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Editor.. M. V. froberts, 43 CQllege Road, Framlingham

Back in May 2007, I helped to run a bookstall on behalf of the British Records Association at what
has now become The National History Fair at Olympia.   This  is,  in fact,  a development from  the
Family History Fair, an armunl event for several years at the Royal Horticultural Halls, where again
the BRA had a presence.  However, this time round, with sponsorship generated as a result of the very
popular television series  "Who do you think you are?",  it was  agreed that the Family History Fair
should enlarge its remit to become a celebration of, and networking venue for, all aspects of British
history.

Olympia is a huge venue,  and it needed to be,  in order to  provide enough space  for this particular
event.  The number of stalls and displays mounted by a varied range of stakeholders in national, local
and family history, went very easily into three figures, and the District Line trains to and from Earl's
C®urt were full to capacity (and beyond) on the Saturday moming and afternoon when I was working
on the British Records Association stall.  arovidentially, there are one or two large and efficient pubs
in the vicinity of Olympia, which helped to relieve the intense pressure on the catering facilities at the
venue itselfl ).

One large part of public area at Olympia for the thr'ee days of the Fair was  specifically devoted to
family history,  in all its aspects.   The BRA stall was (providentially again) placed in the hinterland
between that space  and the  area where  products,  publications  and  servfoes  for the wider world Of
history were being purveyed and celebrated.  The contrast between the two sections was illuminating:
in the one ~ family history - so much congestion cocurred that mere physical movement became
extremely difficult;  in the other,  there was  a steady  flow of interested people - users,  owners  of
material, practitioners, researchers -but plenty of time to stand, Stare, and learn.

On the train back to Ipswich that evening, I had time to recover breath and also reflect.  For a number
of years, I have attended on behalf of the I,anman Museum, the Museins and Heritage Show, initially
at the Design Centre and then at one of the Earl's Court Exhibition Halls.  Neither venue is as large as
Olympia itself, and on none of my visits to the Museums  Show have I been crammed shoulder to
shoulder with people eagerly trying to participate and generally see what was going on, as happened
when I ventured into the family history section at Olympia in last May.

Thinking on  from that  however,  I was  surprised to recall the contrast between the comparatively
snull number of family history articles published in Fr¢m, and the burgeoning interest in the subject,
"out  there"`     Individual  persons,  places,  objects,  and  events  have  demonstrably  (with  several

honourable exceptions) filled more pages in our Third, Fourth and Fifth Series of Fr¢" than papers
concerned with family history, at least in its wider context.

We  are privileged  in  Suffolk to  have  a county-wide Family  History  Society  active  in the  field  of
research, publications, and outreach activities.   Its Patron, Derek A. Palgrave, came to speak to our
own Society's Committee when we were fir-st contemplating the revival of this journal, Frcz"; and I
was delighted to include Derek's article "Surnames of long standing in and around Framlingham" in
the April 2007 issue of ourjoumal.

The Suffolk Family History Society now has, Derek has recently told me, a number of local branches,
the closest, I understand, in Saxmundham; and it would certainly not be the intention of our Society,
and your Editor of Frczm, to encroach upon the patch of the SFHS itself, or its constituent branches.
Nevertheless,  family  history  in  a  geographically  local  context  is  self-evidently,  I  feel>  part Of the
business of ajounal such as ours, and it would be nice to see that subject area have a more significant
presence.
To judge from my experience last May at Olympia, there should be plenty of people with an interest
in family history (Society members and others) eager to  investigate our local sources, write up the
results of their researches, and see them published in Fr¢rm.

We eagerly await.
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RURAL UNREST IN SUFFOLK 1816 -1834

fry Jo Rothery

The factors contribquting to the agricultural riots of 1816-1830 were complicated and varied,
having roots in national and local, as well as economic and political measures in force at that
time.    Between  1793  and  1815,  during  the  French  Revolution  and  the  Napoleonic  Wars,
British  farmers  had  enjoyed  a  period  of  almost  unprecedented  prosperity,  raising  food

fro°£u:tj:5ni°£]]S£::P:g:h6em#£::fb°er::e:n€8toh[efasdti%C3r[e.¥':g::dpeur]att;°sn#[ey[:ttoerre¥§];nd:
farming had to become more efficient, thus leadihg to a rapid escalation in land enclosure, a
measure to the detriment of the labouring classes.

One of the causes of rural unrest, according to some historians, were the Enclosure Acts that
were considered

iiin%talmetigT£:#ais:::#:ns:a;`hfTthe:}trhe:ec;::d¥:riea#T:2Squatter...theircormon

Small  farmers,  previously  self-reliant,  found  their  loss  of  grazing  rights  caused  major
problems, and parcels of land received in exchange were often insufficient to keep a team of
horses,  let alone the house cow.   Associated legal costs and those of hedging and fencing,
were  often overwhelming and many farmers  and smallholders  were forced to  sell  up  and
become day labourers or emigrate.   The Board of Agriculture Surveys (1790/1816) indicate
that landowners tended to enclose lands to the detriment of the agricultural labourers

` . ., before enclosure the cottager was a labourer with land, after enclosure he was a labourer
Without land . . . 3

Some, such as the radical Williani Cobbett, noted the benefits enjoyed by Communities before
enclosur;4, and others, including the poet, Oliver Goldsmith and the writers David Davies5

:::ee#T.„i:ung.  all  "...  Pointed  out  the  evil  effects  of  enclosure,  but  they  went

Nationally, land enclosure had begun in the Middle Ages, but gained fresh impetus during the
seventeenth  and  eighteenth  centuries,  though varying  considerably  from  area to  area.    In
Northanptonshire,  I,500 acres out of a total of 2,800 acres were already enclosed by 16357

t¥eds?v::tte:nfafo:kitm#LyAb¥eae¥efeb¥::;'ree:eel:Sf:roedhp¥ot#cetTo:Lacifrng°mthf#i:£em€8&Sf
resulted in a flurry of enclosures, the large landowners benefiting greatly from the ability to
fann more economically, thus producing much increased profits and yields.

The resulting effect on the agricultural worker and small farmer was ruinous.  Between 1793-
1815,  at  least two  thousand Acts  of Enclosure  were  mooted,  and an unknown number of
individual private agreements ratified,9 65,000 acres  being enclosed between  1801-1833  in
Suffolk alone, most of the enclosures taking place in west Suffolk.   In contrast, the greater
part Of east  Suffolk,  apart  from  the  area near the Norfolk border  around  Lowestoft,  had
already been enclosed prior to  1801,   Cobbett's description of an one-hundred'and fifty acre
common   before   enclosure   showed   use   by   neighbouring   farmers   and   thirty   families,

hu:¥h:::8=°d]::Lhyano:Lhfte:e#¥S;:Lg£££S;dfLheehLtl#4£::LSo:ipe°:£Lgalre°dttfemeenn¢£°o¥
such co-operation, and the close relationship between wealthy famers, peasant Smallholders
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and runl i,abourers disappeared.  Hardest hit were the poorest labourers, who lost their ability
to climb the agricultural ladder, whilst the small farmer, "...  a farmer one day of the week
and labourer another . . . " [2 was virtually squeezed out of existence.  Allocated land was often
insufficient to run economically as a farming unit, legal and fencing costs were frequently
excessive, and the impact of the loss of fallow and stubble grazing rights was incalculable.
Families  once  self-sufficient,  found  themselves  landless  and  dependent  on  the  landed
members of the community for work and wages at a time of high unemployment, there being
no altemative for the small man but to sell his land to a neighbouring farmer at a time when
land values had fallen.  Those whose lifestyles had been'eroded deeply resented the workings
of the enclosure acts cnd the land-grabbing of the gentry.   Their only means of survival was
to claim allowances through the Old Poor Law, a course denied them if they owned property
or  land.     It  was  the  start  of the  breakdown  of the  "...   well  ordered  and  hierarchical
society . . `" .

