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rpHE operations duriiig- the latter part of the first

_L cam])aig'n in the Civil War took place upon the

borders of Surrey, and though the only severe action,

at Brentford, was upon the Middlesex side of the

Thames, the movement of the troops of both parties

extended into our county. Though the general course

of these operations has been described in the Political

History of Vol. I of the Victoria County Ilistori/^ and
those at Farnham, in Vol. II, under the head of
" Farnham Castle," a connected and precise account of

the whole, and a careful statement of the dates, may
not be amiss in the Society's Volumes ; more especially

because very incomplete and incorrect accounts have
appeared in some former histories, and in some of our

earlier Coltections.

Surrey was among the counties secured for the

Parliament at the beginning of the war. The Lord
Lieutenant, the Earl of Nottingham, took steps to

call out the militia for the Parliament. He died on
October 3rd, 1642, and two days later the Earl of

Northumberland was nominated by Parliament in his

place. But the active head of the county forces was
Sir Richard Onslow, Deputy-Lieutenant to both Not-

tingham and Northumberland. The county not only

lay next to London, but it contained gunpowder works
and cannon foundries. There was a magazine of arms
for the militia at Kingston. In Elizabeth's reign there

had also been a magazine at Guildford. Since the
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castle had become a private gentleman's house, this

magazine had. perhaps been removed elsewhere ; I do
not know. On October 14th, George Wither, the poet,

was named Governor of Farnham Castle, where he had
two weak squadrons and a few volunteers, only sixty

muskets, and few stores or tools. On October 14th,

when the King's forces, far awa}^ on the Welsh border,

had not yet begun to put on the appearance of an army,^
it was not thought probable that Farnham would be
attacked. The two squadrons in it, however, were
useful for patrolling the roads from London to Ports-

mouth and Southampton, which ran through Farnham,
and the place and the gentry al^out were generally

Royalist, Wither says all Royalists, and required ob-

servation. Onslow seems to have had a good body
of his militia at Kingston, to guard the magazine and
the bridge. There was no bridge between Kingston and
London. Chertsey and Staines bridges were above it.

Windsor Castle, just outside the county, was also garri-

soned. The main Parliamentary army was away with the

Earl of Essex, seeking out the King's troops, and was
expected to crush them easily, far away from London.
On October 23rd, the battle of Edgehill was fought,

and, contrary to expectation, the King was not crushed.

Though neither side had much to boast of in their con-

duct of the fight, the King's side gained the larger

share of success, in that, though far worse equipped, and
probably less numerous,^ ^li^y were not clearly defeated.

They went o& unmolested after the battle, and took

Banbury, which was garrisoned for the Parliament, and
went on to Oxford. Essex retreated to Warwick, with

Royalist cavalry hanging on his rear, and then marched
off to London, having confessedly failed in his object of

breaking up the Royalist army.
It was this Parliamentary failure in the Midlands

which led to the war coming into the borders of Surrey.

The King had achieved an unexpected success so far,

^ " We had the first ai)pearance of an army," October 18tb. Journal

of Prince Rvj)crt''s Marches, Claremlou ]\ISS., xxviii, 129.
^ Gardiner saj.s more numerous ; Clarendon les^s.
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and his clasliing cavalry leader, Rupert, had established

something like a panic in his adversaries. From a

military and political point of view he should have been
content, and have negotiated from this vantage ground
with adversaries who were many of them lukewarm in
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their cause, or alarmed at the prospect of prolonged civil

war, and not quite comfortable as being potentially

traitors if things went wrong. In an evil hour he de-

termined to march on London, and to fight or negotiate

at the gates of the capital, though thereby he would
exhibit his real military weakness, and would run the

risk of having to fight his enemies where the London
Train Bands would make their forces larger than they
would be elsewhere,^ and where their magazines were
close behind them.
The King's advance from Oxford began on October 3 1st,

when Rupert with the cavalry reached Abingdon.^ On

^ Essex bad about 30,000 meu in tbe fiekl or in garri.son in tlic

Tbames Valley. He could not have marched any distance from
London with anything near that number.

