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PROGRAMME 

2009 
 

Wed 25th March  Arkwright’s Lumford Mill at Bakewell. 

   Patrick Strange 

 

Fri 27th March  Pre-opening Coffee Morning at Museum 
 

Wed 22nd April  Memories of Bakewell, 1932-44. 

David Filsell, son of the Headmaster of Lady Manners  

during the move to Moor Hall. 

 

Wed 27th May                The first male mid-wife was from Bakewell. 

The history of the Denman family.  Colin McCall

   

Sat 27th June Salmon & Strawberries at the Museum 

 

Wed 8th July                  Visits to the archaeology of Stanton Moor & the history 

                                       of Elton, with lunch.  Car sharing. 

Phone Jan Stetka 0n 813727 to book.  

 

Wed 23rd September Archaeological work at the Bakewell Office.  

                                        Jim Brightman 

 

Wed 28th October Two Queens and a Countess.   David Templeman 

 

Mon 2nd November End of season party at the Museum, 5-7pm. 
 

Wed 25th November Elizabethan Life and Society.   Maureen Taylor  

 

Mon 30th November Xmas lunch at Hassop Hall. 

 

2010 

Wed 27th January The origins of heraldry, with reference to Bakewell 

church.   Trevor Brighton 

 

Wed 24th February AGM 
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Piles are drilled in the south-west corner of our land to retain the hillside and the 

boundary walls.  The machine to the bottom left is a compressor.  It produces compressed 

air to drive the drill and to eject the clay and limestone debris as dust.  You can see the 

dust on the terrace and in the air.  The gentleman at the bottom right is preparing columns 

of reinforcing bars, over 20ft long, which will be lowered into the drilled hole before the 

hole is filled with cement.  An industrial process to support our industrial gallery.      
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THE CHAIRMAN’S REPORT 

 

     The activities of the Historical Society may be divided into three parts: 

the implementation of our Heritage Lottery Fund (HLF) project, the 

operation of our museum and the more traditional aspects of running a 

local history society such as talks, visits, research and publications.  The 

HLF project spends over £100,000pa, the museum turns over some tens 

of £1000s pa and the other aspects of the historical society turn over a few 

£1000s pa.  So that is the priority order in which I spend my time and that 

is the sequence in which I will report here.  This is not to say that the three 

parts should be regarded as separate activities.  Archaeology done as a 

necessary part of the HLF project is usually organised as a museum public 

activity and often results in historical research. 

 

The HLF Project 

     The project is required to meet the ‘approved purposes’ agreed with 

HLF at the time of grant application.  The approved purposes we have 

started on during 2008 are  

• better facilities for staff, volunteers and visitors 

• better environmental facilities and security 

So we started with a £5,000 installation of a new kitchen and toilet.  Many 

thanks are due to Colin Allen for fitting the kitchen units and continuing 

his carpentry in the houseplace and attic.  Such volunteer effort counts as 

part of the 10% partnership funding that HLF requires. 

Then we contracted for a £20,000 re-wiring project, managed by 

George Challenger, as he manages so much else.  The old amateur wiring 

had an old burn-out fuse box which sometimes did just that!  With the re-

wiring came environmentally friendly compact fluorescent lighting. This 

was a major justification for the sustainability grant from the Peak District 

National Park Authority (PDNPA), another contribution to the 10% 

funding, which George obtained. 

     Meanwhile we were  deliberating  on how  to  prepare  the  site of  the  

new gallery.  The PDNPA had determined that it should be confined to 

the south-west corner of our land, in order not to block sight-lines of our 
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Tudor building.  Archaeology had shown that the site had been previously 

occupied by a five cell toilet and dustbin block.  Excavation had also 

shown that both high boundary walls were built onto clay with no 

foundations.  After much deliberation, with help from George Hambleton 

and Alan Pigott, it was decided that we needed to sink forty re-enforced 

concrete piles in front of the boundary walls.  These would hold back the 

steeply sloping bank and stop the listed walls collapsing when we 

removed the large terrace built out of the remains of the old toilet block.  

We had the walls repaired and repointed before drilling started.  

Geological test-bores showed that the clay soils went down 10 feet 

deep, followed by intermittent limestone beds for another 10 feet before 

hitting chert bed rock at 20 feet deep.  Our structural engineer decided that 

the 40 piles had to be 20 feet deep and about 10 inches wide.  He went out 

to tender to piling companies and we got a wide range of quotes from 

£25,000 to £40,000.  The least expensive had given us a special price 

because we are a charity and had the simplest contract, so we went with 

that one.  It was just as well because there was a substantial earth-moving 

cost, in addition to any piling cost.  Initial clearance of the trees, 

construction of a ramp and reinforcement of the terrace for the piling 

machine cost £5000.  Then disposal of drilling waste and final clearance 

of the site cost £11,000.  In all, 250 tonnes of earth were removed from 

our site, to be dumped at a registered site on Tideswell Moor.  The 

powerful compressed air used with drilling shot clouds of limestone dust 

up into the air, covering a neighbouring house from roof to pathways.  

That had to be professionally cleaned.  We had informed neighbours 

several times during planning, but would like to thank them for their 

tolerance of noise and dust.  When the hill side was removed it showed 

that piling had been a success.  The top 6 feet of 40 piles were exposed 

above a flat building site and the boundary walls had not moved at all.  

However the whole site preparation process had cost £45,000. 

Meanwhile our architects, Smith & Roper, had finalised the design of 

all building work and had gone out to tender to builders.  Only two 

builders tendered.  One was T&C Williams of Sheffield, who did the 

recent refurbishment and extension of the Friends’ Meeting House.  The 
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other was H&W Sellors of Bakewell, who re-roofed the Old House in 

2001.  This time the bids were closer, but Sellors were less expensive, 

probably due to their proximity.  The contract was awarded to Sellors, 

who were able to start work as the museum closed.  By November, work 

was well underway on the outside gallery, chair store and a new drain 

route from our toilets down our footpath to Church Lane.  This will enable 

our present toilet to drain without the frequent blockages now experienced 

and our gallery toilet to drain without a pump that would  

 

 
 

Gerald Smith, Lloyd Tingley and Ben Roper, of Smith & Roper, 

              prepared the building contract for Jan Stetka and Malcolm Sellors to sign. 

 

otherwise have been required.  Internal work was also underway on the 

new storage  area  and  re-opening  Pitt’s  staircase.  In  all,  about  £40,000 

worth of architect’s design and Sellor’s building was done by December.  

After one year, the project is on time and on budget.   
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The most remarkable restoration task was the replacement of the 

gritstone window frame of a blocked up ground floor window in the new 

office.  This was hand-carved by Carl Wragg to match the surviving 

window frame above.  His carving is so good that he was selected to carve 

the 11th Duke of Devonshire’s gravestone in Edensor graveyard. In the 

end, the project will be remembered for its people and their craftsmanship. 

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Simon Hodgkiss who came with his family from Leek to take part in the 

archaeological dig.  The largest find was this stone sink from the 6th cottage. 

 

  The HLF project has a planning condition from the PDNPA that any 

earth excavated should be examined and any archaeology recorded and, 

where possible, conserved. HLF likes wide community involvement in its 

projects so excavation was organised as part of National Archaeology 

week.   We stressed  family involvement  in  our national advertising and  
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whole families, sometimes including three generations, worked for the 

two week-ends we were open.  There were two projects, one excavating a 

paved path leading south from the parlour closet door, and another 

excavating the work rooms in the sixth cottage.  The sixth cottage had 

been pointed to make it safe for the many children who were digging in 

it.  Eventually it will be an interpreted archaeological site with public 

access to encourage them to come into the museum.  Many items were 

found, suggesting the functions of the small rooms, including the kitchen 

sink! 

 

Museum operations 

     It is amazing that, whilst so much effort has been directed at the new 

project, the museum has achieved record revenues.  The number of 

visitors increased from 7,500 to 8,500 (up 11%) whilst the amount they 

spent increased from £26,000 to £28,000 (up 9%).  For this we have to 

thank our museum manager, Anita Spencer.  The museum would just 

break even on its basic admission charges.  Surplus revenues come from 

group visits, events catering, and retail sales up from £1,000 to £2,000.  

These surplus revenues go into our reserves, which will enable us to 

survive during the current recession.  We could not have undertaken the 

HLF project without reserves from which to borrow, since HLF withholds 

10% of its grant, some £38,000, until the project has been completed. 

However, we could not run the museum without the 80 volunteers who 

help with wardening and maintenance.  Wardens and visitors alike now 

accept gift aid as a routine part of paying for entrance to a heritage 

building run by a charity.  Our gift aid cheque has gone up this year from 

£4,500 to £5,000, in line with increased visitor numbers.  The gift aid 

percentage will be decreasing in 2011, as the Inland Revenue removes its 

compensation for the basic tax rate, reducing it from 22% to 20%.  

However, by then the project should have been completed and, hopefully, 

the recession will be over, so we can increase our entrance charges for the 

new attractions which will be in place. 

Our increased visitor numbers have resulted from the publicity 

distribution planned by our marketing team, under Robert Robinson.  
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During a recession, marketing becomes even more important and the 

Council has approved an expenditure of £5000 for 2009.  It is particularly 

pleasing that the number of children visiting has increased to 1200, as we 

have provided Victorian activities such as the well-equipped dolls’ house 

and a wash-day experience, in addition to the children’s trail and dressing-

up clothes.  The adults also often come specifically for the costume 

exhibition, especially if they can sit and chat in the evening whilst 

enjoying a buffet meal.  Many thanks to Jan Hambleton and Jane Martin, 

together with the teams of ladies, who work with them to provide this 

service. 

 

Society activities 

     Talks were so well attended during 2008 that the upstairs room of the 

Friends Meeting House has proved too small.  After the AGM, we shall 

be moving our talks to Wednesday nights in order to secure the large 

downstairs room.  One such talk was on the history of the Almshouses of 

St John’s Hospital, and how they have been renovated.  The talk was by 

our President, Trevor Brighton, and the Clerk to the Almshouses Trustees 

managing the renovation, Michael Hillam.  Considering the dreadful state 

of the Almshouses, it was a remarkable achievement that they were 

restored by volunteer effort and donations.  The Society decided to 

celebrate this achievement with the publication of a book which is on sale 

at the museum and the Bakewell information centre. 

Our visit this year was to Belper Mill and the nearby Heage windmill.  

Both have received grants from HLF for restoration and interpretation.  

The quality of their interpretation material was wonderful and it inspired 

us as to what could be provided at the Old House.  Heage windmill has 

been fully restored and is able to demonstrate corn grinding, when the 

wind is sufficiently strong.  When we visited the wind was a brisk 14mph, 

but the mill could only grind when the wind was twice this speed.  One 

can see why corn-grinding by water, and later steam power, was 

preferable.  Perhaps there is a lesson here for renewable energy. 

After lunch we drove to Belper to look, first, at the rows of mill 

workers’ cottages.  This was good quality accommodation provided by 
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the Strutts to attract a good quality work force.  Then we parked over 

Belper Bridge in order to appreciate the vast water engineering necessary 

to drive water wheels.  Arkwright used to reckon that the construction of 

a mill and its equipment was only half the cost.  The other half went into 

constructing water courses and the mill workers’ accommodation.  Inside 

the mill there is original machinery for cotton spinning and hosiery 

manufacture, which was the main use for the spun cotton. As usual it was 

the quality of the tour guides which enabled us to appreciate these two 

industrial sites.  We returned home tired after a full day, but the ladies 

were still able to host a visiting party at the Old House that evening! 

The task of typesetting this Journal has been taken on this year by 

Marian Barker, who also typeset the Almshouses book. However, due to 

other commitments she would appreciate another volunteer coming 

forward to take on the task of typesetting the Journal next year.   

The HLF project has highlighted the need for research into Bakewell’s 

industrial past, as a means of planning Bakewell’s future, but more about 

this in later Journals. Thank you to our 270 members who pay for the 

Journal and the newsletters with their annual subscriptions. 

Our Treasurer, Albert Chester, died this year and I represented the 

Society at his funeral.  Albert and his wife Hazel have wardened on 

Mondays for several years and used to cash up and reconcile the previous 

week’s takings against the till rolls.  He was the first Treasurer to prepare 

the accounts in a finished format and he has been much missed this year.  

Hazel hopes to resume her wardening in 2009.  

I have been acting Treasurer to the Society and the HLF project until 

we could recruit a new Treasurer for the Society. His name is Paul 

Chaplais and he is currently Treasurer for the City of Sheffield Youth 

Orchestra.  You will note from our accounts that we have moved to the 

Charity Commission’s accounting standard this year, which clearly 

distinguishes between Society and grant providers’ funds. The latter are 

termed ‘restricted funds’, for their use is restricted to the reason for which 

they were provided.  This new standard of reporting is compulsory for our 

increased level of trading. 
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Trevor Brighton and Michael Hillam launch the Society’s new book on the 

St. John’s Hospital Almshouses. 
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LAMBTON AND PEMBERLEY IN JANE AUSTEN’S PRIDE 

AND PREJUDICE, WRONGLY IDENTIFIED AS BAKEWELL 

AND CHATSWORTH 

 

Trevor Brighton 

 

     The Official Bakewell Town Guide of 1936 bequeathed two myths to 

the town.  The first was the accidental discovery of the Bakewell pudding 

in the kitchen of the Rutland Arms.  The second was that in 1811 Jane 

Austen stayed at the same inn and there revised the novel which was 

published as Pride and Prejudice.  The two tales were later intertwined by 

the celebrated cookery writer, Jane Grigson, who tells us that Jane Austen 

was served with Bakewell pudding during her stay there! (1) 

     The Jane Austen Society, principally through the efforts of Elizabeth 

Jenkins, (2) challenged this unsubstantiated story and by 2000 appeared to 

have had it removed from the information advertising the Rutland Arms.  