************

In  1795,  magistrates meeting  at  Speen in Berkshire  seeking means to  alleviate the  abject
poverty of their poor, adopted a scale of payments based on the price of bread and the size of
family, wages being made up to an agreed subsistence level.   Known as the Speenhamland
Systeln,  it  was  adopted  "...  rapidly  after  1795  ...  [and]  prevent[ed]  utter  destitution  and
stavation  in the  years  of high  prices  „."[4.    The effects  of the  allowance  system  led to
farmers  suppressing  wages,  in  the  knowledge  that  the  shortfall  would  be  made  up  to  a
subsistence level by the parish.   This system was degrading, discriminating against honest
workers,  and  eroding  their  incentive  to  work,  as  they  received  the  same  wage  as  the
unemployed.  As early as 1789, Metfield, Suffolk, ha`d adopted a similar system based on the

:£9efdbrceo¥p{:at4/:¥i?X¥e#r::dc°DT::±¥LE#:sS,esde%csinb¥negmth:rse:£fand83/f-fivwine;ko¥&:
labouring poor, calculated that on earnings of 1/2d per day with an additional 6d earned by a
wife, the shortfall on income over expenditure was "  ...  almost a third of his total cost of
living . . ." 16.  Five years previously, in May 1790 at Earl Sohan, William Goodwin describes
another somewhat paternalistic rystem designed to help the poor of his village.

...  Wheat being 30/ Pr. Comb The Gentlemen of this parisb Subscrib'd 26£ of wh. with 7£
from the Trustees, we purchas'd Wheat and Sold to all the Poor belonging to Soham at 5/ pr.

3:;beA;I:Wwinfi%anadp£:[kasptp:yflrske:::my,er::.Tprpti°nofeveryindividunl.Theytockoff5

With considerable tax burdens, ways had to be found to reduce the high costs of parish relief,
and the Poor Law ". . . was a vital iustrunent of blatant labour discipline used by employers
against  their  workforce  „."18.    They  manipulated  it  to  further  their  own  ends.    Various
experinents  were  made  to  provide  the  unemployed  with  work  with  varying  degrees  of
success.  One such scheme at Edgfieid in Norfolk paying only 4/- per weck

...  not only  served to  confuse  and  demoralise the  labourers  ...  but  also  made them  more
19

aware of the blatant opportunism of their employers . , .

In 1825 at Stredbroke, various attempts were made to provide everyone with work.

...  Every occupier of land  ...  was obliged to employ men in proportion to  [their] poor rate
assessment as follows:

Land assessed for parish rates          @ fflo:
„                w         „           „         „                @eso:

'                „         „           „         „                @£120:

5

1 full time labourer
2 full time labourers
3 full tine laborers ... 20.



A  farmer  employing  his  quota  was  then  entitled  to  the  free  services  of  one  or  more
"classmen" (an unemployed labourer), who was in return paid the usual rate by the overseers

with additional remuneration at the discretion of the farmers.   The scheme was stopped and
started  according  to  the  demand  for labour,  and  appears to  have provided work,  but not
relieved the tax burden on the farmers2] .

There  were  many  different  schemes for poor relief,  but few  stemmed  the rising  costs  of
administering the Poor Law.22  By the turn of the century payments for clothes, fuel, nursing,

::+al:it¥€L:ho°setsaTteor:e:hee¥,83rec::::add;¥gd#t#efi::t'un:::Lyo;iLe5ntr:x¥c:r:¥tehdadb;e:::
returning to the`ir villages after the wars and finding no work available.   Withdrawal of these
services, coupled with inadequate poor rates, rendered the plight of the poor desperate indeed.

"... Work and wages, at the best of times, were barely adequate to sustain a labouring'fanily

or  even  a  single  unmarried  man  ..."24  and  by  1815  the  Old  Poor  Law  system  was  under
considerable pressure because of the high cost of relief.  Labourers found themselves working
under short-term contracts, employers being reluctant to employ on an annual basis for fear
of giving  a man  and his  family  "settlement",  and thus adding tq  their own rate  burdens.
During   the   French   Wars   there   had   been   considerable   unrest   associated   with   the

:ed|Te;fn£:trftc££nc:£sTsete[d6:`f%]gn:;:roFoafi.::,[i¥]asa::se:te£#:yalafas£:sZs::i:.P2aJinE:;a'Oou:
Parochial administration, the parish affairs were administered by "... unpaid, non-professional
administrators ..." such as Justices of the Peace, overseers and vestrymen.   The system had
worked well ".„ and before about 1780 relief policy [had been] usually generous, flexible and
humane ..."27  During the war years

pn;§es soared ...  the rates of increase  [being]  greater than in any previous price revolution

and mor_e and more families became dependent upon the parish.   Parliament and the upper
classes, mindful  of the causes of the French Revolution, were fearful of the possibility of
revolution at home.

Another cause of conflict between the classes was the Settlement Act of 1662,29 which was
one aspect of the  1601  Act, giving the poor the right to receive relief in a particular parish
provided certain criteria were met.   Initially the system had worked well, involving inter-

:i[figir:i:°e:;`p:::;:¥°t¥edttfise¥ecnet:,¥e:npgr°trif::f,T.u:tighat:S:fi£#;thfi:£[So°omm:.:,:.3foal]inu€
by the end of the Napoleonic Wars, it was considered that the Act was restricting the labour
market.    The  unemployed  were  relaptant  to  remove  to  areas  offering  employment,  and
employers  were reluctant to take on workers who  were liable to becoine  a burden on the
parish.    Many  of the jobless  without  "settlement"  found  it  impossible  to  obtain  stearty
employment, their lives as a result, becoming unpredictable and unsettled.

Single young men had particular grievances.   Until the late  1700s, it was customary for the
single young agricultural worker to receive a wage and live in, but this system was gradually
phased  out  for  economic  and   social  reasons,   leaving  many  a  young  man  homeless.
Loopholes   in  the   law  providing  outdoor  relief  for  families,   discriminated  against  the

]F#:p:n::%o:¥3:2ipiiiEn¥i¥:on::::nf#tr¥o?n:s::t:ip;i:je:y¥f;:;:=i¥o¥;Tav;e:om;:gra;¥se:ijf
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by individuals and gangs having an ".„  economic or ... material gain for the criminal .„"34.
For those without food it was essential.

Neither farmers nor labourers accepted the game laws, as they did not consider poaching a
Cini:r:;3:z:ahi::tsfi?:£gt:a:jeandpive±[frg£;h:ni:¥:#{nbgyA::[88e[n6#wW£°p£¥d¢e±dm;:esig°¥

greater penalties than before, a conviction attrapting a sentence of seven years' transportation.
The tightening of the laws,  presided over by the  gentry in their roles as magistrates,  was
deeply resented, and led to an escalation in violence, gangs of poachers determined whenever
possible  to  resist arrest.   Night poaching was  one  of many occasions  when men had the
opportunities  to  band together,  and  was  probably  a time  for wider discussions.    Violence
between the perpetrators and the gamekeepers escalated, 36 and the gulf between the classes
widened.   Mantraps  and  spring-guns were  considered  acceptable  at that time,  but in  1827
were banned, their use being considered "... singularly unsuccessful ..."37, killing more of the
imocent than the guilty.

