. 

1808 Hariton 1100/[1261] 1811 C.P.*; C.R.t 
1808 Gamlingay (with Waresley, [2000] ? C.R. (Hunts) 

Hunts) - -' 
This Act deals with Waresley almost entirely. It only "allots" land in the 

parish of Gamlingay. 
1808 Girton n.s./1639 1814 C.R.* 

Vancouver says c. 1400 a. 

1809 Dry Drayton n.s./2352 1811 C.R. 
Vancouver says more than 1900 a.' 	 - 

1809 Fordham n.s./4050 1820 C.R.* 
1809 Bourn n.s./4011 1820 C.R.* 
1809 West Wratting n.s./3441 1813 C.R.t 

Act not 47 Geo. III as in 1904 Blue Book. 

1809 Whittlesford 2000/1919 1815 C.R.t 
1809 Chatteris n. s. 1819 C.R. (I.E.)* 

Vancouver says c. 350 a. open field. 

1810 Haslingfield n.s./2487 1820 C.R.* 
'1810 Ickleton n.s./2639 1814 C.R.* 

There were five open fields here, according to Vancouver. 

1810 Teversham ns./1187 1815 C.R.* 
1810 Kingston n.s./1149 1815 C.R.* 
1811 Croxton 1200/1877 1818 C.R.* 
1811 Longstanton All Saints n.s./1877 1816 C.R.* 
1811 Shepreth 10/00/[1318] 1823 C.R.* 

Vancouver says 640 a. 

1811 Great Eversden and Little n.s./1298 1814 C.R.* 
Eversden - 

1811 Brinkley n.s./1423 1816 C.R.* 
1812 Toft n.s./1258 1815 C.R.* 
1812 Stapleford 1400/1780 1814 C.R.* 
1812 West Wickham n.s./2937 1822 C.R.* 
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Date - Approx. Date of Award 

of Act Place(s) area award enrolled 
(1) (2) r 	(3) (4) (5) 

1813 Waterbeach n.s./4863 1818 C.R.* 
Vancouver does not give area of open fields, but says commons c. 1852k a. 

1813 Little Shelford 1200/1177 1,815 C.R.* 
1813 Kennett n.s./1400 1823 C.R.* 
1813 Wood Ditton (Woodditton) n.s./4901 1823 C.R.* 

Earlier Award enrolled in 1819 seems to have been cancelled and not acted 
upon. 

1813 Longstanton Saint Michael n.s./[ ?] 1816 O.R.* 
Act not 43 Geo. III as in 1904 B)ue Book. 847 acres in Award. 

1813 Little Gransden n.s./1863 1826 
Not Great Cransden as in Slater. Great G. is in Hunts. 

1813 Meldreth, Melbourn and n.s./2410 1820 C.R.* 
Whaddon 

1814 Stetchworth n.s./2814 1820 C.R.* 
This is Vancouver's "Stackworth ". 

1814 Burwell n.s./2701 1817 C.R.* 
1815 PapworthEverard n.s./1090 1826 
1820 llinxton n.s./1506 1833 ,C.R.* 
1822 Duxford Saint John and 2500/3173 1830 O.R.* 

Saint Peter 
1825 Doddington, and Wimbling- 290 1834 C.R. (I.E.)* 

ton (H.) in parish of D. and 
Manea (H.) in parish of 
Coveney 

1826 Foxton 1585/1692 1830 C.R.* 
Slater says 1586 acres. 

1828 Litlington 686/2100 1686/2100.. 1830 C.R.* 
1829 Wentworth 990 1830 O.R. (I.E.)* 
1830 Caxton 1500/[2242] 1835 C.R.* 

Vancouver says c. 700-800 a. 

1833 Oakington n.s./[1692] 1834 C.R.* 
1834 Great Shelford n.s./2212 1835 C.R.* 

Land is allotted for protection of Nine Wells Watercourse (Hobson's Water). 

1835 Stretham n.s./ 1837 C.R. (I.E.)* 
Clerk of the Peace's list says "no open fields". See below 1844. 

1836 Hardwick n.s./1389 1837 C.R.* 
Vancouver says c. 900 a. 

1838 Orwell n.s./2023 1837 C.R.* 
1838 Sutton n.s. 1840 C.R. (I.E.)* 

Vancouver says 4 fields, 700 a. 
1838 Swavesey n.s./3822 1840 C.R.* 
1. 838 Linton 3732/3717 1840 C.R.* 
1838 Witcham n.s. 1840 C.R. (I.E.)* 
1838 Chesterton n.s./2656 1840 C.R.* 

Vancouver says c. 1900 a. 
1838 Fen Drayton 1500/1444 1841 C.R.* 

C.A.S. Proc. VOL. xi 6 
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Date 	 V 	 Approx. 	Date of 	Award 
of Act 	 Place(s) 	 V 	area 	award 	enrolled 

(1) 	 (2) 	 (3) 	V 	 (4) 	 (5) 

1839 Stow-cum-Quy 	 n.s./1882 	1840 	C.R.* 
1839 Melbourn and Meidreth 	V n.s./4567 	1842 	C.R.* 

V 	 This Award mostly concerned with Melbourn. 

1839 'Barton 	
V  n.s./1772 	1840 	C.R.* 	

V 

V 	 Vancouver says 900 a. / 

1839 Comberton 	 n.s./1882 	1840 	C.R.* 
1839 Ramptón 	 V 	1100/1295 	1840 	C.R.* 	

V 

Area given in Act includes old enclosures. 	V 

1840 Whittlesey Saint Mary and 	n.s. V 	
V 1844 	C.R. (I.E.)* 

Saint Andrew 
1550 a. open field, 2400 a. pasture etc., 20,000 a. fen according to Vancouver. 

Amended -by 4 & 5 Viet. (1841). 	 V 	
V  V 	 V 

1840 Thriplow 	V 	 n.s./2439 	1846 	C.R* 
2110 a. (Vancouver). 	V 

1840 Wicken 	 n.s./2962 	1849 	C.R.* 	
V 

V 	 1841 Gamlingay 	 n.s./2384 	1848 	C.R.* 
See 1808 above. Vancouver says area open ô. 1580 a. 	V 

1842 Cheveley 	 V 	 n.s./2491 	1844 	C.R.* 
1842 Cottenham 	 n.s./6296 V 1847 	C.R.* 	V 

Vancouver says c. 4200 a. 