In that year also the new town guide dismissed it. (3) 

     However, recent years have seen the re-emergence of the legend in a 

more compelling way than before.  The Universal Film, Pride & Prejudice 

(2005), used Chatsworth House as Pemberley in the novel.  In the DVD 

of the film the accompanying discussion on the location almost asserted 

that Jane Austen herself had visited Chatsworth and that this was borne 

out by her description of Pemberley.  Indeed, a bust of Darcy is now on 

public display in Chatsworth’s sculpture gallery as if to confirm the 

association. (4)  Enlarged images of the principal actors in the film were 

also displayed in the Theatre there.  In our age of the often mindless 

worship of celebrities, all this has served to make Chatsworth into 

Pemberley and boost its visitor numbers.    As the Universal Film was 

being made, an exhibition from Chatsworth entitled The Devonshire 

Inheritance: five centuries of collecting at Chatsworth was touring the 

USA.  Exhibit no. 162 was the 6th Duke of Devonshire’s first edition copy 

of Pride and Prejudice, published in London in 1813.  Needless to 
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Pencil and water colour portrait of Jane Austen (c1810)  

by her older sister Cassandra 

 

say the book was opened at the much quoted passage in volume III chapter 

1 where Elizabeth Bennet first catches sight of Pemberley.  The 

accompanying catalogue states that ‘the portrait of Chatsworth – situation 

if not house – in Pride and Prejudice is unmistakable’. (5)  Is it?  
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     More recently an article under the signature RGB and entitled ‘Writers 

in the Peak; Jane Austen (1775–1817)’ was published in The Peak 

Advertiser, suggests Jane Austen visited the Peak and that Lambton was 

based on Bakewell and Pemberley on Chatsworth. (6) 

     Now let us retrace our steps to the Bakewell town guide of 1936 and 

deal first with the assertion that Jane Austen stayed at the Rutland Arms 

and used it under the disguise of Lambton in her novel.  Naturally, any 

proprietor of the Rutland Arms, built by the Duke of Rutland to replace 

the White Horse in 1804/5, would be delighted to have the hotel associated 

with one of England’s greatest novelists together with her greatest novel.  

A room at the top of the stairs with a window looking down on to King 

Street and along Matlock Street was identified as the one Jane Austen 

occupied in reality and Elizabeth Bennet in the novel.  A local woman 

with literary interests, Mrs Elizabeth Davie of Stanton Park, was 

approached to compose a notice.  She highlighted the significance of the 

room by misinterpreting the novel as follows:- 

               

             ‘In this room in the year 1811, Jane Austen revised the MSS of her 

famous book Pride and Prejudice.  It had been written in 1797, but 

Jane Austen, who travelled in Derbyshire in 1811, chose to introduce 

the beauty spots of the Peak into her novel…..While staying in this 

new and comfortable inn we have reason to believe that Jane Austen 

visited Chatsworth only 3 miles away and was so impressed by its 

beauty and grandeur that she made it the background for 

Pemberley…The small market town of Lambton is easily identifiable 

as Bakewell, and any visitor driving thence to Chatsworth must be 

struck by Miss Austen’s faithful portrayal of the scene…Elizabeth 

Bennet had returned to the inn to dress for dinner, when the sound of 

a carriage drew her to the window.  She saw a curricle drawing up the 

street, undoubtedly Matlock Street, which these windows overlook, 

and presently she heard a quick foot upon the stairs, the very stairs 

outside this door.  So, when visiting this hotel and staying in this room, 

remember that it is the scene of two of the most romantic passages in 

Pride and Prejudice. 
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     In 1958, Elizabeth Jenkins of the Jane Austen Society visited the hotel 

and was taken aback by the information inside the upstairs room. She 

knew of no source indicating that Jane Austen had ‘travelled in Derbyshire 

in 1811’ She contacted the Austen scholar, Dr. R. W. Chapman, who 

asserted that there was ‘no evidence that she was ever north of the Trent’. 

(7) 

     When Mrs Davie was asked for the evidence which led to her ‘reason 

to believe’ the information she had published in the hotel, she replied 

equally vaguely that ‘surely it is more than logical conjecture’. 

     However conjecture is guesswork based on lack of evidence.  Logic is 

not concerned. The simple fact is that the novel refers to Elizabeth Bennet, 

her uncle and aunt, stopping at Bakewell en route to the town of Lambton. 

Jane Austen gives no description of either place.  She does say Lambton 

is ‘within five miles’ of Pemberley. 

     This matter of distance set other commentators thinking.  Bakewell is 

about three miles from Chatsworth and if the latter is Pemberley in the 

novel then perhaps Lambton can be identified with some other ‘little 

town’ within that radius. 

     Donald Greene, of the University of Southern California, writing 

twenty years ago, agreed that ‘Miss Jenkins was certainly right in denying 

that Bakewell is ‘Lambton’ and that there is nothing to substantiate Mrs 

Davie’s assertion that Jane Austen stayed there in 1811.  However, 

working on the idea of a five mile radius around Chatsworth/Pemberley, 

he arrives at another location for the inn and states:- 

 If Jane Austen didn’t bother to disguise the name of Bakewell, she 

took little more pains to disguise the original of Lambton.  Five 

miles east of what I shall argue is Pemberley what do we find?  The 

town of Brampton, now part of the urban sprawl of Chesterfield, but 

then a separate community. (8) 

      This identification of Brampton as Lambton is a tenuous piece of 

sophistry.  In Jane Austen’s day the village of Brampton was small and 

insignificant, consisting of a church and vicarage, a manor house, a small 

tavern called the ‘George and Dragon’ and a scattering of cottages.  There 

was no coaching inn and the village was too humble a place for Elizabeth 
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Bennet and her relatives to stay.  In short Lambton was an invention by 

Jane Austen and cannot be associated with any place in the Peak. 

     The identification with Bakewell, however, proved difficult to 

eradicate.  Mrs Davie remained adamant in her statements and the 

proprietors of the Rutland Arms Hotel were only too eager to embrace 

them.  Advertising on the internet disseminated the myth to an even wider 

readership at home and abroad.  As Elizabeth Jenkins had foretold in 1966, 

‘the mischief is already spreading like dry-rot’.  Undeterred, the hotel’s 

proprietor advertised the room where Elizabeth Bennet and Darcy met as 

a honeymoon suite!  The Jane Austen Society considered that it was time 

to act again and its secretary, Mrs Susan McCartan, wrote as follows on 

10th January 1999:- 

 

  ‘Dear Sirs, 

      Members of the Committee  [of the Jane Austen Society] have 

asked me to write to you regarding the claim published in your 

brochure, advertising the Rutland Arms Hotel, asserting that Jane 

Austen stayed at the hotel in 1811 and that she revised parts of Pride 

and Prejudice there. 

              According to chronological studies of Jane Austen’s life 

compiled by the Society’s scholars she did not visit Derbyshire in 

1811 or indeed at any other time. 

              The myth seems to have been launched in the 1936 edition of The 

Official Guide to Bakewell, the text of which was used by Mrs 

Elizabeth Davies of Stanton Park, Matlock, to devise an imaginative 

account of a conjectural Austen visit to Bakewell.  It is clear from 

the text of Pride and Prejudice that Jane Austen’s fictional 

‘Lambton’ and Bakewell itself are two different places. 

      The Jane Austen related information in your brochure, apparently 

based on Mrs Davies’ spurious information, is without foundation 

and should be omitted from future publication and unsubstantiated 

references should be removed from the fabric of the hotel. I have 

visited the hotel and it is undoubtedly a fine hotel which can flourish 

on its own merits.’ (9) 



Lambton & Pemberley in Jane Austen’s Pride & Prejudice 

 18 

     The manager of the hotel sought to refute the letter and approached the 

present writer, then mayor of Bakewell, who was completing the new 

town guide.  In this, the myth about Jane Austen in the Peak was firmly 

rebuffed.  The manager withdrew the old assertions from the hotel’s 

advertising and took some small consolation in being told that 

Wordsworth stayed at the hotel as did JWM Turner! 

     Now let us consider Chatsworth as Pemberley.  Here the association 

principally depends on the descriptive passage at the opening of volume 

III: chapter 1 of Pride and Prejudice.  This was confidently asserted to be 

an ‘unmistakable portrait of Chatsworth’ in The Devonshire Inheritance.  

The implication is that Jane Austen actually saw the place.  Here is the 

passage:- 

             ‘Elizabeth, as they drove along, watched for the first appearance 

of Pemberley Woods with some perturbation; and when at length 

they turned in at the lodge, her spirits were in a high flutter. 

     ‘The park was very large, and contained a great variety of ground. 

They entered it in one of its lowest points, and drove for some time 

through a beautiful wood, stretching over a wide extent. 

      ‘… They gradually ascended for half a mile, and then found 

themselves at the top of a considerable eminence, where the wood 

ceased, and the eye was instantly caught by Pemberley House, 

situated on the opposite side of a valley, into which the road with 

some abruptness wound.  It was a large handsome stone building, 

standing well on rising ground, and backed by a ridge of high woody 

hills; and in front, a stream of natural importance was swelled into a 

greater, but without any artificial appearance.  Its banks were neither 

formal nor falsely adorned. 

             ‘They descended the hill, crossed the bridge, and drove to the 

door.’ 

              True, there were some similarities.  Marjorie Blount illustrated 

her article ‘Pemberley’ (10) with Paul Sandby’s engraving of Chatsworth  
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Engraving of Chatsworth House and Park (1775) by Paul Sandby      

 

in1775, as did Elizabeth Jenkins in her article for the Jane Austen Society. 

Since Blount could find no evidence that the novelist visited Chatsworth 

and no letters from her friends or her brother giving descriptions, she puts 

forward this print as a possible source of inspiration. 

     Other commentators have suggested that the novelist’s ‘portrait’ could 

suit a number of houses at that time.  The late duchess of Devonshire 

considered Willersley Castle, Sir Richard Arkwright’s seat, was the best 

candidate. 

     Analysing Jane Austen’s description closely, the following 

discrepancies are apparent.  On entering Chatsworth Park one did not pass 

through a beautiful wood stretching over a wide extent.  Mrs Davie sought 

to circumvent this problem by suggesting the ‘wood might perhaps have 

been felled or be an addition of Jane Austen’s’. Nor did the road ascend 

to ‘a considerable eminence where the wood ceased’ to present a view of 

the house.  It gently rises and falls through grazing parkland dotted with 

clumps of trees, as laid out about 1760 by ‘Capability’ Brown. True, 
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Chatsworth was, and is, viewed from ground sloping to the river. The 

ingredients of the view consist of a stone house, well set on rising ground, 

backed by wooded hills and fronted by a ‘stream’ which had been 

broadened and whose banks had been landscaped and linked by a bridge.  

These are standard features of so many Brownian landscapes with which 

Jane Austen would have been acquainted in literature as well as in reality. 

 

 
Engraving of Chatsworth House and Park by Henry Moore 

for Britton & Brayley’s Beauties of England and Wales, 1802 

 

We know she read the works of William Gilpin (1724 – 1804), a leading 

commentator on ‘picturesque beauty’.  He admired the ‘many 

improvements of the ingenious Mr. Brown’, but leans somewhat in the 

direction of Humphrey Repton (1752 – 1818) in his statement:- 

      ‘The beauty, however, of park-scenery is undoubtedly best 

displayed on a varied surface – where the ground swells and falls – 

where hanging lawns, screened with wood, are connected with 
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vallies – and where one part is continually playing  in contrast with 

another’. (11) 

Indeed, some would emphasise that Jane Austen shared many of Repton’s 

notions about landscaping.  Hunt and Willis, for example, identify her 

description of Pemberley’s woods as a Reptonian, not a Brownian, 

feature.  They make no association with Chatsworth. (12)  Whether she was 

influenced by Brown or Repton, one literary source which Jane Austen 

must have known was The Beauties of England and Wales by John Britton 

and Edward Wedlake Brayley published in 1802.  Their work deals with 

the counties in alphabetical order.  Derbyshire is contained in volume 3, 

and for those seeking a written source and an illustration that might have 

been useful to Jane Austen this is perhaps the most direct. 