^ Rupert's movements, and the King's headquarters at various

dates, are accounted for by the Journal of Prince RuperCs Marches,
Clarendon MSS., as above.
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November 1st, Martin, the Parliamentary commander,
evacuated Reading. On November 2nd, Rupert was at

Henley, and on the 4th at Maidenhead. On the same
day the King, with the rest of the army, had come
to Reading. Wither, in Farnham, was anxious for his

garrison. He was a very amusing person : a lyric poet

of considerable merit and a well-meaning man, but
inordinately conceited. He conceived himself to be a
great moral force, the censor of his age, and, as such,

wrote moral poems and satires which landed him in

prison before this time and after. Anything with
which he had to do assumed an enormous importance
in his eyes. Farnham Castle was therefore to him a

possible Mantua, Plevna or Ladysmith, the place on
the ])ossession of which the fortunes of war must cer-

tainly turn. He really worked hard to gather supplies,

and to strengthen the defences, but he plied Onslow with
requests for heavy guns, arms, soldiers and engineers,

which could not be spared, or did not exist, and called

him a traitor because he did not get them. The only

reason he can think of why he was not attacked earlier,

is because the Royalists must have thought him a man
of too great wit to hold an untenable post. The more
simple ex])lanation, that there were no Royalists near
him till November 7th, and that then they had more
important things to attend to than his weak garrison,

does not occur to him.^ On November 7th, Wither had
left his garrison, and, coming to London, got an order

for heavy guns from the Tower to be sent to Farnham.
On the next day, the report of Rupert's movements
caused the order to be rescinded, and Wither was told

that Farnham must be evacuated. For a commander
to leave his post without orders, when he believed an
attack imminent, seems irregular." But after his original

^ Wither'?) own account of his proceeding's at Farnham is in the

tracts, Se Defendendo and Justitiarius Justijicatus (B. M. Thomason
Tracts, E. 37 (13) and E. 506 (30)). They were ordered to be burnt
by the hangman at Guildford, by Parliament, for reflections in them on
OnsloAV.

^ He was accused afterwards of running away from Farnham. That
was untrue—he went to get help. But he could produce no order

authorisino; him to leave his command.
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fashion Wither did not do badly. He rode down on the
night of November 8th—9th, alone, from London to
Farnham, went on to his own house at Alton, procured
some carts, and carried off his men and arms from
Farnham in the night of November 9th— 10th, and got
them safely to Kingston. He certainly went by Guild-
ford, for on the 9th, Royalist cavalry were reported at
Bagshot, and Rupert was advancing to Weybridge, so
that no road of retreat except by Gmldford and Cobham
to Kingston was open to him.

It was the rapid advance of Rupert's dreaded cavalry
which had caused the rescinding of the order about the
guns, for fear of their capture. On November 7th,
Rupert had summoned Windsor Castle—in vaiii. A few
shots were exchanged, but there was no attempt at a
storm, which would have been futile, for tlic Royalist
infantry and artillery were at Maidenhead only on the
night of the 7th, and Rupert passed on to quarter in
Egham. On the 8th, Rupert's movements are unac-
counted for—he was probably securing Staines and
Chertsey bridges, and reopening communications with
the main body. On November 9th, Rupert was at
Oatlands, and the main body at Colnbrook.

This forward movement had induced the Parliament
to propose a conference for the cessation of hostilities.

Essex's army had, as a body, only reached London on
November 7th. Messages had been passing between the
King and the two Houses for some days ; but the King
had not made any suggestion of a suspension of arms
during negotiations, and the Earl of Essex, on the other
side, was pushing troops forward. The accusation
against the King, that he was acting treacherously
in his advance, was an afterthought, put forward to
discredit him by the Parliament, who only, on
November 12th/ ordered their own general not to
advance, after the action at Brentford had begun—for
Essex had advanced part of his forces to Brentford,
where they threatened the King's advanced guard.

1 Lords' Journals, November 1 2th, 16 J2. The message to stav
any advance foimd the action in progress, probably nearly over.
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On November lOtb, Rupert had withdrawn the main
part of his cavalry from Oatlands back to Egham. If

he had designed to fall on Kingston from the Surrey
side, the plan had been abandoned. Under his direc-

tions, part of the Ro3'al army had been pushed forward
on the Middlesex side to Hounslow.^ Horse and dra-

goons, Clarendon says. Holies' and Brooke's regiments

of Essex's army were advanced to Brentford on the llth.^

On the same day, according to Clarendon, certainly not

more than three days earlier, Sir John Ramsay, a Scotch
soldier of fortune, who had been with Essex at Edge-
hill and had only come to London on the 7th with him,
took troops to Kingston to supersede Onslow and the