V 	 1843 Haddenham 	 n.s./[8925] 	1847 	C.R. (I.E.)* 
V 	

V 	

V 1851 supplementary' 

	

V 	 C.R. (I.E.)* 
Clerk of the Peace's list says no open arable". I think it is wrong. Van-

couver says there were 4 fields in each of the 4 townships of the parish. 
Total open area he gives as c. 3680 a. - 

1844 Thetford (H.) in Stretham V 	 n.s. 	 1856 	C.R. (I.E.)* 
V 	 (P.) 	 V 	

V 

See above 1835. Vancouver says 650 a. in T. and S. excluding fen. 

V 	 1844 Fowlmere (prius Foulmire) 	2111/2212 V  1850 	C.R.* V 

1846 Willingham 	 / 	n.s./4531 	1873 	C.R.* 	 V 

B. ENCLOSURES BY PRIVATE ACT or LAND 
V 	 c 	 NOT INCLUDING OPEN-FIELD ARABLE 

V 	 1791 	Wimblington 	 n.s./[7727 	1805 	C.R. (I.E.)* 
A public Act. Not 1790 as in Clerk of Peace's list. 800 a. Gooch. 

V 	1791 
V 
 Chippenham 	 2146/[4301] 	? 	 ? 

V 	 No Award in County Records; but a plan listed. The 4301 acres includes a 
- 	 park of 400 acres and a good deal of fen land still unthltivated. According 

V 	to Gooch 2240 a. were open field arable. 3440 a. Gooch. 	 -' 

V 	 ' 1792 MarOh (T.) or (H.) in Dod- 	n.s./3400 	1805 	C.R. (I.E.)* 
dington 	 V 	

V 	 V 

- 	A public Act. Amending Act passed in 1810. Area given is from Gooch. 
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Date 	 Approx. 	Date of 	Award 

of Act 	 Place(s) 	 area 	award 	enrolled 
(1) 	 (2) 	 (3) 	 (4) 	 (5) 

1793 	Chatteris 	 n.s. 	 ? 	? 
There is no trace of this award in C.R. See 1809 above. Vancouver says also 

300 a. common and 3500 a. fen, 1500 a. (or 500 a.?) now under cultivation, 
and the rest to be broken up under statute in a rotation. 

1801 Cambridge, Saint Thomas's 	40 	 1803 	C.R. 
or Pembroke Leys 

Parts of parishes of Saint Botolph, Saint Andrew the Great, Saint Benedict 
and Saint Mary the Less enclosed for the site of Downing College. Cf. the 
Downing College Site Act of same year. There is plan at Downing College. 
and copy in University Library. 

1806 Witchford 	 500 	 1813 	C.R.(I.E.)* 
and K.B. 
1840* 

1808 Gamlingay 	 n.s. 
There is no trace of this Award in C.R. 

181.1 Cambridge, Coe Fen Leys, 	27 	 1817 	C.R.* 
in the parish of Saint 
Mary the Less 

Now site of Leys School. 

1833 Wisbech Saint Mary. 	 n.s.. 	 1835 	C.R. (I.E.)* 
Act not 1831-2 as in Clerk of the Peace's list. 

1838 Elm 	 195 	 (Not 
dated) 

The Award never signed by Commissioners nor deposited with Clerk of the 
Peace. his in custody of Messrs Welchman and Dewing, solicitors, Wisbech. 

1837 Over 	 n.s./3572 	1840 	CeR.* 
1841 Leverington, Tydd Saint 	723 	 1843 	C.R. (I.E.)* 

Giles and Outwell in Wis-
,bech Barton 

C. ENCLOSURES OF OPEN FIELDS, ETC. UNDER 
6&7 WM. IV, c. 115 

1837 Kneesworth (H. of Bassing- 	.? /230 	1842 	C.R.* 
bourn) 

1837 Boxworth 	 C. 900/732 	1843 	C.R.* 
Area c. 800 a. open field, taken from Slater'sb ext. 

1837 Lolworth 	 c. 800/938 	1848 	. C.R.* 
Area of c. 800 a. taken from Slater's text, 938 a. from actual schedule. Area of 

parish 1100 acres. Vancouver says e. 700 a. 

1837 Whaddon 	 ? /1471 	1841 	C.R.* 
See also A. 1813 for an earlier enclosure of part Of parish. 

D. ENCLOSURES OF LANDS OTHER THAN OPEN-FIELD ARABLE 
UNDER 3 & 4 Vic. c. 31 

Nil 	 - 

6.2 
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ENCLOSURES UNDER THE GENERAL AcTfi OF 1845 et seq. 
OF LANDS INCLUDING OPEN-FIELD ARABLE 

(i) By Provisional Order not needing specific Parliamentary Sanction 
Ministry of Agriculture 

and: 
1845 Isleham 	 1370 	 1854 	C.R.* 
1845 Downham 	 510 	 1850 	C.R. (I.E.)* 

Omitted from 1904 and 1914 Blue Books. Area 450 a. open field from Slater's 
text. 	 . 

(ii) By Provisional Order confirmed in pursuance of Annual General Act 
1845 and: 

1848 Caldecote 	 747/[948] 	1854 	C.R.* 
1850 Mepal 	 442 	 1854 	C.R. (I.E.)* 

This is Vancouver's "Maypole ". He says 603 a. 
Award handed over in 1919 by Cambs. County Council to I.E. County Council. 

1851 Newton (by Cambridge) 	876/[994] 	1854 	C.R.* 
1041 acres according to Slater. 

1847 	Wilburton 	 780 	- 1855 ?C.R.(I.E.)* 
Not in 1904 Blue Book. Vancouver says-600 a. in 4 open fields. 

1855 Westwick(H.)inOakington 	217 	 1856 	C.R.* 
(Pt) 

	

1858 Shudy Camps, Castle Camps 1037 	 1863 	C.R.* 
and Bartlow 

Actual area of these three parishes is very much greater than this. 
Vancouver is vague as to the area of open land in Bartlow, which he treats 

with Linton. See Shudy Camps and Castle Camps. The open fields alone he 
estimates at respectively 600 a. and 300 a. 