      ‘The situation of Chatsworth is peculiar and striking. It stands on 

a gentle acclivity, near the bottom of a high hill, finely covered with 

wood, in a narrow and deep valley, bounded by bleak and elevated 

tracts of land, and divided into two parts by the river Derwent.  Over 

this is the approach to the mansion by an elegant stone bridge of 

three arches…’ 

Later the grounds are described:- 

      ‘The Park extends through a circumference of nine miles, and is 

beautifully diversified with hill and dale, as well as various 

plantations which range in fine sweeping masses over the 

inequalities of the ground.  The prospects from different parts are 

exceedingly fine; and one view looking back from the south 

possesses extraordinary grandeur.  Immediately below the eye is the 

rich vale animated by the meandering current of the silver Derwent; 

more distant is the house, with a fine back-ground of wood, rearing 

in solemn majesty and far beyond the blue hills of Castleton skirting 

the horizon.’ (13) 

     This last description is well portrayed in the accompanying engraving 

of a drawing by Henry Moore. 

     All those commentators who seize on Jane Austen’s description at the 

opening of volume III conveniently ignore her subsequent comments on 

the interior of the house and the walks in the park.  The exception is 
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Greene, who follows her text closely and weaves an ingeniously contrived 

route from Brampton (i.e. Lambton) to the house, through the rooms and 

into the grounds. 

     She begins by telling us that ‘the rooms were lofty and handsome, and 

the furniture suitable to the fortune of their proprietor; but Elizabeth saw 

with admiration of [Darcy’s] taste, that it was neither gaudy nor uselessly 

fine; with less of splendour, and more of real elegance, than the furniture 

at Rosings’. This is certainly not a depiction of the muscular baroque 

interiors of Chatsworth with their painted ceilings, elaborate wood 

carvings by Samuel Watson and their ornate, gilded furniture. 

     In the picture gallery, she says, ‘were many good paintings’.  This was 

not the case at Chatsworth at the end of the 18th century.  Britten and 

Brayley declared there were ‘but few of those captivating productions of 

the pencil which embellish the apartments of numerous mansions in this 

county’. (14)  Horace Walpole considered the rooms and their furnishings 

as ‘sombre’. (15)  Arthur Young thought the paintings a modest collection 

(16) and John Byng was scathing about ‘the foolish glare, uncomfortable 

rooms and the frippery French furniture of this vile house’. (17)  

Chatsworth had ceased to be regarded as one of the ‘wonders of the Peak’ 

and had been eclipsed by nearby Keddleston Hall, completed by Robert 

Adam.  The neo-classical taste of those interiors would be better suited to 

Pemberley. (18) 

     At the end of her tour of the house Elizabeth Bennet is taken in tow by 

the gardener who met the party at the hall door and they ‘walked across 

the lawn towards the river’.  This could be a description of any country 

house.  The left-overs of Chatsworth’s Franco-Dutch gardens, spared by 

Capability Brown and described by Arthur Young as ‘hocus pocus 

gewgaws’, (19) have no resonances at Pemberley. 
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Two polemical engravings of an imaginary country seat by Thomas Hearne for Richard 

Payne Knight’s didactic poem, The Landscape (1794).  They attack ‘Capability’ Brown’s 

‘shaven’, ‘unnaturalistic’ landscape by contrasting it with the ‘picturesque’ uncontrolled 
developments of his successor, Humphrey Repton.  Jane Austen’s description of 

Pemberley Park accords more with the Reptonian view of Nature and its emphasis on 

woodland. 
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     Likewise, Elizabeth’s walk with Darcy in Pemberley’s park cannot be 

identified with Chatsworth.  The woods are described as overspreading 

parts of the stream and the couple descend ‘among hanging woods to the 

edge of the water, in one of its narrowest parts’ where ‘they crossed by a 

simple bridge’. This is Reptonian not Brownian landscaping. 

     Finally, when Elizabeth and her relatives were invited back to 

Pemberley by Darcy ‘they were shown through the hall into the saloon, 

whose northern aspect rendered it delightful for summer.  Its windows 

opening to the ground, admitted a most refreshing view of the high woody 

hills behind the house and of the beautiful oaks and Spanish chestnuts 

which were scattered over the intermediate lawn’. The north side of 

Chatsworth House, before the 6th Duke of Devonshire’s extensions after 

1820, contained the service quarters.  There was no ‘saloon’ nor any 

windows, French or otherwise, down to the ground.  There was no lawn 

with oaks and Spanish chestnuts. 

     So the interpretations, or rather manipulation, of Jane Austen’s text go 

on.  Some, including Donald Greene, suggest that the 6th or ‘Batchelor’ 

Duke is her prototype for Fitzwilliam Darcy. (20) 

     Jane Austen names actual places in Derbyshire whilst inventing others.  

Thus she mentions Bakewell and creates a separate place called Lambton.  

Likewise in chapter 19 she includes Chatsworth by name, along with 

Matlock, Dovedale and the Peak as part of Elizabeth’s intended itinerary.  

Elizabeth had already ‘seen all the principal wonders of the country’ and 

was ready to depart when she discovered from her aunt that Pemberley 

was near at hand.  What follows is a visit to an imaginary place. 

     We now know that Jane Austen travelled as far as Staffordshire to visit 

relatives in 1806. (21) It was not impossible for her to have visited the Peak 

District.  However, there is no historical evidence that she ever did so and 

selected passages from Pride and Prejudice do not serve as proof of such 

a journey. 
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Duke’s northern extensions to the house are visible (post 1820) the 
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over a wide extent’. 
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VICTORIAN BASLOW: 

SERVANTS, GARDENERS & OTHERS. 
 

David Dalrymple-Smith 
 

Introduction 

    This article considers the occupations of servants, gardeners, grooms, 

porters and gamekeepers in Baslow in Victorian times, taking into account 

their age, sex and place of birth.  It includes where they lived and where 

they were born.  The source of information is the Baslow census returns 

from 1841 to 1901. 

    Baslow, together with the hamlet of Bubnell, is a small agricultural 

village in the Derwent Valley in north Derbyshire.  It was, and still is, 

prosperous with a number of well to do local villagers, and has benefited 

from the proximity of Chatsworth, the palatial home of the Dukes of 

Devonshire with its extensive gardens and park.  By Victorian times there 

was no industry in Baslow though it remained a significant hub in the road 

network.  The railway reached nearby Hassop in 1862, when 

communications   in   general   were   improving.      By the 1860s it was  
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attracting visitors and tourists to its three main hotels and lodging houses.  

     1881 saw the construction of the Baslow Hydropathic Hotel (which 

opened late in the year after the census had been taken).  The Hydro was 

a vast building which dwarfed the existing hotels and dominated the 

village. (It was demolished in the 1930s.)  The next few years saw the 

arrival of businessmen, active and retired, who built new private houses 

and started the transformation of the village to its present population of 

commuters and the prosperous retired. 

    The censuses have two relevant column entries.  The first is 

‘occupation’ which is used to select the servants with one of the 

occupations listed in Table 1.  The other, ‘relation to head of house’, 

includes the word ‘servant’.  This relationship indicates that the person 

was employed by the head, but not necessarily in the capacity of servant. 

Those with a professional qualification, such as blacksmith or governess, 

are not included in this article.  Many servants lived at home or in 

lodgings, when their relationship to the head would not be as a servant. 

    In the text, ‘adult’ is defined as anyone aged 15 and over. ‘Nearby’ 

covers a radius of 10 miles from Baslow, in which there are several 

villages and the market town of Bakewell. 

 

Overview 

Table 1.  Servants in Baslow 1841 to 1901 

 
 1841 1851 1861 1871 1881 1891 1901 

Domestic Servants 67 48 57 50 55 81 77 

Gardeners 17 26 20 21 23 20 38 

Grooms & Coachmen 1 5 8 10 11 15 13 

Porters   1 4 2 3 3 

Char & Washer women  4 9 7 3 5 2 

Gamekeepers 2 2 1 2 1 2 2 

Other  5 2 1  4 6 

Total 87 90 98 95 95 130 141 

        

Servants as % of adults 12% 14% 16% 17% 16% 21% 23% 

Adults 15 & over 701 640 614 556 610 614 605 

Total population 1090 948 903 811 843 864 797 
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Domestic Servants 

    Domestic servants were employed in private houses and hotels.  

Usually they were listed as general servants or equivalent, but some had 

more specific jobs such as waiters, chamber maids, ladies’ maids, cooks, 

companions and (children’s) nurses.  The total annual number varied 

between 48 and 77. 

    The vast majority, 95%, was recorded in only one census, though this 

could cover up to 20 years of service (e.g. late 1851 to early 1871).  A few 

were servants recorded in over two or more censuses.  Exceptionally one 

woman was a hotel cook in four consecutive censuses, and remarkably the 

vicar, Jeremiah Stockdale, employed his two domestic servants and a 

coachman for a similar length of time. 

 

Table 2.   Residence of Domestic Servants. 

 

  1841 1851 1861 1871 1881 1891 1901 

In private house 49 32 35 26 34 39 37 

In hotels 14 11 19 19 15 31 34 

At home or lodgings 4 5 3 5 6 11 6 

Total 67 48 57 50 55 81 77 

 

    Most domestic servants lived at their place of work.  The table shows 

the number resident at the home of private householders and in hotels, 

compared with those living at their own home or in lodgings.  The figure 

for 1841 is inflated by the inclusion of some farm servants (mentioned 

below) who are classified as agricultural servants in later years. In general 

the number in private houses remained fairly constant, though in earlier 

years they worked for ‘locals’, especially farmers, while in later years they 

worked for ‘incomers’. 

    The hotels employed increasing numbers of servants, especially after 

the completion of the Hydro which employed 12 servants in 1891 and 18 

in 1901. 

    Most were single, even those living at home.  About a third were under 

20, a third aged between 20 and 24, and the final third over 25.  In 1841 
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there were two 10 year old servants.  The number of servants aged under 

15 years dropped from 13 in 1841 to two in 1901. 

    There are 51 entries in all for male servants.  A dozen or so in 1841 

were employed by farmers, including some who in later years would be 

called farm servants.  After 1851 most men worked in hotels as waiters, 

pot boys and general servants: perhaps one a year worked in a private 

house. 

 

Table 3.   Place of Birth 

Total Entries for Domestic servants 1851 to 1901 

 
 

 
 Born in Baslow Born nearby Born over 10 

miles away 

Number of servants 368 96 130 142 

% total servants 26% 35% 39% 

% of all adults in village (4275) 44% 24% 32% 

 
1841 entries are excluded as the place of birth  is not fully recorded. 

 

    Servants tended to be rather more mobile than the general population; 

39% of servants were born more than 10 miles away compared with 32% 

of all adults.  However, the table shows fewer servants than expected were 

born in the village, and many more than expected born nearby (within 10 

miles).  As servants tended to be young unmarried women, it would seem 

that girls would look for a job away from their village – but not so far that 

they could not walk home! 

 

Average year                                                                                    

    It is helpful to consider the servants in the village at one time.  The 435 

entries for domestic servants from 1841 to 1901 have been combined to 

give this average annual profile.  In this typical year you would find 62 

domestic servants of whom 16 were born in Baslow, 22 in nearby villages 

(within 10 miles), and 24 were from further afield. 

    The majority were general servants, but there were five cooks, five 

waiters,  one  housekeeper,  one companion  and a  (children’s)  nurse.   
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36 were resident with their employer.  Nine worked for a farmer, seven 

for either the vicar or a doctor, seven for a tradesman or retailer, and five 

for an annuitant or retired person. Most of the six who worked from home 

were general servants.  It is not known whether they worked in hotels or 

for private individuals. 

    Up to 1881, hotels employed an average of 11 domestic servants.  For 

1891 and 1901, after the opening of the Hydro, the average was 32. In 

1890 the Hydro employed 17 general servants, seven waiters, four kitchen 

maids and three cooks. 
 

Gardeners 

    Gardeners were well represented in Baslow.  Table 1 shows the 

numbers which averaged around 23 in each year, with a small peak of 26 

in 1851, and a sudden rise from 20 in 1891 to 38 in 1901.  All were men.   

Most gardeners appeared in only one census, though there were a few who 

stayed longer.  Two remained gardeners over four consecutive censuses. 

    There were 165 entries over the years.  In an average year 17 were 

unmarried, two were in their teens, 12 in their twenties and nine over 30; 

11 were lodgers while 12 lived in their family home.  Only one was 

resident with his employer. Gardeners tended to come from outside the 

village.  In an average year, six were born in Baslow itself and 10 came 

from over 40 miles away.  Over the years four were from Scotland, four 

from Ireland, two from France and two from Germany. 
 

Table 4.   Gardeners compared with the Adult Population 
 

  Gardeners All Adults in Village 

Age under 30 63% 38% 

Unmarried 70% 45% 

Lodgers 47% 6% 

Born over 10 miles away 58% 32% 

 

Note.  Figures are based on the 165 entries for gardeners between 1841 and 
1901. 17 gardeners in 1841 are excluded as marital status and birth place are 

not available. 
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    There was a significant difference between gardeners and the rest of the 

population.  Table 4 shows that gardeners were much more likely to be 

young and unmarried.  Nearly half were lodgers (a third of all the lodgers 

in the village were gardeners), and more than half were born over 10 miles 

from the village. 

    In 1881 the census introduced the term ‘domestic gardener’, indicating 

that they worked in the gardens of local hotels and of private houses.  (The 

few non-domestic gardeners after 1881 were apprentices and labourers.)  

Some of the gardeners in 1871 and earlier must have worked in a domestic 

capacity, but their profile was different from those after 1881.  They were 

even more likely to be unmarried, to be lodgers, and to be incomers to the 

village; 85% of gardeners came from more than 10 miles away compared 

with 43% after 1881.  In the 1851 census nearly half of the 26 gardeners 

were described as journeymen, confirming that some of the gardeners 

were qualified workmen. 

