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PROGRAMME
2012
Thur 22 Mar

Talk on the Paintings at Haddon Hall by Marie Bowdler.

Wed 28 Mar

Pre-opening Coffee Morning from 10.30 at the Museum.

Wed 25 Apr

Tudor Food & Drink (with samples) by Mark Dawson.

Wed 23 May

Talk on the restoration of Calver Weir by Nick Quaife.
(Joint with Civic Society)
Salmon & Strawberries, 7.30pm at the Museum.

Sat 30 June
Wed 4 July

Visit restoration of Bugsworth canal complex and the
Macclesfield Silk Mills (Joint with Civic Society) Coach
leaving Bakewell TIC at 9am £10 each.

Wed 19 Sep

Wed 24 Oct

Visit the restoration of Calver Weir and nature reserve
(joint with Civic Society) Meet Nick Quaife, Project
Officer, by the weir at 2.30.
A warden's view of Haddon Hall by Mandy Coates

Wed 7 Nov

End of season party. 5 till 7pm at the Museum.

Mon 26 Nov

Christmas lunch at Hassop Hall, 12 for 12.30.

Wed 28 Nov

Lady Arbella Stuart - the Queen that never was. David
Templeman's Literary festival talk.

Wed 23 Jan

2013
Local archaeological discoveries by Jim Brightman

Wed 27 Feb

AGM

All talks are at the Friends Meeting House at 7.30pm. Non-members are
welcome. There is a charge of £2. Charge does not apply to Civic Society
members where the event is joint with the Civic Society.
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Bakewell Cross in the 19th century
4

THE CHAIRMAN’S REPORT
Jan Stetka
We have another Heritage Lottery Fund project! So I will report on
this first, then museum operations and finally other Society activities.
Viking Age Sculpture Project
In last year’s report, I set out a five year plan for rescuing the Viking Age
sculpture at Bakewell’s parish church.
1. Discuss our plan with English Heritage and HLF and submit a
grant application
2. Carry out archaeology at the present sculpture sites and possible
past sites
3. Agree a conservation plan with the church and planning
authorities
4. Create a permanent heritage exhibition at the church
5. Market nationally to attract visitor numbers similar to the
museum
The motivation behind the project was well stated by Professor
Richard Hodges in the mid 1980s.
‘The collection at Bakewell is of national significance and urgently needs
to be properly displayed in a coherent manner. The condition of these
valuable artistic and archaeological treasures extends from poor to
shamefully diabolical. If these were 18th or 19th century works of art we
might expect a public outcry; being a thousand years older and a good
deal rarer has meant, paradoxically, that their plight has passed almost
unnoticed. We believe that a coherent display of the fragments should
be made in the church after appropriate research and investigations
regarding their current position.’
Well, I am glad to say that we have helped the church to obtain a grant
from the HLF of £50,000 for research and archaeological investigation
of the current and possible past position of the sculpture. This will result
in a conservation plan. Then HLF is expecting a further grant application
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for a coherent display of the sculpture in the church. Our five year plan
is following Richard Hodges’ recommendations, albeit thirty years later.
When evaluating grant applications, HLF looks for a high degree of
community participation in the project. All of Bakewell’s junior and
senior schools have pledged that their pupils will help with archaeology
on the possible past site of the large cross. Head teachers sent letters
stating, for example:
‘We are looking to plan a more topic based approach to our teaching and
would welcome the opportunity to provide the children with this first
hand experience of their local area on which to base subjects such as
history, writing, geography, maths, science and art.’
Bakewell’s U3A (University of the 3rd Age) has formed subgroups to:
a) Record all 30 pieces of sculpture by drawing and formal description
b) Research historic maps relating to the cross’s possible past position
c) Prepare a large ‘sock’ to protect the large cross during winter 2011/12
Last winter a temporary roof was erected over the large cross shaft by
the Historical Society. We also made a ‘sock’ for the smaller cross shaft
from a material which allows air, but not rain, to pass through. Both
methods stopped the shafts from getting wet and hence cracks developing
through freeze-thaw. However, the ‘sock’ method cut out light which
caused existing algae to retreat naturally. When the ‘sock’ was taken off
the cross shaft looked better than ever in living memory.
The application was also supported by the Community Interest Group,
on behalf of Bakewell’s volunteer organisations. The effect of a national
exhibition in the church should be to reduce congestion in the town
centre, dispersing visitors to the church, museum and wider historic
valley.
For our guidance, we have formed an expert panel of three specialists:
1. Professor Emeritus Rosemary Cramp, general editor of the
Corpus of Anglo-Saxon Sculpture, who considers that ‘Bakewell
is a key site for Mercian sculpture with the finest examples of the
group’.
2. Professor Richard Bailey who has written widely on this form of
medieval art and ‘wants to encourage a greater understanding of
this astonishing part of the community’s heritage’.
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3. Dr Phil Sidebottom who is currently writing the Derbyshire
Corpus of Anglo-Saxon Sculpture and has provided photographs
of the many pieces which have gone missing whilst in Bakewell’s
care.
We will provide information in the Society’s newsletter on the plans
for community archaeology as I hope many members will wish to
participate. Participants on the Fin Cop dig were aged 8 to 80 years old.
Museum Operations
National inflation now exceeds 5% and is ~8%pa for retired folk; so
many of our visitors will have a reduced disposable income in real terms.
It is more common for people to walk up the hill and decide not to visit
when they realise that there is a charge. Thus in spring 2011 our income
was ~15% behind that in 2010. At the same time our manager, Anita,
said that she wanted to work more days for us. We reviewed our costs
and decided that we could afford to pay Anita 4days per week.
Anita is very effective at turning enquiries for group visits into
bookings, often for buffet catering and guided tours yielding £10 per
person rather than the entrance fee of £3. Thus by summer she had
reduced the shortfall in income to 10% and by autumn to 5% compared
with 2010. As I write this report in late October, it looks as though this
year’s income could equal that for 2010, for we now have group visits
booked for November and Christmas opening arranged for December.
This is a remarkable turnaround compared with the beginning of the year.
The 2010 museum income was a record £27,800 and you the reader, will
be able to see whether we equalled it in 2011 from the enclosed accounts.
The increased number of catered, guided group visits has meant more
work for our volunteers. I would like to thank Jan Hambleton and her
team who provide catering and Jane Martin and her team who provide
school visit activities. I would also like to thank John Cooper whose
background at DP Batteries has made him an informative guide and an
excellent maintainer of our industrial gallery.
Nationally, it seems that we must prepare for a stagnating economy
and externally imposed inflation for several years; for the areas from
which we import have increasing wages and material costs. Like other
businesses, we have to reflect rising costs in rising prices but we are
limiting our price increases to 50p per person. In 2012 the admission
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price for children will be £2 and that for adults £3.50. However, to help
families, we will introduce a family ticket of £10 for 2 adults and 2 or 3
children. A business opportunity has arisen to extend the museum to a
site in the centre of town. Whereas the Old House is good at interpreting
Tudor and Georgian history, the new site would interpret Bakewell
around the war years and hopefully encourage more visitors to go to the
Old House.
Other Society Activities
Our coach trip this year was to the historic areas of Derby. The first
stop was Darley Abbey, now a conservation area village. Darley Abbey
was once the richest priory in Derbyshire but almost all of it was
dismantled at the dissolution of the monasteries. However our guide had
arranged a private viewing of an original appendage to the abbey, now
the Darley Abbey pub. The beamed ceiling, of Queen-strut type, and the
mullion & transom windows with plate tracery heads certainly looked the
part. Another out-lying building had been converted into private houses.

In spite of archaeological investigation, it has never been possible to
locate the site of the abbey and cloisters. Our guide raised the possibility
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that cottages of the village forming a square with central garden might
have been built on the foundations of the cloisters. Apparently ancient
burials in lead coffins have been found in the foundations of the cottages.

Our excellent guide in front of a square of Darley Abbey cottages,
possibly on the foundations of the Abbey cloisters.

Our guide then took us on a tour of Derby’s historic buildings by
coach. He was able to point out to the coach driver nearby stopping
places and able to point out to us the historic features of each building.
This is certainly the way to do it when the buildings are dispersed. The
turnout of 20 members did not cover the cost of the coach, but their
membership subscriptions did, so we will continue to offer an annual
coach trip.
For the afternoon, we were provided with maps and suggested venues
by the guide. I was particularly interested in the spacing of buildings on
Derby’s older streets. They were each one perch wide which suggests
that they had been placed on Derby’s medieval strips. At the end of such
rows were old alley ways which Derby museum said were probably the
boundaries of the original Viking burh.
9

Bakewell from Castle Hill
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PHOTOGRAPHS OF BAKEWELL AND DISTRICT
Trevor Brighton
The following six images were given to the Old House Museum by
Richard Bradshaw of Bakewell. They are an interesting addition to our
collections.

1. Bakewell from Castle Hill.
A number of late 19th century views of the town were photographed
from this high vantage point. Usually they focussed on The Square
and the Rutland Arms as a central feature with the church in the
background and the bridge and market place in the foreground.
This view concentrates on the north side of the town with the river
and the back of Castle Street in the foreground. The view extends to
the church and Archdeacon Balston’s newly built vicarage is clearly
visible on the left. To the right of the church Cunningham Place is
still one of the last buildings on the west side. Beyond, the horizon
is taken up with fields and trees towards Over Haddon and Monyash.
The development of The Yeld, Moorhall and Lady Manners School
has not yet begun.
At the bottom right the Commercial Hotel (the Castle Inn) is visible
at the junction of Castle Street and Bridge Street, the latter leading to
the Square where the Rotherham and Sheffield Bank and part of the
Rutland Arms are visible. The new Town Hall has not yet been
erected.
When was this photograph taken? The dates of two of the principal
buildings in the town enables us to arrive at an approximate answer.
The vicarage which is in the photograph was completed in 1869; the
Town Hall which was completed and opened in 1890 is not. The
view was taken between those dates and would seem to be just after
the former. A serpentine carriage road can be seen in the vicarage
grounds which leads us to consider the second photograph.
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2. Bakewell church from Yeld Road.