With the swelling numbers of out-of-work labourers came the threat to law and order and the
perceived  possibility  of  revolution.     Farmers  and  parsons,  fully  aware  of  the  costs  of

a:d?efo¥£j£=ofu:s:rsk;;r¥g:[t;0:#:,;;[°:#3h::s:hagi§#:::8:%o:i:;hgheinr:e:££;erpi:;mfseE+::ts§
Act of that year that enabled the formation of parish poorhouses, also allowing one or more
parishtocombinetogetherintherunningofsuchaninstitution.40

Between the years  1776-1815,  Suffolk had  145  poorhouses  (89  founded prior to  1776,  46

t:°fisL:7e&-dL:n°:'asT8#ofr°::8#:-:o8i5ii{:Cna:;r[endco¥::ate:u±faed::dT¥dRth*tt¥ngu¥::
"Houses of Industry" .  Between the years of 1756-1781, nine such incoaporatious were set up,

:7o:r5F;%ee::fsh!afe:#8e:y|:i=¥:nwii;eio#liyde=ede::e:::%:eTeor&eeccoaT::1o¥lri¥gth:
The running of these iustitutious was not without problems.  Unpaid guardians and vestrymen
determined  the  rate  of outdoor  and  indoor  relief, lied  at  Metfield  these  mectings  were
accompanied by eating and drinking at the parish's expense, accounting for 1.3% of the rate

:xCp°e%e;s£:I;S[t:¥.8%tofanth:Sir°[raatteedfncc=£e.¥#eft£±agwhw::*::t:;I::gr:[i:icHo:#:e£:;¥ef
a sanction against neglectful parents, Daniel Knowis' mother having her ".„ pay .~" restored
whgn the child regularly attended Sunday School.45   The figures for Metfield illustrate how
the Poor Law cusfs escalated.   In 1785 the cost was £222, rising 1790-1791  to £280, and by
1802-3 to £514, the last figure maintaining haJ/the paupers of 1790-91.   There is evidence
that by 1788 farm incomes were already falling into rate arrears, summonses being issued for
non-payment.46  By 1816 all but the very wealthy were suffering from the high taxes, and it-A.

fao€#:cwuledtura::
was  not  unusual  to  petition  parliament  regarding  the  depressed  state  of
Farmers,  landowners and others from the Hundreds of Loes and Plomesgate
Course.48

The  passing  of the  1815  Com  Law  Act49  was  an  attempt  to  protect  agriculture  against
dlficulties after the end of the Ndpoleonic Wars,50 but whilst it benefited the farmers, it was
to have a distressing effect on the poor, keeping the price of bread, their staple food, high.  At
the  beginning  of  1813,  the  average  price  of wheat  had  been  118/9d  per  quarter,  but  by
January 181 5 this price had dropped to 60/8d.51  The effect of the Act was to
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... impose a new range of duties on agricultural imports,  with the 80/- figure selected as the
cut-off point  for wheat  ...  no  foreign wheat  roeing]  imported until the  average  home price
reached [this] figure ... 52

The Act was to have its supporters and detractors.   An effort to change the "... cut-off points
for imports  ..."53  replacing  them with a sliding  scale  of duties,  met with opposition from
Wellington, who wanted a higher scale of duties, yet support from Huskisson who wanted a
lower level, led to a compromise that reached the statute book in 1828.54

Other factors leading to the agrarian unrest were the mechanisation of farming practices.   In
particular, the introduction of the threshing machine was perceived to be the reason for the
lack of winter employment,  resulting in machine-breaking,  destroying threshing machines,
drills and ploughs, and the ''Bread or Blood" riots Of 1816.

:?ee:ee:co|gsewd:re#de:;rreeaEr:ivo:se::ci:IT::Stars.u#:1£,urw,hesrt::arfeLir::,tsino:il|Tagde:¥orficee:ix
of the town, and in a pocket to the  southrwest around Clare.   RIoting in east Suffolk was
mostly confined to four villages in the north of the county.55  In a bid to understand how and
why the  1816 agricultural protest occured in north Suffolk, a comparison has been made
between the centres of unrest, and the dairying map of Arthur Young ahd John Thcobald.56
The north Suffolk riots centred around a hot-spot of discontent in the adjacent villages of
Kenton and Monk Sohan,57 in the heart of the dairying area.  The uprisings were so local and
isolated,  it may have  been a personal  vendetta,  but whatever the reasons  for the riot and
machine-smashing,  seven men were convicted and sentenced for periods  of six to twelve

gu:nj;Sti:::L¥8:§:6vi5]8th:n¥rd9:necd°£S=:::fa¥58nanp:F#eindeth=:e:o:°hiTgh:red:e=al;#:S:
the  pattern  of farming  in  the  area  was  changing,  moving  away  from  dairying  towards

F#eo¥kedar:aa:±Ptrw°gi#L:i:'o¥fa:¥ih:::£e:ftFeepToaup°±:6°ohifywLa8r6#h°estnfun¥epinofth:::¥
the Debenhan/Earl Soham area had fallen by about a thousand, and by  1819 the area was
almost totally arable.61   It is suggested that this shift was in part responsible for the extreme
poverty  and unemployment  experienced  in the region.    Animals  required daily attention,
regardless of any economic situation, whereas growing com did not.

In the light of all these problems, it is not surprising that the first signs of dissent appeared as
early  as  February  1815,  when  nine  men  from  Gosbeck>  Suffolk,. appeared  before  the
magistrates accused Of destroying threshing machines.62   By the early summer of 1816, the
disturbances escalated, and the East Anglian agricultural workers started to revolt, employing
the

...  entire  arsenal of rural warfare  ...  open demonstrations  ,..  riots  and  machine breaking  ...
arson, animal maining and ... threatening letters ...63

Always the last to do so, "... it was a real indication of the deplorable conditions prevailing at
the time ...M.64

In the first instances, attacks were on property such as houses, barns and fain implements,65

#oe]Lbvreoo¥:nb:Lpnpge#8nats:::e:ce¥:isge£:£°£::CCs¥edm:£#tro°yo:gty¥:S.#8Dm#c#;Sit
obtaining employment was their reason for the destruction.   At the time of the hearing 22
people were already in jail for breaking threshing machines, and others detained for offences
associated  with  food  for  which  the  penalties  were  harsh.    Wcodrow  and  Palmer  were
sentenced to one month for stealing seven rabbits,67  William Foster and Thos. Powling seven

8
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:r£P=ig:I:¥Lfi#coasmsnareedatwiHtheEvfen:*±o?kee(=ng:evne°rs¥abyt]h83¥92?ty-tw°fres

&uec£L¥c¥#:t,e::e:t#::t¥ner€e:nfgd;#rd°#t£:°E:unrtydr:hdatinth;yhi::u&hetyr::s°±#e¥F3sehthL°8uL86?
the S#joro/k C¢ro#z.c/e published details of how to claim, and this method of compensation
was used extensively until repeal in  1827.74   Four years later, Edward Hancock of Exning,
having lost by arson his house, barb  stable,  cow-lodge and ten outhouses containing two

E:vykoeft¥:¥e,:a¥::,oT;8Po{g;¥gke%bth:¥yefeo:h::£PLem=:z=s:£efiHeunh¥e¥¥f¥afcc#:I::

:##:;nxppe¥a°t=rs¥efrt°t¥a?in:setr:#£sC:::i:ad:i;7t6ed¥9£eci:Ldur€ot;±°L:kfnnehi¥
Most
home

¥.i;I:C£[LeddBfgin°]tdoththeepe¥;FoS::rkdr°enatg#trt:dL#nth°ef#i:£ei:]g.T,:7C8hiEe£:'ng[:*g
the only man who could read and write, and had he been found out, transportation would
have been his fate.