1864 Eltisley 	 1490 	 1868 	C.R.* 
Vancouver says c. 900 a. 

1883 Huldersham 	 1164/[1511] 	1889 	C.R.* 
1174 acres according to Slater. 

ENCLOSURES UNDER THE GENERAL ACTS OF 1845 et seq. 
OF LANDS NOT INCLUDING OPEN-FIELD ARABLE 

(i) By Provisiond2 Order not needing specific Parliamentary Sanction 
Nil 

By Provisional Order confirmed in pursuance of Annual General Act 

	

1846 Newton (remaining commons) 165 	 1849 	C.R. (I.E.)* 

	

Supplementary Awar'd 1851 	C.R. (I.E.)* 
1848 Benwick (H.) in Doddington 	66 	 1858 	C.R. (I.E.)* 

	

1857 Grunty Fen, being parts of 1328 	 1861 	C.R. (I.E.)* 
Ely St Mary, Witchford, 
Wentworth, Haddenham, 
Wilburton, Stretham and 
Thetford (H.) 

Another copy of Grunty Fen Enclosure Award is in custody of Clerk of the 
Cambridgeshire County Council. 

For an account of the Grunty Fen enclosure see Curtler, Enclosure. . . of our 
Land, 1920, pp.  320-1, abstracting an interesting account of Grunty Fen and 
its enclosure by Albert Pell, "The Making of the Land in England", Journal of 
the Royal Agricultural Society of England, Vol. x, 1899, reprinted also in The 
Reminiscences of Albert Pell, London, John Murray, 1908. 



CAMBRIDGESHIRE FIELD SYSTEMS 	 85 

G. ENCLOSURE BY PRIVATE AGREEMENT FORMALLY ENROLLED 
IN COUNTY OR NATIONAL RECORDS 

Date of 
Agreement 

? Littleport (open fields and commons) 	345/c. 40? 	K.B. 1840* 
See Report of Deputy Keeper of Public Records 27, p.  9.- Vancouver seems to 

say 450 a. open field and much fen. 345 a. given by Slater from Vancouver, 
40a. as surviving temp. Tithe Map. 

Chippenham is said to have been enclosed in 1790. Burrough 
(Borough) Green and Westley Waterless were enclosed by private 
agreement in 1793-4. A detailed account of the proceedings has 
been printed (Dr W. M. Palmer, C.A.S. 8vo Pubi. vol. LIV, pp. 154-6). 
Three commissioners were appointed, but apparently no formal 
award• was executed since the proceedings were largely in the 
nature of the surrender of common rights in exchange for the allot-
ment of land, and the exchange of scattered strips for consolidated 
estates. The lord of both villages and the principal promoter of the 
exchange was the Earl of Aylesford, the other chief proprietors were 
various bodies corporate, Cambridge Colleges, etc. These of course 
could not execute conveyances so the exchanges were not properly 
assured, and a special confirmatory Act had to be passed in 1814-15 
(54 Geo. III). From this it appears that, in his exchanges with these 
corporate bodies the earl had done fairly 'well for himself, having 
exchanged 101 acres for 171- 21 acres plus common right. However, 
the 174k  acres had been in no less than 136 separate parcels, and 
apparently the earl covered the expenses of enclosure, so perhaps the 
exchanges were not so inequitable as might appear at first sight. 

Tam obliged to Mr J. H. Bullock for the following-list, of Cambridge-
shire parishes for which there are no eighteenth- or nineteenth-
century Acts known to exit. Probably most of these are old 
enclosures (i.e. ante 1700), but one or two may be non-Prliamentary 
enclosures of the eighteenth century. They were mostly one-owner 
parishes: Arrington; Babraham; Childerley; Croydon- cum- Clopton; 
Hatley St George and East Hatley; Landwade (very small); 
Madingley; Papworth Agnes; Tadlow; Wendy; Wiiipole. Fen 
parishes such as Soham and Thorney were obviously in an entirely 
different category. Odsey Hamlet in Guilden Morden seems also to 
be old enclosure (Vancouver, 84). - 

NOTES 

In the 1914 Blue Book the Isle of Ely, marked J. E.) in our Lists, is 
included in Cambridgeshire; in that of 1904 it is entered separately. 
The Acts for Wimblington (B. 17€1) and for March (B. 1792) are 
Public Acts. There are amending Acts for Fulbourn (A. 1806) passed 
in 1809, for March, etc. passed Jn 1810, and for Whittlesey (A. 1840)' 
passed in 1841. Castle Camps, Gamlingay (A. 1808) is included in 
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the Act for Waresley, Hunts, Shudy Camps and Bartlow (E. 1858) 
are indexed in both Cambs and Essex;. in this paper they are reckoned 
as wholly in Cambs, only a very small detached portion of Bartlow 
being in Essex. Stanground with Farcet (1801) is indexed as in Carnbs 
and Hunts. North Stanground is in I. of E., South Stanground and 
Farcet are in Hunts. This is omitted here 'and reckoned in Hunts. 
Everton in Everton cum Tebworth (1802), indexed as in Cambs, Beds 
and Hunts, is omitted here and included in Beds for similar reasons. 

It only remains for me to conclude with a note of apology and one 
of acknowledgement. Both the text (Part I) and the lists (Part II) 
are my preliminary drafts, though I have spent much time upon 
them. If any user of the work is able to supply notes of any omissions 
or inaccuracies I shall be very grateful indeed to have his assistance. 
Such help will be properly acknowledged if and when the complete 
work appears, a's it is hoped that eventually it will. 

Whatever value the' work possesses in its present -form is largely - 
due to help of this kind already -received from Dr B. F. C. Atkinson 

• of the Cambridge University Library, Mr J. H. Bullock, M.A., 
- Mr L. F. Salzman, M.A., F.S.A., of the Victoria County History, 

Mr  Ashley Tabrum, Clerk of the Peace for the Administrative County 
of-Cambridge, Col. Louis Tebbutt, Mr R. F. G. Thurlow, Clerk of the 
Peace for the Isle of Ely, and Dr J. A. Venn, F.S.A., President of 
Queens' College, to whom I am very much indebted for their interest 
and assistance. I owe particular thanks to Mr Salzman, who has 

• allowed me to reprint one or two complete passages from his articles 
- in the Cambridgeshire V.C.H. (as yet unpublished) and to Mr Bullock, 

who has repeatedly been through my MS. and checked areas, dates 
and plans for me,' I am also obliged to the Leverhulme Research 
Trustees and their Secretary, Dr L. H aden Guest, M.P., for the help 
which has enabled me to complete this instalment of my work. 
I shall be grateful to any reader who is able to furnish me with 
further notes of omissions or corrections. • - - 

W. E. TATE 
275 HAMIL ROAD, 	 - 

BURSLEM, STOKE ON TRENT 

.1 	 . 
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. INDEX TO PARISHES ENCLOSED 

