




















vi PREFACE.

extent,—have been drawn from the most authentic sources: from
the national records and from public documents; in conjunction with
the Author’s own collections, conducted through the leisure of above
twenty years. These have been invariably noted, in the progress of

the work, by marginal references, as authorities for facts, and acknow-

ledgments of assistance.

How well he has succceded in arranging the vast mass of these
materials, it is not in his power, neither is it his province, to
determine.  He may, possibly, be considered a dull and heavy compiler,
and should public opinion so determine, he respectfully submits. To
industry and zcal, he flatters himself, he may fairly lay claim, and these

he can, confidently, promise as accompaniments to his future labours.

From the local nature of the subject, he entertains no expectation
that his work will excite any great degree of public attention; neither
has a prospect of fame or profit urged him to the prosecution of his task.
It has formed an employment i the days of declining life, and a solace
in the hours of sadness; though not to the exclusion of more serious

thoughts, nor to the neglect of parochial duties.

In selecting from the abundance of his matter, the writer believes
he has in no one instance warped or suppressed the truth: and unless
his head and heart both deceive him, he has wounded the feelings of no
individual by prejudice, preference, or partiality, nor by unfavourable
introduction of family anecdotes. Every parish, in succession, has been
illustrated to the full extent which the cost of elucidation will permit.
More favoured districts will, unquestionably, furnish subjects of greater
pictorial beauty and architectural interest, which will augment the
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INTRODUCTION.

At the time of the Roman invasion of Britain, Suffolk formed part of a district inhabited
by the Iceni. In the subsequent division of the island, it constituted a portion of the
Roman province of Flavia Ceesariensis, and under the Saxons formed the southern half
of the kingdom of East Anglia. This petty state comprised the present connties of Norfolk
and Suffolk, and a portion of Cambridgeshire. It was erccted into an independent kingdom
soon after the year 570, by Uffa; from whom its inhabitants were called Uffingas, or
Uffans.

East Anglia was divided into two great, but rather unequal portions, by the @stuaries
of the Little Ouse and the Waveney; then very considerable streams, which prohably
united their waters, and completely insulated the northern half. Ilence the inhabitants
of these divisions were designated the North-folk and the South-folk, in reference to their
relative positions, as living north or south of these @stuaries.

Upon the final division of England into Tythings, Hundreds, and Shires‘, the territory
of the latter people became Suffolk, nearly as now constituted.

It is a maritime county on the eastern side of England, and is bounded on the north
by Norfolk, from which it is separated by the streams of the Little Ouse and the
Waveney. The spring-heads of these rivers, which Spelman calls the ¢ disagreeing brethren,”
are not more than three yards asunder, and in times of great rains unite their waters. On
the east it is bounded by the German Ocean; on the south by the Stour, which divides
it from Essex, and on the west by Cambridgeshire. It is included between 51° 55" and
52° 38’ north latitude, and 22" and 1° 46’ east longitude. Its greatest length is sixty-eight
miles, measuring from Gorleston at the north-east, to the vicinity of Haverhill in the
south-west; and from its north-west angle to Landguard Fort it extends about fifty-two
miles. The area of the county is estimated at 1515 square miles. Arthur Young computes
the superficial contents at 800,000 acres, but the aggregate of the parochial surveys gives
918,760 acres. Its shape may be compared, not inaptly, to that of an ancient galley,
of which the part about Gorleston represents the prow, and the crescent at Brandon, the
poop. The projection at Newmarket, and the angle about Haverhill, form the rudder.
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i INTRODUCTION.

The sea-coast, which for some distance inland is for the most part sandy, presents a
nearly regular convex outline to the ocean; of which Orford-ness and Lowestoft are the
most prominent points. The latter is the most eastern headland in Great Britain., In
consequence of this regular outline the bays are shallow. The most considerable of these
are Hollesley and Southwold, or Sole Bay. The latter is an open roadstead, but the former
affords tolerable anchorage for trading vessels, being protected from the south-east gales
by a long bank of sand, called the Whiting. There is better riding for shipping in the
small bays to the north and south of Lowestoft-ness, as these roads are defended from
the violence of the sea by sand-banks, which dry at half ebb: the riding in the latter is
so remarkably easy during gales from the north to the west, as to procure for it from
seamen the name of Abraham’s Bosom. It formed in ancient days the bay-like entrance
to Lake Lothing.

If the tradition be true, that the tailors of Dunwich could formerly sit in their shops
and see the shipping at anchor in Yarmouth Roads, the coast-line of Suffolk, from Cove-
hithe-ness on the north, to Thorpe, or perhaps to Orford-ness on the south, must have
presented a curve, the very reverse of its present concave form; for to have obtained a
view of vessels anchored there, Dunwich must have been at least six miles to the eastward
of its present site.

Though there is not an eminence in the whole county deserving the name of a hill,
its surface may be deseribed as gently undulating, and pleasingly diversified. If a small
portion, called the Mildenhall IFens, and the rich meadows ncar its north-east border,
be excepted,.it may be considered as a suecession of swells and depressions; almost
every little valley possessing its rill or ¢beck’ hastening to unite its waters with some
more important stream. The deseription of Reyee, who wrote his ¢ Breviary’ of Suffolk
in 1618, and which remains in manuseript in the British Museum, is naive and . correct.
“This country,” says he, “ delighting in a continuall evencs and plainnes, is void of any
great hills, high mountains, or steep rockes, notwithstanding the which it is not alwayes
so low or flat, but that it is severed and divided with little hills easy for ascent, and
pleasaunt ryvers watering the low valleys, with a most beautifull prospect, which ministreth
unto the inhabitants a full choyce of healthful and pleasant situations for their seemly
houses.”

The rich effect produced throughout the greatest part of the county by hedge-row
timber, and the high state of its farming, which approaches to the neatness of horticulture,
are redeeming features in the landscape. There are some spots in the angle formed by
the Stour and the Orwell, which, if not deserving to be classed as romantic scenery, possess
a happy combination of wood and water, with hill and dale and verdant lawns, not
frequently surpassed.
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A ridge of high table land, of a strong but fertile quality, commences at no great distance
from Beccles, and crosses the county in an oblique direction by Halesworth, Stradbrooke,
and Debenham, and proceeds to the south-west angle of the district. The tributaries of
the Little Ouse and the Waveney rise from the north side of this line, while the streams
which spring from its southern slope find their way to the Stour and other rivers, which fall
into the ocean on the eastern coast.

The climate of Suffolk is healthy, though the winters are cold, and the winds of spring
sharp and piercing. But these are evils balanced by the absence of that humidity which
prevails in the milder counties of the west. The average mortality of the county does
not exceed one in fifty-four.

There is not, perhaps, a county in the kingdom which coutains a greater diversity of
soil, or more clearly discriminated. A stroug loam, on a clay-marl bottom, predominates
throughout the greatest part of the county, extending from the south-western extremity
of Wratting Park to North Cove, near Beccles. Its northern boundary stretches from
Dalham by Barrow, Little Saxham, near Bury, Rougham, Packenham, Ixworth, Honington,
Knottishall, and then in a line near the river which parts Norfolk and Suffolk, to Beccles
and North Cove; but ever'y where leaving a slope and vale of rich friable loam adjoining
the river, of various breadths. It then turns southward by Wrentham, Wangford, Blithford,
Holton, Bramfield, Yoxford, Saxmundham, Campsey Ash, Woodbridge, Culpho, Bramford,
and Hadleigh; and, following the high lands on the west side of the Bret to the Stour,
is bounded by the latter river, with every where a very rich tract of slope and vale from
thence to its source. '