E:igr],¥9Pa°ep:n¥d¥ceg:a¥%itsfic|::£tethvo£:[ea8ueps6nb#easpe#:n?nfed°mfo::daior°ths:[e:::
towns of the area ~ Bury St Edmunds, Brandon, Norwich, Downhan Market and Littleport.
At Brandon the rioters "... wanted their rights „ Cheap Bread, a Cheap Loaf and Provisions
cheaper ..."80, the local miller being held responsible for the
millers were broken into and food distributed amongst the chr{o#dp.*[C:

of flour.  Butchers and
The ".„ superior orders

... sanctioned oppression ...",82 in the `hope that the events of the French Revolution would not
be repeated in England.  Had the poor been educated they could have found justification for
their action in Palne's teachings

... When the rich plunder the poor of his rights, it becomes an example to the poor toplunder
83the rich of his property ...

:;y±:1fi%:poarim;en#gocf.m#Pttn#o¥£ivai,tyin:iFpetycio:s:s%eps`.esoin#y|::,ifeth=g¥#
those committed were labourers, either with or without property, the group also included a
farmer, and other small tradesmen.  Thirty-five of the eighty were described as marred and
eig]iteen (including one woman) single, with only eight men in receipt of a parish allowance.
To chralify, those with possessions would have had to sell up.

In 1822, with a combination of agricultural depression and bad weather, incendiarism once
again became  "„.  a primary weapon in, the protestor's arsenal  .„",85 over sixty fires  being
recorded in Suffolk, prompting John Constable to comment on the absence from his village,

;:bthfq#e[8¥2d,Le:t%£°t:o:a:eft¥:;aa;Sfnfis;:6afiea::Letfe¥]£i;Mminftfin:?°anked::::[Pon°:
handbill offering an award of f I 00 for information to identify the "... Incendiary who set Fire
to the Property of the Rev Hill of Buxhall".87  As a result of the fires, some farmers agreed

re°atdif:gusu;#e#§:a;ap£:Sti.3Fdhsuaff:ko.emx::tnie;:#ofdanee:?:*te¥e:Lrft#ih:ZLa:i

¥::oriu#k;¥:;en:tf:rg::c¥§::eesic;:e::i,;#jnidus#faa:%o£:r:s::em;Bc;f¥ard£¥f;£e£:;¥:£¥e¥
passed on others.  In SuffollL the outcome of the I 822 riots was an almost total decline in the
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use  of threshing  machines,9t  and was  probably  one  of the reasons  why  Suffolk was  late
joining the "Swing" riots.

************

i:re:iei:,o?e!,;;8r3!:aj:¥¥ofedrcF::¥fi;;i:frvl:¥tiibe?::mne¥;tnth:t:th:eaiatbi::ra:,::Ti:e¥:ii
:::c¥i;¥edsfrr:cmefn#¥Lte°tt::suthfr.o:a,:t°:p#rnL§3##tair¥:%n::gdfite¥tbhanfeds'd¥#£e#Z
Overall there were 416 recorded incidents of agricultural machine breaking, including 97 in
Wiltshire,  52  in  Hampshire,  seventeen  in  Essex,  29  in Norfolk  and just  one  in  Suffolk.
Similar figures for wages/tithes riots show Essex and Norfolk both with fourteen each and
Suffolk 28, the arson figures being: Kent 61, Essex eight, Norfolk nineteen and Suffok eight.
Suffolk had experienced incendiary disturbances earlier in the century and many farmers had

:::9¥€°nr::fn:f{ath=e¥fa8T;b¥urreer¥gios::lit:::i£:rnf=Sa¥od#oa::agu°s¥,§Fa:£fio¥;r±:i:nt:th::
remark that there was "... evidence of the farmers' use of the labourersrmovement to promote
their own ends by reducing tithes ...".97   The landowners for their pat were convinced that

l=#gnT:.r:goo:CtT::¥eRde:::::°o:)V:#::tfi:e:aead";.i%::e:at::t¥adncr=#[.?.,F[soaned

Suffolk does not appear to have joined in the riots at the outset, the disturbances occurring
almost three months after the initial machine-breaking in Kent, referred to above.   The first
recorded incident in Suffolk was on 13 November, at North Cove, Beccles,100 and the last at
Polstead on  13  Januay.   Both were arson attacks.]°]   (Archer reasons  that the increase  in

gocemn€E¥:F3ysasondrweart:sToe2P=rfuccot;%:d::e'iL¥.:ife:'a:::C[::%oar;[at:[ew£:u:Z:b¥Vi[c:::£Si?::
•..".)103

The  1830 riots in Suffolk are noted for their opposition to tithes and .demands for hither
wages.    The  tithe  and  wage  riots  in Norfolk  extended  southwards  towards  east  Suffolk
border, starting on 30 Novmeber with

a.ran:e#°Busun;;y,[fi°:;:i:;::t|him::¥tgosnidatw]¥££=ie]:h:?.nchKettleborough,Bacton,

Farmers and workers colluded to obtain tithe reductions, and in east Suffolk it was the tithe
owners rather than the farmers who becanie the riot victims.   Discounts of up to 50% on
tithes was not unknown, the reductions being passed on to workers as increased wages.

***************

There were many varied factors that led up to the agrarian riots in 1816, 1822 and 1830.  The
manipulation of the poor laws by the overseers, the severe effects of enclosure leading to the
instability, unemployment, starvation and desperation of the workforce, and the consistently
high price of food, all contributed to feelings of unrest and demoralisation `in the agricultural
coirmunity.   The harsh game  laws  introduced to  prptect the  interests  of the  gentry  were
resented,  with  starving,  labouring  families  in a  land  of plenty  facing  severe  penalties  if
caught poaching.   The riots of 1816 and 1822 drew attention to the plight of small farmers,
tradesmen and labourers, often drawing compassion from other members of society.  General
agreement not to use the threshing machine from  1822 may have been one of the reasons
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why Suffolk did not participate in the "Swing" riots of 1830, and why the protest at that time
was almost completely related to tithes and wages.
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Tlm soclAL AND EcONOMlc IMPACT OF THE BulLDING AND OpENING
OF FRAMLINGHAM COLLEGE ON THE TOWN 0F FRAMLINGHAM*

A)7 J. Anthony Broster

In the  middle of the nineteenth century it was proposed to build a middle class  school `in
Frandingham as  a memorial  to  Prince  Albert.  Pembroke  College,  Cambridge,  offered the
land, which it held on trust from Sir Robert Hitcham, a wealthy lawyer who died in  1646.
Over the years,  the college has been known by  several names.   The Royal Albert Middle
Class  School  and  College  was  the  original  name  proposed],  but  was  never  used;  then
Successively  Middle  Class  College  Suffolk,  Framlinghan  Middle  Class  College,  Albert
Memorial College, Framlingham, and Framlinghan College (as it is now known).  Since that
time, the two colleges (Pembroke and Framlingham) have controlled a great deal of land in
and around Fram|inghan,   The town has been an important local centre for education since
then,  with  the  (Thomas)  Mills  Grammar  School  for  girls,  and  the  Sir  Robert  Hitchan's
Church or National junior school, in addition to the College.   There were also a number of
small private schools, both day and boarding.

There were long reports published as to why the college should be built, going into the gentry
of Suffolk wanting to have long term memorial to Prince Albert, as well as the perceived lack
of adequate  training  for  children  of middle  class  parents.    These  two  objectives  it was
believed could be covered in this one project.   Fundraising was started in March or April
1862 by Lady Kerrison and her husband,  Sir Edward Clarence Kerrison.   Agreement was
reached with Pembroke College to provide a site for the building of the College.

The said College [Pembroke] may grant and convey a piece or parcel of freehold land not
exceeding  fifteen  acres,  on  such part  of the  estates  situate  in the  parish  of Framlinchan
belonging to the said Charity as may be best suited for the purpose, as and for a site for a
School or College for the better education of the middle classes of the county of Suffolk, to
be known as the Albert Memorial School or College. 2

Whensufficientfundshadbeenreceivedorpromised,buildingwbrkstartedon27May1863.
The site chosen for the project was North North West of the town on the top of rising ground
across the Mere Opposite the castle.