This winter view of the church through the leafless churchyard trees
clearly shows William Flockton’s admirable ‘stitched in’ Newark,
octagon and spire between the nave and the chancel. The vantage
point near the field gate on Yeld Road has been used a number of
times before the invention of photography. Turner drew the church
from here, Petit painted it in oils and Morrison made a lithograph of
the church, a copy of which is in our Museum.
What is more interesting in this photograph is the layout of
archdeacon Balston’s vicarage grounds. The vicarage itself is out of
the picture on the left so we can see the newly laid out lawns and
beds. These are in their infancy as are the boundaries with planted
evergreens. The large greenhouse is in the garden of The Gatehouse
on South Church Street. The house opposite the church’s south porch
appears to be grass thatched, as was a number of cottages in the town.
The winding road in the bottom right of the photograph is the
carriage drive within the grounds; it enters by the gates at the junction
of Yeld Road and Monyash Road, passes the front door of the
vicarage, descends to the coach house, seen in the photograph, and
12

carries on to South Church Street. The iron park paling is partially
visible, separating the meadow to the right.
The development is difficult to align with Milner’s proposed
landscape for the archdeacon. This photograph was taken about the
year the vicarage was completed in 1869 or very soon after.
Our Museum also possesses a photograph of this same view taken
between ten and twenty years later. The trees are in leaf and block
some of the detail in the earlier view, but it illustrates how the
vicarage grounds had developed by the end of the century.
3. A train from London
The next two photographs concern the Midland Railway.
in Bakewell. The first is a postcard with the caption ‘The LMS St.
Pancras to Manchester express nearing Bakewell, Derbyshire’. The
train of seven carriages has just left Coombs Viaduct; Wicksop Wood
is in the background. The photograph was probably taken in the
1930s.

The LMS St. Pancras to Manchester express nearing Bakewell, Derbyshire.
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4. Bakewell Station

The other picture is a rare image of both platforms of the Midland Station,
with two unidentified staff, one of whom holds a shunting pole. The
bridge which links the two platforms is approached by a flight of steps
and the six cantilevered canopies on each side display their cast iron and
glass construction of the 1860s and their gas lamps. Typically, the wall
outside the waiting room on the south-bound platform is like a gallery of
timetables, travel posters and advertisements. This rare view probably
belongs to the late 1920s.
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5. Up the Chimney
We do not know who the grandmother, mother and young daughter
are in this photograph. There is little to help identify the location.
However, Richard Bradshaw has identified it as the cottage in Up the
Chimney on Bagshawe Hill where the late Bert Broomhead and his
family lived.
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6. Death of an elephant

The last photograph concerns a dead elephant from Lord John
Sanger’s circus which was shot after going berserk in Bakewell on
25th May, 1905. There are many variations in the accounts of the
incident, which is the subject of an exhibition in the Old House
Museum and an article in the 2004 Journal. The following brief
account is probably close to the truth, using information from
Pauline Ambrey.
It was not unusual for circus elephants to give trouble. There was a
stampede of elephants in Chesterfield. George Lockhart Senior, who was
at that stampede, was killed at a later stampede at Walthamstow in 1904.
‘Phillis’, pictured here, had a bad record having killed a keeper some
years earlier and injured attendants. But, claiming that he had quietened
down, he had been brought into the act. He had recently refused to come
out of the river at Matlock after being taken down from Bateman’s Park
to drink. It was said that the reason for being difficult was that he did not
want to leave one of the female elephants.
At the end of his act, he habitually went round the circus ring taking
sweets and fruit from people’s hands much to the delight of the audience.
Anything that was not to his fancy he blew back at the giver with a blast
16

from his trunk. One night a boy in the audience offered the elephant
some sticky toffee from his pocket in which, unknown to him, was
embedded a sharp tack. The elephant, which had been morose and off
colour all day, took the toffee rather suspiciously, mumbled it about and
pricked the sensitive tip of its trunk on the nail, causing it to bellow with
rage. His mahout and attendants were unable to control him. He seized
one of the men and flung him to the ground and appeared to kneel on him
just for a moment. One or two attendants rushed to the point. All this
was accepted as part of an act until the animal grabbed one of the main
tent poles and began to shake the whole concern. As lamps swung crazily
to and fro, the large audience rose and made for the various exits or
slipped under the canvas walls. In the confusion people were flung to the
ground and trampled on, fortunately without serious injury.
Outside he became entangled with ropes which caused the animal to
become further enraged. Mr. George Sanger Cunningham, the keeper of
the menagerie, and another man, were badly injured and the aid of the
local police was sought. They called in a unit of the Sherwood Foresters
and Derbyshire Yeomanry. The animal was soon entrammelled with
ropes and shot. The firing party included Sgt. Major Sheppard of the
Sherwood Foresters (shown on the photograph) and some Derbyshire
Yeomanry who were camped on Calton at the time. Pauline Ambrey says
that her grandfather, Sgt. Farrier Joseph Howard, was one of the shooting
party, only the Yeomanry having good enough rifles.
Its body lay on the ground for several days while the authorities
wondered what to do. Eventually, a crane and horses were organised to
shift it to the town tip at Greenhills (beyond the last houses on the road
to Ashford). Drug and lifting tackle were supplied by Mr. Robert Smith
of the timber works. They attached ropes to the corpse in front of quite
a large crowd of interested local residents and, as the crane took the
strain, the gasses which had built up internally within the corpse were
forced out through its trunk and the corpse trumpeted. The crowd turned
and ran about half way across the field before they realised that it was
really dead and they stopped and, rather sheepishly, returned to watch the
rest of the operation.
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HERALDRY IN BAKEWELL I
THE MANNERS FAMILY
Trevor Brighton
Foreword
In the absence of colour in this Journal it is necessary to know the
Anglo-French terms for the tinctures that were used on mediaeval battle
shields. Bold symbols and bright colours were essential for followers to
identify their leaders in the heat of battle.
The tinctures consisted of
gules (gu) - red
azure (az) - blue
vert (vert) - green
sable (sa) - black
Two metals were also used:
or
(or) - gold or yellow
argent (ar) - silver or white
A number of furs were used of which the most common was
ermine (erm) the white winter coat of the stoat with its
black tail tips.
The term proper (ppr.) described any symbol, animate or inanimate,
depicted in its natural colours.
--Heraldry was not simply a colourful art, it was a genealogical record
of aristocratic and gentry families. Its occurrence on monuments and
buildings, in books and manuscripts, as well as on seals, make it the
oldest form of gothic design still in use today. It adorns every city, town
and village in Britain, whether on town halls, pubs and banks, country
houses and castles, or in churches and civic ceremonies. More prevalent
in the past than it is today, it still reflects the historical and contemporary
contributions of particular families and institutions to an areas’s
development. Such is the case with Bakewell whose fortunes from the
18

sixteenth to the early twentieth century were largely governed by the
Manners family as squires and knights and later earls and dukes of
Rutland.
They became lords of Bakewell in 1565 following the marriage of
John Manners, second son of Thomas, 1st earl of Rutland, to Dorothy,
younger daughter and co-heiress of Sir George Vernon of Haddon who
died in that year. Since then the Manners arms have been the most
prominent heraldic feature in Bakewell. Quite apart from John
Manners’s armorial display in his celebrated long gallery at Haddon Hall,
the family arms bedeck his tomb and that of his son, Sir George, in All
Saints church. Later the family crest was adopted by Lady Manners
School and appears on the Peacock Hotel in the Market Place. The
Manners shields are displayed around the outside of the old Market Hall
(now the Information centre) and on the old Town Hall (now a shop in
King Street). Their later ducal achievement stands over the entrance to
the Rutland Arms Hotel and above the door of the new Town Hall.
Long before they came to Bakewell the family rose to prominence
in the north of England. The name Manners sounds very English but it
appears in the variant forms of Maner, Mainer, Mesners as well as
Mainers in Normandy well before 1066. Whether any of the family
accompanied Duke William and fought at Hastings is not known and any
such early links with the present Manners family and that in Normandy
are speculative.
The family’s reputation was enhanced in the early fourteenth century
in Northumberland where Robert de Manners rendered loyal service to
Edward III in his war against the Scots. In 1342 he received a royal
licence to crenellate his border stronghold at Etal. In the ruins of the
castle at Etal today the early shield of the Manners family survives on the
gatehouse. It was a simple shield whose blazon was or a chief gules and
two bars azure.
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Figure 1. The arms of Manners (‘ancient’)

By the fifteenth century a crest is recorded as a bull’s head gules ducally
gorged and chained or.

Figure 2. The crest of Manners (‘ancient’)

The family’s fortunes steadily rose and in 1469 a later Sir Robert
Manners married the daughter and heiress of baron de Roos of Hamlake
(Helmsley) in Yorkshire. This profitable union brought, among other
possessions, the important, though ruinous, castle of Belvoir in
Leicestershire which became, and has remained, the principal seat of the
Manners family.
20

With the de Roos title also came the armorial bearings of gules 3
bougets (water skins or buckets) or. These arms, as we shall see, occur
in Bakewell as does the badge and crest of de Roos – a peacock proper.
As borne by the lords de Roos the bird was shown with its tail closed
resembling a turkey.

Figure 3. The peacock crest of de Roos (15thC)

Figure 4. Peacock crest on the monument of John, lord Roos
(d 1421) Bottesford church, Leicestershire
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The Manners family adopted the peacock crest and displayed the
bird with its tail fanned, or, as it was described armorially, in its pride
proper. It has remained as the Manners family crest ever since.

Figure 5. The ‘modern’ crest of Manners

The family continued loyal servants of the crown. Sir Robert’s son,
George, served Henry VIII in his French campaign in 1513 and was at
the battle of Thérouanne and the siege of Tournai. His son Thomas, 11th
lord de Roos, was ennobled by Henry VIII in 1525 as earl of Rutland.(1)
Thomas was granted an armorial augmentation of honour to replace the
chief gules on his shield. This was to acknowledge the ties of blood
linking Thomas as a great nephew of Edward IV and a direct descendant
of Edward III. The augmentation was derived from the royal Plantagenet
arms of Quarterly 1 and 4 Azure 3 fleurs de lys or (France)
2 and 3 Gules 3 lions passant guardant or (England)
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The new Manners coat of arms looked like this:-

Figure 6. The arms of Manners (‘modern’)
with royal augmentation, 1535.

These were the first Manners arms to appear in Haddon Hall and
Bakewell following the marriage of John Manners to Dorothy Vernon.
Heraldic law required that the paternal arms should be borne by sons,
each using a cadency mark to denote their order in the line of succession
to their father’s lands and titles. Thus John Manners used a small crescent
to denote he was the 1st earl’s second son. This sign is duly displayed on
his arms and peacock crest in the splendid long gallery he built at Haddon
Hall in the 1580s.
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Figure 7. Detail of the carved panelling in the long gallery of Haddon Hall.
Note the crescent on the arms and the crest.