Such is the strong-land district of Suffolk, taken in the mass; but it is not to be
supposed that it takes in so large an extent without any variation: a rule, to which are
known few exceptions, is, that wherever there are rivers in it, the slopes hanging to the
vales through which they run, and the bottoms themselves, are of a superior quality, in
general composed of rich friable loams; and this holds even with many very inconsiderable
streams, which fall into the larger rivers. The chief part of this district would, in common
conversation, be called clay, but improperly. Many of these strong loams have been
analysed, and found abounding with more sand than their texture would seem to imply;
so that were they situated upon a gravel, sand, or chalk, they would be called sandy loams ;
but being on a retentive clay-marl bottom, are properly, from their wetness, to be termed
strong, or clayey loam. The district of rich loam being much less clearly discriminated,
will leave more doubts on the minds of persons acquainted with it. From the river Deben,
crossing the Orwell, in a line some miles broad, to the north of the river Stour, to
Stratford and Higham, there is a vein of friable putrid vegetable mould, more inclined

to sand than clay, which is of extraordinary fertility: the best is at Walton, Trimley, and
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Felixstow, where, for depth and richness, much of it can scarcely be exceeded by any soils
to be found in other parts of the county, and would rank high amongst the best in
England. As the position recedes northward to the line from Ipswich to Hadleigh,
it varics a good deal; in many places it approaches to sand, and in some is much
stronger, as about Wenham and Raydon: the general complexion, however, of the whole
of Samford Hundred is that of good loam.! The greater part of the county is covered by
diluvial beds. The exceptions are the crag and London clay district of the south-east,
and the chalk district of the north-west. The chalk does not rise into high hills; the
formation appears to extend under the diluvial beds, which occupy the centre of the
county. The crag formation eonsists of thin layers of quartzose sand and comminuted
shells, resting sometimes on chalk, sometimes on the London clay. Crag is a local name
for gravel. Close examination has led to the subdivision of this deposit into the red
and coralline crag: when the red and coralline crag are found together, the former is
always uppermost, and distinguished from the coralline by the deep red ferruginous or
ochreous colour of its sands and fossils. Its strata are also remarkable for the oblique
or diagonal position of the subordinate layers; and these often consist of small flat pieces
of shell, which lie parallel to the planes of the smaller strata, showing clearly that they were
so deposited; and that this strueture has not been due to any subsequent re-arrangement
of the mass after deposition.

The fossil testacea found in the erag, amounting to upwards of four hundred species,
are, some of them, eommon to both divisions; others are peculiar to one division, and
characteristic of it. These fossils bear a general analogy to testaceous animals now existing
in the Northern Seas, between latitudes 50° and 60° but whether any are identical with
those now found in the adjacent German Ocean is matter of dispute. Lyell refers the
crag formations to the older Phocene period. The thickness of the erag is not known;
it has been penetrated fifty feet, near Orford, without reaching the bottom.

That part of the district which lies between the Orwell and the Stour is, for the most part,
occupied by the London elay alone.?

The navigable rivers of Suffolk are the Stour, the Orwell, the Alde, the Blythe, which
now joins the sea at Southwold, though its ancient passage was by Dunwich, the Waveney,
the Lark, and the Little Ouse. The two latter reach the sea at Lynn, but all the former
fall into the German Oecean on the cast coast of the county.

The Stour, which is the most considerable river, rises from three sources; the first of
which is near Kedington in Suffolk; the second rises in Cambridgeshire, and the third in

Essex. These rills unite about seven or eight miles from their respective springs, whence

! Young. 2 Lyell. Conybeare. Phillips.
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the river throughout its entire passage divides the counties of Suffolk and Essex. Pursuing
a winding course, it passes the towns of Clare, Sudbury, and Nayland; below which last
place it receives the waters of a stream from Boxford, and a few miles lower those of the
Bret, a considerable tributary ;-and, flowing onwards through the charming valley of Dedham,
it reaches Manningtree and Mistley, where it suddenly expands into a noble wstuary, which
at high water is from a mile and a half to nearly two miles wide. Its course is then about
twelve miles in a direct line to Harwich, where it mingles with the German Ocean. Its
entire course is upwards of fifty miles, and it is navigable by sea-borne vessels to Manningtree,
and thence, by the aid of locks, by barges to Sudbury.

The Gipping, which is the name of the upper course of the Orwell, is formed by the
union of several streams, which, becoming confluent near Stowmarket, flow in a south-
eastern direction by Needham to Ipswich. It here meets the tide, and, like its sister Stour,
expands at once into an estuary capable of floating sea-borne vessels of considerable burthen
to the ocean. From Ipswich, where it assumes the name of the Orwell, its course is about
ten miles, when, uniting with the Stour, their combined waters form the capacious and
secure harbour of Harwich. This river was rendered navigable from Ipswich to Stowmarket
in 1793, at an expense of a little more than £26,000. The distance somewhat exceeds
sixteen miles. Many excellent mansions and noble parks adorn the Orwell, the banks of
which are bold, and the scenery altogether delightful.

The Alde rises at Brundish: it winds through a rich agricultural district by Dennington
and Rendham to Stratford St. Andrew and Farnham, where it is crossed by the high road
from Ipswich to Lowestoft. At Snape bridge, after having received Langford brook, and
a smaller tributary from Saxmundham, it meets the tidal waters, and swells into a wide
river: it then proceeds to Aldborough, and having reached within two hundred yards
of the sea, in a direction due east, it at once abandons its purpose of forming a junction
there, and bending suddenly to the south, runs parallel to the shore for about nine miles,
being separated from the ocean merely by a narrow peninsula of pebbles. In its passage
from Aldborough to its mouth in Hollesley Bay it passes the town and stately castle of
Orford, majestic in decay, and receives the tributary waters of the Butley, which wash the
site of the ruined Abbey of that name.

A plan was submitted to Government, in the beginning of the present century, to connect
the Alde with Hollesley Bay by a cutting near Orford-ness. The river was proved by
soundings to be capable of floating seventy-four-gun ships at the lowest tides, and the
utility of the scheme strongly insisted on, as there is no harbour for many leagues along
the coast, of sufficient depth to receive large ships of war. It was abandoned, however,

from an anticipation, probably, of the impossibility of keeping the entrance free from a

bar.
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The Deben has its source near the little town of Debenham, to which place, tradition
asserts, it was navigable in Saxon times. At Brandeston it receives an augmentation to
its stream, whence it flows to Wickham Market. It then reaches Woodbridge by a
south-castern course, and there widens into a channel from a quarter to half 2 mile in width.
Its course thence is direct to the sea, which it reaches in about ten miles, being navigable in
this part of its channel for vessels of considerable tonnage.

The Blythe is navigable by small craft from Southwold to Halesworth. It rises at
Laxfield, and, passing the Danish village of Ubbeston, intersects Heveningham Park, and
flows by Walpole to llalesworth. Its course is not more than twenty miles.

The Little Ouse rises at Lopham. It then flows westward for about fourteen miles
to Barnham, where it suddenly turns to the north in its course to Thetford. It hence
becomes navigable, and, passing onwards through a bald and barren country to Brandon,
continues the boundary line between the counties of Norfolk and Suffolk to Sedge Fen,
where it is lost in the system of the Greater Ouse.

The Lark rises about five miles south-cast of Bury St. Edmund’s. It passes that
charming town in its way to Foruham, where it becomes navigable by barges; and, running
into Cambridgeshire, is mingled with the ampler waters of the Great Ouse. Its entire course
does not exceed eighteen miles.

The Waveney rises in a meadow in the parish of Lopham, and, pursuing a tortuous course
to the east, flows by Diss, Scole, Harleston, and Bungay. 1lere, taking a remarkable sweep
to the north, it returns in the shape of a horse-shoe; almost meeting the spot from which
it diverged on reaching the town. From Bungay it becomes navigable to Yarmouth, a
distance of about forty miles. From Beceles bridge it transports sea-borne vessels of a
small class to the ocean by Oulton Dike and Lake Lothing, through an artificial cut near
Lowestoft; the lne of which was its ancient and principal mouth. At present the tides
of the Waveney turn northward from Oulton Dike, and proceeding in a winding course,
whose direction is first north-west, and then north-east, they wash the high banks over
which frown the walls of Garianonum, and there become lost in the Yare, about four
miles before it reaches Yarmouth bridge. Fritton Decoy, a beautiful lake about two miles
long, whose lovely scenery deserves a more extended fame, discharges its superfluous waters
into the Waveney just below St. Olave’s bridge. A small feeder of the Waveney in its
upper course rises near Mendlesham, and, passing the borough town of Eye, falls into its
channel at Hoxne. This tributary is inconsiderable in extent and volume, but demands
notice, as anchors and traces of ancient navigation have been discovered in its bed: a
circumstance which seems to confirm the tradition that the valleys of the Waveney and
the Little Ouse were once navigable throughout their entire course from Gorleston to Lynn.
Abbo Floriacensis, a Benedictine monk of the tenth century, describes the town of Eye
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as then situated in the midst of a marsh; and adds that the rivulet thence to the Waveney
had formerly been navigable. Swindon, in his History of Yarmouth, relates, that so late as the
year 1549, during the time of Kett’s rebellion in Norfolk, a small pinnace was prepared to
convey twenty men up the Waveney, as far as Weybread, which, following the curves of
the river, is twelve or fourteen miles higher than the limit of the present artificial navigation,
and within four of the point where it receives the tributary stream from Eye.