Abington, Great A. 1801 Fen Drayton A. 1838 
A. 1809 

Odsey. See pp. 62, 85 
Orwell. See also p. 62 1836 Abington, Little 

Abington Pigotts 
A. 1801 
A. 1770 

Fordham 
Fowimere A. 1844 Outwell 1841 

B. 1837 Arrington. See p.  85 
Ashley 	• A. 1806 

Foxton 
Fülbourn 

A. 1826 
1806 

Over 
See also pp. 73, 74-5 

Babraham. See p. 85 • Gamlingay 	A. 1808; A. 1841; 
1808 

Pampisford 
Papworth Agnes. See 

A. 	799 
p. 85 

• Baisham 
Barrington 	' 

A. 1801 
A. 1796 

See also p. 62 
Girton 

 
A. 1808 Papworth Everard A. 1814 

Bartlow 	 ' 

Barton 
E. 1858 
A. 1839 

Gransden, Little 
Grantchester 

A. 1813 
A. 1799 Rampton A. 1839 

' 	 Bassingbourn A.1801 
Benwick ' 

 C.1837 
E. 1848 

Graveley 
Grunty Fen 

A. 1802 
F. 1857 Sawston A. 1802 

Borough Green. See p. 85 Guilden Morden A. 1800 Shelford, Great 	. 

Shelford, Little 
A. 1834 

A. 1798; Bottisham A. 1801 A. 1813 Bourn 
Boxworth 	- 

A. 1809 
1837 

Haddenham A. 1843; F. 1857 
Hardwick 	 A. 1836 Shepreth A. 1811 

Brinkley 	• 

Burwell 
A. 1811 
A. 1814 

Hariton 
Harston 

A. 1809 
A. 1798 

Shingay. See p. 
Shudy Camps E. 1858 

Caldecote E. 1845 
Haslingfield 
Hatley St George. 

A. 1810 
See p. 85 

See also p. 86 
Snailwell A. 1805 

Cambridge: Hauxton A. 1798 Stanground with Farcet, 
of E. and Hunts. See p.86 Barnwell 

St Thomas's Leys 
1807 
1801 

Hildersham 
Hinton • 

E. 1883 
A. 1806 Stapleford 

Morden 
A. 1812 
A. 1807 Coe Fen Leys B. 1811 Hinxton A. 1820 Steeple 

S ee also p. 62 - 	 St Giles A. 1802 Histon A. 1801 Stetchworth A 1814 Carlton-cum-Willingham 
A. 1799 

Horningsea A. 1802 Stow-cum-Quy A. 1838 
Castle Camps E. 1858 Ickleton A. 1810 Stretham 	A. 1835; A. 1844; 

F. 1857 Caxton 
Chatteris 	A. 1809; 

1830 
1793 Impington 

Isleham 
A. 1801 
E. 1845 Stuntney. See p. 63 

Sutton A. 1838 Cherry Hinton 
Chesterton 

A. 1806 
A. 1838 Kennett A. 1813 

Swaffham Bulbeck 
Swaffham Prior 

A. 1798 
A. 1805  See also pp. 61, 62 

Chettisham. See p. 63 Kingston A. 1810 
A. 1806 

Swavesey A. 1838 
Cheveley 
Childerley. See p. 85 

1842 K frtling 
Knapwell A. 1775 Tadlow. See p. 85 

. S 

Chippenham 17 91 Kneesworth 1837 Teversham A. 1810  
See also p. 85 

Clopton. See 	. 62 Landbeach 1807 
Thetford 	A. 1844; F. 1857  
Toft 	 A. 1812 

Comberton 
Conington 

A. 1839 
A. 1800 

Landwade. See P. 
Leverington 

85 
1841 

Thriplow 
Trumpington - 

A. 1840 
A. 1801 

Coton A. 1799 Linton A. 1838 Tydd St Giles B.1841 
See also pp. 63, 79 

Cottenham A. 1842 
Litlington 
Little Gransden 

A.1828 
A. 1813 

- 

Waresley, Hunts 
See also p. 62 

Coveney A. 1825 
Littleport 

See p. 63, see also G. 
See pp. 80, 85-6 

Waterbeach A. 1813 
Croydon cum Clopton Lolworth 	 C. 1837 

Longstanton All Saints 
Wndy. See p. 85 

See 	. 85 
Croxton 1811 A. 1811 

Wentworth 	A. 1829
' 
 F. 1857 

Westley Waterless. See p. 85 
Longstanton St Michael, West Wickham I A. 1812 

A. 1809 Doddington A. 1825; 1792; 
E. 1848 

. 

Longstowe 
A. 1813 
A. 1798 

West Wratting 
Weston Colville A. 1777 

Downham E. 1845 See also p. 62 Westwick 	 E. 1855 
Whaddon 	A. 1813; C. 1837 See also p. 63 

Dry Drayton A. 1809 Madingley. See p. 85 Whittlesford A. 1809 
A. 1840 Dullingham 

Duxford 
A.. 1806 
A. 1822 

Malton. See p. 62 
Manea 	A. 1804; A. 1825 

Whittlesey 
Wicken A. 1840 

March B. 1792 Wilbraham, Great 1797 
East Hatley. See pp. .62, 85 
Elm 	 B. 1836 

Melbourn 	A. 1813; A. 1839 
Meldreth 	A. 1813; A. 1839 

Wilbraham, Little 	A. 1797 
Wilburton 	E. 1847; F. 1857 

Elsworth 	. 
Eltisley 

A. 1800 
E. 1864 

Mepal 
Milton 

E. 1850 
A. 1800 

Willingham 	A. 1848 
Wimblington A. 1825; B. 1791 

Ely. See also p. 63 
Eversden, Great 

F.1857 
A. 1811 Newton, Cambs A. 1798; 

Wimpole. See p. 85 
Wisbech Barton 1841 

Eversden, Little A. 1811 E. 1851 Wisbech St Mary B. 1833 
A. 1838 Everton Beds. See p. 86 Newton, Ely F. 1846 Witcham 

Witchford 	B. 1806; F. 1857 
Fen Ditton A. 1803 Oakington 	A. 1833; E.'1855 Wood Ditton A. 1813 
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APPENDIX 

Vancouver's summary of the arguments for enclosure (p.  197) 