    It is difficult to see how Baslow could have supported such a large and 

qualified labour force at this time.  It is possible that the village was a 

dormitory for gardeners at nearby Chatsworth.  There must have been 

many young gardeners in the country looking for employment and being 

prepared to travel long distances to get it. Perhaps they moved from one 

garden construction site to another.  Their social impact in the village must 

have been significant, but few stayed to marry and settle down.  

    The number of gardeners almost doubled between 1891 and 1901.  

Some of the increase can be attributed to the building of new houses with 

affluent owners, but it also indicates a change in the popularity of gardens 

and gardening. 

 

Coachmen & Grooms 

    The number of grooms, ostlers and coachmen in the village increased 

steadily from one in 1841 to 13 in 1891 with a peak of 15 in 1881, no 

doubt reflecting increasing affluence and a need for travel by those in the 

village and its visitors. 
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 Table 5 Coachmen and Grooms 

 

 1841 1851 1861 1871 1881 1891 1901 

Groom 1 1 2 1 8 8 5 

Ostler  4 5 4  4 3 

Coachmen   1 5 3 3 5 

Total 1 5 8 10 11 15 13 

 

 There were no women in the group.  Most of these men lived at home.  

Two thirds were aged between 20 and 35, and rather over half were 

married. 

    Between 1871 and 1901 there were nine entries in all for coachmen or 

grooms living with their employers.  Of these, three were employed by 

the vicar, two by the doctor, three by travelling businessmen, and one by 

a widow ‘of independent means’.  The ostlers, by definition, would have 

worked at one of the hotels.  

 

Others 

 

Porters and Watchmen 

    There were no entries before 1861.  From 1871 there were a dozen 

entries in all.  Four were porters at the Hydro.  The rest were night porters, 

watchmen and gatekeepers, at least some of whom worked for 

Chatsworth. 

 

Charwomen & Laundresses 

    This was a small group of women in the village, self employed rather 

than servants, who went out to clean or take in laundry.  There were none 

in 1841, nine in 1861, two in 1901.  They had a wide range of ages and 

lived at home or in lodgings.  Most were spinsters or widows. 

 

Gamekeepers 

    Each year there were one or two game (or river) keepers.  At least two 

were Chatsworth employees; some of the others may have worked for the 



Victorian Baslow 

 34 

duke of Rutland.  Gamekeepers must have been well paid as several had 

their own domestic servants. 

 

Miscellaneous 

    This group included a small number of teen-aged errand boys, living in 

hotels, private houses or at home.  In 1891 the Hydro had a clerk and, in 

1901, a bookkeeper, two grounds-men and a billiard board marker. In 

earlier years the doctor employed a ‘surgeon’s man’.  In 1861 an elderly 

rich farmer’s widow had a man who ‘managed income’. 

 

Summary 

    The number of domestic servants in private homes remained fairly 

constant from 1841 to 1901, though the number in hotels rose, especially 

after the opening of the Hydropathic hotel in late 1881.  A few more than 

expected came from outside the village.  Young women seeking 

employment before marriage tended to get jobs in nearby villages rather 

than Baslow itself. 

    There was a significant presence of gardeners in the village. Numbers 

remained fairly constant until 1901when they nearly doubled on account 

of more people employing gardeners, and incomers building large houses 

with gardens.  In earlier years the profile of gardeners was different; they 

were qualified young men, possibly employed by Chatsworth before 

moving on to other projects elsewhere. 
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BAKEWELL’S VIKING AGE SCULPTURAL REMAINS 

 

Jan Stetka 

 

Bakewell church probably has the largest collection of fragments of 

Anglo-Scandinavian free-standing sculpture on any one site.  This paper 

attempts to date and interpret the designs on the major cross fragments.  It 

finds that they tell the story of how the Anglo-Saxon and Viking tribes 

agreed to come together to form the nation state of England.  Nowadays 

English people seem to have difficulty distinguishing our national 

characteristics from those of the wider British. It is therefore important to 

preserve this record of the formation of England. 

The fragments at Bakewell consist of two cross shafts outside the 

church, a collection in the south porch, found in the foundations of the 

tower when it was rebuilt in the 1840s, and a collection in a north-west 

alcove, similarly found but taken to museum collections, before being 

returned to the church.  The two external cross-shafts have been trans-

ported there from major track-ways near Bakewell.   

For the smaller shaft, there are good records of how it was found on a 

ridgeway route above Beeley, taken to a private house, and then brought 

to the church for safekeeping.  For the larger shaft, there is a legend of 

Prince Arthur sleeping under it at the old Hassop cross roads.  Whilst there 

is no evidence of Prince Arthur visiting this area, the legend is quoting the 

location of the cross to give credibility to the story.  The ridgeway route 

above Beeley descends to the old Hassop cross roads. 

At the time of the building of turnpike roads, there are newspaper 

reports of the breaking-up of such cross shafts on the old trackways in 

order to form foundations for the new roads.  It seems that these cross-

shafts were placed on trackways to commemorate a major event.  Others 

have said that they were placed to be widely visible or to mark parish 

boundaries. That occurs because the old trackways were frequently on 

high ridge-ways, which were subsequently chosen as parish boundaries.  

This paper deduces the major event commemorated by the two cross- 

shafts, but many of the designs on the smaller fragments are similar. 
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Two photographs of the largest cross shaft are displayed for 

comparison.  The cross shaft is eight feet high and missing its cross at the 

top and an archer to go with the bow and arrow at the bottom.  Originally 

it probably stood about twelve feet high. The first photograph is a glass 

slide said by T.E. Routh to be ‘old’ in 1937; it is probably from the 19th 

century.  The second is a set of views taken by the author in summer 2007.  

One can see how acid rain has caused deterioration to the top panel and to 

the grape berries and the vine scroll of the lower panels. 

It is the stylised vine scroll that indicates that this is a monument to 

Christianity.  In the Gospel according to St John, Christ says: 

     I am the vine and you are the branches… 

     Whoever remains in me, and I in him, will bear much fruit… 

     I love you just as the Father loves me; remain in love. 

     Another reference to love is the bow and arrow at the bottom.  Beneath 

this would have been an archer in a kirtle as in the Bradbourne cross and 

the Sheffield cross, which is also thought to have originated in the Peak. 

This is the bow and arrow which Cupid aims in the case of erotic love.  

The Greeks defined three types of love: Eros for romantic love, Agape for 

brotherly love and Philia for family love.  This arrow refers to Agape, 

which is the Christian ideal of love thy neighbour as thyself. 

As regards dating, the most comprehensive surveys, including the 

Bakewell cross, date it to the early 10th century.  The earliest is W.G. 

Collingwood’s 1927 book, Nothumbrian Crosses of the Pre-Norman Age.  

The latest is Phillip Sidebottom’s doctoral thesis, which compared the 

design elements on all Peakland crosses and found that they fell into 

groups which corresponded with tribal land areas in the early 10th c. 

However, in between, most authors have dated it to circa AD800.  

These authors are dating it by the art historical method; that is, they find 

a piece of art work which can be dated, with some of the same designs as 

on the cross, and then assume that the cross must be of a similar date.  A 

problem of this approach is that the Church often re-uses a previous style 

in new work.  For instance, the Gothic Revival used styles of 500 years 

previous.  Even today, vicars dress like a gentleman of 200 years ago. 
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Collingwood usually suggests why he considers a cross to be of a 

certain date.  However in the case of the Bakewell cross, it is so obvious 

to him that he does not state his reason.  So what did Collingwood see that 

we cannot see today?  Look at the 2007 photograph of the top panel.  

Previous authors have speculated that this depicts Saint George killing the 

dragon or Christ riding into Jerusalem over palm fronds. 

Now look at the earlier photograph.  The tendrils below the horse are 

not a dragon or palm fronds, they are vine scroll.  The rider is much more 

visible because the cross shaft has since lost a chunk of stone at the top of 

the panel.  Here is my sketch of what Collingwood saw. 

 

   

 All riders on horse back on Northumbrian crosses have been shown 

by Collingwood to be Viking gods.  Place name evidence shows that the 

Vikings around Bakewell were Norse, (see Ken Cameron’s Place Names 

of Derbyshire; he states that Flagg (Flagun), Rowland (Ralunt) and the 

river Lathkill are Norse names).   
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The Danes settled further east, around Chesterfield.  This reflects the 

general historical picture that the Danes attacked the east coast of 

England, whereas the Norse sailed around Scotland and invaded Ireland.  

From Ireland they sailed up the Mersey and settled in the east Pennines in 

the early 10th century. Hence our Viking settlements are early 10th century 

and the cross is of the same date. 

In Viking mythology, the gods live at the top of a great ash tree called 

Yggdrasil and humans live out on the branches.  This is a metaphor for the 

interconnection of all nature including forces, represented by gods, and 

humans. (Notice the similarity to Christ represented as a vine stem and 

humans as its branches).  The gods’ pagan messages are communicated 

along the ash branches by a squirrel named Ratatosk. The top god is 

Woden who rides his horse Sleipnir. These appear at the top of the cross 

shaft, with Ratatosk below them eating the fruit of the vine, that is the fruit 

of Christ.  The pagan message is consuming the christian message. 

The bow and arrow are aimed at Ratatosk.  One might think that 

Christianity would wish to kill the pagan messenger, but that would be to 

adopt the military ways of the Vikings.  Instead Christianity wants to 

convert the pagan message into a christian message of brotherly love.   

Some Anglo-Saxon Christians were familiar with the Psalms and here is 

Saint Augustine’s commentary on Psalm 119: 

 

The ‘sharp arrows of the powerful one’ are the words of God.  They 

are aimed and they pierce the heart.  But when hearts are transfixed by 

the arrows of God’s words, death does not result.  Love is enkindled. 

 

In the early 10th century there were pagans around Bakewell, as evi-

denced by the place names Wensley (Woden’s lea or clearing) and Friden 

(Freya’s dene or valley).  The pagan Angles and Norse would speak a 

different language from the incoming christian Saxons, so the use of 

common symbols would be important.  Without destroying their world 

view, pagans are being educated, in the true sense, into Christianity. 
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                 Upper East Face                                   Upper West Face 

This education now continues by comparing the pagan panels on the 

east face with the christian panels on the west face.  Looking at the east 
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face, we have Woden at the top, Ratatosk in the middle panel and vine 

scroll, which pagans will recognise as the equivalent of Yggdrasil, in the 

bottom panel.  Looking at the west face, we have Christ crucified in the 

top panel, the annunciation in the middle panel and Saint Peter with his 

keys to Heaven, over his shoulder, in the bottom panel. 

Pagans are being asked to think of Christ as their chief god, instead of 

Woden.  The quality of sacrifice for others is being emphasised above that 

of military conquest.  As the messenger of the gods, the angel replaces the 

squirrel Ratatosk.  They both come down from ‘above’.  Saint Peter is 

presented as their conduit to heaven, rather than travelling through 

Yggdrasil to Valhalla. 

The introduction of the saints fulfils another role.  Paganism has a 

multiplicity of gods (the days of the week are named after some of them, 

for example Woden’s day and Freya’s day), whereas Christianity has one 

god, ignoring for the moment the issue of the Trinity.  Also paganism has 

goddesses; Freya is Woden’s partner.  However the cross shows how this 

is not an obstacle to conversion.  Christianity has saints for every day of 

the year, some of them female, and you can worship them at churches 

named after them, just as the pagans worshipped Woden at Wensley.  One 

female saint appears on the cross, Mary mother of Christ, and many 

churches in this area were named after her. 

The early christian philosopher, Saint Augustine of Hippo, suggested 

to christians that they should study paganism if they need to understand 

the practical world, for at that time the second coming of Christ was 

expected imminently.  Pope Gregory, instructing the English mis-

sionaries, urged them to use the pagan places and the pagan festivals, but 

to convert them to Christianity.  So the festival of the spring goddess, 

Eostre, became Easter.  Partial conversion from paganism to Christianity 

had taken place in this area several times.  The Bakewell cross shows how 

wholesale conversion was achieved.   

We will now look at the second cross. 
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At the top is a Norse mask.  The 

Norse from Ireland had absorbed the 

Irish sculptural form of Celtic 

interlace. 

 

 The pellets in the next panel are 

probably an abstract form of the fruit 

of the vine and represent Christianity. 

The interlacement in this panel is 

sparse: a horizontal at the top, then two 

crosses coming down to a horizontal at 

the bottom.  The rings at top and 

bottom are loose: they are not 

connected to the interlacement.  This 

probably represents separate tribes, 

which are only loosely connected at 

this stage. 

 

The rings at the top of this panel 

are loose as above but the rings at the 

bottom have become part of the 

angular interlacement.  The pellets 

representing Christianity fill every 

available space.  Under the influence 

of Christianity, the separate tribes are 

starting to join up. 

 

This is the south face of the cross 

shaft.  Notice the recent damage to the 

edges.  We will now move clock-wise, 

that is sun-wise, to the west and north 

faces of the cross shaft. 
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The spiral at the top of 

the west face is an 

abstract form of the 

vine-scroll on the 

larger cross shaft.  It 

represents Christ who 

said I am the vine.  