The meadows through which the Waveney meanders are amongst the most fertile in
the kingdom. All these rivers abound in fish. In the Little Ouse are caught pike, chub,
and eels, all of large size. The grey mullet is taken in the Alde in the greatest perfection.
The Waveney produces eels of a delicate flavour, with pike, perch, and roach, in abundance.
Smelts are taken in the season, and occasionally a salmon strays up its waters. In the
year 1753 a sturgeon was captured on the flats above Beccles bridge, which weighed
eleven stone two pounds, and measured seven feet eight inches in length. Another fish
of this class got entangled in the nets of a fisherman, now living, not far below the same
spot, but effected his escape before his astonished captor could secure him in his boat.
The perch of the Waveney are unrivalled for the brilliancy of their colours, and occasionally
attain a considerable weiéht. Six of these fish were caught near Worlingham Staithe,
four miles below Beccles, by Henry Francis, Iisq., of that town, on the 9th of Augnst, 1844,
which averaged three pounds each. One measured eighteen inches in length, five and a half
in depth, and weighed three pounds and a half. It was what sportsmen term an empty fish,
but had it been taken in full season, it would have weighed nearly five pounds. The eels
are occasionally taken very large: the writer has caught them exceeding six pounds in weight.
About thirty years since a pike was captured near Ellingham water-mills, and kept for a
considerable time in a tank, as an extraordinary specimen. He here became so tame as
to take small fry from the hand of his keeper. He weighed forty-four pounds. Lampreys
of large size are not unfrequently taken in this river.

The waters of the Waveney in its upper course are singularly brilliant and transparent.
Every weed in its bed may be seen, even where the channel is deep, and the fishes may be
discerned sporting in shoals. It may venture to vie, in this respect, with the Dove, so

celebrated by Cotton, and the Author dares apply to it that poet’s elegant lines—

4 Princess of rivers! how 1 love

Upon thy flowery banks to lie,

And view thy silver stream

When gilded by a summer’s beam !
And in it all thy wanton fry
Playing at liberty :

And, with my angle upon them,
The all of treachery
I ever learn’d industriously to try.
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Reyce enumerates among the produce of our rivers, besides the fish already mentioned,
“ trout, barbel, and crevises:” after speaking of these rivers and their peculiar adaptation to
commerce, he says, I must confess as all other earthly benefitts are accompanied with some
incommodities, it is objected it (the county) lyeth open, and is ready for forreigne invasion,
there bee so many havens, harbours, creeks, and other places of ready discent, that the
enemy is soon entercd; and this is more confirmed by the frequent proofe of the silly
Dunkirkers, who, before the peace concluded between Spaine and England, robbed our
shores, came into our havens, and carried away our loden vessels, rifling oftentimes whole
townes. Butt that which is common to all other sea-bordering shires (as what shore is
free from their insulting, audacious, and their furtive preying) ought nott here to be reckned
as a perticuler incommoditie, neither may these furtive assaults with a more momentary
returne bee reputed as a warlike invasion; which whensoever it shall bee effected, by that
time the invaders meet with our deep myrie soyle, our narrow and fowle lanes, our manifold
inclosures, severed with so many deep ditches, hedges, and store of wood, bushes and trees,
secing the impassablenesse of this country with any materiall forces, albeit there were
noe other meanes of resistance, they will have just cause to repent their rashness.”

Ipswich, the county town of Suffolk, is distant seventy miles from the General Post Office
in London. Bury St. Edmund’s, the second town in importance, is seventy-six miles from
the samie point, measured by the mail-eoach road through Bishop’s Stortford and Newmarket.
Besides these towns, Suffolk contains the borough of Eye, and the lately disfranchised
boroughs of Aldeburgh, Dunwich, Orford, and Sudbury; and the market towns of Beecles,
Bungay, Clare, Debenham, Framlingham, Iladleigh, Ilalesworth, Lavenham, Lowestoft,
Mildenhall, Newmarket, Saxmundhanm, Southwold, Stowmarket, and Woodbridge. The
little towns of Bildeston, Blythborough, Botesdale, Brandon, Haverhill, Ixworth, Men-
dlesham, Needham, Nayland, Wickham, and Woolpit, formerly possessed markets which
are now discontinued.

The mail-coach road from London to Norwich enters Suffolk at Stratford St. Mary,
on the Essex border, passes through Ipswich, and thence runs northwards by Stonham to
Scole. A branch at Ipswich diverges to the right hand, gradually approaching the sea-shore,
by Woodbridge, Wickham Market, Saxmundham, Yoxford, and Lowestoft, and leaves the
county at Southtown.

A road also enters the county at Newmarket and proceeds to Norwich by Thetford.
A line here, also, diverges to the right and unites with the mail-coach road from Ipswich
to Norwich, necar Scole, having passed through Bury St. Edmund’s, Ixworth, and Botesdale.

A road from London crosses the river Stour at Sudbury, and proceeds by Long Melford
to Bury St. Edmund’s.

The principal cross-roads, which rival the highways of many counties in excellence, are,
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a line from Beccles through Halesworth and Bramfield into the Yarmouth and Ipswich
mail-coach road at the ninety-sixth mile stone; a road, which, leaving the Norwich mail
road at Claydon, branches to Needham, Stowmarket, Woolpit, and Bury; and a road from
Ipswich through Helmingham, Debenham, and Eye, which falls into the Norwich mail-coach
road about two miles from the Norfolk boundary. A road also, of considerable traffic, runs
from Lowestoft to Beccles, and thence proceeds through Bungay and Harleston to Scole.
In 1844 a bill was obtained in Parliament for extending a line of railway, from the present
termination of the Eastern Counties Railway at Lexden by Colchester to Ipswich; which line
is now in active progress.

The Norwich and Brandon Railway will also enter Suffolk at the latter town, and pass
through the north-western angle of the county.

Suffolk is, happily, almost exclusively an agricultural district, and is, perhaps, one of
the best cultivated in England. Farming implements of the most perfect kind are almost
universally employed, and Agricultural Associations have been formed in various parts for
the improvement of the breed of cattle, for the construction of agricultural implements,
and the encouragement of good conduct in labourers and domestic servants.

Suffolk possesses an indigenous breed of cattle ;—these are of the polled kind, and of
a fine red or brindled colour; the cows are in great repute as excellent milkers; and the
quantity of milk yielded by one of them, is, on an average, from four to six gallons a day,—
though a Suffolk cow in the writer’s parish has been known to give thirty-two quarts of milk
per day, and of a good quality, for a considerable time after calving: but this is, no doubt,
an extraordinary instance. The Suffolk cow is small in size, with a clean throat and
little dewlap, a thin clean snake-like head, large carcass, and high hip-bones; the udder
large and loose, and the milk veins remarkably prominent.

The Suffolk pigs are a prolific and profitable breed; they are well made, compact, with short
upright ears, and mostly white: they are thickly covered with hair, and hardy in their nature.

The horses of this county, widely known as Suffolk punches, are a valuable and docile
racc, remarkable for their unwearied exertions, and unrivalled at what is, provincially,
called ‘a dead pull’ They are middle-sized, very short made, and though low in the
forehand, are active in their paces, and on the lighter lands of the county will draw a
plough at the rate of three miles an hour. In many respects they resemble the little
compact horses of Normandy, so much esteemed for their hardihood and constant readiness
for labour. “ Now for our horses of burden or draught,” observes Reyce, © experience
of long time teacheth us, how uncertain the proofe is of that which wee pay so dear
for at other hands, causeth us to esteeme our owne home-bred the more, which every
way proveth so well for our use and profitt, that our husbandmen may justly compare
in this respect with any other country whatsoever.”