It I is universally acknowledged by all writers on political economy 
that the population of a country must ever depend upon the means 
which it possesses, and the proper application of those means, for 
subsisting its inhabitants. Britain at this time unquestionably 
possesses the unemployed means of subsisting in addition to her 
present numbers, one third more of inhabitants; that such an 
augmentation must be deemed politically right, there can be no 
question; because the internal strength, and productive labour of 
the nation, would be encreased. By inviting to early marriage the 
peasantry of the country, who under their present want of confidence, 
that their industry will enablethem to support an infant offspring, 
are not allowed the gratification of an early and generous passion, 
which lawfully indulged, is doubtless of the highest political as well 
as moral consequence... . That the objects for the employment of 
the poor, would be multiplied, there can be no doubt, when we 
look at the additional quantity of labour, the country will demand 
from a general enclosure. The fencing,  draining, claying, marling, 
ploughing, sowing, reaping, mowing, threshing, that will be necessary 
to attend to, over and above what the business of the country at 
this time produces, are objects, which,. from the employment of the 
poor, cannot fail creating in the most essential degree, the greatest 
moral arid political advantages; whilst the idle objection, that in 
the event of a general enclosure, there would be more land thrown 
into pasture than there ought to be, is too weak and frivolous to 
deserve attention. 



INDEX 
Villages referred to in Mr Tate's Paper will only be found in this Index under 
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will be found on p.  87. 

Abbott, Alderman, quoted, 1 
Abingtons, the, Cambs, 6, 12 
Accounts, 1939, xii; 1940, xx; 1941 9  

xxv; 1942, xxx 
Acland, C. L., quoted, 26 
"Agistment", 60 
Agriculture, influence on architecture, 

25 28 
Aidwinkle All SS., 32 
Allen, Dr F. J, quoted, 32, 33, 55 
Almshouses, [Knight and] Mortlock's, 

10 
Archaeology and Anthropology, Mu-

seum of, xii 
Arches, intersecting, 44 
ATKINSO:N, T. D, Local Character in 

the Ancient Architecture of 
Cambridgeshire, 24-55 

Austin Friars' property, Benet 
Street, 3 

Axholme (Lincs), 59, 65 

Baisham, Cambs, 31, 33 
Baisham, Hugh de, 33, 47 
Bank, first in Cambridge, 1780, 3 
Bank House, Cambridge, 3, 12 
Barker, James, butler of Queens', 13, 

16 
Barnack, 35; the stone, 30 
Barnston next Dunmow, 44 
Barnwell Abbey, 41, 61 

cellarer's checker and Abbey church, 
visit to, xxiv 

Bartlow, Cambs, 33 
Bay wall-arcade, 46 
Beckingham, Elyas de, 33 
Bedford, Duke of, 7; Earl of, 65 
Bedford level, 65 
Board of Agriculture Reports, 66 seqq. 
Borough of Cambridge, constitution 

of, 1778, 8 
Borough Green, Cambs, 33 
Bottisham, Cambs, 3, 33, 36, 38 
Bourn, Cambs, 32 
Bricks (gault), 30, 46, 47, 49 

Bromley family, Horseheath, .3 
Brooks, Richard, porter of Queens', 20 
"Bucket system" of appointing 

Mayors, 3, 9 
Building materials, 28 
Building trades, conditions in, 28 
BULLOCK, J. H., Extracts from 

Sawston Parish Register, 21 
Burrough, Sir James, 46 
Burrough Green, Cambs, 33 
Burwell, Cambs, 33, 34, 35 
Bury St Edmunds, 37 

Cage family, 33 
Caius, Dr, 3-sided court, 49 
CAM, H. M, John Mortlock III, 

Master of the Town of Cam- 
bridge, 1-12 

Cambridge: 
Benet St., Austin Friars' property, 

3 
Eagle and Child inn, 1, 6, 8 
octagonal spire, 34 
Rose inn, 2,6 
Stourbridge chapel, 43 
Veysy's house, 44, 47 
Wrestlers inn, 47 

Cambridge Borough: 
constitution of, 1778, 8 
Cross Book of, 8 
freedom of, 3, 7 
property sold or let to members, 

10 	 - 
Cambridge churches: 

All Saints in the Jewry, 42 
Holy Sepulchre (Round church), 

35, 36 
Holy Trinity, 36 
St Andrew the Great, 35 
St Bene't, 32, 39 
St Botoiph, 37, 39 
St Clement, xxiv 
St Mary the Great, 3 
St Mary the Less, 33, 36, 47 
St Michael, 33 
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Cambridge colleges: History of, Masters and Lamb, 21 
Caius, Gate of Honour, 36 ' and see Cambridge Colleges 
Christ's, Gateway, 53 Cottenham, Cambs, 3 
Corpus Christi, 31: and see under Cotton family, Madingley, 3; Sir John, 

Corpus Christi 5 
Emmanuel, Sawston marriage at, Council, Reports of, 1939, xi; 1940, 

23 xvii; 1941, xxiii; 1942, xxviii 
Jesus, 44, 45, 48, 53 Court of Exchequer, 60, 71 
King's chapel, 44, 54; old gate- Cross Book of Cambridge Corpora- 

way, 49, 50, 51, 53; marriages tion, 8 
in chapel, 21, 22 Crowland, Lines, 38; manors, 59 

Peterhouse chapel, 47,54; marriages Crownfleld, Henry, vicar of Sawston, 
in, 21, 22, 23 and rector of Little Eversden, 

Queens' manor house plan, 49, 54; 205, 22 
marriages in chapel, 13 seqq. Cunningham, Dr, quoted, 59 seqq. 