The College was only about a mile ("ten minutes walk"  according to the first prospectus!)
from Framlingham  station, the terminus  of the branch line which had opened on  lst June
1859,  and which ran the  last College special in March  1954,3  two  years after the line had
been closed for regular passenger traffic.   (There are several rumours in the town as to why
the specials were stopped, but the most popular was the damage done to the carriages by a
very small group of pupils.) The branch joined with others opened around that time, enabling
cbmectious  to  be  made  to  London,  Colchester,  Ipswich,  Great  Yarmouth,  Norwich  and
Cambridge.   The turnpikes which had been opened at the end of the eighteenth century also
enabled jouneys to be made by road to Saxmundham or Yoxford, and fi.om there North to
Norfok,  South  to  Essex  and  London,  and  West  to  Bury  St  Edmunds,  Newmarket  and
Cambridge.4  It is supposed that the College would not have been built in Framlingham if the
land and transport facilities, especially the railway line, had not been there.

* This article is an edited version of the paper written by its author as an Assignment for the BA (Hons.) History
Degree at Suffolk College, School of Humanities, and is presented here with due acknowledgement to Suffok
College.
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Fo:]ecg:][oef:myngas;%u.;[*:sjtuost£:esfsIf:gup#s°oyne#X°prri[S#t5:gfrne2€:ii¥gaey#6£;p¥fdrT;
detchled records of the cost of construction, there being a record of the cost from the start of
work up to 31st December  1864, subsequefit to which there is the Private Ledger covering
1870 to 1908, which records further costs and contributions made, as well as full details of all
income and expenditure.  The work up to 31 December 1864 is summarised in Table 1 below.

WorkDone Contractor £

Contractor |Jaey 7,500. Os. Od

Architect Peck 537. 2s. 9d

Fittings Hadden 400.  Os. Od

Clerk of Works Hart 171.16s.  Od

Clerk of Works Howe 202.  6s. 6d

Brick Making Tuner 1,819.   7s. 2d

Various Charges 411.   7s.2d536.14s.3d

Various Expenses

Costs Between Jurie 1863 & 31 Doc 1864 £11,578.13s.10d

Table I                                                     Summary of Building costs Records to December l864

The names of the contractors have been congpared with the nanes shown in Kelly's, White's
and Harold's Trade Directories covering Framlinghan from 1855 through to 1892, but there
are no similarities.   The main contractors are mentioned in several directories as being the
Norwich based.

J. W. Lacey, of Norwich. who was the main contractor for the building; M. Hart was clerk of
the works; and W. A. Bishop was the builder`s foreman.

fanderf'£ j4J#ro/act lcoords March 21  [1875]   "Death of Mr. F. Peck, at Yoxford, architect
of Albert College".6  So it appears that he was living or working locally, Yoxford only being
ten miles from Framlinghan.   The bricks used to construct the College were made at the
bottom of the slope on which the College was built, using the brick clay dug from there.

#iei:ictonet°off¥:bcori[:ggeT.fw¥::;esrg[::c:.:::tdvuegin°::b:rk:;=d.7buntatthefootofthe

Wood, or most likely coal, to fire the bricks would have been brought to the towrL and if it
was coal, the-branch from Wickham Market to Framlingham would have been used.  A lcoal
coal merchant may well  have been engaged.   Certainly the carriage of the coal  from the
Station Goods depot would have given employment to local men. No record his been found
to show further costs between December 1864 and the start of the Michaelmas Term in 1869;
however   the   total   costs   recorded,   including   any   capitalised   interest,   amounted   to
£22,604.5s.2d,8  a  further  fll,025.  5s.  4d.  The  final  fourteen  weeks  work  would  have
included all the final fittings and furnishings, including the installation of gas lichting using
the gas produced by the town's gas works.    There was a further £3,070. 6s. 6d of building
works and £770.  1s. Od of interest added by the end Of the Summer term of 1879`9  The total
cost of the College at the end of the summer term 1879 anounted to £26,444.12s. 8d.

13



According to Rev. A.C. Daymond

The College building is well arranged and thoroughly suited for its purpose.   It is adapted for
the  accommodation  of 250  boys.  Each  boy  has  a  sepal.ate  bed,  and  the  dormitories  are
spaciousandairy`[°

The highlighting here was that of the publishers, who wanted that emphasis to be made, as in
some public schools, beds had to be shared. It must be remembered that

Two books which appeared within a year of each other and which were both best-sellers have
helped to popularise and fix the concept of the public school: one appearing in  1857, was ...
roffl Brow# 's Schoo/days,...  and the other published in 1858 was ErJ.c, or fj.ff/e dy fz.#/e. I I

These books written by ex-pupils illustrated the terrible conditions that applied in the older
public schools, and, although the College had only four baths between the 250 pupils, this
was much better than washing  under the  pump  in the  school  yard.    The  college  also had
nmhing hot water, supplied by a steam powered pump.

Things were not going all Framlingham's way, as a number of other schools had been opened
in the previous twenty-five years: Cheltenhani in 1841, Marlborough in 1842, Rossal in 1844,
Wellington in  1859,  and Clifton in  1860.[2   So despite the increasing demand for the new
style  schools  from  both parents  living  in  Britain  and  full  boarding  facilities  from parents
based in the British Empire,  the  quality of the Headmaster and all  the  facilities really did
rmtter,

Unfortunately no records have been traced to identify the individual workmen on the building
site either as the craftsmen or labourers, but considering the reports for later years, it must be
assumed  that the  majority  were  either  Franlingham people,  or,  at  the  very  least,  1edged
within the torn.

THE BUILDING TRADE has been in a brisk state in the town.  The erection of New School
Buildings together with the elilargement of Albert College has found employment of a good
number of hands.   The bricks have been manufactured from the splendid vein of brick-earth
foundatthefootofthehillinfrontofthecollege.[3

Eife:gbF:ige°ndt:fL:ngs#ectefr°enct¥::fefear::;I:::,?,q4asanhda¥]88?;e=koftL£:iT£°wmasenhi¥::
"George  Strowger,  Framlinghan,  fell  from  the  roof of Albert  College  Chapel."[5      The

r¥£:dte:h°£gt?set::gth::Sfa£:us#V:ridn%±sForr=:i;8rohro¥b:°itdhyecyasee::i6L£6hi?6h]s8u694ge¥e:&7e:
very strict control by the contractors of their men or, more likely, that they were largely using
local  men.     Therefore,  although  it  is  not  possible  to  quantify  the  wages  paid  to  the

i::#sC.t;°fuwe°xrfr£Siaft:o¥°oufL:h:apvLeo::::aLt:%e:yo:::::df7dws:en:abd:,I;:Talmtheonug¥£tthwe:
possible to  record  the total  numbers  being  given assistance  before  the  construction  work
started which amounted to  1306, the records were not available covering the period of the
main construction work.