VOL. I.
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The breed of sheep most usually kept in Suffolk is a cross between the South-down and
the Leicester.

The dairy lands of Suffolk are by no means so extensive as formerly. Large tracts of
old grass have been ploughed up, and converted into arable land. The quantity of butter
still made is considerable, and a large supply of this is annually sent to the London
markets.

Suffolk cheese is proverbially execrable, though Fuller?® says, “most excellent cheeses are
made herein, whereof the finest are very thin, as intended not for food but digestion.” It
must be presnmed that the art of cheese-making has considerably declined in Suffolk since
Fuller's days; for it would be impossible to doubt the judgment of so keen an observer,
whose accuracy is proved by his remarks on the “Suffolk fair maids.”—“It seemeth the
God of Nature hath been hountiful in giving them beautiful complexions.”

[lops have been grown in Suffolk ever since the carly part of the sixteenth eentury,
though their cultivation has never been carried to any great extent. “I may nott here,”
says Reyee, “next to the corne omitt to speake of our hopps, which when they were first.
perceived to delight in our soile, well was hee that could entertaine this plant.” Bullein,
who wrote his ¢ Bulwarke of Defence’ in the middle of that century, mentions their growing
at Brousyard, near Framlingham, and in many other places. The same writer, in his
* Government of Iealth,” observes, that “though there cometh many good hops from beyond
sea, yet it is known that the goodly stilles and fruitful grounds of England do bring forth
unto mau's use as good hops as groweth in any place in this world, as by proof I know
in many places of the countic of Suffolke, whereas they brew their own beere with the
hops that groweth upon their own grounds.” Tusser, who was a Suffolk farmer, gives full
directions respecting their management in lis ¢ August’s Husbandry,” by which it would
appear they were then more extensively cultivated than they are at present. A small extent
of land is still employed in hop-gardens, in the neighbourhood of Stowmarket, and at
Rushmere, near Ipswich. Mr. Cobbold, the proprietor of the hop-grounds at the last-
mentioned village, has also a garden of about 23 aeres at I'oxhall.

There are rabbit-warrens in the sand distriet about Thetford and Brandon, but these are
neither so numerous or extensive as those on the opposite borders of Norfolk, At the
latter town a warren is said to make an annual return of forty thousand rabbits, twenty
rabbits per acre being the usnal produce.

Suffolk is one of the earliest enclosed counties in England: the system of tillage is very
uniform throughout the district, and the greater part of the land is under the plough. Two
Suffolk horses will plough an acre a day; and nearly two on the sand-lands: the ploughmen

? Worthies.
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are remarkably skilful, and prizes are frequently distributed among them for such as draw
the straightest furrow.

Besides all the common crops, carrots are grown on the sand-lands about Woodbridge,
and rape-seed and hemp in the fenny district.

The turkeys, and poultry in general, are but little inferior in size and flavour to those
reared in Norfolk; and game, in places, is very abundant.

Various Hundreds in the county are incorporated by Act of Parliament, and have erected
Union-houses for the maintenance of the poor: they manufacture netting for the fishermen,
spin, and cultivate a few acres of land: they are well kept and managed, but have not
lowered the poor-rates to the extent anticipated. The Dbest managed are of an expensive
tendency, and of equivocal effect, as to comfort and morality ;—where badly managed, they
are nurseries of idleness and vice. There is a Pauper Lunatic Asylum at Melton, near
Woodbridge.

The manufactories of Suffolk are very inconsiderable. At Sudbury and Mildenhall are
mills for silk and woollen goods; the latter being a branch of an extensive concern at
Norwich. The manufactory of woollen cloth at Sudbury was introduced in the reign of
Edward III., but after a time it gradually declined. Crape, and bunting for ships’ flags,
are made here. It is calculated that fifteen hundred persons are now employed in this
town in the silk, and about four hundred in the crape and bunting business. Silks and
velvets are made by hand-loom weaving at Glemsford. The combing and spinning of wool
for the Norwich manufactories is also pursued in many parts of the county, but carried
to no great extent.

The manufacture of gun-flints at Brandon, which formerly employed sixty men, is now
much reduced.

Straw-plat for ladies’ bonnets is made at Clare, Cavendish, Lavenham, Haverhill, and
many places in the south-western part of the county.

Woolpit is famous for its bricks.

The herring fishery off the coast of Suffolk commences about the middle of September,
and ends in the beginning of December. The boats used in this trade are decked vessels
of about forty or fifty tons burthen, and lugger rigged. The favourite fishing-grounds are
situated about thirteen leagues north-east from Lowestoft. The boats continue at sea till
they have obtained a sufficient cargo to bring into the roads. Instances are on record,
where a single boat, under circumstances of extraordinary success, has taken twelve or
fourteen lasts in one night, of ten thousand herrings to the last, or the surprising number
of one hundred and forty thousand fish. About fifty or sixty years since, Lowestoft employed
not more than thirty or thirty-five luggers annually in this fishery. Their number has,
however, vastly increased. Sixty-five vessels were so engaged in the season of 1844.
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Fishermen complain that the herrings are not so numerous on the ‘grounds’ as they
were formerly ; but it may fairly be questioned, if the increased number of boats, causing
a smaller individual ¢catch,” has not produced this seeming deficiency. The master of
one of these boats reports to the writer, that though sixty-five luggers were employed in
the autumn of 1844, that number was less by twelve than was engaged in the preceding
season ;—that no fishing vessels have been built at Lowestoft for nearly two years; and
that the returns are so bad, there is no prospect of any being built for some time to come.
The sixty-five boats employed during the last season took on an average twenty-one lasts
of herrings per boat. Mackarel fishing commences in May, and ends in July. The same
boats and crews are employed in this service as in the herring fishery. The boats are
attended by fast-sailing cutters; and of late, by steam vessels, which collect the ¢takings’
of the luggers, and convey them to Billingsgate. During a favourable season, one hundred
thousand mackarel are carried to that market cvery week. These fish are also brought
on shore by ferry-boats, and sold by auction on the beach, to the owners of vans, who
convey them to Town with incredible speed by land carriage; the success of this mode
of trade depending entirely upon the quickness with which they are transported to
London.

Suflolk is included in the Norfolk circuit. The Assizes are held in the spring at Bury
St. Edmund's, and in the summer at Ipswich. Quarter Sessions for their respective divisions
are held at Bececles, Bury, Ipswich, and Woodbridge. There are county gaols and houses
of correction at Bury and Ipswich; county houses of correction at Beccles and Wood-
bridge; and borough prisons at Ipswich, Bury, Sudbury, Eye, Aldborough, Southwold,
and Orford.

The county is divided into twenty-on¢ Hundreds, besides the Liberty of the borough
of Ipswich, viz., Babergh, Blackbourn, Blything, Bosmere and Claydon, Carlford, Colneis,
Cosford, Ilartismere, Iloxne, Lackford, Loes, Mutford and Lothingland, Plomesgate,
Risburgh, Samford, Stow, Thedwestry, Thingoe, Thredling, Wangford, Wilford.

These are subdivided into the ¢Geldable portion,” in which issues and forfeitures are
paid to the King; and the Liberties of St. Ethelred, St. Edmund, and the Duke of
Norfolk.

The Liberty of St. Ethelred comprehends the Hundreds of Carlford, Colneis, Loes,
Plomesgate, Thredling, and Wilford.

That of St. Edmund includes the Hundreds of Babergh, Blackbourn, Cosford, Lackford,
the [falf-hundred of Exning, Rishridge, Thedwestry, and Thingoe.

The Liberty of the Duke of Norfolk, which was granted to John Duke of Norfolk, and
his heirs for ever, by letters patent, dated at Westminster, Dec. 7, 1486, includes several

of his manors, for which he appoints a Steward and a Coroner, issues writs, and receives
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all fines and amercements. In Norfolk this Liberty is very extensive, but in this county
it embraces only the manors of Bungay, Kelsale, Carlton, Peasenhall, the three Stonhams,
Dennington, Brundish, the four Ilketshalls, and Cratfield.