St John's, old chapel, 44; library, Curtler quoted, 72, 74 
409  41 Custance, land agent, 71 	- 

Trinity, stone for, 30; hall, 43, 48, 
49, 52; chapel, marriages in, Davy, Ann, 2, 11; Sarah, 2, 11 
22; King's Hall and Michael- Day, Thomas, 5 
house, 49, 53, 54, 55 Dedication of churches, 24, 25 

Trinity Hall chapel, marriages in, B.V.M. predominant, 25 
22 Defoe quoted, 64 

Cambridge colleges 	and enclosure, Dialect in architecture, 14 
61 Downman, John, artist, 11 

Cambridgeshire Field Systems, with a 
Hand-List of Cambridgeshire "Eagle 	and 	Child", 	the, 	Benet - 

Enclosure Acts and Awards, Street, 1 
56-88 	 - club at, 6, 8 

Cambridgeshire, Local Character in the Early Enclosure in Cambs, 61 
Ancient Architecture of, 24-55 East Harling, Norfolk, 35 

Cambridgeshire, map of, 29 Eate, Thomas, cook-of Queens', 13 9  189  
Parishes enclosed, see under En- 20 note 

• 	 closed Villages Elizabethan enclosures, 63 
Camden quoted, 64 Elm, Cambs, 41 
-Centenary Meeting of Society, xvii Elsworth rock, 30 	 V 

Chalk (clunch), 30, 47 Ely, Cathedral, etc., 33, 37 
Chancery decrees, 60 Bp. Alcock's chapel, 33, 38 
Cheveley, Cambs, 4 	 . Bp. Hotham's bays, 33 
Clothmaking, influence of, 26 Bp. West's chapel, 33, 38, 44 
Clunch (chalk), 30, 47 	. Central tower, 35 
Cobbett, William, 71 Frater, 41 
Cole, William, of Milton, 2, 3, 4 Galilee, 32, 33 
College chapels, marriages in, 13 Guest house, 41 

kind of people married in, 21 - Hostry, black, 41 
reasons for, 13, 20, 21 	- Lady Chapel, 30, 38 	- 

registers of, 13 	- 	 • Lantern, 38-40 
Collegiate (manor house) plan, 49, 54 Octagonal spire, 34 
Commonwealth, disturbances during, Prior's house, 46 and note 

65 	 - Roofs, 40, 41 
Conington, Cambs, 33 West tower, 38 	- 

• 	 Cooper, C. H., quoted, 2, 62 Ely Cathedral, excursion to, xxviii 
Corbee, Corby,. Stephen, Sawston, 21 Ely, Reginald, 49 
Corpus-  Christi College: Emmanuel College Chapel, a Sawston 

marriage register of, 13, 21 marriage iit.,  23 
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Enclosed villages, etc.: 'Eversden, Little, 80 

Abington, Great, 56, 79 Fen Ditton, 57, 58 9  79 
Abington, Little, 56, 68, 79 Fen Drayton, 81 
Abington Pigotts, 56, 58,69, 70 9  78 Fordham, 80 
Arrington, 73, 85 	- Fowlmere, 82 
Ashley, 80 Foxton, 57, 81 
Babraham, 70, 73, 85 Fulbourn, 68, 79, 85 
Balsham, 57, 58 9  6%19 Gamlingay, 57, 58, 62,67,80 . 821, 83, 
Barrington, 68, 70, 78 85, 
Bartlow, 84, 86 Girton, 80 
Barton, 82 Gransden, Little, 58, 81 
Bassingbourn, 58, 79, 83 Grantchester, 57, 79 
Benwick, 84 Graveley, 79 
Borough Green, 58, 73, 85 Grunty Fen, 84 
Bottisham, 57, 65 9  79 Guilden Morden, 70, 79 9  85 
Bourn, 80 Haddenham, 57, 59, 82, 84 
Boxworth, 56, 58, 73, 83 Hardwick, 58, 67, 81 
Brinkley, 80 Harlton, 57, 80 
Burwell, 81 Harston, 70, 78 
Caldecote, 84 Haslingfield, 57, 80 
Cambridge: Hatley St George, 73, 85 

Barnwell, 57, 63, 80 Hauxton, 62, 70, 78 
Coe Fen Leys, 83 Hildersham, 72, 84 
St Giles, 79 Hinxton, 57, 81 
St Thomas's Leys, 83 Histon, 79 

Carlton-cum-Willingham, '70, 79 Horningsea, 58, 79 
Castle Camps, 57, 84, 85 Horseheath, 73 
Caxton, 81 Ickleton, 80 

, Chatteris, 61, 70, 80, 83 Impington, 79 
Cherry Hinton, 80 Isleham, 84 
Chesterton, 57, 61, 62, 81 Kennett, 59, 81 
Chettisham, 63 Kingston, 80 
Cheveley, 62, 82 Kirtling, 80 
Childerley, 62, 67, 73, 85 Knapwell, 78 
Chippenham, 57, 73, 82, 85 Kneesworth, 79, 83 
Clopton, 58, 62, 85 Landbeach, 57, 58, 59, 66, 80 
Comberton, 82 Landwade, 85 
Coning ton, 69, 70, 79 Leverington, 58, 68, 69, 73 9  83 
Coton,57, 63 9  79 Linton, 57, 59, 81 
Cottenham, 57, 58, 59, 60 9  61, 62, Litlington, 56,'57, 58, 81 

63 5, 82 Littleport, 57, 58, 63, 73, 85 
Coveney, 81 Lolworth, 73, 83 
'Croxton, 67, 80 Longstanton All Saints, 80 
Croydon, 85 Longstanton St Michael, '81 
Doddington, 58, 69, 81 9  82, 84 Longstowe, 57, 62, 69, 70, 78 
Downham, Little, 57, 58, 63, 73 9  84 "Lyndon", 57, 59 
Dry Drayton, 59, 80 Madingley, 57, 73, 85 
Dullingham, 68, 79 Malton, 62 
Duxford, 68, 81 Manea, 79, 81 
East Hatley, 62, 85, March, 69, 82, 85 
Elm, 83 Mlbourn, 81, 82 
Elsworth, 58, 79 Meldreth, 81, 82 
Eltisley, 62, 64, 67, 84 Mepal, 84 
Ely, 57,63 3, 73, 84 Milton, 58, 683, 70, 79 
Eversden, Great, 80 Newton by Cambridge, 78, 84 

I 
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Enclosed villages, etc. (cont.): 	 Wilbraham, Little, 69, 78 
Newton in the Isle, 73, 84 

	
Wilburton, 57, 58, 84 

Oakington, 59, 81 
	

Willingham, 57, 58, 59 9  609  82 
Odsey, 62, 85 
	

Wimblington, 68, 81, 82, 85 
Orwell, 62, 81, 83 
	

Wimpole,85 
Outwell, 73 
	

Wisbech Barton, 83 
Over, 73, 83 
	

Wisbech St Mary, 73, 83 
Pampisford, 68, 79 
	

Witcham, 58, 81 
Papworth Agnes, 85 
	

Witchford, 83, 84 
Papworth Everard, 81 

	
Wood Ditton, 59, 81 

Quy, 57, 82 
	

Enclosure Acts and Awards, Cam- 
Rampton, 57, 82 
	

bridgeshire, Hand List of, 
Sawston, 79 
	

77 seqq. 
Shelford, Great, 58, 81 

	
Enclosure Acts and Awards, 77 seqq. 