His monument in Bakewell church, erected in 1608 in readiness for
his death (in 1611) also bears a crescent on his coat of sixteen quarters
which impales the Vernon coat of twelve.(2)
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Figure 8. The armorial quarterings on Sir John Manners’s tomb in the Newark
of Bakewell church.

Figure 9. Sketch key to figure 8.
Note the crescent for the second son.
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The families displayed in this show of armorial inheritance are also
emblazoned in the stained glass of the long gallery at Haddon.
The Manners quarters are:
1.
Manners
2.
Roos
3.
Espec
4.
Trusbut
5.
Beauchamp
6.
Warwick
7.
Berkeley
8.
Warine
9.
Gerrard
10.
Holland
11.
Tiptoft
12.
Charlton
13.
Badlesmere
14.
Vaux
15.
Todeni
16.
Albini
The Vernon quarters are:
1.
Vernon
2.
Avenel
3.
Duversal
4.
Camville
5.
Stackpole
6.
Pembridge
7.
Vernon of Harlaston
8.
Pype
9.
Tailboys
10.
Kyme
11.
Umphraville
12.
Baradon
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We need not blazon all these coats here and those of the Vernons
will be dealt with in a later article. However, the first four quarters of the
Manners coat appears on Bakewell’s Old Market Hall (now the tourist
information centre) in the Market Place. They appear as separate shields
on the blind dormers, or gables, on the Bridge Street side of the building.
From the east they are:
1. Roos : gules 3 water bougets argent
2. Espec : gules 3 catherine wheels argent
3. Trusbut: azure a catherine wheel or
4. Beauchamp: gules or fess between 6 crosses crosslet or
Though it is highly likely that Bakewell’s Market Hall was built by
Sir John Manners, the building was adapted and extended for other uses
in the late nineteenth century when the above four shields were added.
They were simply copied from Sir John’s monument in the church. The
south and east gables were decorated with the impaled arms of Manners
and Vernon signifying the marriage of Sir John and Dorothy. Whoever
designed these coats chose a tilting, or tournament, shield whose design
predates the marriage by over a century. The arms on the Market Hall
remained uncoloured until the 1970s when the present writer advised the
Peak Park Authority on their correct blazons. They are now in need of
repainting.

Figure 10. The arms of Roos, Espec, Trusbut,
Beauchamp and Manners impaling Vernon.
The old Market Hall, Bakewell.
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The east face of Bakewell’s Old Town Hall also bears the armorials
of Manners and Vernon. In 1602 John Manners adapted an old building
on the site, probably associated with the Guild of the Chantry of the Holy
Cross, to accommodate the Hospital of St. John for six poor men of the
parish. The upper floor of this building was to serve as Bakewell’s
first town hall. (3)

Figure 11. Vernon arms
on the old Town Hall, Bakewell.

In 1709 the building was replaced by the present, more commodious
building by the duke of Rutland. The six poor men were re-housed in a
row of six almshouses adjoining the Old Town Hall to the west. Having
housed in later years the parish vestry, the quarter sessions, the Working
Men’s Club, a fishmonger’s and other shops, the Old Town Hall was
bought in 1966 by Maurice Goldstone, an antiques dealer from Sheffield.
He was a romantic who strove to create a pseudo-mediaeval interior in
his home and double bow windowed shop in King Street with its
contrived courtyard to the rear. (4)
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Figure 12. Manners arms
on the old Town Hall, Bakewell

Having cleared the ground floor of his newly acquired Old Town
Hall he furnished it with refectory tables, coffin stools, forms and chairs
to simulate a manorial hall. On the south wall of the interior was erected
a bogus over mantel with heraldic shields which was painted by the late
Bert Broomhead of Bakewell.
It was to this local artist that Maurice Goldstone turned to give the
building some exterior heraldic panache. Bert also consulted the
monuments in the parish church and cast two armorial shields which he
painted and fixed on either side above the entrance.
In the parish church the monument of Sir George Manners is
opposite that of his father, Sir John. Facing Sir George kneels his wife
Grace Pierrepoint daughter of Sir Henry Pierrepoint. Although her
maiden arms appear only in the church she is still commemorated in
Bakewell for the school she founded there in 1636. In the early 20 th
century Lady Manners School adopted he Manners crest and motto pour y parvenir - which is borne on every pupil’s blazer. The school, in
turn, gave birth to the Peacock Players. They, too, espoused the peacock
29

in its pride, an apt title and symbol for the local thespians who, in
Shakespeare’s words, ‘strut and fret their hour upon the stage’.
The strutting peacock also appears in the Market Place on the inn of
that name and is seen on various hostelries where the Manners family
held land, from Rowsley to Owler Bar.
Also associated with Sir George Manners’ monument is a wooden
shield of the Plantagenet arms which hangs in the church. This was one
of many hereditary shields that decorated Sir George’s funeral carriage
on 1637 as it was drawn from Haddon Hall to the parish church. A sole
survivor of all that funereal pomp, it appropriately reminds us of the
family’s claim to royal blood from Edward IV and the source of the
augmentation granted to earl Thomas by Henry VIII, a century earlier. (5)

Figure 13. Funeral shield of the Plantagenet arms,
Bakewell church.

The earls of Rutland at Belvoir in the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries were not blessed with a smooth succession. (6) Earl George died
childless in 1641 and the total failure of the main line in the last three
generations threw the title back to the descendants of Sir John Manners
30

of Haddon. Thus his grandson John (1604-1679), son of Sir George and
Lady Grace, became 8th earl of Rutland in 1641 on the eve of the English
Civil War.
If the 8th Earl played an undistinguished part in Civil War, his son
John, the 9th earl (1638-1710), took a more prominent role in the
overthrow of James II in 1688. He raised Nottingham for William of
Orange and by sheltering James II’s protestant daughter, Anne, when she
fled from London, assured his family of royal favour.
Such loyalty was rewarded when Anne ascended the throne in 1702
by the elevation of John, the 9th earl (1638-1711), as duke of Rutland and
marquess of Granby. The duke’s new heraldic achievement retained the
shield with its royal augmentation. The peacock crest was further
dignified by standing it on an ermine trimmed cap of estate (or chapeau
de maintenance). Either side the shield were placed silver unicorns with
golden manes as supporters. The whole was crowned with a ducal
coronet of strawberry leaves. The Manners family had, according to their
French motto, ‘accomplished it’.
Following the departure from Haddon to Belvoir of the new duke in
1703 the links between Bakewell and the Manners family grew
increasingly tenuous and a century passed before the ducal insignia
graced the town. At the beginning of the nineteenth century the 5th duke
decided to reorganise the centre of Bakewell as a coaching and spa town
and revived the old Bath House, laid out The Square, pulled down the old
White Horse Inn and erected fine stables and in 1804 the Rutland Arms
Hotel. This was the accomplishment of John Henry Manners, 5 th duke of
Rutland (1778-1857). He had been created a Knight of the Garter in 1803
and White Watson, the town’s monumental sculptor, incorporated the
Garter strap around his shield over the new inn’s Tuscan portico.
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Figure 14. The ducal arms of Rutland.
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Figure 15. The achievement of John Henry Manners, K.G.,
by White Watson, Rutland Arms, Bakewell, 1804

The final ducal flourish in Bakewell is to be found on the new Town
Hall. This odd gothic pile was given to the town by Henry John Brinsley
Manners (1852-1925), 8th duke, who opened the building in 1890.
Supporting the oriel window above the entrance is carved a shield of the
Manners arms crowned with a strawberry leaved coronet.
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Figure 16. Arms and coronet of Henry John Brinsley Manners,
8th Duke of Rutland, Bakewell Town Hall, 1890.

In 1920 the 8th duke sold much of the Haddon estate, including his
holdings in Bakewell. His son, John Henry Montagu, the 9 th duke, had
famously restored Haddon Hall and took up residence there in 1927. His
second son, lord John Manners, also lived there and became the first
president of Bakewell and District Historical Society. Today the second
son of the 10th duke Lord Edward Manners lives at Haddon and is this
Society’s first patron.