Underneath is figure-

of-eight interlace.    

    The north face has a 

similar angular 

interlacement. 

 

The lower panel of the 

west face has two 

spirals placed S-wise.  

There is a setting-out 

mistake on the lower 

spiral so it is not 

graded in size.  It is 

strange that the 

sculptor should make 

a mistake when the 

rest of the sculpture is 

such good quality.  

There is a Celtic habit 

of deliberately intro-

ducing a mistake. 

Human work should 

not be so perfect as to 

rival that of God.  
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On the east face the symbol at the bottom of 

the upper panel is the Triquetra, a three 

cornered interlace representing the Trinity of 

God the father, son and Holy Spirit in 

Heaven.  The random pieces of interlace 

above may be clouds.  The eye below may 

represent the Trinity looking down on us 

through layers of sky.  The cross head 

belonging to this shaft is probably the piece 

at Rowsley Church, whose main decorative 

element is also the Triquetra.  The head was 

found in the river Derwent and the shaft on 

the ridge above. 

 

 

     The panel below contains a guilloche, a 

loop twisted so the cords cross and re-cross 

figure-of-eight wise.  The tribes are now 

perfectly plaited together into a united 

England.  The guilloche is found on other 

Norse sculpture. 

 

 

     Notice the recent damage to these 

diagnostic features on the east face. 

 

 

   Finally a tightly bound interlace similar to 

another of the Anglo-Scandinavian period.  

The tribes are so tightly bound that England 

will never again be pulled apart. 
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     To understand the significance of these cross shafts we should look at 

the history of this area in the early 10th century. In AD 920 King Edward 

built a stronghold near Bakewell.  The northern tribes then accepted him 

as father and lord.  His father, King Alfred, had previously gained this 

acceptance from the southern tribes and his sister, Lady Ethelflaed, had 

been similarly accepted by the tribes of the midlands.  ‘Father’ is a 

religious term as in God father, and ‘Lord’ is a legal term as in Lord of the 

manor.  All the tribes are accepting one set of ethics, as expressed by 

Christianity, and one set of laws which will defend these ethics.  It is now 

safe to travel through another tribe’s land, because the traveler will be 

defended by the same set of laws as when he is on his own land. 

This is a major step towards a nation state.  It will take another 

generation before Athelstan, King Edward’s son, can call himself King of 

England.  The Norse had only recently settled in the Peak and by accepting 

the powerful West Saxon king they would gain his protection.  So in 

putting up a christian cross they were acknowledging their acceptance, but 

by carving it in their own celtic style, they were marking their own land 

as Norse.  The Earl of this area at the time was Ealderman Uhtred.  He had 

bought the land from the Danes with King Edward’s blessing in circa 906 

and had it confirmed to him by Athelstan in 926.  He obtained a licence to 

endow a Minster church at Bakewell with land in 949.  The fact that the 

larger cross shaft is in Nothumbrian Anglian style would be due to his 

sculptors. It is in a style which Collingwood says was used in Northumbria 

around AD800.  However, like the Gothic Revival, the Church has a habit 

of reusing styles from an earlier golden age and it is reused in the Peak in 

the 10th century.   

The great skill of the line of Alfred was to be able to integrate so many 

different tribal cultures into a united state with all tribes accepting the 

same set of ethics.  This, I think, is the defining characteristic of England. 

Many other nations have had to split into their constituent cultures.  This 

is why the Bakewell cross shafts and other fragments should be protected 

from deterioration.  But not with an iron railing, as at present.  

Yorkshire is more advanced than Derbyshire in this respect, perhaps 

because of Collingwood’s work on dating and interpretation.  Here they 
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have found traces of pigment on the sculpture and reconstructed how they 

might have looked in full colour.  There are many examples of cross shafts 

being brought into church buildings to stop the deterioration from which 

the Bakewell sculptures are suffering.  The most recent example of which 

I am aware is at Burnsall in Wharfedale.  There, all the north end of the 

nave has been given over to a well illuminated and interpreted exhibition 

of their fragments of Anglo-Scandinavian free-standing sculpture.  The 

restorers have even connected individual fragments with wood carvings 

of the missing pieces, using designs suggested by Collingwood.  The 

exhibition was financed by the Heritage Lottery Fund with contributions 

from the Church of England and the local authority. 

At Bakewell, a visitor who has read this guide would experience disap-

pointment going to see the sculptures, with no illumination or interpre-

tation and an iron railing in the way.  This paper has pointed out how the 

larger cross shaft has lost a chunk from the top of its head, possibly due 

to freeze-thaw, and has lost much definition due to acid rain.  However it 

is not too late to rescue it if Burnsall’s example is followed, with 

illumination as in the photographs taken in summer 2007. 

The Heritage Lottery Fund (HLF) has indicated its willingness to 

consider such an application for funding and the church has indicated that 

the exhibition could be placed at the north end of the nave.  It is ap-

preciated that such a move might take years to plan, because of technical 

considerations of moving the stones to a different environment and the 

number of authorities that would have to agree.  However HLF offers 

planning grants to cover such situations.  There are many examples of 

where this has been done elsewhere, but nowhere can the interpretation be 

backed by so many contemporary records as at Bakewell.   

For details of these records read:     

Jan Stetka, From Fort to Field: the Shaping of the Landscape of 

Bakewell in the 10th Century, 2001.    
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               BURHS, BURGAGES, BURGESSES AND  

A BOROUGH IN BAKEWELL 
 

Notes by the late Stephen Penny, January 2003 
 

    Stephen Penny, a member of our Historical Society, was a 

knowledgeable local historian, perhaps best known for his contributions 

on roads and communications in Derbyshire.  When I was assembling 

material for our Society’s 50th anniversary book, Bakewell, the ancient 

capital of the Peak (2005), he and I, together with Jan Stetka, met a few 

times to discuss the evolution of Bakewell from Saxon times.  He was 

particularly interested in the Anglo-Saxon burh at Bakewell and the 

subsequent emergence of a market town with a propertied body of 

freemen who held burgages in the manorial town and who were referred 

to as burgesses. 

    His researches led him initially to believe that Edward the Elder’s burh 

was established in 920 in Bakewell itself.  Following our discussions he 

conceded that the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle recorded Edward’s burh was 

built near, not at, Bakewell and agreed with Jan’s identified location 

beside the Wye by Burton. 

    However, he then propounded the theory, outlined in these notes, that 

following the decay of Edward’s burh, Bakewell, in line with King 

Athelstan’s urban reforms, became a settlement fortified with ditches on 

the hillside, away from the Wye. 

    Stephen then postulated the boundaries around this new burh and the 

streets and the church within them.  He positioned the Anglo-Saxon 

market near the church by Fly Hill and identified the road links to the 

towns and villages around. 

    Although the feudal manor of Bakewell contained resident burgesses 

with burgage plots in the town – Stephen traced some before 1281 – it 

does not follow that such a town would eventually and inevitably become 

a borough.  To achieve this status a charter of incorporation was required 

from the Crown.  In Bakewell’s case no such charter was ever granted and 

no evidence survives to suggest it was ever sought.  The lords of the manor 

– the families of Gernon, Vernon and Manners – used the burgesses as 
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jurors in the Courts, Leet and Baron, and made concessions and privileges 

on their behalf, but kept a tight hold on the government of the town. 

Naturally as the burgesses grew richer and more influential, especially in 

the economic affairs of the town, they collectively pressed their lord for 

self-governing, civic powers. 

    To show contrasting developments let us briefly compare the adjacent 

manorial market towns of Chesterfield, the hundred town of Scarsdale, 

and Bakewell, the hundred town of High Peak. In the former, a royal 

manor held of the Crown, a royal charter was granted as early as 1204 to 

its lord William Brewer, formally recognising the freedom, rights and  

privileges of the town burgesses. In 1232 Henry III granted a charter 

directly to Brewer’s free tenants confirming their status as ‘free 

burgesses’.  By 1480 the burgesses felt sufficiently confident to draw up 

a ‘composition’ asserting their right to elect annually an alderman who, 

with a council of twelve, should govern the town.  The alderman was to 

replace the lord’s bailiff. 

    However, the earls of Shrewsbury, who were lords from about 1518 to 

1612, refused to recognise the rights of the burgesses and in 1567 George, 

the sixth earl, declared that his bailiff, ‘shall rule there as bailiff for the 

Lord’. 

    Nevertheless, in 1598 Elizabeth I accepted the claims of the burgesses 

and issued a charter making Chesterfield a corporate borough ruled by a 

mayor, aldermen and burgesses. 

    At this same time John Manners, lord of Bakewell, was making some 

concessions to the burgesses of that town.  He allowed them to have a 

meeting place, or town hall, in the premises of the dissolved Guild of the 

chantry of the Blessed Virgin, opposite St. Mary’s well (in present King 

Street).  The burgesses were to have the upper story for their council 

chamber whilst the ground floor, incorporating the dissolved chapel of St. 

Mary, was to be adapted as the Hospital of St. John for four poor men 

(1602). 

    To assist in governing his newly founded hospital, John Manners 

appointed his bailiff, Edmund Wingfield, who presided over the town 

council on the floor above. (For a lengthier discussion of this interesting 
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development see this Historical Society’s new publication The 

Almshouses of St. John’s Hospital in Bakewell, 1602-2008. 

    At this point in the Jacobean period the civic development of a town 

council of burgesses progressed no further.  A century later the vicar of 

Bakewell, Gorstelow Monk, had no recollection of a ‘bailiff of Bakewell’, 

nor had the lord of the manor, the duke of Rutland.  Bakewell had ceased 

to be a manor held of the crown when Sir Henry Vernon of Nether Haddon 

purchased it in 1498.  Its burgesses never had the same power and 

influence as its Scarsdale neighbours.  No charter of incorporation appears 

to have been sought and the Manners family continued to control the 

town’s affairs until the Local Board was set up in 1863, to be followed by 

the Bakewell Urban District Council in 1897. 

    It is hoped the above comments will help in reading Stephen Penny’s 

interesting notes which are given here verbatim. 
 

Trevor Brighton 

--- 

Notes by the late Stephen Penny 
 

BAKEWELL AND ITS BURGH 
 

    In the spring of 1281 the King’s Justices arrived in Derby to hold their 

‘general eyre’ for all (common) pleas.  The vill of Bakewell is well 

covered in this eyre, and the first, straightforward entry confirms the right 

of a widow to enjoy her 1/3 part, her dower, of a burgage. 

    Later Ralph le Wyne, Queen Eleanor’s bailiff in Bakewell, said that 

Bakewell was a free Borough, and that tenements (holdings) in it may be 

bequeathed, without any reference to the King.  But the Knights and 

Stewards of the Shire (of Derby) affirmed categorically that the vill of 

Bakewell was not a Borough, nor had it any Burghal liberties.  Without 

saying so, they mean that no one had had a Charter, which had to come 

from the King, creating Bakewell a Borough.  In fact, there were only two 

official Boroughs in Derbyshire at that time.  The county town of Derby 

had been a new Royal Borough for >100 years,  Chesterfield had been 

created a Borough only about 75 years go. 
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Definitions:  

Burgage plot: the property owned by a Burgess in a medieval town.  These 

tended to be congregated around the Market Place.  They were “valuable”. 

Burgess:  a citizen (or freeman) of a Borough 
 

    Was Ralph le Wyne right: or were the Knights and Stewards correct?  

Is there a charter creating Bakewell a Borough before 1281?  Are there 

any records of Burgage plots before 1281?  If so, where are these plots? 

    Thirteenth century documents are rarely dated precisely.  In the reign 

of Edward I they start to appear in increasing numbers.  At the time of the 

eyre, we can find very few references to Burgage plots; they increase in 

number after it.   Nevertheless, there is no charter, Royal or otherwise, 

making Bakewell a Borough shortly before this time. Nevertheless, Ralph 

(son of William) Gernon, whose family were Lords of the Manor of 

Bakewell, quits all claim to the property given for the maintenance of a 

chaplain in the parish church of Bakewell around this time.  He addresses 

this to “my Burgesses”, and allows the Burgesses to retain the charters in 

their possession.  In 1286 the “Burgesses & Free Servants” in Bakewell 

are given a Charter of Liberties.  Amongst many items listed, the Burgages 

may be sold or given to others and Burgesses’ heirs may inherit them.  50 

years later, although the King seems to disagree that Bakewell may enjoy 

such rights, the Court records show only details were being disputed. 
 

Burgages recorded before1281: very few, for certain: 
 

Beauchief Cartulary:  a Burgage in Bauquell or Baghwell.   [Still to check 

this] 

1253 (37 Henry III):  William Gernon confirms all Ralph de Cubley, 

formerly chaplain of Bakewell, held in Bakewell, including ½ a Burgage 

near the churchyard. 

Undated, but before 1281: Roger de Scheladon (Sheldon), dwelling in 

Bakewell, grants Gerard de Essex & Thomas de Billiston, Clerk, & 

Thomas’s heirs, ½ a Burgage in Bakewell. (Roger had died before the 

eyre). Total: 3 
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Burgages recorded, but undated, around 1280-1300: 
 

Yvo Mercartor/William Clerk: ½ a Burgage, with buildings, between 

another Burgage, and another ½ Burgage. 