Shelford, Little, 78, 81 
	

Early, in Cambs, 61 
Shepreth, 80 
	

Elizabethan, 63 
Shingay, 62 
	

Essex, James, 46 
Shudy Camps, 57, 84, 86 

	
Eton, Cloister court, 54 

Silverley, see Ashley 	 Eversden, Little, Cambs,, 15, 19, 20 
Snailwell, 79 
	

Everton, Beds, enclosure, 86 
Soham, 70, 73, 85 
	

Ewin, Dr, 3, 6 
Stanground with Farcet, 86 

	
Excavations, xi, xviii 

Stapleford, 80 
	

Excursions, xiii, xxiii, xxviii 
Steeple Morden, 58, 62, 80. 
Stetchworth, 81 
	

Fashion, influence on architecture, 28 
Stow-cum-Quy, 57, 82 

	
Feast day, effect on dedication, 25 

Stretham, 58, 59, 60, 61, 72, 81, Fen, 28 
82,84 
	

Fen Drayton, church, 31, (old house), 
Stuntney, 63 
	

44 
Sutton, 81 
	

Fen enclosure and drainage, 65 
Swaffham Bulbeck, 69, 70 3, 79 	 reeves, 60 
Swaffham Prior, 57, 65, 79 

	
Fenland Research Committee, xii 

Swavesey, 81 
	

Field reeve, 72 
Tadlow, 56, 58, 73, 85 	 systems, Cambridgeshire, 56 
Teversham, 67, 72, 80 

	
Fiennes, Celia, quoted, 65 

Thetford, Little, 59, 60, - 61, 82, 84 
	

Fitzwihiam Museum, Downman's 
Thorney, 85 	 portraits in, 11 
Thriplow, 57, 82 
	

Folk Museum, Cambridge and 
Toft, 80 
	

County, xiii 
Trumpington, 68, 79 

	
Fotheringhay, 35 

Tydd St Giles, 73, 83 
	

Fox, C. J., 7 
Upwell, 73 
	

Fox-North coalition, 6 
Waterbeach, 57, 58, 59, 61, 81 

	
Francis, Samuel, banker, 8, 11 

Wendy, 85 
	

Freckenham, Suffolk, 31 
Wentworth, 81, 84 
	

Freedom of the borough of Cambridge, 
West Wickham, 80 
	

3,7 
West Wratting, 80 
	

Freemen, election of, 9 
Westley Waterless, 73, 85 

	
Fulbourn, Cambs, 31,032 

Weston Colville, 68, 71, 78 
Westwick, 84 
	

Gazeley, Suffolk, 48 
Whaddon, 57, 58, 81, 83 

	
Goddard, Peter, . Master of Clare 

Whittlesey, 82, 85 
	

College, 2 
Whittlesford, 80 
	

Gonner, Prof., quoted, 164 
Wicken, 82 	 - Gooch, W., on Cambs. agriculture, 
Wilbraham, Great, 68, 70, 78 	 quoted, 61 seqq. 
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Granby, Marquess of, 4 
	

Lukas, Robt., carrier, 30 
Grantchester, Cambs., 33 

	
Lyndon (Haddenham), 57, 59 

Gray, Professor, quoted, 56, 57, 59, 74 
Grumbold family, 46 

	
Madingley Hall, Cambs, 44 

Grunty Fen enclosure, 84 
	

Magdalene College, visit to, xxiv 
Gunning's Reminiscences, ' 5' 12 

	
Manchester, Duke of, 5 - 

Gunwell ferry, Peterborough, 30, 3 
	

Manners, Lord Charles, 4 
Lord Robert, 4,.6. 12 

Haddon Hall, 49 
	

March, Marchforl, Cambs, 28 
Hardwicke, Lord, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7 

	
St Wendred's, 41, 45 

Marriage Act, 1753, 13 
	

Marriage Act, 1753, 13 
MSS. in Brit. Mus., 3 

	
Marriage Register of Queens' College, 

Harrison, Stephen, grocer, 2, 11 
	

Cambridge, A, 13 
Haslingfield, Cambs., 32, 33, 41 

	
Marriage Register of Sawston, 21 

Hawkins, Caesar, surgeon, 13, 16 
	

Marshland churches, 31, 37 
Heacham, Norfolk, 39 

	
Melbourn, Cambs., 17, 20, 32 2  33 

Hengrave Hall, Suffolk, 55 
	

Molyneux, Crispe, M.P., 5 
Hildersham, Cambs, 6 

	
Morden quoted, 64, 66 

Histon, Cambs, 44, 46, 48 
	

Morris, Henry, vicar of Oakington, 19 
Hobson, Thomas, carrier, 31 	 .,Mortlock, Edmund, 10 
Hobson's Water (Nine Wells), 81 

	
Elizabeth, 2 

Horseheath, Cambs, 32, 73 
	

Frederick, 10 
Hughes, David, dean of Queen 

	Henry, 10  
rector of Little Eversden, 19 

	
John 1, 

Hurle, Master William, 46 
	

John II, 2, 32  11 
John III, passim 1-10 

Icklèton, Cambs, 42 
	

John Cheetham, eldest son, 10 
Isleham, Cambs, 31, 33 

	
John Frederick, 10 
Sarah (Davy), 2, 10 

Jacob; Sir John, 34 
	

Sarah (Finch), 10 
Jacobean Gothic, 54, 55 

	
Thomas, 10 

Jenyns, Soame, Bottisham, 3 
	

William, 10 
Jonas, Samuel, 72 
	

Mortlock, John, III, Master of the 
Town of Cambridge, 1-12 

"Keel", "keelman", 31 
	

Museum of Archaeology, 34 
Kingscliffe quarry, 31 
King's College, marriage register of, II Needham Market, Suffolk, 39, 40. 

marriage's at, 22 
	

North, Roger, quoted, 65 
King's Lynn, Norfolk, 30, 39 

	
Northants -quarries, 30,55 

Kirby, Richard, 13 
	

Norwich Cathedral, 39 

Landbeach, Cambs, 31, 41, 42 
	

Oakington marriages, 15, 17, 19, 20 
Lansdowne MSS., 62 

	
Octagonal steeples, 34 

Leadam, on enclosures, 57, 62 
	

Officers and Council, v, xix, xxiv, 
Leighton Bromswold, Hunts, 44 	 -xxix 
Leland quoted, 62, 64 