Notes
1. The first creation of the title of Earl of Rutland was made by Richard
II in ennobling his cousin Edward in 1390.
2. There are inaccuracies in some of the quarterings dating from their
original carving in alabaster and the subsequent painting and repainting
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over the years. All the Vernon/Manners monuments are in need of
accurate restoration.
3. See T. Brighton, ‘The Almshouses of St. John’s Hospital, Bakewell,
1602-2008’. Bakewell and District Historical Society, 2008.
4. See T. Brighton & P. Strange, ‘Avenel Court and the adjacent
buildings in King Street, Bakewell’, JBDHS, no. 32, 2005.
5. T. Brighton, ‘The Plantagenet Arms in Bakewell Church’. JBDHS,
No. 29, 1978.
6. See L. Stone, Family and Fortunes: studies in aristocratic finance
in the 16th and 17th centuries. Chapter VI. ‘The Manners Earls of
Rutland, 1460-1660.’ Oxford, 1973.
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WARTIME WORK AT BAKELITE, DARLEY DALE
Ted Allsop
Ted Allsop from Cromford joined the Royal Signals Corps in Bakewell in
1939 at the outbreak of war. While in service he contracted meningitis
and was invalided out of the army. Having spent a long time in hospital,
where he met his future wife, he returned home to look for work. The
following notes are extracts from his memoirs written in 1998 at the age
of 80.
I was directed to attend interviews at various business premises in
the Matlock area. Fortunately, there was a place on offer at a factory in
Darley Dale operated by Bakelite.
Because of the heavy bombing of our great cities, an order had been
made that vulnerable industries should open factories faraway in the
country - in fact a dispersal order. Bakelite of Birmingham was such a
one. They were unique in producing a resin-like powder that, mixed with
various inert materials, could, under heat and pressure be moulded into
an enormous range of articles of which the telephone handset is probably
the best known. Also Bakelite fabricated, from a synthetic varnish and
cotton cloth or paper, panelling with great strength and insulation
properties, on which electrical circuits could be assembled
The staffing of the laboratory was cut to the absolute limit. Mr
Jackson, chief chemist, was on secondment from Birmingham; a
partially disabled, cheerfully efficient man. He was allowed just three
assistants, each to oversee the production operating round the clock from
Sunday morning to Saturday afternoon when necessary maintenance
could be put in hand. Of the three men one was a red-haired, aggressive
man who had lost a leg at Dunkirk. Another was a middle aged man with
limited use of his fingers, but somehow able to knock a tune out of a pub
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piano in return for free pints. Lastly, a man who had a little shop in
Matlock which he was struggling to keep going and was therefore
frequently absent. Once trained I was to take over his shift as his absences
from work were hard to cover.
We were dealing with dangerous and inflammable materials
delivered by the tankerload. Phenol, cresol, formaldehyde, industrial
methylated spirits - all had to be dip-sampled and subjected to a series
of tests which included specific gravity, viscosity, freezing point, etc. All
possible in a surprisingly short period of time as no load could be pumped
over to our storage vessels until a certificate was available.
The process we were superintending was the mixing of
formaldehyde with phenol which when heated formed a "gorm" which
gradually stiffened to form a solid. The process was carried out in "stills"
or "kettles", vessels totally enclosed in steamheated jackets maintained at
a high pressure. The largest was operated by Tom from the Birmingham
works whose motto was "I'm good I am", a man with great selfconfidence. He was in lodgings in Hooley Town, Darley Dale. The
smaller still was operated by Harry who also lived on Hooley estate.
Part of our work was inspecting paper and cotton cloth basic to the
production of the plastic board. This material was delivered in huge rolls,
several feet high. To take satisfactory samples, because the deliveries
frequently got dirty in transit, we had to unroll at least two complete laps.
A real perk was a large sheet of fine cotton cloth, unobtainable in the
shops, from which pillowcases or even a shirt might be fashioned. Some
of the rolls were of asbestos paper and cloth. We tested all for weight,
stitches to the inch and, where appropriate, pH values.
A great deal of the output of the works was Bakelite board. To this
end the rolls of paper or cloth were cut into long strips thirty six and fifty
four inches wide and passed through a dip tank of varnish produced in
the factory. Stoved in a heated oven the prepared sheet was now cut into
suitable lengths by guillotine. Small stacks of these sheets were built up
by women workers carefully calculated in number to give boards of
known thickness. These stacks were then heated under great pressure.
The newly pressed boards had rough edges and needed trimming at the
sawbench. These trimmings were much prized as firelighters. I took
very many home and the chimney smoke had a very distinctive smell.
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The newly built boards had to undergo tests. Thickness was most
important, the degree of tolerance surprisingly tight. Any work destined
for the Admiralty was supervised by one of their inspectors. Two further
tests; one for mechanical strength involved preparing a specimen of
carefully calculated width and thickness and then exerting an immense
stretching power on it until it finally snapped; another was to mount a
specimen between two small towers as in a bridge and exerting great
loading until the specimen snapped.
Perhaps the most intriguing was for insulation properties. A
specimen was floated on a pool of mercury some thirty inches in
diameter. A high voltage charge was generated producing suddenly a
small flash of lightning. This test was conducted in a steel-wired cage to
protect the operator. (With present safety measures no worker would be
permitted to handle quantities of mercury such as this in an open
atmosphere.) It was part of our work to clean the mercury. Fascinating
to be able to filter a metal, mercurying being liquid at normal
temperature, and then to carefully remove the dust that had settled on it
by wiping with a filter paper.
Life in the lab always tended to be light-hearted. On two or three
occasions someone produced a violent explosion - in very small
quantities I may add. By dissolving iodine crystals in ammonia, which
dried very quickly, ammonium iodide formed, so sensitive we were told,
it needed only a fly to stamp on it to blow itself to pieces. We were never
able to test this, but sprinkled on the floor it caused a deal of amusement.
Someone put some down on an iron manhole cover. One of the fitters
walked on it and convinced that the manhole carried an electric charge,
hopped up on to a bench until being rescued some considerable time later.
Occasionally the mix in the still would over react and go solid. This
would mean that the lid of the kettle would have to be lifted off when
cool and the frothy solid mess scraped and chipped out. This normally
took about three days meaning loss of production.
One Sunday morning I turned up for work as usual only to find water
pouring through the ceiling. Suspecting that the watertank was malfunctioning, I found a ladder, climbed up, stepped out on to the loft floor
and fell through in a cloud of dust! The 'floor' was only constructed from
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laths and cardboard! I hurt my foot and so was off work walking with a
stick in receipt of a little compensation for industrial accident.
Although the factory had an ambulance man, he was on 'days' so our
lab became the first port of call for small cuts and bruises; at least we had
plenty of clean water and disinfectant. The hours, particularly at night,
dragged so it was a welcome diversion when someone dropped in for
attention and perhaps lingered for a chat. Conversation was mostly of
domestic troubles, rationing of food and the blackout which was all
pervasive.
Since starting on shifts, my mother had insisted on cooking breakfast
for me when I was on the six o'clock start. I had to be up at 4.30am in
order to cycle the several miles from Cromford in all sorts of weather to
be in time to take over from the night man in an orderly manner.
One bonus of being on night shift - we could, on a clear night, see
the stars - no extraneous light to rob us of this wonder. Often we would
hear and see our bombers massing for yet another raid over Germany.
They passed as black silhouettes against the starry sky. One morning,
cycling home from the early shift a thunderous noise overtook me. The
sky was filled with huge bombers, many towing gliders. Long before it
was announced on the radio I knew I was witnessing a part of the great
invasion force which was crossing the Channel into France. This was the
beginning of the end, but that end was many months away then.
In December 1943 Ted married Anna Allworthy from Cambridge.

That first winter was a severe trial, boarding with my parents, no
bathroom, the lavatory outside in the back yard. The evening shift was
the worst for Anna, the total black-out, just one room with a fire and only
my folks for company until I came in at 10.30pm.
Happily by Easter, when we had wondered if ever we could have a
home of our own, a house came to rent in Matlock Bath. We were
deliriously happy with all the excitement of making a home. We literally
had nothing to put in it. Practically everything was bought second-hand.
As newly-weds we qualified for points to set up home, but the entire
allocation only allowed us to buy new a utility sideboard and a few grey
blankets !
For my wife and I time passed quickly enough, happy to be building
up our home. The Employment Exchange had been alerted to the fact that
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Anna was available for work. As she had been a St. John ambulance
nurse before we married, they sought to find something suitable. She
was to do duty at the old Florence Nightingale home at Lea (now a
nursing home). And so, as I was cycling towards Darley Dale, Anna was
cycling in the opposite direction.
At the end of the war our factory closed. I was offered work in
Birmingham, but such a move could not be contemplated. How could
we leave our home for an uncertain future in a huge bomb-damaged city?
It was with a degree of sadness that finally we left the factory. Everything
that was of value was packed into crates and all that remained was to
shake hands and call "cheerio mate".
Ted Allsop subsequently obtained employment with Enthovens of Darley
Dale as an industrial chemist where he remained until his retirement.
Note:
At the outbreak of WW2 Bakelite took over Johnson's cattle-feed mill at
Darley Dale. They produced materials for armaments, including
Mosquito aeroplanes. Most bomber and fighter aircraft had Bakelite
insulation and control panels.
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MORE LIGHT ON THE EARLY HISTORY
OF THE SOCIETY
George Challenger
INTRODUCTION
Recently some papers were received which throw light on the early
history of the Society and the saving of the Old House. They were kindly
sent by a couple who had collected them with other documents. Some are
marked with the stamp of John Marchant Brooks, the estate agent who
was one of the people who campaigned to save the Old House and
became the first chairman of the Bakewell and District Historical Society.
I use his initials JMB in the rest of this article.
As an appendix I have added a paper (now amended) which I wrote
following a visit to the office of the Society for the Protection of Ancient
Buildings (SPAB) in London in 2005 which sets these new papers in
context. See also the following Journal articles:
1989; The Story of the Old House Museum and the Formation of the
Bakewell and District Historical Society in 1954 by JMB;
1990; The Rescue of the Old House and the Founding of the Society in
1954 by George Challenger;
1998; More on How the Old House was Saved by Michael Brooke –
Taylor;
2003; The Early History of the Historical Society by E R Meeke;
2004; How the Parsonage House was Saved and the Historical Society
Formed by Michael Plant.
All papers on the history of the Old House and the early days of the
Historical Society, together with early photographs and plans, are to be
put on CDs for sale.
The extensive changes made to restore the building to its original
condition would probably be considered too drastic these days, at least
without fuller recording. The Arkwright conversion was considered as
‘modern’ and thus to be removed. If faced with the same situation now,
would we leave walls, staircases, kitchen ranges, etc., and repair the 6 th
cottage, all of which would prevent the full appreciation of the Tudor
building inside and out?
41