1299: Robert, Yvo’s son,/Michael of Cromford: all his Burgages, lying 

between a Burgage on the North, and a Burgage on the South, and abutting 

on the way called Bear (“Bere”) Lane. 

Richard of Darley/Gerard of Wyston: a plot between a Burgage and 

another plot, near the Warmwell. 

Nicholas’s son Adam of Longstone & his wife/John’s son Ralph of 

Calver: ¼ of a Burgage, between Burgages on either side, lying beyond 

the bank of the Wye.  [I think this is a flood bank; of Derby]. 

1303: Robert’s son Roger son of Michael of Bakewell/John of the Vale & 

his wife: a Burgage plot, 15 ft broad, between messuages on either side, 

and abutting on a way. 

Total: 11.  Two locations given: one on Bear (Bere) Lane; and one near 

the Warmwell. 
 

    Thus there seem to be Burgesses and Burgage plots before the time of 

the eyre.  One way to confirm this is to see if the property given by John, 

Count of Mortain, in 1192, and confirmed by him when he was King John 

in 1200, to Lichfield Cathedral, includes any mention of Burgages.  

Property added later to John’s gift should be included.  In particular, a toft 

given to the assistant priests of Bakewell, which lies to the North of the 

parish church.  This is not called a Burgage, and there is no other mention 

of the word in the Bakewell documents of the time in Lichfield. 

    In 1534, Ralph Gell of Hopton leased all the Lichfield property for 60 

years.  The description includes 2 Burgages and a Barn (Roland’s tenure); 

and another Burgage (Eyre & Robinson’s tenure). [The version of this 

printed in “The Parsonage House-Bakewell” – 1980 – omits a line from 

the transcription of the lease document – one of very many printing 

errors!] 

    In 1709, when the Gell property in Bakewell was sketch-planned, there 

are 3 properties (apart from the Parsonage house) included near the 

church, one of which could be described as being North of it.  Later in the 
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C18, all the ex-Lichfield glebe land, now Gell’s, is described minutely in 

a grant to Richard Arkwright.  The houses are still being described as if 

they were in the same tenancy as they were on the 1709 plans.  Indeed 

these plans show only the glebe land.  Any other Gell property which was 

not glebe is not plotted. 

Therefore these 3 Burgages may be located with certainty.  One is on the 

corner on the upper end of North Church Street; and the other two are 

together facing West, North of the junction of Church Lane with North 

Church Street. 

Although there is no proof, these Burgages just might have been so 

considered when (King) John gave Lichfield the church of Bakewell and 

its associated property – the Glebe. 
 

Later references to Burgages: 
 

         C15:  Burgage, between Burgages, abutting the highway near the 

“Cappewell”. 

Another,  between Burgages, abutting “Meswall lone” (Lane). 

An interesting series of 3 or 4 neighbouring Burgages on “Fleehyll” (or 

variants); now known as Fly Hill. 
 

C16: Burgage (Harrison). 

 Burgage in Dirtyhampton (in Bakewell) 

         Burgage, with Burgages on 3 sides, but with the common way, known as 

the Pavement on the South. 
 

    From all the above, earlier and later, it may be seen that all the locatable 

Burgages are in what one might call “Upper” Bakewell, with some 

tending to be towards the church, but some towards the river, although 

these seem to go no further than the present Buxton Road.  The one 

exception would appear to be that which abuts Bear Lane, which has been 

identified with Butts Road. 
 

    There is no mention of any Borough status for Bakewell in Domesday 

Book.  However, later on, and certainly within 150 years or so, the Lords 

of the Manor considered it to be one – they were probably claiming 
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“prescriptive” (before writing down) rights. On what rights were they 

relying? 

    Bakewell is extremely fortunate to be mentioned in written sources 

before the Conquest.  This is unusual for places in the Midlands, in what 

was once called the Kingdom of Mercia. In the Ango-Saxon Chronicle, 

King Edward the Elder (of Wessex) was trying (successfully) to repel the 

Danes from what had once been “English” lands.  In 920 he ordered the 

building of a Burgh in the vicinity of Badecan’s Well.  There is no 

evidence that his burgh-building orders were not obeyed; Bakewell was 

only one of a series.   [See Stetka for all the Burgh discussion, including 

the associated rights]. 

    After Mercia had effectively been swallowed up in Wessex, it almost 

completely disappears from the records.  Again Bakewell is lucky. 

    In 926 AD Earl Uchtred (of Northumbria) was granted by King 

Athelstan 60 “hides” of land in Hope and Ashford.  There is no surviving 

document for any grant to him of Bakewell at the same time, if indeed 

there was one. 

    In 949, however, Earl Uchtred was granted by King Eadred land at 

Bakewell.  The amount is unspecified, but this land was obtained by 

Uchtred so that he might endow a religious community (“coenobium”) at 

Bakewell.  It is generally assumed that Uchtred used part of his estate to 

do this.  It is also generally assumed that this is the start of a major church, 

sometimes referred to as a Minster church, at Bakewell, no matter if there 

had been one there before.     [See below] 

    King Athelstan decided to institute a programme of urban reform.  

York, a real threat in the time of Edward’s burgh, was still a potential 

threat, even with changes of leaders there.  Nevertheless, the nation was 

at peace for a while, and Athelstan decided to think about the positions of 

purely military burgh-forts, and replace some with burgh-towns.  These 

might be 3-5 miles away from the original.  They would probably be called 

by a different place-name. 

    All our evidence for this comes from Wessex.  Using the theory that a 

weak market = a weak burgh, some of our present Wessex towns date 

from this time.  One definite known move is that from Pilton to Barnstaple 
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in Devon, Barnstaple being a new site.  Such moves required a conscious 

leadership decision to cease maintenance, services, etc., at one site, and 

move these to the other.   The Laws of Edward the Elder, confirmed and 

extended by Athelstan, allowed trade to take place only in such places.  

This trade could be witnessed and regulated, and town chief-men would 

see to this.  

    Obviously, siting was quite critical!  There was less need for a refuge, 

although the site had to be defendable.  There should be a highway 

network near even navigable water.  There should be an hinterland busy 

with potential trade, and even a manufacturing base.  The new burgh 

should be quite compact, and may even be smaller than the burgh-fort 

rules had stated.  There would usually be one church.  There would always 

be a market-site.  In an area where the hinterland was less busy, or there 

was another burgh tapping into the same resources the siting of the new 

burgh was even more critical.  Favourable agricultural land would not be 

used for it, but it would be on the margin. 

    Bakewell fits well into the Athelstan model.  The only minus points 

seem to be the lack of a navigable river and the relative proximity of 

Derby, already flourishing.  Athelstan also allowed each burgh to have a 

coin-mint.  Derby had one; Bakewell, so far as is known, did not.  Many 

coins of the period, although sometimes marked with the name of the 

moneyer, are still unplaced. 
 

 “Upper” Bakewell as a Burgh. 
 

Map sources: 1709 Gell; 1799 Rutland; 1898 Ordnance Survey. 
 

Defences:  Based on the above (Athelstan) arguments, these should 

include main road approaches; a market; a church, usually large; and 

defensibility.  Working anticlockwise: the area within the following: 

 

South Church Street; Church Alley; behind Mill Street/Buxton Road 

Terrace (Roose); “sudden” changes of level in Bagshaw Hill/Fly Hill; 

small back-lane to N of footway at base of Bagshaw Hill; exposed small 

limestone cliff near Prospect House; N end of Fly Hill/Holme Bridge 

footpath.  Thus far, South and East parts of the circuit. North side: very 
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doubtful – N.B. quarries! Perhaps the line on the 1709 sketch-map to N of 

the “Kill house”/Rock Terrace area – this boundary is still discernible. 

West side: very doubtful.  The ground would suggest that there is a turn 

somewhere near Stanage Road, and that a line through the Parsonage 

Yard, well behind the Parsonage House, leading towards the end of the 

Yeld, would be suitable. 

    Advantages: strongest on S.E. (& N); weakest on W.  The S side follows 

the natural hollow of Monyash Road.  The E side follows the natural 

“sudden” dip-slope to the float-land/marshland of the river Wye.  This is 

typical of mid C10 burghs.  The N side has “flat” field land to N of it (for 

sighting), but is in any case protected by cliff and river.  The W side also 

has some “flat” land, and it leads to a steep SW corner. 

    This circuit includes the church and churchyard, with, perhaps, 

powerful new Christian “high” crosses, including the Bakewell Cross 

itself.  Market:  called “Fly Hill” on the 1799 map, with what looks like 

infill of the “triangular” space.  In any case, there is a large level area 

moving towards the Church and the top of the present Fly Hill. Burgages 

known here. Communications:W-E spine of Bagshaw Hill/Warm 

Well/Bath Street.  N-S spine of Church Lane/Fly Hill top.  NW from 

Sheldon and Ashford and from NW Peak, meeting at or near St.Anselm’s 

school. SW from Monyash/ Over Haddon/ Youlgreave/Ashbourne/Derby.  

SE from Edensor/ Chesterfield.  NE from (the Mill)/Holme/N Peak. 

    It would be helpful if the 1281 eyre gave the locations of the 24 shops 

built on the highway, to the “detriment of the whole vill”  (of Bakewell)!  

Nevertheless, there seems to be no evidence for any market in the latter 

Corn Market/King Street/Old Town Hall area, which might have been on 

dry land nearly all the time. 

 

A note on the dedication of Bakewell church.   
 

“All Saints” is quite a late cover-all choice, replacing individual, and 

perhaps favourite, saints.  Derby has its Saxon-saint churches; (St. Peter’s 

(still); and St.Mary’s (gone) – overshadowed by the “new” collegiate 

church of All Saints, now the Cathedral).  Newark – a “new” burgh – has 

only one large church (St. Mary Magdalen).  However, there is new 
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evidence of a possible early church at the North gate of the town, 

dedication unknown.  Is the chapel at St. Mary’s Well in Bakewell a sign 

of a focus for early Bakewell, before the burgh on the hill? 

 

[P.S: What about the Bakewell place-names of Dirtyhampton, Forsington 

(probably); Dagenall (probably) and Catcliffe (possibly).  Note the use of 

–ton, like Burton itself, further away.] 

 

Conclusion:   
 

“Upper” Bakewell has the look of an early town, although the terrain 

probably rules out regular, long Burgage plots.  The Saxo-Norman pottery 

found in the ditch under the parlour of the Parsonage House (Old House 

Museum), running W-E, could be a plot boundary of the C10 or C11.  The 

position is a “valuable” one.  King Athelstan reorganised the network of 

burghs in Wessex; perhaps he did in Mercia, too.  Then the shiring of 

Mercia promoted only Derby for Derbyshire.  Domesday Book (1086 AD) 

confirms this.  Did the Lords of the Manor of Bakewell remember its 

glorious past?  It was to their advantage to do so! 

 

    I think a burgh – the burh – is in Bakewell itself.  The above cited facts 

may support the case for it. 

 

Stephen R. Penny 

January 2003
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VIEWS OF BAKEWELL & DISTRICT 

 

Trevor Brighton 

 

A. Early Victorian steel engravings. 

 

    Whilst rummaging in an antiquarian bookshop last year I came across 

a thin, hard-backed album of nine prints of Bakewell and some of its 

neighbouring attractions.  There was no text in the album which had 

already been spoken for by an earlier customer.  I was allowed to make 

photocopies of the images which have now been placed in our Museum’s 

collections. 

    The medium is that of steel engraving, a machine-aided process which 

briefly followed copper engraving and lithography in the mid 19th century.  

The technique allowed small vignettes (9cm x 4cm) to be produced.  

These could be reproduced as letterheads or grouped into small albums as 

souvenirs for tourists.  They were precursors of postcards before the 

process of photographic printing superseded them. 

    Steel engravings are not usually signed by the original artist on the 

bottom left or by the engraver on the right.  Instead the printing company’s 

name appears together with a catalogue number and a date. 

    The nine engravings shown here were executed between March 1852 

and March 1862 and consist of two general views of Bakewell, two of the 

bridge, one of the church and one of the cemetery.  In addition there are 

views of Haddon Hall, Robin Hood’s Stride and Rowtor Rocks. 

    Such albums were sold in Bakewell by Grattons in Matlock Street  (see 

below, p68) and were bought by coach tourists arriving from Rowsley 

railway station. (The Midland Railway had not yet progressed as far as 

Bakewell.) 

    Despite their small dimensions, the engravings show interesting detail, 

especially the views of Bakewell, which reveal a spaciousness that is now 

lost.  The images reproduced here are enlarged to twice their size. 
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1. Bakewell, Derbyshire No. 4491 April 1852 

 

This is taken from Castle Hill’s motte.  Notice the recently (1828) widened 

bridge and the late Georgian/early Victorian housing in Castle Street, the 

Commercial Hotel (the Castle Inn) and the premises in Bridge Street.  The 

Rutland Arms has not yet been extended on the north side.  Matlock Street 

ends at the entry to Granby Croft.  The Parsonage House or Cunningham 

Place stands free on the west of the town.  Tory Island has not been 

created. 
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2. Bakewell, Derbyshire No.4481 20 March 1852 

 

This is taken from the footpath in what we now call Grants field.  Lime 

trees mark the western boundary of the churchyard.  The  Parsonage 

House is just out of the picture  on the left and the house now occupying 

the cattle pasture has not yet been built.  The Chantry House and Bagshaw 

Hall are visible as is Brooklands House in the distance.  The Ball Cross 

Road (Station Road) ascends the side of Castle Hill which is devoid of 

houses.  Bakewell’s station, nearing completion at this time, is hidden 

from view. However, the line from Rowsley is visible beyond the 

battlements of the church’s belfry.  A locomotive drawing seven trucks is 
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approaching from Rowsley.  The recently (c1810) planted Manners and 

Wicksop Woods are still in their infancy. 