militia in this now important j^ost, where there was
friction between the Royalist townsmen and the South-

wark militia.^ The King's advanced guard at Hounslow
was dangerously placed, with Ramsay's force in a posi-

tion to operate on their rear, and could only make
themselves safe by clearing their front, unless, indeed,

they had retreated altogether, for they could not attempt
Kingston Bridge w^ith any hope of success.'* Accordingly,

on the night of the 11th— 12th, Rupert prej^ared an
attack, and in the early morning of the 12th, fell upon
the two regiments in Brentford, nearly destroyed Holies'

regiment, badly beat Brooke's, and drove the remainder

^ Clarendon, History of the Rebellion. He gives no precise date,

but it seems clearly to have been on the 11 th. Rupert brought horse

and dragoons to HonnsIoAv and sent for the infantry to support him.

But as Rupert was at Egham on the 10th, this must almost certainly

have been on the 11th.

2 Whitelocke, Memorial of English Affairs, seems to say on the

11th, and Lords'' Journals, V, 4-43, shows that the King, whose
outposts were close by, only heard of the occupation on the llth. He
would hear on the day it took place.

3 B. M. Thomason Tracts, E. 127 (39).

^ I cannot think that Gardiner, Great Civil War, \, 70, is justified

in saying that the King's assertion, that he was afraid of being

surrounded, was " a gross perversion of geographical fact." His
troops at Hounslow Avere in such danger. Clarendon says the Parlia-

mentary troops were also at Acton, on a road leading past his left

flank as well. Everything pointed to such an enveloping movement
as was actually proposed, according to Whitelocke, two days later.
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into retreat, covered by Hampden, who had come up too

late to save the place. Later in the day the success was
completed by the blowing- up of "the Kingston boats"
—two or three pinnaces armed with cannon which lay

in the river at Brentford.^ But while the attack upon
Brentford was being prepared, a severe action is alleged

to have taken place near Kingston. One of the numerous
pamphlets of the time describes how Rupert was hover-
ing about Oatlands, and determined to make an attempt
upon Kingston. On November 11th, his cavalry en-

countered the militia of Surrey and Berkshire and some
troops from Essex's army in a lane 40 feet wide near
Kingston. He dispersed the Parliamentary horse with
the loss of 10 men only, and began to make the infantry

give ground. Some of the ^^I'ofessional soldiers began
to wish themselves elsewhere, but others and the valiant

militia ran up the hedges on each side and fired on Rupert's
flanks, and some of them got into the lane behind him
and fired on his rear, on which he wheeled about and
retreated with the loss of 600 men.^ The same pamphlet
says, that he had previously attacked Windsor with
6,000 men, and had been beaten off with the loss of

240—a certain fiction. No one, except the writer of this

pamphlet, ever mentions this action near Kingston. It

is quite incompatible with known facts. On the 11th,

as we have seen, Rupert was between Egham and
Hounslow, preparing to attack Brentford. A loss of

600 men implies an important engagement, and no
Royalist force capable of losing 600 men was left on
the Surrey side then. The language of the pamphlet
betrays its origin. The militia were sore at the super-

seding of Onslow by Ramsay, and at their own super-

session by regular soldiers as the main defence of

1 See B. M. Thomason Tracts, E. 127 (15) ; E. 128 (17) ; E. 127 (24) ;

and E. 127 (49) ; aud Riishworth, Collections, Vol. II, Ft. 3, p. 61.

Kingston was a sort of port, aud even sea-going vessels were owned
there in that century.

- The account says a loss of 300 horse and 300 foot. But earlier it

seems to say that the Royalists were only horse. It is altogether

inconsistent with facts, and incredible.
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Kingston. There was, perhaps, an "alarum and ex-

cursion '' by a Royahst piquet towards Kingston, to

distract attention from more serious purposes on the

other side of the river, and the pamphleteer seized

upon the occasion to exalt the valiant militia and to

disparage the regulars, '

' who could have found it in

their hearts to have been further off".^

On the night of November 12th—13th, Ramsay and
all the Parliamentary troops evacuated Kingston. A
countryman is said to have brought them news on the