The Sessions for the two Liberties of St. Ethelred and St. Edmund are held at Wood-
bridge and Bury respectively. The Liberty of St. Edmund returns a Grand Jury at the
Assizes, distinet from that returned by the rest of the county. In the reign of King Stephen,
it was proved by Sir Henry de Glanvil, that all pleas, suits, and actions whatsoever,
concerning any person in the Liberties of St. Edmund, except the pleas of murder or
treasure trove, belonged to the eourt of St. Edmund, and were to be tried by the Abbot
of Bury, his Steward, or other officer appointed by him. The Marquis of Bristol is now
Lord of this Liberty.

The Geldable portion includes the ITundreds of Blything, Bosmere and Claydon, Hartis-
mere, Hoxne, the two Half-hundreds of Lothingland and Mutford, Samford, Stow, and
Wangford.

Suffolk formerly returned sixteen members to Parliament; but by the Reform Act,
Orford, Aldborough, and Dunwich, were disfranchised, and Eye reduced to onc member.
Sudbury has since been deprived of its privilege, on the ground of bribery aud corruption.
The county now returns two members for the eastern, and two for the western division ;
two each for the boroughs of Ipswich and Bury, and one for Eye: total nine.

The polling places for the eastern division of the county are—Ipswich, Needham, Wood-
bridge, Framlingham, Saxmundham, Halesworth, Beccles, and Lowestoft.

For the western division the places of polling are— Bury, Lavenham, Stowmarket,
Wickham-brook, Botesdale, Mildenhall, and Hadleigh.

The civil government.of the county is in the Iigh Sheriff for the time being, who is
annually appointed by the Crown, and presides at the Assizes, and other important county
meetings. There was but one Iigh Sheriff for the two counties of Norfolk and Suffolk
until so late as the year 1576.

The military and marine government of the county is entrusted to the eare of the
Lord Lieutenant, and who, as in the case of the late Duke of Grafton, is Vice-Admiral
and Custos Rotulorum. As Lord Lieutenant he is the locum tenens of the Crown, and
its Viceroy. He has the power of commissioning all officers in the Militia, appoints the
Deputy Licutenants, and, as Custos Rotulorum, puts such gentlemen as are properly
qualified into the commission of the peace, and has the custody of the rolls or records of

the Sessions of peace.
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The principal fairs in Suffolk are—

Haughley, August 25.
ITaverhill, May 12, August 26.
Hinton, June 29.

Aldborough, March I, May 3.
Aldringham, October 11, December 1.
Barrow, May 1.
Beceles, Whit Mouday, July 11, Sessions, Octo- Tlorringer, September 4.
ber 2. Hoxne, December 1.
Tundon, Iloly Thursday.
Ipswich, first Tuesday in May, May 18, July 25,
August 22, September 25.
Keddington, June 29.
Kersey, Easter Monday.
Lavenham, Shrove Tuesday, October 11.
Laxfield, May 12 and 13, October 23 aud 26.

Bergholt, last Wednesday in July.

Bildeston, Ash Wednesday and 1loly Thursday.
Blythborough, April 5.

Botesdale, 11oly Thursday.

Boxford, Easter Monday.

Boxted, Whit Tuesday.

Brandon, February 14, June 11, November 11.
Brieet, July 5. Lindsey, July 25.

Lowestoft, May 12, Oetober 11,
Melford, Whit Tuesday.

Bungay, May 14, September 25.
Bures, 1loly Thursday.

Bury, Easter Tuesday, October 2, December 1. Mendlesham, Holy Thursday.
Cavendish, June 11. Mildenhall, October 11.
Clare, Easter Tuesday, July 26. Nayland, October 2.
Cowling, July 31, October 17. Needham, October 12 and 13.

Newmarket, Whit Tuesday, August 24.
Orford, June 24,
Polstead, June 16.

Cratfield, September 16,
Dehenham, June 24,
Dunwicly, July 25.

Earl Soham, July 23. Saxmundham, 1loly Thursday, September 23.
Elinset, Whit Tuesday. Suape, August 11,

Elmswell, November 1. Southwold, Trinity Monday, August 24.

Eve, Whit Monday. O Stanton, Whit Monday.

Telsham, August 16. Stoke-by-Clare, Whit Monday.

Tinningham, September 4. Stoke-by-Nayland, Febrnary 25, Whit Mouday,
Framlingham, Whit Monday, October 11. first Wednesday after Old May-day.
Framsden, Holy Thursday. Stowmarket, July 10, Augnst 12.

Glemsford, June 21. Stradbroke, third Monday in June, October 2.
Gorleston, Whit Monday. Stratford St. Mary, June 11,

Great Thurlow, October 10. Sudbury, March 12, July 10, September 4.
lacheston, November 12. Thrandeston, July 31,

Hadleigh, Whit Monday, Oetober 10. Thwaite, June 30, November 26.

11aleswortlr, Whit Tuesday, Oetober 29. Woodbridge, April 6, October 11.

Hartest, April 23. Woolpit, Septenber 6.

Suffolk is in the province of Canterbury, and was formerly wholly included in the
diocese of Norwich; but by an Act of Parliament, passed in the sixth and seventh of
William IV., the Archdeaconry of Sudbury (except the Deaneries of Hartismere and
Stow, now attached to the Archdeaconry of Suffolk,) has been transferred to the See
of Ely.

The Deanery of Blackbourn, formerly included in the Archdeaconry of Suffolk, was
added to that of Sudbury at the time of the same arrangement.

The Archdeaconry of Suffolk comprehends the sixteen Deaneries of Bosmere, Carlesford,
Claydon, Colneis, Dunwich, Hartismere, Hoxne, Ipswich, Loes, Lothingland, Orford, Sam-
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ford, South Elmham, Stow, Wangford, and Wilford; including 348 cures, of which 198 are
rectories, 80 vicarages, 55 perpetual curacies, and 15 chapelries.

The Archdeaconry of Sudbury comprises the Deaneries of Blackhourn, Clare, Fordham,—
part of which is in Cambridgeshire,—Sudbury, Thedwestry, and Thingoe ; 174 cures, of which
126 are rectories, 18 are vicarages, 19 perpetual curacies, and 11 chapelries. The total
amount of cures in the county is, therefore, 522, viz., 324 rectories, 98 vicarages, 74 perpetual
curacies, and 26 chapelries. But by the union of cures the number of benefices is greatly
reduced. There are four peculiars in the county, the rectories of ITadleigh, and Monks
Eleigh, and the rectory and vicarage of Moulton, belonging to Canterbury, and the rectory
and viearage of Freckingham, attached to the See of Rochester. Of these preferments, fifty-
four are in the gift of the Crown, thirty-four in the patronage of Colleges, four in the gift of
Corporations, four in the gift of the Parishioners,—five, and one alternate, presentations in the
Bishop of Norwich, three in the Dean and Chapter of Norwich, six in the Bishop of Ely,
two in the patronage of the Archbishop of Canterbury, two in the Dean and Chapter of
Canterbury, and the residue in private hands.

The See of this Diocese was first fixed at Dunwich in Suffolk about the year 630, by
Felix, a Burgundian priest, under the auspices of Sigebert, King of East Anglia. In 673,
Bisus, the fourth Bishop, weighed down by age and increasing infirmities,* divided the dioeese
into two parts, one of which was to embrace Suffolk with its See at Dunwich ; and the other
to be co-extensive with Norfolk, having its See at North Llmham. ¥ About the year 870, the
two Sees were re-united by Bishop Wybred; but Suffolk never after regained its Episcopal
dignity.

The Archdeaconry of Sudbury was erected in A.p. 1126, and the present Archdeacon is
the Venerable George Glover, A. M., of South Repps. The Archdeaconry of Suffolk was
instituted in 1127. The Venerable Ilenry Denny Berners, LL.B., of Woolverstone Hall, is
the present Archdeacon, who holds Visitations at Ipswich, Wickham Market, Yoxford,
Beccles, and Stradbrooke.