 

 

 

  

 
          

3.   Bakewell Church, Derbyshire No. 2176 volume 1853. 

         

        Viewed from the west in Church Lane, this is a poor composition.  The 

new reconstruction work (1841) by William Flockton is out of scale (the 

octagon and spire) and perspective (the newly invented pinnacles on the 

south transept or Newark. The graveyard is thronged with gravestones. 
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         4. Cemetery, Bakewell, Derbyshire No. 4482 20 March 1862. 

         

        The churchyard was closed to further burials in 1858.  The new Anglican 

cemetery was consecrated by the Bishop of Lichfield.  The entrance and 

lodge have changed little, but the Anglican chapel and the Methodist one 

beyond it are no longer used. 
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5.  Bakewell Bridge, Derbyshire No. 4498 April 1852 

 

 

        The river is shown with grassy banks and there is no Tory Island.  

Looking beyond Bridge House and its riverside garden, Bagshaw Hill is 

visible and the Parsonage House just beyond. 
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6.  The Waterfall and Bridge, Bakewell No. 2279 7 Nov. 1853. 

 

The weir was constructed, possibly in the late 18th or early 19th century, 

to create a dam for the marble works out of the picture on the right.   

Again there is no Tory Island.  Three houses are shown – Bridge House 

on the left, Castle Hill House on the right and Burre House beyond the 

bridge. 
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7.  Banqueting Hall, Haddon, No. 4501 16 May 1852. 

 

This is a rare view of the interior showing the ugly roof installed in 

 the late 18th or early 19th century.  Otherwise, apart from two faded  

pictures and some items of furniture, the hall is much as it is today. 
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8. Top of the Rowtor Rocks near Bakewell, No. 9105 July 20th 1853. 

 

 

Rowtor Rocks were much better maintained than they are today.  In  

the 19th century it was still, quite wrongly, revered as a mystical pre- 

historic site used by the Druids.  We now know it is a natural outcrop  

of gritstone adapted as a rock garden, pleasure ground and viewpoint  

by the Rev.Thomas Eyre, vicar of Birchover, in the early 18thcentury. 
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9.  Robin Hood’s Stride, near Bakewell, No. 2197 July 20th 1853. 

 

Within sight of Rowtor Rocks, this was another popular tourist  

attraction.  It was likewise said to have druidical associations. 

It appears here to be more overgrown than it is today. 
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B. Four Postcards of Bakewell 

 

Just as the 2008 Journal went to press I was sent four views of Bakewell 

by Mrs Heather Rogers of Hathersage who found them among her late 

father’s effects and thought they might be of interest.  Indeed they are and 

have been added to our extensive collection in the Museum.  The first two 

are of particular interest. 

 

 

 
                             

                              1.   A group photograph. 

 

        This is a picture of 31 bandsmen holding their instruments and arrayed in 

two rows on a lawn outside an ivy-clad house.  The reverse tells us it is 

one of ‘Gratton’s series, Matlock Street, Bakewell and Ashford’.  The 

franked green halfpenny stamp bearing the head of Edward VII reads 

‘Bakewell, 8 pm, Aug 20, [19]08’.  A Mrs Backhouse of Walkley, 

Sheffield was the recipient and the message from ‘M’ reads: 
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We have bought this card this afternoon. No doubt you will know someone 

on it.  They were taken in front of (the late) Mr. Buchan’s house on 

Coombs Rd.  Mr. Tom Alsop lives there now.  Fred has gone to Baslow 

tonight with the band. 

              The instrumentalists must be members of Bakewell Band though it is 

almost impossible to identify anyone now.  The card was quite up to date, 

according to the correspondent, and must have been printed about 1907.  

It is among the earliest pictures we possess of the Bakewell Band and 

indicates how large it was at that time. 

              Gratton’s shop in Matlock Street became well known for its postcards.  

Our Museum’s collection contains a picture of the shop displaying a 

number of postcards in the window.  The business was established in the 

1840s by James Gratton who was born in Edensor in 1820.  The 1851 

census describes him as a printer and bookseller and in 1871 he was still 

in Matlock Street, listed as a bookseller and stationer with his nineteen 

year old son Benjamin as his apprentice.  Benjamin succeeded his father 

and is described as a printer and stamp seller in 1881, and in 1891 as a 

printer and photographer.  He may well have taken this photograph of 

Bakewell Band at Woodbine Cottage in Coombs Road. 

      The correspondent is right in associating this house with the Buchan 

family.  In 1861 it was occupied by George Buchan, a thirty five year old 

wood agent from Scotland.  He was still living there with his family in 

1891 when the census describes him as ‘forester to the Duke’[of Rutland]. 

Presumably he had died by the time this photograph was taken because 

Thomas Allsop, a mason and builder from Castle Street, occupied 

Woodbine Cottage.  He built Bakewell Post Office in 1894 and is 

photographed in front of the building as it neared completion.  (See the 

copy in our Museum collection). 
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               2. A painting of the cottages in South Church Street 

 

         This interesting postcard is reproduced on the cover of this Journal.  It is 

signed in the bottom left corner by one ‘Gilette’ and is one of a series 

entitled ‘Picturesque Derbyshire’.  This series in turn was among the  
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‘Picturesque Counties’ published by ‘Raphael Tuck and Sons, art 

publisher to their Majesties the King and Queen’.  The card is dated by 

the correspondent ‘Ap.27/15’, though the patronage refers to the pre 1911 

reigns of King Edward VII and Queen Alexandra. 

      This rather good ‘chocolate box’ view depicts thatch on the lower 

cottages where tradition has it that the school founded by Lady Grace 

Manners in 1636 was first established. 

     Our collection in the Museum contains an earlier photograph of the  

cottages in which the uppermost also has a thatched roof. 

 

 

 
 

3. All Saints Church from the south east. 

  

         Published by the Artistic Publishing Company, 2, Bury Court, St Mary 

Axe, London EC, this photograph is taken higher up South Church Street 

and shows the chimney of the top cottage in the bottom right corner.  It is 

of a similar date to the previous card and also reveals the mature trees that 

then graced the churchyard. 
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                                   4.   Bakewell Church. 

 

 Harvey Barton and son of Bristol produced this ‘real photograph’ around 

the middle of the 19th  century.  It was taken from the gate into the 

vicarage field on Yeld  Road, a popular vantage point for photographers 

and artists including the great J.W.M. Turner.
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Settlement examination of Elizabeth Rawson (here spelt Rowson).
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POOR LAW POLICY IN BAKEWELL BEFORE 1834 

 

Peter Barker 

 

     This article attempts to explain the main provisions and nature of relief 

to the poor in the period before the formation of Poor Law Unions and the 

construction of workhouses consequent upon the Poor Law Amendment 

Act of 1834.  Bakewell parish records are used to exemplify the ways in 

which national policy affected local people. 

 

National Poor Law Policy Before 1834 

     The decay of the manorial system from the early 14th century freed 

from serfdom a large body of labour previously tied to the unit of 

economic and social organisation that was the manor. In 1348 the Black 

Death visited and reduced the English population by more than one third.  

This visitation accelerated the decline of the manor and serfdom, forcing 

lords to attract labour by offering money wages rather than land holdings 

in exchange for labour services.  Labour became increasingly mobile, but 

the safety net of the manor had been removed. 

     An important consequence of these developments was an increase in 

poverty and vagrancy.  The potential for unrest and disorder, occasioned 

by the growth of the mobile poor at a time when there was no standing 

army and minimal policing, was met by the passing of a series of acts.  

The most important piece of legislation was the Act of 1601 which laid 

responsibility for the poor firmly with the parish.  The act required 

parishes to provide work and materials for the unemployed, to facilitate 

the apprenticing of poor children so that they might be educated in a trade 

and, importantly, to relieve the deserving poor.  Those identified as the 

undeserving poor, ‘sturdy beggars’ or vagrants, were subject to whippings 

and expulsion from parishes. Itinerants, tricksters and entertainers were 

viewed with particular suspicion and harshly treated.  Bakewell parish 

records report that in 1634 Anthony Wright ‘a sturdie beggar taken in the 

township of Bakewell, also Roger Kinge, John Hardie, all whipped and 



Poor Law Policy in Bakewell before 1834 

 74 

sent awaie according to law’.  The Overseers’ accounts itemise 1/10d 

‘spent in removing ye Dancing Master’ from the parish. 

     The parish was the unit of social, religious and administrative control. 

Very large parishes, such as Bakewell, operated systems based on 

constituent townships to make the process more manageable.  Each Easter 

the parish, or township, was required to elect two Overseers of the Poor 

to administer the machinery of the Poor Law.  In practice these unpaid 

officials generally put more effort into providing ‘outdoor relief’ to the 

deserving poor and lubricating the passage of vagrants out of the parish 

with small cash payments rather than organising raw materials and work 

programmes.  The Overseers were empowered not only to spend money 

on relief, but also to levy rates on parishioners sufficient to finance 

expenditure. 

     With the development of trade and its stimulus to mobility in the 17th 

century, parishes became under an increasing financial burden and 

defining the limits of their responsibilities became more necessary.  To 

this end the Act of Settlements of 1662 gave the Overseers of the Poor, 

with the agreement of two Justices of the Peace, the right to remove any 

‘person or persons coming to settle … in any Tenement under the yearly 

value of Ten Pounds’ if they judged that the settlers were ‘likely to be 

chargeable to the Parish’.  Given the importance attached to legal 

settlement which defined both the legal responsibilities of the parish and 

the eligibility of individuals to support, it became imperative to specify 

more precisely the criteria for establishing settlement.  An Act of 1693 

elaborated the requirements which were:- 

- Settlement conferred by the parish of birth providing the parents 

were legally settled. 

- Renting property valued at £10 per annum or more. 

- Employment for a continuous calendar year (i.e. 52 weeks 

unbroken) in the place of a legally settled employer. 

- A completed apprenticeship (usually 7 years) with a settled 

employer. 

- Election to a parish office. 

- Women on marriage took the settlement of their husband. 
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     These requirements placed major obstacles to the gaining of 

settlement.  The £10 rental provision was very high. A substantial house 

like Catcliffe House (King Street, Bakewell) was only valued at £12 p.a. 

as late as 1805.  Bath House was valued at only £5 p.a. at the same date.  

Few migrants would meet this property requirement for settlement. 

Arkwright cottages were in the range £1.16s to £3.00 p.a. depending on 

size.   

     Farm servants and general labourers were often hired on a 51 week 

labour contract thus denying settlement.  The rationale of the strict criteria 

was to minimise the exposure of the parish to possible financial claims 

should migrants gain settlement and require relief. In the language of the 

time, the aim was to ‘save the parish harm’. 

     In some respects legal settlement performed some of the functions of 

a passport and National Insurance number.  In particular, for individuals, 

it conferred ‘belonging’ and eligibility to a minimum level of social 

support.  To parishioners it identified the limit of their obligation to 

support the poor.  This parish-based system operated throughout England 

until the 1834 Poor Law Amendment Act provided for the formation of 

area-based Poor Law Unions and the construction of workhouses. 

 

Poor Relief and Settlement in Bakewell 

     For those who could demonstrate that they had legal settlement in 

Bakewell and therefore entitlement to support, parish relief was of two 

kinds.  Firstly, the Weekly Bill provided for payments to the old, widows 

and unmarried mothers and their children.  As an illustration, the Weekly 

Bill for the year beginning Easter 1809 lists 49 recipients.  Of these, 19 

were children and 8 were widows.  Many of the recipients were long term 

beneficiaries; 28 of the group had received weekly payments for a full 

year.  In many respects the Weekly Bill was analogous to Widows’ 

Pensions, Old Age Pensions and Child Allowances, albeit confined to the 

most vulnerable of the poor.  Payments to widows were generally in the 

range of 2/- to 2/6d per week.  Children usually received 2/- per week, but 

occasionally 2/6d.  To put the payments in context, a cotton mill spinner 

in 1809 would have received, on average, 6/6d per 72 hour week.  The 
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recipient group represented rather less than 5% of Bakewell’s 1809 

population.  Most were a long term charge on the parish, often a charge 

until death intervened. 

     The second group of relief recipients were those who received 

disbursements.  These were occasional rather than quasi-permanent 

payments and often met the expenses attendant to a family trauma.  Thus, 

in August 1809, we have £1-0-0 disbursed for Mary Ingleby’s ‘lying in’ 

expenses, followed two weeks later by 6/10½d for her child’s funeral 

expenses.  A little later the bill is paid for the same child’s coffin at 4/6d. 