12th that 200 Royalist cavalry were taking quarters in

and about Lord Worcester's house, Worcester Park, and
might be cut off; but the commander would not attend

to him.^ If this was true, it is the furthest east exten-

sion of Royalist troops recorded, and the force was the

same which had fought the skirmish, or fictitious battle,

of the 11th near Kingston. But Ramsay had been sum-
moned to the defence of London, which he could have
done effectively by operating over Kingston Bridge and
threatening the King's rear, and had begun a futile

march of nearer 20 miles than 18 back to London
Bridge, and round to Turnham Green, where he arrived

late on the 13th, very tired, too late for a battle if one
had taken place."' All that day the two main armies had
lain opposite each other, both afraid to attack. The
King because he had only about 14,000 to the 24,000 of

Essex, omitting Ramsay's 3,000 toiling up behind, and
besides had not sufficient ammunition left for another

battle ; the other side because they did not know the

King's insufficiency of supplies, and were afraid to

trust their raw infantry in movement under the menace
of Rupert's cavalry.* The whole advance had been a

great blunder on the King's side. It was a "bluff,"

^ Manning and Bray, III, 670, misquote the account. Brajley, I, 56,

gives a wrong reference and misquotes Manning and Brav. The true

reference is now B. M. Thomason Tracts, E. 127 (10). It used to be

called King's Pamphlets, 83, 10.

2 B. M. Thomason Tracts, E. 127 (39).

^ Whitelocke's Memorials of English Affairs.

4 Ditto, ditto.
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and when that failed, his real want of strength stood re-

vealed. In the evening his troops withdrew unmolested
to Hounslow Heath. The King went for the night to

Hampton Court.^ On the 14th they occupied the now
undefended Kingston, where the townsmen were gene-

rally Royalist, and the King went to Oatlands. Rupert
was quartered in Walton Village. The King stayed at

Oatlands four nights.'

On November 14th, a Parliamentary detachment from
Windsor surprised and captured two guns which the

Royalists had placed on Chertsey Bridge "to stop the

passage of the western barges."' The traffic on the yet
unlocked Thames was very important.

It was thought that the King might try to march
further east on the south side of the Thames, and Essex
built a bridge of boats between Fulham and Putney.
The southern end was covered by a Ute du pont^ the

remains of which are said to have been visible in 1812.^

I believe it was above the present bridge. But the King
could not maintain such an advanced jjosition. It seems
as if his cavalry might have been more enterprising.

The Chilworth powder mills were unmolested. Even
the cannon foundries of the south-eastern part of Surrey
should not have been out of his reach.^ The other side

was respectfully disposed towards his cavalry, and knew
so little of his movements, that as late as the 21st it

could be rumoured in London that he was going to

Guildford. Really, on the 18th, his headquarters had
been moved from Oatlands to Bagshot ; he marched for

Reading the next day, and Rupert at the same date was
at Yateley in Hampshire. On the 29th the whole army
was back at Oxford.

^ Clarendon, History of the ReheUion.

- Prince Rupert's Marches, Clarendon MSB., as above.

3 B. M. Thomason Tracts, E. 127 (26).

^ Faulkner, History of Fulham.
•'' Among the London ruraonrs of the time is one of Cavaliers at

Reigate trying to stir np the Keutishmen, who do not live at Reigate.

But if they existed at all, it does not follow that they came from the

army. There were Royalists at Reigate as elsewhere.

VOL. XXII. I
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A Royalist garrison of about 100 men was left in

Farnham Castle under Sir John Denham, author of

Cooper''s Hill. His command was as inglorious as that

of his brother poet Wither. On December 1st, Sir

William Waller blew in the gate with a petard, and
Denham surrendered to a force of cavalry and dragoons
with no artillery. On December 29th, Waller sent orders

for blowing up the wall of the keep. The breach exists,

where the steps go up the mound. But from early in

1643 to September 1644 Waller had his headquarters

in the bishop's house. Wlien he left, a garrison of

militia was left there. But these had been withdrawn,
or retired, when Goring occupied the place with a body
of Royalist horse on January 9th, 1645.^ There were
troops at Guildford then who were ordered to Farnham
under General Middleton ^ ; but Goring, who was too

weak for anything but a raid, had withdrawn before

they arrived. Farnham was further dismantled in 1648.

The abortive rising of that year, which began and ended
in a march from Kingston to Redhill and back again,

is another story, well told by Major Audley, the chief

agent in its suppression, and in the trial of the Earl of

Holland, its incompetent leader.

^ Warburton, Memoirs of Prince Riij)ert cnid the Cdvcdiers, III, 46.

- Cal. S. P. D., Jan. 1.3 '1645.