Illustrations accompanying this article fall into three groups. The first
four came with the ‘new’ papers:
1. A photograph of the parlour and solar presumably taken in 1954 by
JMB.
2. A plan of the 1860 conveyance from the Duke of Devonshire (who had
bought much of Arkwright’s property) to Edward Cunningham which
includes the five Hilltop Cottages and the land between them and Church
Lane (before the houses and the Parish Rooms - now School House were built on what had been gardens).
3. A solicitor’s plan showing the part of the premises first given to the
Society divided into the four cottages: the 6th cottage, the parlour cottage
(including the porch), the parlour closet (buttery) cottage and the
houseplace (central) cottage. It also shows the two northern cottages
given later. It shows the four privies on the site of the new gallery.
4. A plan by Alan Reed, architect to the Society for the Protection of
Ancient Buildings, dated October 1954.
The next four are some of the photographs which I copied
photographically from the SPAB file and which were presumably taken
by JMB.
5. The front of the Old House with demolition of the 6th cottage starting.
6. The front door to the porch revealed. Only the scullery window of the
parlour closet (buttery) cottage (earlier it was the scullery of the parlour
cottage) had been visible before rendering was removed.
7. The parlour and solar windows.
8. The small window of the parlour alcove, with old rendering,
9. A recent photograph of the similar ‘oyster shall pargeting’ on the wall
of the Tudor house seen from the back stairs. Similar rendering
presumably covered the whole of the Tudor building and this portion was
preserved by the adding of the north eastern extension to the Old House.
10. The main entrance to the museum until 1974.
The papers fall into two groups dating from 1954 and 1955/6.
In italics are my notes to set the new papers in context.
1954
The Hunter Archaeological Society of Sheffield had obviously
been lobbied by JMB who, with a few others, was trying to save the
southern cottages from demolition as a slum. (The central or houseplace
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cottage was vacated by Mrs Webster by May 1956 and the two northern
cottages in 1966). A letter of 14th February 1954 from W E Northend
showed that he had raised the matter at its committee meeting but there
had not been time to discuss it fully. It was left to him ‘to do what I can
about it’. He had written to O’Neil, the Chief Inspector of Ancient
Monuments ‘but in view of the fact that the Deputy Planning Officer of
the Peak Park Planning Board does not consider the building worth
preserving either architecturally or historically, I do not expect much help
from him. I did tell him that a local man was prepared to put it into
condition at his own expense, which might encourage O’Neil to do
something. If the council should start work on demolition of the house I
hope you will look in during the process and make a note of anything of
interest.’
The following day, the recipient of that letter, William G Blake (The
Blake family lived in Castle Hill House, Bakewell until 1947 but William
wrote from 11 Meetinghouse Lane, Sheffield. See my article about Sheila
Blake’s diaries in the 1994 Journal) sent a copy of it to JMB. He wrote
that he ‘could not honestly feel that he can do anything further in this
matter. It appears that there are not sufficient archaeological grounds to
object to the demolition of the house, although if Mr Bradbury wishes to
convert it for his occupation I do not see why he should not be allowed
to do so provided he does not expect anybody else to live in it’.
JMB had sent exhibits which were returned. A sample of plaster ‘had
none of the characteristics of medieval plaster’ according to Northend.
And a ‘brass bell was considered to be of fairly recent origin’. Blake also
referred to an ‘incense burner’ which was returned.
Figure 4 is a plan of the southern cottages by Alan Reed, dated
October1954. It shows the main window of the parlour as being
‘modern tracery’. I have been puzzled that the age of the building was
not realised by people seeing this window’s stone mullions and
transom. It has ‘modern’ saw marks but people might have suspected
that the stonework replaced an earlier window of the same design. See
the appendix for Reed’s comments in ‘alterations and additions’ in his
first report.
1955/6 By October 1955 The Old House had been saved, the Historical
Society was formed and was setting about basic repairs. Arnold Lowcock
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prepared a two page ‘brief schedule of repairs and works to be carried
out to property known as Cunningham House’. This is also in a slightly
different form, presumably as a draft for discussion. Work to be done
included:
Roof repairs
Take down the 6th cottage (It was recommended for demolition by Alan
Reed, the SPAB architect.)
Hack off all stucco on the exterior and flush point. (The gable wall of
the parlour/ solar had to be rebuilt in 1959)
Hack off old internal plaster of Hall and Annexe (parlour and its
alcove?) and similar room on the first floor. Flush point. Keep existing
plaster on internal oak partitions and ceilings. New plaster to match
existing.
Repair 2 buttresses
Make good tiled floor and lay stone paving on remainder of ground
floor (The parlour was stone paved after the archaeological excavation
of 1978/9.)
Repair wooden first floor
Take out kitchen range and brick up and plaster the opening
Wall up angle fireplace in Annexe of Hall
Repair angle fireplace in Annexe of first floor Hall
Repair large fireplaces on ground and first floor
Remove front door and wall up leaving recess. New front door. (The
front door of the parlour cottage - as shown on George Butler’s painting
and photographs - is represented now by the wall showcase south of the
window. For many years access into the parlour was via the remains of
the 6th cottage, filled with rubble up to the height of the parlour floor, and
a split door where there is now another wall showcase. See illustration
10.)
Repair side entrance doorway (parlour closet external door?)
Repair and renew windows
Specialist firm to inspect oak and treat as necessary
On 27th January 1956 Lowcock forwarded estimates from H&W Sellors
(£850) and Charles Bradbury of White, Watson, Bradbury and Son
(£785).
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On 23rd March the latter wrote to JMB ‘After considering the work
to be done at Cunningham, it may be better if Messrs Sellors do the
pointing to the front of the house whilst they are doing the roof and for
your guidance I give you my estimate. I do not include for the fireplaces
which I shall do gratis in any event.
‘I should like to state to you personally that if the Society
contemplated getting knobstick labour on Cunningham as suggested by
Mrs Needham at Friday’s meeting it would be useless for either Messrs
Sellors or myself to quote any price.’ He used the word knobstick
(blackleg) in other writings as a term of disapproval. Presumably use of
volunteers had been suggested.
On 26 March JMB wrote to Sellors ‘We had a meeting of the Council
of the Bakewell and District Historical Society at Cunningham yesterday
and I informed them of your telephone offer to carry out repairs to the
roof and make it watertight for a minimum period of five years for a sum
not exceeding £40 and that you would complete the work in fourteen
days. They were very pleased with your offer … and would like you to
proceed with the work right away.
‘The small lean – to building situated on the south side nearest to
The Close is to be partly demolished and, if it would be of assistance to
you, you can strip off the roof which is of stone slate and the best of these
could be used for the repair of the main roof. If you do this, please
preserve the remainder of the slates which you do not use as we wish to
use these for tiling flat tops of walls and crazy paving.
‘The Council wish me to draw attention to an extract from the
Architect’s Report regarding the roof as follows: The roof framing is
massive, quite sound and free from fungal and beetle attack. The end of
one principal is fractured and should be repaired in situ by splicing a new
end to it. (Is this the beam across the centre of the solar or the ridge
above the small bedroom which, until 2000, had a diagonal prop which
tended to push out the west gable? ……………. Will you therefore see
that the fracture is repaired before the roof repair patching is completed.
There may be some useable roof timber in the roof of the lean – to
building which is to be stripped.’
On 28th March JMB wrote to Bradbury, thanking him for his estimate
of £85 for stripping the stucco from the front and pointing; building up
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of the front door and constructing the approach to the new front door.
The Council wanted him to confirm that the price included re - glazing
the front windows, flagging the terrace, a new or suitable front door and
retaining slates and timber from the demolished building for the Society’s
use. He thanked Bradbury ‘for your generosity in offering to fix the two
old Gothic fireplaces (Presumably the fireplaces in the parlour and
solar) and make them safe without charge. We realize that this calls for
expert knowledge and craftsmanship.’
For JMB’s letter of 2nd May to Alan Reed, architect to the SPAB,
and Reed’s report of 7th July to SPAB, see the appendix below.
On 7th July JMB wrote to Bradbury with a cheque for £50 for the
work carried out and thanked him ‘for the great personal interest you have
taken in this matter’. However, to complete the contract, the following
were needed: ‘The walls of the old building to be stepped down and
suitably topped with either cemented old grey slates or something similar
(The back and south walls of the 6th cottage were further lowered in
1981); … the plaster to be hacked off the inside walls of the partly
demolished cottage. … A split front door to be fixed. The windows to be
re – glazed where broken (The parlour window was re – glazed in
‘antique’ glass by Brian Clarke in 1979) and window frames painted. …
As soon as this work is complete we have the authority to pay the balance
of the account.’
APPENDIX
The part played by SPAB in saving Cunningham Place
(now the Old House Museum), 1954 to 1960
George Challenger
Cecily Greenhill, part time Archivist of the Society for the Protection
of Ancient Buildings, kindly sent copies of reports by Alan Reed,
SPAB’s Architect, to its Committee. In April 2005 I took up her offer to
let me see the file on Cunningham Place. I made photographic copies of
the photographs, plans and most of the documents and made
transcriptions of some of the documents. They are on a CD in the
museum. The following is an account derived from these documents.
Most of these documents were not in the Bakewell & District Historical
Society’s records and were new to me.
46