The staff numbers of masters and ancillary staff are found from both census records (for staff
living at the College), and College records, and here it is possible to quntify the salaries and
wages paid.   Masters and other senior staff (Medical Officer, Matron and A€countant) were
paid on a termly basis.  Here the  surviving records are excellent even taking into  account
flood damage to some College records.   (The College has several different records of staff
from the record of payments made, the private ledger and statistical records).   The census
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shows thirteen teaching staff in residence on 2nd April 1871, but only eight on 3rd April |88|
and5thApril1891,thiscompareswiththeSalariesrecords,[8whichshowthirteenorfourteen
staff,  but  these  censuses  were  taken  near  the  Easter  vacation.    The  number  of assistant
masters was high, most of them either Church of England clergy or holders of Bachelors or
Masters Degrees, from London University or Trinity College, Dublin, but there were also a
sprinkling of Oxford and Cambridge graduates. Several who did not hold such qunlificatious
were Fellows of the relevant Royal Society, and many of those who left the College went on
to  become  headmasters  of Other schools.    Almost all  assistant masters had some teaching
experience before joining the College staff, and certainly, compared with assistant masters in
many schools, were very well qunlified.   Ih many other schools having similar ideals, the
masters had no qualifications, not even from the recently opened teacher training colleges.  A
surprising    number   of   the   assistant   masters    in   the    1870s    and   later   were   "Old
Frulinghamians",  that  is  old  boys  of the  school.  The  salaries  paid  in  1870  to  1872  are
summarised as follows: -

Tern Start Total £ Number
September 1870 461 13

Januny 1&71 457 14

April 1871, 455 13

September 1871 404 14

Jarmay 1872 464 13

April 1872 488 14

Table 2        Masters' Sararies september l870 to Lent 1885. (AMCF 004)

•The average payment per person is £100 per annun, the range being £10 to £127, but most of

the teaching staff were living and taking their meals within the College, and the headmaster's
wife and family are also reported as being at the College on census day.    There were also a
nuriber of ancillary  staff living  and working at the  College.   The  wages' records  are pot
available, but numbers can be identified from the census reports which show the following
figures:-

Cdsus in April Ma;ters Servants
1871 13 24
1881 8 31

1891 8 38

Table 3     Census numbers of Framlingham colteg€ Masters & Servants

The total annual payrol`1 for both groups is recorded by the College with the following:-

Year to end Masters Servants
of Surmer Term £ £

1870 1475 462
1871 1335 452
1872 1461 424
1873 1386 501

1874 1529 490
1875 1942 583

Table 4                                                       Ektablishment' Summaries ]9

This suggests that the servants were all paid about £37 a year, which was less than skilled
craftsmen, but normal for unskilled servants with food and accommodation provided.  The
pay of both masters and servants was certainly partly spent within the town, and some of the
money may have gone to their home to support the rest of their families.
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The pupil count is just as imporfut as the master count.   The school was built to take 300

Peuapc££Sme::£enfa£F7e8.g;hiTnogsrfmwibthutthcee:in%rfsn;::efi;rns]tyy2e2ar8:thecountdoesnotseemto

on Monday the loth April,1865, the school; was opened. ..`. There was no ceremony of any
sort.  On that day one hundred and forty-five boys presented themselves, and there followed
just a week later by one hundred and twenty-three more, making a total of two hundred and
twenty-eightandfillingthewholeoftheaccommodationthenavailable.2]

The exact number of pupils (in some reports called scholars) varied;  certainly the numbers
dropped after the  first years,  but the  appointment Of a new headmaster brought back the
numbers.

Date of count Boarders Day Total Census
Pupils Reports

Summer 1870 235 6 241

April 1871 \
189

Summer 1871 203 4 207
Summer 1872 lil 5 156

Summer 1873 179 4 183

Surmer 1874 226 9 235
Summer 1875 264 14 278
April 1881 185

April  1891 187

Table 5 Pupil COunts 22

The  variance  in  numbers  between the  Census  and  the  end  of year  figures  for  statistical
purposes is explained by the fac`t that (as noted above) the censuses were taken during the
Easter period. The annual fees of between £25 and £35 per student depended on three things;
the Pupil's age,  if the family was  Suffolk based,  and  if they had an  elder brother at the
College.  Limited information is available from the census records, and the list published by

T8e65C:ii%5°,fit:d;=ts;n¥iLcatttealrp::#;%aT:rgL:Sr?dE#e8veerthfite]:scfa°bvi::e£::t¥cy:god:
clearly record the pupil fees and other income for each year, and then proceed to calculate a
pence per pupil day for all income`, expenditure and the surplus or deficit for each year.  The
recorded income from pupils ranged from £5,261 in  1872 to £8,134 in  1874, most of this
incomespentbytheCollegeatanaverageof96%inthesixyearsto1875.24

Ther`e are also records of the time spent by the pupils in lessons, meals, and preparation. But
they had two aftemoons, Wednesday and Saturday, and all of Sunday free.  The rules did not
restrict them to the College, and therefore at least some of thch would have spent time and
maybe money within the town.  The fact that the pupils were allowed out of the grounds was
one  of the  features  published  in  the  first  prospectus,  and  one  of the  punishrfuents  for
misbehaviour was to be gated.   The number of pupils from both census and school records
varied as shown in figure I below.  As `can be seen, the number of pupils varied a great deal,
and a lot of the reduced numbers in  1885 to  1888 are blamed on the headmaster Mr A.H.
Scott-White who was the first lay headmaster; he resigned after only five years in post, and
great care was tcken in selecting his successor Rev. Dr 0. D. Inskip, who lasted from 1887 to
1913,  one  of the  two  longest-serving  heads.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that  figures  were
published in Frczm/z.#ghatw Co//egg..  ffee Fz.rsf Sj*ty  yeczrs (1925),  see figure 2 below.   The
one element that is not reported is the leavers, which must be why the total number of pupils
dropped so much in hfr A.H. Scott-White's time and increased so much in Dr Inskip's time.
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1870        1871        1872        1873        1874        1875        1877        1885        1886        1887        1888        1889        1896        1898

Figure 1                                                                        Pupil Numbers 1 870 to 1896

F{ov AC Daymond                        Rev ww Bfro                        Mr AH Scott-Whife                   Row or o D tnckip                        Mr FW stocks

Figure 2                                                    New pupils per head-master 1 865 to 1923

Just before this time the public schools' curriculum was limited to classical Greek and Latin,
with little or no mathematics, or science.  This was just beginning to change, and certainly by

£:dte¥eofFth¥Lgogvhe=enct°*L:r8eesw=u:]P%nuetf:rs(e]V7e#Lh8a3dg);n£:d#a#etfefattoeLrds(ib8j;Z¥8;8)?2S
Framlinghan College from the stan taugiv a variety of subjects, but the curriculum covered
the following : Religious Instruction per the Church of England; English, including reading,
writing,  spelling  and  grammar;  arithmetic  and  mathematics;  English  History;  Geography;
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#:±dn:[sFr:n:hAgGr:c¥t:r;e.§6uT;eo¥£na¥['#:gatesr:£e£:%Srft4gr[;:r'#ea[p:pi;sT£So¥'eEs#efriag;
modem languages were extras, but as can be seen, the aim was to instruct in subjects that
would be useful to the boys in their future careers in business or farming, not just to have a
good social education.  Corporal punishment was used but sparingly for the time.  One of the
minor punishments  was  that of "walking up  and down which is  still  used today"\27   This
punishment is no longer used, but it is assumed that the pupils were made to walk up and

::cTvatt::ns::eipDsr:°|ieskt[9pg::::£°#ea:malsnhibn#nc8isfa?,¥tothesightofthebrickearth

The College will have brought considerable business to the town,

It had been debated whether such an institution could be a benefit to the town, but I put it to
any reasonable man whether the food and necessaries for three hundred boys being purchased

fiheb:::;t-t:%[[a::2Sappytosayallthecontractswerefakeninthetown-candootherwise

The  detailed records  kept  show the exact  cost and quantity  of provisions  acquired:  in the
sixteen weeks to 31St December  1901  they purchased  16,000lbs of beef, 3,000lbs of Mutton
but only  143lbs of pork; the records then calculate the amount per heed per diy counting
masters, pupils and servants.