The Rural Deans of this Archdeaconry are the following clergymen :

Bosmere . . o o ° o The Rev. R. Longe, and C. Shorting.
Carlford . . . . 0 . — W. Potter, and E. Moor.
Claydon 0 o . . o ° — J. Bedingfeld, and W. Kirby.
Colneis o > o > o o —_— W. J. Edge, and II. Edgell.
Dunwich o 0 o o o o — S. Clissold.

Sonth Elmham o ° o 0 o - E. A. Holmes.

Hartismere 5 o o ° . . — Lord Bayning, and R. Cobbold.
Iloxne 5 . ° 5 . . -~ E. Barlee.

4 Godwinus,
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According to the Reports of the Charity Commissioners, there are annual funds amounting
to £3991, applicable to the purposes of education. The income of endowed schools is
£2972, and a sum of £1018 is for educational purposes in schools not endowed.

The number of boarding-schaols in 1833 was fifty-eight.

The state of the elective franchise in 1839-40 was as follows :

Last West

division. | division. Total.

Freeholders of every elass . . . .| 3708 3056 6764
Copyholders and customary tenants . 742 570 1312
Leaseholders, for a term, or for life . 40 22 62
£50 Tenants at will . . . . . 1683 1283 2966
Trustees and mortgagees . . . . 14 13 27
Qualified by offices . . . . . . 134 131 265
Joint and duplicate qualifications. . 83 96 179
' | 6104 | 5171 | 11575

The principal historical events connected with this district, during the period of Roman
domination, were, the revolt of the natives in the year 51, which was speedily quelled by the
activity of Ostorius Scapula; and the insurrection of the Iceni, to revenge the wrongs of
Boadicea and her daughters. This formidable rising, which had well-nigh extirpated the
Roman power in Britain, was crowned with brief success., The native valour of the Iceni
was unable to cope with the discipline of their opponents in a protracted warfare. The
Royal family perished, the British chieftains were swept away, and their lands allotted to
the conquerors. A vigorons administration of military government succeeded; numerous
and important stations arose throughout the province, connected by solid and well-con-
structed roads; and the people passed into slavery and bondage.

The principal Roman road entered the county from Londinium, at the modern Stratford
St. Mary’s, on the Essex border, and, running northward towards Needham Market, left
Ipswich on the right hand. It probably fell into the present mail-coach road to Norwich
at Creeting: the names of the parishes of Stonham are there indicative of its course. It
pursued its way by Yaxley, and, crossing the Waveney at Billingford, passed by Wacton,
the Saxon wake (i.e. watch) town, Long Stratton, and Taseburgh, and terminated at the
station of Venta Icenorum, now known as Caistor, by Norwich. It would appear that this
road was not completed by the Roman soldiers without molestation; for the ancient name

of Billingford, and under which it is recorded in Domesday Book, was Preleston: from-
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which we may infer that some severe contest (preelium) had taken place at this ford, between
the Romans and the natives.

A vicinal way stretched from Taseburgh to Blythborough. It crossed the river Waveney
into Suffolk at Bungay; proceeded by Spexhall, where, for a considerable distance, it retains
the name of Stone Street; and, leaving the Halesworth road at the point called Broadways,
ran through Holton, and onwards to Blythborough.

From the dircetion of certain lanes and driftways, now leading to bare heaths only, it
seems likely that a branch of this ¢Way’ pursued its course to Dunwich, the Dommoc
ceastre of King Alfred.

The Ickneild Street crossed the corner of Suffolk from Thetford to Newmarket.

A military road also intersected the south-west angle of the county, from the neigh-
bourhood of Haverhill towards Cambridge.

A Roman way also crossed the entire county in a south-cast direction from Thetford,
by Ixworth, Woolpit, and Bildeston, to Stratford St. Mary ; and the names of Norton Street,
Fen Street, and Low Street, which occur on its line, plainly indicate its route. It also
passed Stowlangtoft, where the remains of Roman castrametation are yet visible. This
road is most probably the continuation of the well-known Peddar Way, which, proceeding
from Brancaster and Hunstanton, in Norfolk, runs in a direct and still well-defined course,
by Castle Acre and Swaffham; and, stretching across the dreary and bald heaths of Cres-
singham and Bodney, passed the clear and sparkling stream at Stanford, and then ran by
Thetford to Ixworth, whence its route has been defined. A direct and unimpeded com-
munication was thus opened from Londinium and Camulodunum to the extreme northern
shore of the kingdom of the Iceni. The direction of this entire line from Stratford to
Hunstanton is singularly direct; and it is altogether a remarkable route, whether we regard
its cxtraordinary length, which cxcceds 70 miles, or consider its undeviating course. It
is not a faint emblem of the energy of the wonderful people who constructed it, whose
plans of universal dominion crushed every impediment of distance, opposition, or danger.
By it they were enabled to transport heavy-armed troops and military engines to at least
six important stations in Icenia,—Stratford, Brettingham, Ixworth, Thetford, Castle Acre,
and Brancaster.

A road is also conjectured to have extended from the Waveney, near Lopham Ford,
through Ixworth to Bury. On this line we detect at the present day, the two villages
of Stanton, and a place called Up-street Lane. In all probability this was a branch from
Taseburgh, which seems to have been the recipient of a vast number of roads which convened
at it in their course to Venta Icenorum.

A road ran from Dunwich, or Aldborough, perhaps from both, through Sibton, where
a portion of it exists, in an extremely perfect state, just to the north-west of the Abbey
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grounds. It stretched thence towards the Waveney, which it crossed near Harleston, and
led onwards to Taseburgh.

From the direction of existing lanes, it is evident that a branch of this road diverged
at Sibton or Peasenhall, and, directing its course by Baddingham, Dennington, and Soham,
fell, at Pettaugh, into the long lane now called Stone Street, where it pursues a straight
line for nearly four miles, and, passing Coddenham, joined the great road already mentioned
as bisecting the county from Stratford to Billingford. This route afforded a communication
from London, through Stratford, to the principal stations in the eastern parts of Suffolk.

A road must have run from Dunwich to the Ad Ansam, through Burgh, near Wood-
bridge, though it is not now to be followed with exactness. Traces of it appcar in the
name of Stratford, a village near Saxmundham, where it passcd the river Alde.

These numerous roads, which thus sprcad over Suffolk like so many arterics in the
system of Roman subjugation, terminated at strong fortresses, and afforded expeditious
means of communication with the intermediate stations,

Of the stations themselves, scarcely one in the county is identified beyond doubt; their
exact locality being still a subject of discussion. We may, however, be allowed to exercise
our speculation ; and possibly, like men groping in the twilight, may occasionally stumble
on the objects of our search. In the ninth Iter of Antoninus we read thus: “A venta
Icenorum Sitomago. M. p. xxx1. Cambretonio. m. p. xx11.  Ad Ansam. M. P, xv.”

If we follow the line of Roman road, as just detailed, from Caistor to Colchester, by
the route of Thetford, Brettenham, and Stratford, we shall find the respective distances
of these modern towns to coincide in a very remarkable degree with the measurement
of Antoninus; allowing the difference between the Roman and the English mile. Thus
from Caistor to Thetford is, by the old Roman route, 26 English, or, as we see above,
31 Roman miles. Now, as a Roman mile contained only 1614 yards, or -%ths and ;;th
of an English statute mile, the variation between the ancient and modern measurement is
brought to about three miles. So, again, Cambretonium is placed by Antoninus at 22 Roman
miles from Sitomagus, and Brettenham is about 20 from Thetford. Cambretonium is
15 of Antoninus’s miles from Ad Ansam, and it is about 14 Englisli miles from Brettenham
to Stratford, measured in a straight line, as the Roman roads were constructed. The
coincidence of these respective admeasurements, and the similarity of sound between
Cambretonium and Brettenham, which is too remarkable to be passed unnoticed, are argu-
ments as to the site of these three stations, which, if they do not carry conviction, are
decidedly superior to any which controversy may prefer in favour of other localities.
To place Sitomagus at Dunwich, or at Easton, which is almost undoubtedly the efoyn,
or extensio of Ptolemy, and thus make Burgh by Woodbridge the Cambretonium, is
objectionable ; for, besides that the distances do not so well accord with the Iter, it seems
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inconsistent with military practice to march troops so much along the sea-coast, in preference
to passing them through the heart of the province. Camden and Dr. Gale are firm in
fixing Cambretonium at Brettenham. Horseley and Gale would fix Sitomagus at Woolpit,
and Ad Ansam at Witham in Essex; but such an arrangement involves the Iter in inex-
tricable difficulty.