The first letter, of 5th May 1954, is from John Marchant Brooks, later
the first Chairman of the Bakewell & District Historical Society, to Mrs
Dance, Secretary to SPAB. He asked whether SPAB would be prepared
to help in restoring Cunningham House. He said that it would then make
an excellent museum and HQ for an historical society. It had just been
Listed by the Ministry of Housing and Local Government as of special
historical and architectural interest (as a result of the strenuous lobbying
by him and other founder members).
Mrs Dance replied on 7th to say that SPAB would advise and asking
for more details of the Council’s attitude. Presumably the Council would
not agree to it being used as a house again. (It never lifted the Closing
Order preventing this.)
JMB evidently did not respond to that request and the next letter, of
27th October, is a request from Mrs Dance to SPAB’s Architect, Alan
Reed, to visit Bakewell to advise on work needed to Cunningham House.
She said that SPAB had got the Ministry to spot list it. The B&DHS was
being formed.
In November, Reed sent the following report with a letter which said
it had been put to SPAB’s committee, which welcomed the efforts to
involve local people and sent good wishes for success. He cautioned
against removing medieval plaster but, if it had to go, it should be
replaced and limewashed.
CUNNINGHAM PLACE, BAKEWELL
I visited Bakewell on Thursday October 28th 1954, and met Mr J
Marchant Brooks and with him inspected an old house near the church
known as Cunningham Place.
It appears that the local authority served a demolition notice on the
owner and would not accept an offer put forward by Mr Bradbury, a
Bakewell builder, of a scheme for repair and alteration. The SPAB,
having drawn the attention of the Ministry of Housing and Local
Government to the house, it was spot listed Grade II.
In an effort to save the house and find a use for it, Mr Marchant
Brooks has been active in the formation of the Bakewell & District
Historical Society, whose primary task will be to acquire the house and
maintain it as a local museum. The Society is in being with Mr Marchant
Brooks as its Chairman and I understand that the owner of the property
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is willing to vest it in the Society and that local builders have offered to
help with its repair. Mr Marchant Brooks hopes that much of the work
will be done by volunteer labour and that the initial funds required will
not be great. He is confident that a local museum will attract many
visitors and will be able to maintain itself.
A. DESCRIPTION
Cunningham Place is only part of a larger group of houses, the rest
of which are still in occupation as dwelling houses. He was taking the
name Cunningham Place to refer to only the southern cottages. It
appears to be a late medieval house of the end of the 15th or early 16th
century. He recognised that the oldest part, the parlour and parlour
closet (buttery) and rooms above, pre-dated the houseplace but this
insight seemed to have been forgotten until Ted Meeke’s studies
(reported in the 1984 Journal) as, until then, the building was described
as if built in the form of a T-shaped house with buttery and parlour
leading off a hall or houseplace via a screens passage. It has been
suggested that it was specially connected with the church and might have
been a priests’ house. This of course is possible but there is nothing about
the house itself to prove this and in default of documentary evidence it
must be assumed that it was the house of a prosperous Bakewell citizen.
Accommodation.
As will be seen from the sketch plan attached, the house which is stone
built consists of
Entrance
Kitchen (about 14 ‘ by 13’) (presumably the parlour closet or buttery
which was measured as 13’ x 12’ 4” on Lowcock’s dimensioned plan
which came with the papers mentioned in the postscript to this whole
article )
Screens and Hall (about 20’ by 15’) (parlour measured as 19’ 6” x 13’
6”) with fireplace and
Recess (about 18’ by 10’) the purpose of which is not quite clear. (The
recess must be the alcove of the parlour measured on the dimensioned
Lowcock plan as 10’ x 11’ 6”. It had earlier been separated from the rest
of the parlour by shelving incorporating the Tudor cupboard).
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The first floor is similar and is approached by a flight of wooden steps
(c. early 19th cent). The position of the original stairs may be as shown
on plan in view of the small windows reposted at intervals up the wall.
The existing staircase hall is divided from the adjacent cottage
(inhabited and not inspected) by a modern partition wall.
Alterations and additions.
The house has been altered from time to time and 18th and 19th century
internal partitions have already been removed from it.
Two major structural additions, one of two stories (the porch and
porch chamber above) and the other of one story (the 6th cottage), have
been made. Probably about 1840 a new ‘front door’ was inserted and the
mullions and transoms of the adjoining window either renewed of
enlarged. At the same time and probably largely to hide the alterations
the front was stuccoed to give ‘villa appearance’.
Interior details and material.
I attach photographs (by J Marchant Brooks, Esq.) showing present
condition of interior from which it will be seen that the rubble walls had
large dressed stone quoins, the rubble being rendered with lime plaster
flush with the stonework. At some time (? 18th cent.) the whole of this
was hacked and replastered.
Already quite a lot of the interior plaster has been removed. I would
urge that no more should be taken down until the question of finishing
has been carefully considered. Every effort must be made to preserve the
original medieval plaster and where plaster has been removed from the
rubble it should be replastered with lime plaster and then limewashed.
His advice was obviously not taken in this respect; the Society feeling
that a bare stone wall was appropriate. Lime plaster is now restored.
B. CONDITION
The structural condition of the building is, with one exception, good
and it is very dry. The exception is the wall at the back. Here, at some
time, there has been considerable movement and the wall is somewhat
fractured and bulged. To arrest the movement 2 large buttresses have
been erected against it, one at the angle and one in the centre of the wall.
These buttresses appear to have been remarkably successful in their
effect so that I do not think the wall is now moving. The buttresses are,
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however, very unsightly and themselves now require a certain amount of
repair. I think that the house committee should consider putting a proper
repair of this wall in hand. It should be done from inside the building,
stitching and insertion of concrete bands, leaving the outside face
undisturbed. The buttresses could then be removed.
Roof. The roof framing is massive, quite sound and free from
fungal and beetle attack. The end of one principal is fractured and this
should be repaired in situ by splicing a new end to it.
The roof slates are only in fair condition and it would be advisable
to relay the roof as soon as possible but it can probably be maintained
fairly well for some time by patching.
The ceiling of the first floor main room has been much altered from
time to time and it is now rather a muddle, part of it being quite recent
plaster board. I think it is possible that originally the roof was open to the
collars and ceiled on the slopes, but I think it would be best to reconstruct
the ceiling, using most of the existing material, and to replaster it again.
His advice was also not taken in this respect and we keep the marvellous
view of the roof timbers above the solar.
C. LATER ADDITIONS
With regard to later additions, I think the single story addition to the
left of the present entrance door should be demolished. It is in poor
condition and very little use and the appearance of the building will be
greatly enhanced by its removal.
As for the other two-story addition, I would not at this stage be quite
as definite. It would be no great loss as far as accommodation is
concerned and once again it would improve the appearance of the
building, but its removal is not so simple a job and it would entail more
‘making good’. He meant the porch, with porch chamber (Bowman
room) above, which he later (see his second report) came to realise were
old. In the drawing of his proposal to make a modernised house, Charles
Bradbury omitted the porch and porch chamber. Was this because they
were thought to be a fairly recent addition or because the porch chamber
was still occupied by Mrs Webster?
CONCLUSION
It should be possible to open the building by doing quite a small
amount of work and then to tackle other jobs in stages. For example, the
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greater part of the ground floor room is covered with quite modern red
and black tiles but the existing floor is quite serviceable and could
continue in use for many years - in any case the roof and structural repairs
should receive priority.
Yours faithfully, Alan Reed, BA, ARIBA
A letter of 23rd November 1954 from JMB thanked SPAB, asked for
an official copy of the report, and a copy of the plan, to show to a B&DHS
meeting on 17th Dec. The central cottage had become vacant and the great
fireplace discovered. JMB said it was the ‘principle kitchen for the
monastery or priests’ house’. He later sent two new photographs of the
outside.
On 2nd May 1956 JMB wrote to Reed:
‘We have commenced carrying out the work that you suggested in your
report at the Old Priest’s House, Cunningham. We have stripped off the
stucco from the front and have found the original doorway under the
small gable (the present front door). It measures approximately 3’ 9’’
wide and is only about 6’ in height. The headstone is approximately 8’
wide and 18’’ deep. I am enclosing a photograph.
‘Also, in demolishing the old lean-to building on the left hand side, we
came across some very unusual patterned stucco on the outside wall of
the original old building and under the plaster at the back of the
demolished building. I am enclosing a photograph of this and would like
your comments. Is it of Dutch origin and, if so, what period?
‘I am enclosing you a third photograph and I have marked these two
items of interest on the back. If you hold it up to the light you will see the
positions.
‘We are still experiencing difficulties in raising the necessary money
and would welcome any advice as we are anxious to get the work
completed.’
On 26th June 1956 JMB wrote to Mrs Dance about a meeting of the
Council of B&DHS the previous Friday and the hope that Reed would
visit ‘in order to advise and prepare a specification of work required to
re-instate. … They are anxious to proceed with the work before winter
sets in.’ On 28th June 1956 Reed wrote to Mrs Dance enclosing
observations in the form of a report and asking whether there was a
source for a small amount of money to help with the work.
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‘This appears to be a house of great interest. I also feel that someone
ought to have a look at what they are doing. I think they are probably
going along very well but amateurs can make mistakes: it is partly for
this reason that I think they should make a really good survey.’
Reed’s report of 5th July 1956 to SPAB
Gentlemen
CUNNINGHAM HOUSE, BAKEWELL
With reference to the letter from Mr Marchant Brooks and a telephone
conversation which I had with him I have the following observations to
make on his progress with this house.
1. The stripping of the modern stucco on the front has revealed an
entrance doorway in the small gable. This was the present front door.
Until the stripping of the stucco only a window of the central
cottage’s scullery (formerly the parlour cottage’s scullery) showed.
In the sketch plan which I attached to my previous report I marked
this small gable as an addition and was inclined to think at the time
that it was of fairly recent date. It now appears that it is not much later
than the original. It was an addition because the large gable is
complete and there is a straight joint between the two but it must have
been added not long after the original house was built.
2. The small square window revealed in the first floor coincides with
a similar window on the ground floor. These refer to the small parlour
and solar alcove windows.
3. The stucco revealed behind the demolished single story addition
appears to be fairly old but I doubt if it is earlier than the 17th Century
although it may be. It would be necessary to inspect it to be certain.
In any case it should be retained in position for the time being and
protected if necessary.
4. I regard it as important that a careful large scale survey should be
made of this building recording everything found and especially any
work pulled down (no matter how recent in date). These details will
be essential for making conjectural restorations of the plan and for
later publication. The survey should be drawn on the spot at a scale
of ½” to 1 foot. I have no doubt that Mr Marchant Brooks can get
help with this and a local archaeologist to assist in recording all
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significant detail such as built in quoins, straight joints, different
builds, ….. etc etc.
It should be kept up to date & related to the excellent
photographs which Mr Marchant Brooks is taking. Such a
survey is both more important now that I understand that the
adjoining cottage is to be included in the scheme. Only limited
recording appears to have taken place. The first study to be
properly written up was by J Marshall Jenkins in the
Derbyshire Archaeological Journal of 1967 but that doesn’t
include the detail called for by Reed.
5. The last point which I mentioned to Mr Marchant Brooks on the
telephone is that the interest of the public and the collection of funds
will be greatly stimulated if a small part of the building could be
opened to visitors.
Yours faithfully
A visit and a talk to the Society by Reed are recorded for September
1956 in the B&DHS’s records and for some time after that it seems that
he was preparing a full report with help from plans prepared by a local
architect, Arnold Lowcock, and his son Allan. This report aimed at
getting Ministry grant for vital repairs. The grant application was
submitted in September 1958 but rejected in November. SPAB tried to
get the decision reversed. There is a note that Mr Reed inspected again in
October 1960 with a view to supporting a further grant application.
Undated typed memo referring to a visit on 7th Sep 1956
Gentlemen,
CUNNINGHAM HOUSE, BAKEWELL, DERBYSHIRE
I visited Cunningham House, Bakewell, on 7th September, 1956 with
J Marchant Brooks, Esq.
Since my last visit (in October 1954) further work has been done on
the house by members of the Bakewell Historical Society and the
adjoining cottage has now been added to the property owned by the
Society.
I made some measurements from which I have been able to prepare
a more accurate plan than was possible on my first visit. This clearly
shows the cottage to be the first bay of a large hall running at right angles
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to the house first acquired by the Society. The rest of this building is
occupied as a cottage which I was not able to enter but enough has now
been revealed to show what an interesting group of medieval houses this
is.
As will be seen from the plans, the two parts now owned by the
society are separated by quite modern partitions. Eventually these
partitions will be demolished but at present I recommend their retention
for two reasons.
Because it will make the task of identifying the earlier history of the
building (easier?).
Because it will make it easier to limit the amount of work to be done.
Minutes of a general meeting on 22.6.56 after a visit by JMB to SPAB
showed that JMB proposed leaving the wall between the buttery cottage
and the central (Webster’s) cottage until Reed’s next visit but he did not
carry the meeting which voted to demolish it.
I think, as I have said before, that the original form of the house in
this case is so clear and the later alterations so ephemeral that the task of
restoring the house to its earlier form (at least internally) is quite justified,
at the same time the greatest care must be taken in removing later walls,
etc. lest even the smallest traces of early work are lost. These early traces
properly recorded are of the greatest value in settling some of the difficult
problems of the history of the building. One of the biggest problems
concerns the exact relationships of what now appears to be two medieval
houses and in particular the positions of the staircases (and it now seems
that there must have been at least two staircases).
The following seem to me to be urgent needs in connection with the
history of the building:The production, on the spot, of a large scale (1/2” to 1 foot) plans,
sections and elevations so that all evidence may be recorded.
For the discovery of documentary evidence relating to this house
itself and to other medieval houses in Derbyshire.
The following tasks are urgently needed on the house itself:The repair of the defective valley gutters on the front, the removal of
the rotten beam in the hall, its replacement with a concrete one and the
construction of a proper gutter. This presumably all referred to the valley
between the solar roof and that of the porch chamber (Bowman room).
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Water penetration here was not completely solved until the repairs of
2000-1.
The splicing of the end of the defective main principal in the roof.
This may refer to the beam crossing the solar, which has been spliced, or
perhaps to the ridge above the small bedroom.
The task of repair has been enthusiastically tackled by the members of
the Historical Society but much remains to be done, for which funds are
obviously needed, before the house can be opened at least in part. I would
urge that the Committee support the Historical Society in its efforts to
raise funds for the repair and display of this interesting group.
Yours faithfully
Handwritten undated memo.
It refers to the removal of the stucco. This was followed by
repointing, which is recorded as having been done in 1955 by Charles
Bradbury. A visit by Reed is recorded on 7th. September 1956 (when he
gave a talk to the Society) and the next recorded visit was not until Oct
1960. The second letter copied above refers to the earlier visit but doesn’t
refer to the stucco removal. Was there another, unrecorded, visit by
Reed?
Typed memo dated 30.1.1958
Gentlemen,
CUNNINGHAM HOUSE, BAKEWELL
I first visited Cunningham House and reported on it in 1954. Since that
time the centre portion of the house has become vacant and been added
to the property owned by the Bakewell Historical Society. I have been
able to complete the ground floor and first floor plans of the house with
reasonable accuracy and it is clear that it is a late 15 th and early 16th
century house of some interest. It would require considerably more time
than I have had on the site to estimate the stages in the evolution of the
building.
As can be seen from the photographs the practical problem is an
economic one; it would not be difficult to recommend a programme of
repair work but little can be contemplated without funds. Virtually
everything done so far in opening up the interior has been done
voluntarily and the larger repairs which I outlined in my earlier report
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have still to be tackled. My view now is much as I expressed it in 1954
that, if possible, the part first acquired should be repaired and opened to
the public for exhibition. This will keep the amount of work within a
modest scope and completion of this part of the building will be a
valuable stimulus to local interest and possibly to a wider public. This
means raising about £2000 to do the work well or about £1000 to do the
essentials, such as roof and walls, and merely tidy-up the interior.
There seems little evidence of early houses in Derbyshire and I feel
sure that the money for the preservation and use of this building begun
by the Historical Society should be supported.
It would be useful if the Committee would suggest to whom the
approach might be made for assistance with the project. A draft grant
application was sent to the Ministry of Works by 26.8.58 and a refusal
was reported by 28.11.58. SPAB was urged to try again on 2.12.58.
Yours faithfully
From B&DHS minute book
Reed visited. High Peak News cutting recorded Reed’s talk at which
he recommended: attending to the bulge at back; a concrete beam to
substitute for oak beam damaged by water over the fireplace upstairs;
splicing a new piece into the roof beam was needed urgently; removing
the modern fireplace; the extension showing an old doorway should not
be removed; leave the modern brick wall at present and make door to part
1. On questioning he agreed that the last was up to society but access to
upstairs would be lost. (via one of two Arkwright stairs against this
wall?). In this case make a wooden spiral stair in the original position.
Reed agreed that the house is important and a rare building of domestic
type. As regards grant the only body officially charged with this object is
the Historic Buildings Council. He will take up the matter with SPAB.
He suggested getting some part of the building open to public: part 1
should be tidied and cut off from rest with temporary boarding.
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POSTCRIPT
Most of the papers referred to in the main part of the article above
had been in the possession of John Marchant Brooks, but must have been
disposed of at some stage. His last house, in Church Alley, is now
occupied by his successor in his land agency company, Philip Roose.
Philip kindly allowed me to search for further documents relating to this
period and has donated the following of interest.
- Undated plans of parts of the Old House by Alan Reed of SPAB. They
show the whole ground floor and most of the upper floor and have notes
which are queries as to what to measure and study further in order to
complete a measured drawing of the whole building. We don’t have his
completed drawing, only one showing the southern end. Presumably he
had permission to measure the northern cottages, which were still
occupied until 1966.
- A plan by Arnold Lowcock, architect, of the ground floor of the whole
building dated May 1957. (Another copy has dimensions added and a
note by F J Morgan ‘The pencil figures are scaled and are approximate’.)
So he must have had permission to go into the northern cottages. It shows
positions of beams and staircases, including those for the buttery and
central cottages [later demolished with the dividing wall].
- By 1963 J Mansell Jenkinson had become honorary architect and
produced the design for the modern main staircase. It was built by
Mettams for £116.
- Two drawings and specification, by Mansell Jenkinson?, of proposals
for making Harrison's cottage into a caretaker’s house. They show the
toilet cubicle which had been put in the corner of the Victorian (Pitts’)
kitchen in 1967 (where the copper was built recently) but was soon
removed as it was, according to Ted Meeke, embarrassing to use. When
the idea for a caretaker’s house was abandoned, a toilet was put in the
back kitchen for members’ use.
- Photo of the 'mural' found on a wall in the museum which was reported
in the Manchester Guardian in 1963 but turned out to be the 'ghost'
of embossed wallpaper (on the south side of the Arkwright wall
separating the buttery cottage from the central cottage).
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1. A photograph of the parlour and solar
presumably taken in 1954 by JMB.