Ibs lbs per head day
Beef 15,953 0.541

Mutton 2850.5 0.097
pork 142.75 0.005
Table 6     Weekly summary of stores of meat consumed

Families in addition to the pupils, must have brought business to the local shopkeepers, and

faevean££iigs#:?a:]°w[:;e[dinfenfgt:t;r=[Tnagyh£Vew:addmal°snoexat:esggndedwg:he,th;gr:£[9t:h°:
movement  of pupils  at  the  start  and  end  of the  school  terms,  and  the  movement of the

=eyr£:;Se:£°±sr:e#[¥ua[yai[:%e.T.°:d::tehnincth£::g;epeuni:gdthfi:ref:Eeycefgstothioc£[set8eft:¥
The College's continued use of the branch may have helped keep it open for longer than some
other branch lines.   Another important business within the town was the Framlinghan Gas
Light Company, which was formed on llth September 1849.   The Albert Memorial College
was its second largest customer.  The Directors' minutes of the Company record that in April
1864  Mr Garrett for the College asked the Company if they would accept 4s/6d per thousand

:hueb££i::::o::3£::Ptp±£se€'o=,tg:Far£:er:::ggart:a:#ncgusot:mthe:S]3afnA8p£S[/:86¥r(et{h£=S£;:
after the College opened), they did agree tQ supply the gas and lay the mains, and also agreed
to supply the gas for one of the two lights on the entry gates at no charge.3]   The Directors
had already agreed to spend £350 for the laying of the gas maih, and sixty £5 shares had been
taken up  to pay for this.  The  Directors'  price  for the  gas was not reduced.  The total  gas
purchased each year by the College can only be estimated as the reported figures are for gas
for lighting and coal for heating, but assuming that the gas was only a quarter of the cost, then
the gas purchased (based on the increased sales of the Gas Company after the College started)
amounted to 13% of the total sales (including coke and lime) of the Company.
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Accounting
Year Ended Income

£
31/03/1855                      304

Fran College
Total Energy

£

Fran
College

25%

£

Percentage of
Total Sales

a/o

31/03/1864                     424

31/03/1865                     504

31/03/1866                      589                        318

31/03/1867                     674                       351

31/03/1868                      671                        345

31/03/1869                    667                      244

31/03/1870                     620                      242                          324                           81                           13%

79                         13%
..,.. ' ..,,.............,....... I . ,' ...... ' ,.......,...,....- ' .....,..,, I , ~ ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,..

Framlingham Gas Light Co. Finaneia] Figures
612                       225                           318i  31/03/1871                       61:1,,~~-®1,\.1~,-\-1,,..,.-...--...,.--`....-.-.-\.-

Table 7

The College also contributed to Parish finances, as in 1869 the College was rated at £250 and

;:i.3£2L.T°hs£.s]ida;nn::e:£ampetg::nathLearpg:un£)owuni,ChbuT:h:.5t%ri:fcthhewr:t::SOL:ev:res:::tthba;
£16,80033 in that year, and therefore every Permy must have counted.

A review of the Trades  Directories from  1855  to  1892  shows  a decline  in the number of
traders over the period, but an increase  in the variety of trades carried out.  The numbers
dropped from 230 to 153 but the variety increased from 39 to 61.34  Some of these variances
may be the result of the trrfers not wishing to advertise, and some, like the bicycle shop,
were as a result of changing technology.   In general the town seems to have been thriving,
and although such businesses as dressmakers and milliners would not directly gain from the
pupils, there would be both staff and visiting parents as potential customers.

On looking at the consequences of the building of the Ctollege in Framlingham, these appear
to have been very significant, and even today the town is an educational centre, with both
state and public schools of good reputation, with their staffs living in and around the town,
now and probably then taking an active part in town life.   The College now presents to the
town a Christmas Tree every year, erected in the Market Place. It is interesting to note that
based on the censuses, the total number of pupils and staff amounted to between 8.8% and
9.2%  of the  total  population  of the  town  in the  later  nineteenth  century.35    The  town's
population grew by 12% from 1861 to 1891 compared with Suffolk's growth of 8% over the
same period.   The county gentry had attempted to improve the education of boys about five
years before the Education Act  1870, and had a long lasting influence on the town and its

:T¥tr¥a.iesTfa¥sy#e:em£:jog:¥£#:iho°c¥inwgor€:£:I;:Fuei#io#itfgycot=::geweofg::
are involved in the educational field.

19



'i:,,,,I,,:,,:I,:'`;:#RE####[;:i,:;,:,,,,,,,,,l`:i,T,.:,,.,'':'„'.I,.1,I,:\'i:j\Lf;:;i',::,I,:!T1:`:!1|i#;i.I,:1,i:I:1;:„'1h:.;,,:,,I:..:1,,,:;,I.„-I,:,;:;''

Notes
peditor's interpolations enclosed in Square brackds]
\.     I.Booith, Framlingham college: chef trst sixty years

(1925) p.  14.
2.     Jbid p.15 Q4aster and Fellows ofpembroke college

revision of charity as submitted to Charity Commissions
1862).

3.     D. Pitcher, i4/J cfa#ge/orFrtlndi.#gham (2002) [p.14].
4.     D. D3rmond and E. Mulim, An Historical atlas of suf iolk

(1989) pp.  126-9.
5.      Booth,op. cf/. p.16,
6.     I.M!cEwan (ediitor), I.ambert's Framlingham l87l-1916

(2000) p. 230.
7.      |bid-p.120.
8.     Framlingham conege, [hereafter FC], Private Ledger l870

to  1911 (AMCF 006) fol.  1.
9.      J6jd  fols.1-10.
10.     Booth,op. cz./.  p. 61.
11.    I . L. Iamf\r\ I,andrlrarks in the history Of edrcation

(1963) p. 228.
\2.    Ibid.p.Z36.
13.     MCEwap op.  cjj.  p.  159.
14.     Jb'&p.120.

::.    §b#o?k2:e2derd office, |pswicb mercafler sR01885/i/l#
a=ranlin8ham Petty Sessions, Minutes of proceedings).

17.    SRO ADA6/ABl/8 ®lomesgate union Board of
Guardians, Minute Book 11.6.1860-25.8.1862).

18.    FC AMCF 004 0viasters' Salaries september l870 to Lent
L885).

Figure 10     Ordnance survey 6" Map 1957

19.    /6i.a. AMCF 002 a3stdblishment surmaries summer 1870
to Summer 1 875).

ZO.     Ibid.
21.     Booth, op.  cz'f.  pp. 22-3.
22.     FCAMCF 002 qp. cl7.
2,3.     Ibid.
2,4.     Ibid.
2S.    1L C. Barmald,A History of English edrcationf ron l760

(1961) pp. 72,146.
26.     Booth,op.  cjf. p. 6.
TJ.     Ibid.p-Tf J2.
28.     /bid.  p.  103.
29.     jb!-d. p. 23, quoting H. Moseley, a solicitor practising in

Framlingham, as pall of his toast "Prosperfty to the
College".

30.     Pitoher, op. cit. p. \4.
31.     SRO IHl/6/I ¢ramlingham Gas Light compapy, Minutes

of Directors and Minutes of General Meetings).
32.    J6!.d FC10l/E4# ¢ramlinghan parish Rate Book).
33.    /bid. Fclol/E2/46 (St. Michael's Framlingham,

Churchwardens' Accounts 1754-1877).
34.    W ` `Wrliyte, History, gdzetteer and directory of s+/f f b[k

(L855) ed lbid. (\89z).
35.     SRO, RGlo/1762 fiche (187l census), RGll/1885 reel  |6

(1881 Census), RG12/1479 fiche  161  (1891 Census).