If the Ieiani be in Suffolk, sound would lead us to place it at Ixworth, undoubtedly
a Roman station; but this claim is strongly advocated by some for Ickburgh in Norfolk.

The Villa Faustini has been placed at Yaxley: perhaps Bury St. Edmund’s is its true
position,

The Garianonum, mentioned in the Notitia Imperii, is almost universally fixed at Burgh
Castle, by Yarmouth; but surely its only claim to this locality is its situation on the
banks of the Yare, the Gariensis of former days; as no situation could be worse chosen
far the evolutions of cavalry.

Roman earth-works may be traced at Burgh by Woodbridge, at Lidgate, at Blythborough,
Bungay, ITaughley, and Stowlangtoft. At Pakenham, midway between Ixworth and Bury, a
tessellated pavement has been dug up; and at Wenham, at Felixstow, and in the vicinity
of Bury, Roman antiquities of various descriptions have been discovered.

If, in examining these widely-extended, and not faint traces of the arts and the arms of
our Roman conquerors, we have to lament the ravages of time, or still more, perhaps, of
wanton neglect, they reflect, notwithstanding, in no ordinary degree, the warlike spirit of
our aboriginal ancestors, which required these numerous strongholds to subjugate their
power, and curb their doubtful allegiance ; and they attest the fidelity of that portrait which
Tacitus has drawn of their military gallantry: “Iceni, valida gens, nec preliis contusi.”$
That they were an unpolished people is unquestionable; for human nature, distant from
the arts of civilization, and the refinements of social life, is always, more or less, sunk in
barbarity ; but many discoveries of recent days have rendered it doubtful whether they
were so rude and savage as Ceesar has deseribed them, and we may fairly question if he
has not degraded them, to exalt his own triumphs.

At what period the Romanized Iceni were first subjected to the predatory attacks of
the Saxons is uncertain. Cerdic, one of the earliest Saxon invaders, landed in 495 on the
eastern coast of Suffolk, probably near Lowestoft; and after gaining a few inconsiderable
advantages over the natives, withdrew his forces, and set sail for the western shores of
the island. But the appointment of a military chieftain by the Romans, who was designated
from the place of his command, Comes littoris Saxonici,—which embraced the coasts of

Norfolk, Suffolk, Essex, and Kent,—leads to a supposition, not unsupported by several

® Tac. Ann. lib, xii. 31.
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facts in local history, that the Saxons had gained a permanent settlement on our eastern
shores, before the recall of the Roman legions from Britain, If such be the fact, their
immigration was probably consequent on the revolt of Carausius, about the year 280.
This chieftain commanded the Roman fleets in the North Seas, against the Saxon and
Frankish pirates; but being urged by his ambition to assume the Purple, he coalesced
with his lawless adversaries, employed them in his fleets, and, assisted by their valour
and naval skill, bade defiance to the power of the emperors. The numerous estuaries
on the eastern coast, which were at that time capable of receiving such armaments, were,
of course, well known to Carausius, as High Admiral of these seas; and must have been
now frequented by his piratical allies, even if they had been previously ignorant of their
shelter. The broad channel of the Gariensis, now shrunk into the muddy shallow Breydon,
and the waters of Lake Lothing, then an open haven, united their mighty tides, and formed
one capacious port. At a period when the naval warfare of Britain was carried on, for
the most part, against the piratical hordes of the North and the East, the importance of
such a harbour could not have been overlooked. Here might the fleets of the usurping
Admiral brave every tempest ; and issuing hence, they rode triumphant on the seas.

Upon the subversion of the brief sovcreignty of Carausius, many of the smaller Roman
fortresses were raised on the coast to repress the incursions of the Saxons, who, harboured
by the settlers brought in by Carausius, succeeded, in spite of the most vigilant precautions,
to gain ground in the locality. Hence, on the abdication of Britain by the Romans, the
contests maintained against the new invaders were neither severe nor protracted.

The ancient province of the Iceni daily witnessed the arrival of fresh bodies of the
roving Saxons and Angles; and while the other States of Britain were struggling against
the inroads of their rude invaders, the Saxon power became sufficiently consolidated here
to lead forth an aggressive host to the banks of the Rhine, and compel the recreant Prince
of the Varnians to fulfil his vows plighted to a Saxon princess. Thc province was finally
erected into the indepcndent kingdom of East Anglia by Uffa, about a.p. 571.

A succession of petty wars with the neighbouring States succeeded this event; during
which East Anglia appears, gradually, to have receded from power. Redwald, the wisest
and most powerful of her kings, and the only one who enjoyed the dignity of Bretwalda, is
said to have kept his court at Framlingham, where he founded a castle.

Sigebert, to whom the East Anglians owe the establishment of Christianity, was slain
in battle by Penda, King of Mercia, one of the fiercest tyrants that ever filled a throne.
Egric, and Annas, the succeeding monarchs, fell by the same sword. The battle, which
proved fatal to Annas and his son Ferminus, was fought in the year 654, at Bulchamp,
near Blythborough, where the unsuccessful monarch and his son were buried. In 792
Ethelbert was treacherously murdered by Offa, King of Mercia, who annexed East Anglia
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to his own dominions; which supremacy its inhabitants were unable to shake off till the
year 823.

The fate of Edmund, familiar to us as the patron Saint of Bury Abbey, deserves a more
extended detail. This prince was distinguished, in those days of violence and oppression,
for his virtue and piety. In 870, Ingwar, a Danish chieftain, landed in East Anglia, and
ravaged it with unprecedented ferocity. Thetford was pillaged and burnt, and its inhabitants
violated and slain. Edmund, who was at Eglesdune, (now Hoxne,) in Suffolk, when these
atrocities were committed, led an army against the invaders, whom he encountered near
the scene of their brutalities. A desperate engagement ensued, which lasted from morning
until evening, great numbers being slain on both sides. The Danes quitted the field of
battle, and King Edmund retired with the remains of his army to Hoxne, “resolving,” says
the chronicler of Bury Abbey, “never more to fight against the Pagans, but, if it was
necessary, to yield up himself a sacrifice for the people, and for the faith of Christ.” Ingwar,
mad with defeat, recruited his forces, and followed ¥dmund to Hoxne, where the latter was
worsted, and fled. IIding himself, says a tradition yet current in that village, beneath a
little bridge, which still bears the name of Gold Bridge, he was discovered, by the glittering
of his golden spurs, to a newly-married couple, who were returning by moonlight to their
home.  These votaries of Ilymen—shame upon their heads—betrayed their monarch to
the Danes. Edmund, as they dragged him from his hiding-place, indignant at the treachery,
pronounced a malediction upon all who should afterwards pass this bridge on their way
to be married; and no bride and bridegroom have been bold enough to venture on the
forbidden path from that day to this. Edmund was put to death with circumstances of
great cruelty, and buried at Hoxne. But miracles having been wrought at his tomb, his
bones were afterwards removed to Bury, and canonized. Here their miraculous powers
were more actively developed, and procured for the Abbey its wealth and distinction, and
for that beautiful town its present appellation.

Eleven mounds of earth, on the Suffolk side of Thetford, in the parish of Barnham,
are the enduring monuments of St. Bdmund’s encounter with Ingwar, and mark the site
of this sanguinary battle-field.

The next important event in the early annals of East Angha is its colonization by the
Danes, who were planted here after their defeat by King Alfred, in the year 879. The
frequent occurrence, among Norfolk and Suffolk families, of the names of Rolfe, Ladbrook,
Hammond, Sego, Alpe, Goodrum, Tirketil, &c., is consequent on this immigration. Guth-
rum, the Danish chieftain, was baptized, with his followers, and remained faithful to his
spiritual vows, and his allegiance to Alfred, until the day of his death. He was buried at
Hadleigh.