That most of these recipients were near destitute is attested by entries 

paying for shoe repairs, items of clothing, medicines and coal.  Some 

entries show parish payment for tobacco and occasionally wine, usually 

for old men. 

     For the year 1809 (i.e. Easter 1808 to Easter 1809) the annual cost for 

the parish of poor relief was as follows- 

          

Expenditure 

Weekly Bill     £260 –   9 – 6 

Disbursements     £330 –   1 - 5½ 

Other expenses    £  12 – 11 – 7 

                                                            £603 –   2 – 6½d 

Revenue 

            5 assessments p.a. each £113-12-7      £568 –   2 – 11 

            Total received allowances                   £656 –   3 -   3½d 

      

In round figures the £600 expended by the parish on its poor equates to 

approximately £32,000 at current values, allowing for changes in retail 

prices.  This burden was imposed on less than half the households of 

Bakewell deemed well off enough to pay rates.  So about 130 households 

paid the equivalent today of about £250 p.a. per household in support of 

the pauper class.   

     These recipients were ‘the poorest of the poor’.  In parallel to the parish 

relief, private charities co-existed such as John Archer’s payments of 

oatmeal and the duke of Rutland’s payments to ‘objects of charity’.  The 
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lists of people receiving help from these sources suggest that 60% of 

Bakewell’s population were sufficiently needy to publicly accept charity. 

     Though not strictly items of poor relief, apprenticeship fees were often 

paid by the parish for social support rather than narrowly defined 

occupational training.  Most apprenticeships locally were for training in 

masonry, shoemaking and metal or wood working, but some seem to have 

been primarily set up with a charitable purpose.  Thus, in 1774, apprentice 

fees were paid to Jesse Roe ‘by ye Order of ye Vicar, Churchwardens and 

Overseers of the Poor having taught Abraham Berrisford and William 

Hambleton two blind Boys belonging to Bakewell to play on the Violin – 

£2 - 2s - 0d’. 

     Settlement qualification was not intended to stifle mobility between 

towns and villages.  Individuals and families could move and legally 

relocate as long as their legal place of settlement was willing to issue a 

settlement certificate.  These certificates were in effect promises that any 

expenses incurred by the receiving parish would be met by the parish 

acknowledging the migrant’s legal settlement.  Transfers of money were 

made over considerable distances in fulfilment of these promises.  For 

example, in 1810, a sum of £6-0-0 was remitted to William Heyward of 

Manchester (Overseer) to support ‘John Hancock a poor man residing 

there belonging to Bakewell’. 

     The potential for migration to burden the ratepayers ensured that the 

parish officers did not allow certification to become ‘a dead letter’.  Thus 

in June 1785 the Churchwardens and Overseers of Bakewell instructed 

‘that all families that does not belong to the Town bring certificates or be 

removed’.   

     By 1798 the poor economic climate and consequent escalation of poor 

relief caused Bakewell’s gentlefolk to complain that the Poor Rate 

Assessment was ‘injurious to their interests’. 

      

Attitudes to Relief 

     The parish records provide many instances showing that for those 

deemed settled there was perhaps a surprising degree of compassion.  

Often the record indicates that the parish recognised that generosity 
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should be afforded to those known to have been industrious and self-

supporting until misfortune fell upon them.  In 1805, the Bakewell 

Overseers provided £1 to Thomas Rook ‘who never burdened this Town 

lying in a bad state of health’.  Similarly, in 1815 the Trustees of Charities 

paid 16/9d to John Tissington ‘to enable him to pay rent labouring at this 

Time under a broken collar bone and various infirmities and thereby 

rendered incapable of work, being an industrious Man, deserving 

Encouragement’. 

     If the parochial hand of kindness reached out to the worthy but 

incapacitated, it hardly reached two of the most vulnerable groups.  

Single, pregnant girls were a particular threat to parish finances.  For girls 

who could prove Bakewell settlement, the parish was obliged to provide 

payments for the expenses of confinement and, more importantly, 

payments for the upkeep of illegitimate offspring until the child could be 

apprenticed out. Where the expectant mother’s settlement was outside of 

Bakewell, the usual procedure was for Bakewell Overseers to obtain an 

acknowledgement from the township of legal settlement that they would 

either pay the maintenance of the mother and child or receive them back. 

An example dated August 1784 is of Matlock acknowledging the 

settlement of Elizabeth Rawson (widow of Anthony) and her children by 

him. (see p.72) Matlock also acknowledged ‘the child whereof she is now 

pregnant which is likely to be born a Bastard’.  In effect Elizabeth’s 

removal was given a stay of execution. The report of the Bakewell 

churchwardens states ‘Paid Rawsons daughter by order of Mr Twigge 

being late delivered of a Bastard child’,  but in October of that year the 

expenses include ‘For a journey to Matlock Overseers to get Rawson’s 

daughter removed from Bakewell - 4/-’.  When parental settlement could 

not be established, the illegitimate child threatened to become a long term 

financial burden to the parish.  In 1800 the Bakewell Overseers’ accounts 

list twelve illegitimate children in receipt of relief which totalled £29-13-

9d for the half year. In their attempt to avoid adding to the ratepayers’ 

burden, parish officials interrogated prospective unmarried mothers and 

required them to divulge the name of 
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the child’s father. The man was then vigorously pursued and issued with 

a filiation order which stipulated the weekly financial support required of 

him.  In 1804 the Vestry report recorded that ‘Hannah Heyward of 

Bakewell single woman has filiated a Child which is likely to be born a 

Bastard and chargeable to Bakewell and hath charged Benjamin 

Berrisford of Buxton with being the Father’.  Benjamin paid a surety of 

£5 to be set against his weekly payments. The parish expended 

considerable effort in catching up with putative fathers.  A successful 

identification and order against a father represented the least cost solution 

to ratepayers.  The prospect of paying for years equally made some men 

take evasive action.  An entry in the parish accounts for February 1804 

reads ‘John Milward to pay 1/6d per week’ followed by the comment 

‘Runaway owes one pound’. The escape from responsibility did not 

succeed.  The 1808 disbursements allowed 2/- for a ‘warrant to apprehend 

John Milward’ and in April 1809 it is noted ‘a payment of 5/6d to the 

Darley Constable for apprehending J. Milward’. 

     The investigation of pregnant girls and the zeal with which paternity 

was established must have been a terrifying and often humiliating 

experience.  

     It is interesting that the pursuit of fathers and the laying of financial 

responsibility were not confined to the lower orders.  The parish records 

show that John Barker, the most prominent man in Bakewell at the end of 

the 18th century, Humphrey Winchester, a lead merchant and one time 

resident of Holme Hall, and William Gardom, partner in Calver Mill, were 

all presented with a bill for fathering illegitimate offspring. 

     The second group vulnerable to the requirements of settlement and the 

threat of removal were young parents, with the prospect of burgeoning 

families, whose backgrounds and origins were obscure.  Many people 

would have no written record as evidence of settlement; many would have 

little idea of their origins.  Given life expectancy of less than 40 years, a 

young couple might well have no surviving parents or senior relatives to 

provide a link to their past.  Below is the transcript of the Settlement 

Examination of a young man which exemplifies the bewilderment and 

uncertainty many must have felt when confronted by the justices. 
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    ‘The examination of Richard Gordon Chimney Sweeper taken upon 

oath before us two of his Majesty’s Justices of the Peace for the said 

County [i.e. of Derby] the 11th day of December 1794 concerning his 

settlement… 

     Who saith that he is about twenty years of Age.  That he believes that 

he was born in some part of London, but has no knowledge what his 

parents were.  That when he was very young he believes that he was put 

an Apprentice to a Chimney Sweeper, but does not remember his master’s 

name.  That when he was about nine years of age he ran away from his 

apprenticeship on account of his Master’s ill usage of him; 

     That from that time he rambled about from place to place as Chimney 

Sweeper for several years.  That between two and three years ago he went 

to Ashbourne in the said County where he was hired with John Moor 

chimney sweeper for six months and duly served the same.   

     That he was then hired by the said John Moor for three years for the 

wages of two guineas a year and his maintenance and clothing.  That he 

duly served his said master one year of the said time and received his 

wages as agreed upon. 

     That he continued a short time of the second year in the same service, 

when his said Master died, and soon afterwards he entered upon and 

rented the house of his late master at Ashbourne aforesaid for which he 

has agreed to pay four guineas a year and which he now occupies and 

carries on the business of a chimney sweeper and this present 11th day of 

December he was married at Bakewell in the said County and further 

saith not. 

               Before    John Barker     R Wright  

 

     Richard Gordon married Sarah of Bakewell on 11th December 1794.  

His examination was probably prompted by the marriage which would 

draw attention to the last place of domicile, Ashbourne.  He escaped 

removal having children baptised at Bakewell – Richard in 1798 and 

William in 1799.  He would not have obtained settlement through 

marriage.  His examination was dated December 1794 and in 1795 the law 

changed.  Prior to 1795 it was sufficient for it to be likely that the subject 
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would become a charge on the parish to warrant expulsion.  In 1795 

removal required actual charge on the parish.  There is no record of 

Richard and his family receiving relief so it is likely he remained 

unmolested.  There are no Gordon deaths recorded at Bakewell so 

probably the family migrated. 

 

The End of Settlement and Removal 

     The escalating financial burden of providing outdoor relief in the form 

of the Weekly Bill and Disbursements at both a local and national level 

culminated in the introduction of a new poor law system.  This was 

articulated in the Poor Law Amendment Act of 1834.  In brief, this Act 

provided for the formation of Unions of parishes and townships which 

established workhouses.  The new policy was to reduce greatly outdoor 

relief and to apply the principle of less eligibility.  Fundamentally this 

provided for care in workhouses which were to be run on lines which 

would discourage all but the most needy from throwing themselves on the 

parish.  Hence the regime separated husbands and wives, children from 

parents and greatly restricted individual liberty. 

 

Contemporary Resonances 

     Some of the welfare issues relating to 18th and 19th century social 

policy have a contemporary relevance.  With the softening of attitudes in 

the late 18th century and the growth of outdoor relief, debate concerned 

such issues as - 

   -  What defines a person as being of the ‘deserving poor’? 

   -  Were the poor authors of their own problems by settling for welfare     

       payments or demanding too high a level of wages? 

   -  Did welfare provision remove the incentive to work and to support    

      dependent relatives?  In 1833 Alexis de Toqueville visited England.    

      He marvelled at its wealth and opulence that lay side by side with  

      great numbers of paupers.  In contrast he claimed that poor countries  

      had few paupers but many poor working people.  Toqueville    

      explained the paradox succinctly - ‘By guaranteeing to all the means   

      of subsistence as a legal right, England had relieved the poor of the   
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      obligation to work.’ 

   -  Were migrants generally a drain on local resources or did they    

       fill employment gaps that locals were unwilling to fill? 

   -  Can ‘repatriation’ (removal) be morally justified? 

These and many more questions are issues of current discussion.  In some 

respects the concerns of a couple of centuries ago are still central to 

contemporary social policy debates. 

     By the 1820s the weight of financial provision for the poor was such 

as to harden official attitudes leading to the 1834 Act and the ‘workhouse 

era’. 
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ARTHUR CORBRIDGE   1890 – 1963 

 

John Corbridge 

 

     In the last edition of this Journal a photograph was published showing 

Charles Woodiwiss of Bakewell with four other young men from the town 

as recruits to the Sherwood Foresters in 1914.  Apart from Charles in the 

centre none of the others was identifiable. 

     Then, John Corbridge, a member of our Society recognised the 

photograph, a copy of which has been kept in his own family, and 

identified his grandfather, Arthur Corbridge, seated at the front left.  He 

kindly provided the following information about him.    

 

      
 

     Arthur Corbridge was born in Sheffield in 1890.  The family moved to 

Bakewell when Arthur was a toddler and took up residence in a cottage at 

the junction of Bath Street and the A6.  The cottage was demolished in the 
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mid 20th century and the area is now a lawn by the side of the A6.  His 

father made his living as a painter and decorator. 

     At the outbreak of war Arthur at 24 was already a married man with a 

growing family. He volunteered for war service and joined the Sherwood 

Foresters.  During his time in France he served as a blacksmith where he 

tended to the ill-assorted collection of animals which had been shipped 

abroad. 

     Returning to Bakewell at the end of hostilities, he worked at Holme 

Bank quarry until it closed and then at the D.P. Battery until his retirement. 
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Aims of the Society 

 

        The Bakewell & District Historical Society conserves the Old House and 

provides education to the visiting public by enhancing the museum 

contained therein.  The Society seeks out and records aspects of historical 

interest, especially in the Bakewell area, in order that they may be 

preserved for the benefit of posterity. 

 

        To this end it publishes an annual journal and occasional books and papers.  

A programme of talks and visits is provided for the continuing education 

of Society members. 

 

Membership of the Society 

 

         Membership of the Society, for which the annual subscription is £9 (£12 

for two people at the same address) permits the Member to take part in all 

of the Society’s activities, including attendance at lectures, outings and 

social functions.  In addition, it permits free admittance to the Old House 

Museum, including its library, during the season it is open to the public.  

Student membership is encouraged, for which the annual subscription is 

£4.50. 

        A complimentary copy of the annual journal is sent to each member 

(one copy per address).  Further copies may be purchased at a cost of 

£4.50. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 