	
Ogilby quoted, 64 

Leverhulme Research Trustees, 86 
	

Open fields, survival of, 72 
Leverington, Cambs, 31, 39, 40 

	
Oriel windows, 55 

Library, xviii 
	

Orwin, Dr and Mrs, quoted, 56 
Lloyd, Dr A. H., 33, 55 

	
Over, Cambs, 31, 32 - 

Local Character in the Ancient Arch 
	

Oxburgh Hall, Norfolk, 47 
tecture of Cambridgeshire, 24-1 

Longstanton St Michael, Cambs., 4 
	

Palmer, W. M., quoted, 62, 63, 85 
Longstowe, Cambs., 33 

	
Pampisford, Cambs., 2, 5, 6 

Loveday, Thomas, 48 
	

Pargetting, decorative, 47, 48 
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Parker-Hammond, Mr, 7 	' 'Senate House Yard, meeting in, 1780, 
Pell, Albert, 84 	 . 4,5  
Pemberton, Mr, of Cambridge, 70 " Shackage ', 68 
Peterhouse chapel, marriages at, 22, 23 Sharp, John, butler of Queens', 13, 18 

register at, 20, 21 Shaw, Richard, vicar of Oakington, 19 
Photographic Record Committee, xiii, Sheep, in middle ages, 25, 28 

xviii, xxix Sheep-rot, 67 
Pilgrims, 26 Sheep-walk, 72 
Pitt, William, 4, 6 Shelford, Great, Cambs, 34 
Plumtre, Dr, President of Queens', Sheridan, R. B., freedom of Cam- 

5.,6 	 - bridge conferred on, 7 
Pocket borough, Cambridge a, 8 "Skirtland", 31 
Post, Walter, fellow and dean of Slater, Dr, quoted, 59 seqq. 

• 	 Queeuis', rector of Little Evers-. Sleford, John de, 33 
den, 15, 20 Snailwell, Cambs, 33 

Publications, xiii, xix, xxiv, xxix Snettisham, Norfolk, 38 
• 	 Purchas, Alderman, 6, 8 Soharn, Cambs, 36 

- Spires, stone, 32 
Queens' College, Cambridge, A Mar- Stanton, Hervey de, 33 

riage Register of, 13 Stokes, Dr, quoted, 13, 21 
- Stourbridge fair, 31; chapel, 43 

Ramsey abbey, Hunts, 32 leper chapel and oysterhouse, visit 
Reach lode, Cambs, 30 	- to, xxiii 
Reach, prior of, 31 Stretham, Cambs, 37; the cross, 37 
Receiver-General of Land Tax, 6, 8 Stuart, Charles, fellow of Peterhouse, 
Regents, the, 33 vicar of Sawston, 1743-54, 22, 
Roper, Mr, vicar of Melbourn, 17, 23 

20 	 9 Suffolk carpentry, 55 
"Rose" inn, Cambridge, 2,"6 Survivals of open fields, 72 	- 

Rotherham, Archbishop Thomas, 54, Sussex marble, 31 
55 	 - Sutton-in-the-Isle, 34, 35, 46 

Royston, Herts, 62 Swaffham Bulbeck, Cambs. -  48 
Rutland Club, the, 1 lode, 30 

• 	 Rutland, Duke of, 4, 5, 6 Swaffham Prior, Cambs, 34, 35 
• 	 MSS., 7 St Cyriac, 35 

• 	 - StMary,35 
Saffron country, 64 	 - Swavesey, Cambs, prior of, 59 
Saffron Walden, 32, 64 Symons, Ralph, 46, 49 
St Clement's Church, visit to, xxiv.  : 	 - 

St Ives, Hunts, 32 	• TATE, W. E., Cambridgeshire Field 
St Neots, Hunts, 32 Systems, with a Hand-List of 
Salzman, L. I.,, 57, 86 Cambridgeshire Enclosure Acts 
Sawston 	Parish 	Register, 	Extracts - 	 and Awards, 56-88 

from, 21 Teversham, Cambs, 32 
Sawson, Cambs, extracts from Reg- Teversham, T. F., 21 

isters, 1713-53,22 Tharp, of Chippenham, Cambs, 71 
fellows of Colleges vicars of, 21 Thaxted, Essex, 32 
marriages, 15, 20 	- Thicknesse, Thomas, fellow of King's, 
Teversham's History of, 21 vicar of Sawston, 22 
vicars of, 22, 23 	• Thompson, Leonard, of Trinity Col- 

Schools, gateway of, 54 • 	 lege, vicar of Sawston, 22 
Scrutton, Lord Justice, 62, 74 	-, Thornbury castle, 55 
Sedgwick, 	Dr, 	Queens', 	vicar 	of Thorney Abbey, Cambs, 39 

Oakington and afterwards Pre- Three-field system of agriculture, 56.• 
sident, 13, 15, 17, 19 Thriplow, Cambs, 48. 	- 
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Toft, Cambs, 6 Weldon quarry, 30 
Town property of Cambridge sold or Wendy, CamlSs, 42 	 * 

let to members, 10 Westley, John, 46 
Trinity College chapel, marriages in, Westley Waterless, Cambs, 33 

22 West Wratting, Cambs, 33 
* 	 Trinity Hall chapel, marriages in, 22 Whittlesey, Cambs, 31,39 

Tusser quoted, 63 Wigge, Gilbert, 46 
Wilburton, Cambs, 46 

Unwin, Morley, vicar of Oakington, Wilkes, John, 5 
17 WILLIAMS, J. F., A Marriage Register 

lJpwell, Cambs and Norfolk, 35 of Queens' College, Cambridge, 
13 

• 	 Vancouver, C., quoted, 66 seqq.; his Willingham, dambs, 31, 32, 36, 41, 42 
summary, 88 Wimpole, Cambs, 2, 3 

Venn, Dr J. A., quoted, 57 Winchester, 37; screen, 34 
Vermuyden, Cornelius? 65 Wisbech, Cambs, 30, 31 * 

Victoria County History, 57, 66 	* Wood Ditton, Cambs, 34 
Woodlands in Cambs, 30 note 	 • 

Waresley, Hunts, 80, 86 Wykeham, William of? 49, 54 
Water-carriage in fens, 28, 30, 31 Wymond]iam, Norfolk, 35 

in North Cambs, 30 	 - 

cost of, 30, 31 Young, A., quoted, 66, 69 
Watson, Bpi, of Llandaff, 4, 5 	- 
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