2. A plan of the 1860 conveyance from the Duke of Devonshire (who had
bought much of Arkwright’s property) to Edward Cunningham which includes
the five Hilltop Cottages and the land between them and Church Lane (before
the houses and the Parish Rooms – now School House- were built on what had
been gardens).
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4. A solicitor’s plan showing the part of the premises first given to the Society
divided into the four cottages: the 6th cottage, the parlour cottage (including the
porch), the parlour closet (buttery) cottage and the houseplace (central) cottage.
It also shows the two northern cottages given later. It shows the four privies on
the site of the new gallery.

3. A plan by Alan Reed, architect to the Society for the Protection of Ancient
Buildings, dated October 1954.
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5. The front of the Old House with demolition of the 6th cottage in progress.

6. The front door to the porch revealed. Only the scullery window of the parlour
closet (buttery) cottage (earlier it was the scullery of the parlour cottage) had
been visible before rendering was removed.
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7.The parlour and solar windows.

8. The small window of the parlour alcove, with old rendering.
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9. A recent photograph of the ‘oyster shell’ pargetting on the wall of the tudor
house seen from the back stairs. Similar rendering presumably covered the
whole of the Tudor building and this portion was preserved by the adding of the
north eastern extension to the Old House.

10. The main entrance to the museum until 1974.
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1886 – A BUSY YEAR IN ASHFORD
Lillias Bendell
The Old House Museum recently received a donation of Lamb’s
Coal and Iron Trades Diary that had been discovered in a barn used by
Thomas Shimwell of Longstone. This is documented by Trevor Brighton
in BDHS Journal No. 38, 2011. The 1886 diary pages have been used
for the purpose of keeping track of the weekly outgoing payments made
by Thomas Shimwell to his employees and the deliveries of goods to the
farm. John Timm, coal merchant based at Hassop Station brought in
loads of sand, lime, stone, bricks and ‘rubble cackle’ for the purpose of
building work ongoing at the farm. Joseph Eeley was obtaining stone at
8d a load for a total payment of £3 in September and £5 in October. Local
farmers, Ashton and Bridge also transported materials. Towards the end
of July the number of farm hands receiving payment trebled as the harvest
and husbandry demands of the farming year increased through to
October.
In Ashford, that same year, George Bolsover was kept in
employment carrying goods for a number of people requiring his
services, including Joseph Twigg of Ashford Marble Works. In 1884 a
new turbine had been installed at the Old Marble Works and the resulting
increase in activity over the subsequent years is reflected in the accounts
kept by George Bolsover.
His account book begins in 1867 listing coal customers. Through
the 1870s and early 80s his time was shared mainly by local farmers, the
Twigg and Redfern Ashford marble works, highway maintenance and
Lumford Cotton Mill. In the 1881 Kelly’s Directory, George Bolsover
is listed as ‘carrier’; Twigg and Co. and George Redfern are both marble
masons.
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Ashford Marble Quarry 1858
This photograph is from the Alfred Seaman Archive (1844-1910). It was
commissioned by Lovell Reeve and published in 1858. It shows a quarry
worker or foreman itting on a large slab of stone. To his right, machinery and
chains. Two openings in the rock indicate tunnels into the quarry face.
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Work for TWIGG & CO. Ashford Old Marble Works.
During 1886/87 the content of George Bolsover’s load was often
variable on a daily basis, followed by a run of similar loads usually
involving journeys between Ashford and Hassop Station. He only made
five trips out in January fetching sand, peasticks from Shacklow and saw
plates from Hassop.

Account for J Twigg
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The standard cost of carrying a load of sand was 6s.6d indicating
lean times in the month of January. There was a slight improvement in
February with five double loads of sand required, but transferring marble
from Redfern’s yard and tools from Sheldon Moor only earned a total of
5s. His total income for Jan/Feb was only £4.17s.6d. recorded as ‘paid
on 1st March.

Account for J Twigg (cont’d)
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Supporting a wife and growing family of son aged 8, daughters of
11 and 3 years and living with an elderly father of 84 years, must have
presented a challenge for George Bolsover. The family had kept ‘The
Miners Arms’ in Ashford for some years. Father Joseph’s occupations
included ‘publican/beer retailer and baker’ but his activities would have
become limited as he aged.
By late spring Joseph Twigg needed agricultural assistance, leading
manure and chain harrowing, followed by hay in July at 6s per day. The
demands of the marble industry increased to three days per week,
involving the transport of marble to Hassop and returning with empty
cases, plaster, sand, gritstone or coal. The marble was sometimes
weighed, each ton incurring a weighing charge of 1d. A massive load of
16ton 15cwt was taken to Hassop on 19th August ’86 for which George
Bolsover was paid £1.13s.6d, then on the 24th ‘hallerblaster’ and marble,
also to Hassop. This item is thought to be ‘alabaster’ and this is the only
time it is specifically mentioned. The use of two horses for a job was
always recorded as this increased the charge. Equipment and tools for
maintenance of the Marble Works machinery were sometimes
transported from Hassop and Bakewell, including metal castings, wheel
axles and saw plates. On August 6th 1887 shafting and a wheel were
taken to Bakewell, to be returned on the 31 st August, possibly having
been repaired.
Occasionally George Bolsover was required to take headstones to
other parishes, a journey to Ashover, ‘with expenses’ lucrative at 10s.6d.
Brimington at 11s, Buxton, Cromford Cemetery and Chesterfield at 9s.
each. On the 9th December 1887 a tomb stone was delivered to Ashford
Churchyard for 1s.
Work for G. and J. REDFERN. Derbyshire Marble Works.
George Bolsover had carried goods for George Redfern in 1881, then
in 1885 John Redfern had taken responsibility for the works from his
father. Throughout August and September of that year many loads of
sand were transported, followed by only four more journeys – marble,
then a horse to, and coal from Hassop, also a horse leading blocks from
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Nettlerdale. The bill for 1885 was £5.13s.5d. but according to the
accounts £3 was paid in cash on April 30th 1887 almost two years later!