20



ALL SAINTS CHURCH, SAXTEAD

fry Muriel L. Kilvert

This beautiful little Parish Church in the Bishop's Hundred of Hoxne stands on an incline, once
wooded, to the north of the Dennington-Sartead Green Road (Al 120).  It is approached through
its well-defined "camping ground" with its Etizabethan poor-house on its south-eastern border.

Many  East  Anglian  mediaeval  churches  had  camping  closes,  and  All  Saints,  Saxtead,  has  a
particularly  wellrdefined and well-preserved  example,  extant todrty,  which  is  recorded  in  the
Tithe map of 1838.1   Camping grounds, camping closes, and game places, as they were named+
were delineated areas of land, usually belonging and adjacent to the local church, and- used by the
parishioners for relaxation.  Camping or oarfupball was a rough, competitive and dangerous game
played with a wooden ball,  which could be kicked, thrown or carried, much as  is practised in
modem rugby.   This occasionally resulted in the death of a player.   The term "game place" was

::e#°cfe:lps:da;;r:jue]sarfo°rptehne-:!£urarceh:2asap]ace°fenteftainmentwithinthecampingground,use

|t is possible that Saxtead may have been of some irfeportance in its own right in Saxon times, for
its local woods bear Saxon names, and there is evidence that there were dwellings, rights of way,
and a green with stocks to the north east of the Church.   The present Saxtead Green was  its
dependency, or be"z.fe, while today Saxtead is linked to Framlingham as its bern;i.fe, and this has
been so since the Bigods were established in Framlingham Castle.

The pleasing avenue of lime trees leads through the camping ground to the churchyard through a
double gatewa`y, set up in memory of Guy and Dorothy Wilson who walked Dogs for the blind
here for many years.   The soith side of the Church may be seen with its flowering cheny trees
and its magnificent porch.

This porch of flint and flushwork has an entrance arch with a hood moulding, an empty canopied
basso relief niche supported by two deeply carved spandrels with a dragon to the left and a lion to
the right`  The porch has seating and an original window on either side.  The original early solid
oak door, with its spyhole indicating that the Church was used as a sanctuary, is enriched with
fleurons in its entry to the Church.

In  a  drawing  from Hawes & I,oder,3  Saxtead Church  is shown  with the tile¢overed chancel
higher than the lead¢overed rave roof.   Today they are of equal height, and the drawing also
shows the brick Tudor doorway in the chancel, with two windows in the decorated style and three
decorated style windows in the nave, t`ro to the east of the polch, and one to the west.   Today
there is no window to the west of the porch.  The rcotangular and castellated bell tower shown in
that drawing fell on Monday 8 July 1805.   Its building maten.als of flint and stone were used to
rebuild the west end of the Church to roof level, complete with space for one of the three bells
and a window to light the west end of the Church.

A walk around the east end of the Church reveals a fine three-light window with  its original
flowing tracery.   Green reports that this reveals a rare mediaeval figure called a  pre&j.ccr P7.scj.s,
which was related to the most sacred mysteries of religion.4  The north wall of the Chancel has a
lancet window in the Perpendicular style, and the nave has a square window which may have
thrown light on the original three-decker pulpit, now removed.  A small doorway near to the west
end of the nave beyond the buttress is now unused.

All Saints Church, Saxtead, is likely to have been built in three stages.   The original, possibly a
Saxon church, probably thatched, was a single rectangle and measured c!.J'ca forty-two feet by
twenty and a half feet.   This area now forms the nave to the present Church.   Recently, wall
paintings have been discovered on its south wall, near to the present chancel arch.
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The  paintings  were  applied,  not to  plaster  as  was  customary,  but  directly  onto  the  building
materials of this early church.  (Due to lack of funds, these paintings are to be professionally fully
exposed and conserved at a later date).

The second building stage was probably carried out in the fourteenth century, following provision
made  in  1327 by Thomas de Brotherton, the Earl of Norfolk, occupant of Framlingham Castle
and head of the Hundred of Loes.5  This provision was for a chancel with a higher roof line, to be
built on to the east end of the original church.  Now the chancel is furnished with a distinguished
two<sided piscine supported by a pinar.   The altar rails, repositioned from the original Jacobean
turned altar rails,` span the chancel.   There is a sixteenth-century consecration cross on the south
wall, and eighteenth-century texts of the Ten Commandments and the Lord's Prayer hang on the
north and east walls.  On the south wall hangs a Royal Coat of Arms (the Lion has a surprisingly
human face!).

The third building stage may be assumed to have taken place in the early years of the sixteenth
century, for monies have been recorded in various wills for this purpose and for a "boutresse" to
be provided for All Saints Church.6  This buttress supports the north wall, now raised by cj.rc¢ six
to eight feet in order to accommodate the handsome oak hammer-beam roof, with its carved wall
plates and comices with antique heads to the corbels.   This  stands four feet higher,  intemal|y,
than the current chancel roof.   Further monies were, in 1529, provided for "the hallowing of the
same  Church of Saxtead", when it may be presumed this twork was completed, apart from the
handsome porch, for which in 1534 further monies were set aside.7  We also know that there was
a  flfty-two  feet  rectangular  arid  castellated  flint  and  stone  bell  tower  at  the  west  end  of the
Church.   It was the width of the nave and accommodated three bells, the oldest of which was
inscribed "Ammo C: P:  1 :A:  1589"; another with a facsimile inscription as that of the fifth bell of
St. Michael's, Framlingham; while the third bell is inscribed "John Darbie made me 1678".  When
the tower fell on Monday 8 July 1805 (see above), the materials were used to build up the west
end of the Church it had accommodated.   The  1678  bell was retained and hung in this belfry,
while the other two bells were sold.

Restoration  work  in  the   1920s  included  the  removal'of the  pitch-pine  box  pews  and  the
installation of choir stalls.  In  1922, the present wooden floor of the Nave was laid.  The sixteen
benches were renewed and the sixteenth-century bench ends, with their de.Iightfully carved poppy
heads and their practical holes, for supporting candles, were raised and repaired.   It is possible
that remains of a rood screen furnishes the backs of the west end pews.   The three-decker pulpit
with its hexagonal tester was removed from the north wall and substituted with a pulpi`t erected
on the south wall (believed to have come from Framlingham College Chapel).   This, in turn, has
recently  been  removed,  revealing  the  original  wall  paintings.    The  second  sixteenth-century
consecration cross, discovered in the 1960s, may be seen on this wall.

The  north wall  has  the  outline  of a doorway to the  rood,  while  an organ obscures the  small
exterior doorway.  The original octagonal freestone font with eight blank escutcheons and an oak
cover stands to the east of the vestry, which occupies the base of the collapsed bell tower and has
a nineteenth-century window to light 'the area.

The  Arms  of the  Dukes  of Norfolk  and  of Sir  Robert  Hitcham  are  displayed  on two  of the
otherwise blank shields.   Lorette Roberts has made theser colour washes of the enigmatic corbels
of the distinguished hammerbeam roof.  This demonstrates the quality and work expended on thfis
ancient little Church.

Notes
I.      JZ#r¢/fJz'sfory 1, 2 (1990) pp.165-192.
2.     D.  Dymond  and  E  Martin, 4n  fJtsfor!.ca/ i4f/as  a/
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Corbals of hammerbcam roof, drawn by Estelle Roberts
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DEPARTURE pon`IT

Those who don't learn from history used to have to relive it, but only until those in power
could find a way to convince everybody, including themselves, that history never happened,
or happened in a way best serving their own purposes - or best of all that it doesn't matter
anyway,  except  as  some  dumbed-down  TV  documentary  cobbled  together  for  an hour's
entertairment.

From..  Thomas   Pyreton,   "The   Road   to    1984",   in
The Guardian, 3 M:ay 2003
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