Account for John Redfern

It is recorded that Redfern’s business finished soon after son John took
over from his father. During the late 1870s to mid 1880s Redferns
was a thriving company as confirmed by these accounts. Occasionally
throughout 1886/7 Joseph Twigg received marble from Redfern’s Yard
presumably taking the stock for his own use.
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Work for William DOXY, Quarryman.
During the summer months in 1885/6 George Bolsover carried spa
to Hassop and in the first two weeks of June in 1886 he also took 5 loads
of chert to the Station. Weights varied from 2 to 7 tons. He was paid the
usual sum of 12d per ton for weighing but does not record the total
financial return.

Accounts for Wm. Doxey & Mr Somerset
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Work for Thomas SOMERSET, cotton doubling manufacturer,
Lumford Mills.
The majority of the Mill had been destroyed by fire in 1868, but
restoration began in 1875. The owner, Thomas Somerset resided at ‘The
Elms’ in Ashford and used the services of George Bolsover for various
tasks through 1886/7/8. Most of the work was linked to the agricultural
year. The months of ‘Hay Leading from Mill’ perhaps giving an
indication of the prevailing climatic conditions, for in 1886 the task
finished on September 9th. Whilst in 1887/88 it was earlier - on the 15th
and 23rd August respectively. Hay was a low income load at 2s.6d. but
in the winter months, manure, requiring two horses each time was more
lucrative at 12s. a time. In April 1888, George Bolsover spent three days
‘leading gas lime to field’ at a cost similar to the manure work. On a
monthly basis coke was taken from the mill at 1s.9d. a load.

Work for Mr. Daniel ROBERTS, Inspector of Nuisances and
Highway Surveyor to rural sanitary authority.
George Bolsover had carried out some ‘Highway work’ for a number
of years, but 1886 saw a particularly heavy workload. It began on Feb.
1st leading dirt from ‘Sough’. This could have been Magpie Sough as
material had been taken from there previously. Towards the end of
March stone, dirt and gravel leading began on a regular basis continuing
through to
November.
Use of one horse was charged at 6s.
Occasionally two horses were used, as in September, at 12s. for stone and
gravel taken to Edensor Lane.
George Bolsover’s income from these hard months of work for the
District Surveyor was £18.15s. He would no doubt be grateful for the
prompt payment after the lean start to the year. Accounts ceased in 1888
as the book has been filled and also that year his father Joseph died.
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Account for Daniel Roberts
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Account for Daniel Roberts (cont’d)

In the census returns of 1881/91 and Directories dating from 1887
George Bolsover preferred to be known as ‘Farmer’. He had bought and
rented land in Ashford and no records have been found of his activities
until 1900, when, in his old mathematics school book, he recorded milk
deliveries and payments. From April 1900 he provided one or two horses
leading ‘dirt, road sidings and stone’ for Mr. Russell, Bakewell District
Council.
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Finally, during the winter of 1901 a horse was regularly used for a half
or whole day on behalf of a Mr. Blackwall and Mr. Storey, Surveyor.

The children of George Bolsover,
Sarah Ellen, age 9 and Joseph, age 6.

George Bolsover with son Joseph, age 6.
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TWO CURIOSITIES ON THE BUILDINGS OF BAKEWELL.
Trevor Brighton
Readers of this Journal are being asked to look at Bakewell’s buildings –
the church, the Rutland Arms, the old market hall and the old and new
town halls – to identify the coats of arms displayed on them. Keen-eyed
walkers in the town may have noticed other signs and symbols which
may have puzzled them. Here are a couple of examples.
Those who enter and leave the Rutland Arms Hotel by the main door may
be unaware of the strange features at the side entrance. Those entering
this way are greeted by something that almost smacks of Edgar Allan
Poe’s ‘The Beast with Five Fingers’ – a pair of black metal hands on the
stair rails. To the left is a stone plaque on which are cut these lines:Here lies one who took his chances in this busy world of men,
Battled luck and circumstances, fought and fell, and fought again.
Won sometimes but did no crowing. Lost sometimes, but did not wail.
Took his beatings and kept going. Never let his courage fail.
He was vulnerable and human, therefore loved and understood,
By both his fellow men and women, whether good or not so good.
Kept his courage undiminished, never let down on a friend.
Played the game ‘till it was finished, lived a man until the end.

They have an early 20th century ring to them, slightly reminiscent of the
verse of Rudyard Kipling. Visitors have asked who composed these lines
and whom they commemorate. The answers to these questions together
with the date of the plaque’s erection remains unanswered.
One person has searched the internet and found the lines in question
preceded by this stanza:‘Let me live Oh Mighty Master such a life as men may know,
Tasting triumph and disaster, joy, but not too much of woe.
Let me roam this old world over. Let me live and fight and laugh,
And when I’m beneath the clover, may this be my epitaph.
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The whole poem is variously titled as ‘A Man’s Prayer’, ‘A Man’s Creed’
or ‘A Fighter’s Prayer’. Several slight variations of the poem are given.
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Where in Bakewell can one find a bicycle wheel on a pub chimney?
What does it signify?

It is difficult now to imagine Bakewell alive with cyclists, especially
in the summer. The golden age of cycling had arrived in Britain in the
late 19th century. Gone were the ‘hobby horse’, the ‘bone shaker’ and the
‘penny farthing’. In 1885 the Rover, a safety model with a rear wheel
chain was made in Coventry and by 1888 pneumatic tyres could be fitted.
Women were able to ride the new models and cycling clubs flourished as
76

did cycle shops. The first such business in Bakewell was that of T. H.
Howard in Bridge Street, a photograph of which is kept in our Museum.
The National Cyclists’ Union was founded in 1878 and the Bicycle
Touring Club in the same year. The latter was re-named the Cyclists’
Touring Club, in 1883. It is this organisation’s insignia of a triple winged
bicycle wheel bearing the initials CTC which appears in the form of a
cast iron plaque on the right-hand chimney of ‘The Castle’. The word
HEADQUARTERS, appears at the top.
‘The Castle’ was a rallying point for clubs in the locality, including the
Clarion Club (now gone) whose club house was near the Dore Moor Inn
outside Sheffield.
The Castle no longer functions as a club headquarters though the CTC
still exists. Since 2007 its president has been Jon Snow, the journalist
and ITV newsreader.
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THE OLD MILL, BAKEWELL BY S. BOWERS
George Challenger
In the last Journal I reviewed Alan Roberts’ book Water Mills on the
Derbyshire Wye with particular reference to his suggestion that there was
a mill on the town side of the river opposite the marble mill (now
Felicini’s restaurant) and the Rutland saw mill.
The illustration by S. Bowers seems to fit this site, with a background
of the high land of Cracknowl, Bakewell bridge and the buildings near it.
During a very interesting talk to the Society on the subject of his
book he proposed that this, and not Victoria Mill, was the site of
Bakewell’s ancient corn mill. He suggests that the long mill streams of
Victoria Mill (and also Ashford corn mill and Caudwell’s Mill, Rowsley)
would not have been necessary in the early days: enough power for
milling the grain of small populations would have been gained from the
short mill streams or just splitting the river course, as with the small mills
up river.
Arguments against this are:
1. Milnholme is an ancient name for the area by Victoria Mill
2. The course of its mill stream was referred to as ancient in
the dispute over water rights when Arkwright interrupted
the water supply to the Duke of Rutland’s corn mill in 1778.
3. There seem to be no other records of a mill in this position.
Bowers was active in the middle of the 19th century when
surely someone would have referred to it. Alan wondered
whether he was using memories of a mill there as an excuse
for a nice picture. Alan produced a similar illustration by
Bowers of Old Mill, Stratton, Wilts. [Alan’s book shows
how Chantrey’s 1817 illustration of a lead smelting mill in
Stoney Middleton may have been used, reversed, simply to
make a good foreground for an 1835 picture of Chee Dale.]
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Carrington records that, in 1339, the Dean and Chapter of Lichfield
received ten shillings rent for a mill and also three shillings for a fulling
mill in Bakewell (for treating woollen cloth). So there may have been
sites for two mills in the town of Bakewell.

The Old Mill, Bakewell, by S.Bowers
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Notes on the 2011 journal article on the Special Constabulary.
1. As a follow-up to pages 38 and 39 of the article on Dick Allcock's
record of the Special Constabulary in the 2011 Journal, David Rawson
has sent the following about the 'Bakewell Blitz'.
Two German 1,000 lb bombs fell on Lakeside. They were meant to bomb
the DP Battery factory which was making submarine batteries at the time.
Most of the houses on Lakeside were damaged with either shrapnel or pieces
of stone from the crater. Izaac Groves, the builder of Lakeside, put an
advertisement in the paper saying Lakeside houses were the only new houses
to withstand the German bombs.

A piece of bomb was found 40 years later stuck in one of the roof purlins
of a Lakeside house. David is kindly donating it to the museum.
2. Correction to the foot of page 39 of the 2011 Journal:
The record of the Special Constabulary compiled by Dick Allcock has
been deposited with Derbyshire County Museum Service (which took
over material from the county Police Museum) and is kept at Buxton
Museum and Art Gallery. Since then we have received a 70 page booklet
- Air Raids Precautions Handbook No.9 Incendiary Bombs and Fire
Precautions' of 1939. It is the copy owned by John Marchant Brooks,
who was also in the Special Constabulary. It has illustrations of an
incendiary bomb, a fire started in a room by one, use of a stirrup pump
to extinguish such a fire and how to lower a person from an upper
window.
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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.
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