Upon the subsequent invasion of England by the Danes, the most patriotic and effectual
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resistance was offered to their inroads, in East Anglia; where, from the circumstance just
narrated, it was least to have been expected. But the want of unanimity and co-operation
among the Saxon Thanes led to the final triumph of the assailants. During these
sanguinary contests, Ipswich was plundered by them in 991, and again desolated in 993,
when its fortifications were destroyed. In the spring of the yecar 1010 a fearful battle
was fought in the neighbourhood of Ipswich, which proved equally calamitous to that town,
and the arms of the East Anglians, Ulketil, their chieftain, was defeated, and the govern-
ment transferred to Turketel, a Danish commander, who assumed the title of Earl of East
Anglia.

During the mild but feeble administration of Fdward the Confessor, Suffolk became
a separate Karldom, and was Dbestowed by him oun Gurth, the brother of Harold, who fell
by the side of that monarch at the battle of Hastings, valiantly defending the Saxon
standard.

Besides the dignity of the Earldom, the possessions of Gurth in this county must have
been large; for the number of persons recorded in Domesday as having held estates under
him is very considerable. The decisive battle of Ilastings produced a revolution in the laws,
the manners, and the intercsts of England, the influences of which have not yet passed away.
One of the principal of these changes was the almost total confiscation of the Saxon estates,
and the substitution of new lords. In parcelling out these possessions, the conqueror
bestowed above six hundred manors in Suffolk upon his followers, who held them as great
tenants in capite. IIugh Lupus, Iarl of Chester, William Warren, Earl of Surrey, William
Malet, Lord of Eye, Jeffery de Mandeville, Richard Titz-Gilbert, Iarl of Clare, Hugo de
Montford, Roger Bigot, and Ralph Baynard, obtained enormous grants. Robert Moreton,
Odo, Earl of Albemarle, Eudo de Rie, Robert de Todeni, Robert de Stafford, Alberie de
Vere, Robert de Limesi, Hugh de Grantmesnil, Peter de Valoines, Swene de Essex, Roger
d’Auberville, and Robert le Blund, acquired considerable estates.

Of these twenty puissant chieftains, who thus entered on the lands of the dispossessed
Saxons, the history is very remarkable; and in tracing the respective fortunes of themselves
and their descendants, if the reader question the immediate interference of retributive justice,
he must, at least, acknowledge the emptiness of sublunary honour, and the mutability of
earthly possessions. Eudo de Rie died without an heir male. The sons of three were
banished the realm. The grandson of Swene de Essex, standard-bearer to Henry 1I.,
was deprived for cowardice. The line of three became extinct in the persons of their sons:
three became extinct in the male line, in the third generation, and totally in the seventh
or eighth—two were extinct in the fourth: one in the fifth; two in the sixth generation,
and one in the ninth. The line of Alberic de Vere, however, after various forfeitures,

misfortunes, and violent deaths, continued till the beginning of the eighteenth century,
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when it was extinguished in the person of Aubrey de Vere, who died without issue male
in 1702. Robert de Stafford is represented through the female line by the descendant
of the more ancient Dane. Robert de Todeni merged in female heirs in the seventh
descent, and is represented, like the great Earl Warren, through female heirs only, by the
house of Howard; but not one of them has left his name among the noble and the great.
Had a persecuted Saxon seer predicted to these proud barons in the day of their triumph
this complete, and in many instances, speedy annihilation of their fortunes and their race,
his prophecy had heen received with a scornful laugh; but what had been the indignation
of the Norman, could he have known that the line of many of these dispossessed and despised
Saxons should flourish in wealth and honour, ages after his own lineage was lost and
forgotten.

King Stephen entered Suffolk with an army during his contests with the adherents
of the Empress Maud, when he laid siege to Ipswich, which he took in the year 1153.
Hugh Bigod, supporting the cause of the rebellious children of Henry II. against their
father, brought the miseries attendant on this unnatural contest into the county of Suffolk.
A body of I'lemings, headed by the Earl of Leicester, landed at Walton, near Ipswich, where
they were joined by Bigod. These mercenaries were encountered on the banks of the Lark,
near Bury St. lidmund’s, by the King’s army under the command of Richard de Lacy, and
totally routed. Above ten thousand of the Flemings were slain. The scene of this fearful
carnage is pointed out by several tumuli, which may be seen on the right-hand side of
the road leading from Thetford to Bury, about a mile beyond Rymer House. Seven of these
tumuli are conspicuous for their size and height, and have given name to the spot. They,
probably, cover the bodies of the commanders, and the most considerable persons among the
slain. A gold ring, belonging to the Countess of Leicester, and supposed to have been lost
by her in lLer flight from this scene of her husband’s disastrous conflict, was found a few
vears ago in cleansing the river. Human bones, broken arms, and fragments of armour, are
also occasionally discovered in the vicinity.

“ Agricola, incurvo terram molitus aratro,
Exesa inveniet scabré rubigine pila:
Aut gravibus rastris galeas pulsabit inanes,

Grandiaque effossis mirabitur ossa sepulchris.”
GEoRrG. 1. 494.

Richard 1. visited Suffolk on his return from Palestine, to pay his devotions at the
shrine of St. Edmund at Bury; when he presented the royal standard of Isaac, King of
Cyprus, to that monastery. It was at Bury that the first meeting between John and the
Barons was held to adjust the national grievances, and to procure the signature of Magna
Charta. Parliaments were held at Bury by Henry III. and Edward I., and in 1446 a
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parliament was convened there for the purpose, it is thought, of effecting the destruction of
Humphrey, Duke of Gloucester. But these are subjects of general, rather than of local
history.

In the reign of Richard II., when the vast preparations were made at Sluys for the
invasion of England, the coast of Suffolk presented a watchful scene. Twelve hundred and
eighty-seven ships, according to Froissart, were assembled for this expedition in the opposite
harbours of Sluys and Blanckenburgh. The Earls of Stafford and Pembroke were sent
to Orwell 7 with five hundred men at arms, and twelve hundred archers; Sir Heary, and Sir
Faulx Percy, to Yarmouth, with three hundred men at arms, and six hundred archers.
Watchmen were posted on all the hills near the sea-coasts opposite to France and Flanders.
“ The manner of posting these watchers was as follows: they had large Gascony casks filled
with sand, which they placed one on the other, rising like columns: on these were planks,
where the watchmen remained night and day on the look-out. They were ordered, the
moment they should observe the fleet of France steering towards land, to light torches and
make great fires on the hills to alarm the country, and the forecs within sight of these fires
were to hasten thither.,”®

When the agitation subsided, which had been caused by this threatened invasion, popular
insurrections of a formidable character manifested themselves throughout England. In
Suffolk, the insurgents amounted to above fifty thousand men. In 1381, they seized the
person of Sir John Cavendish, Lord Chief Justice of England, and murdered him at Bury.
Sir John Cambridge, the prior of that Abbey, was also beheaded by them. Their riots were
at length quelled by the valour of Spencer, the martial Bishop of Norwich, and their forces
totally dispersed.

In 1486, Suffolk was visited by Henry VII., who made a progress through it, to confirm
the loyalty of the inhabitants, on the expected invasion of Lambert Simnel, who had assumed
the name of Edward Plantagenet, and threatened a landing on the eastern coasts. Risings of
a similar nature to those just detailed again took place in the county, when Kett’s insurrec-
tion occurred in Norfolk during the reign of Edward VI. This spirit of insubordination
manifested itself chiefly in the island of Lothingland, where the rioters assembled in great
numbers, and committed various acts of violence and aggression. Notwithstanding a defeat,
which they sustained at the hands of the men of Yarmouth, they succeeded in joining Kett
on Mousehold Heath. Among other causes assigned by the rioters for this rising, the
principal one alleged was the inclosing the commons and waste lands of the counties.

Upon the decease of Edward VI, his sister Mary first displayed her standard as Queen of
England at Framlingham Castle, where she was speedily joined by the Suffolk and Norfolk

7 Query, Orford. 8 Froissart.
VOL. I. a
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gentry in great numbers. Sir John Sulyard, of Wetherden, Sir Henry Bedingfeld, Sir John
Shelton, Sir William Drury, Sir John Tyrrell, Richard Freston, Esq., and Sir Thomas Corn-
wallis, the High Sheriff for the Counties, were the foremost in her cause. Her forces
speedily amounted to above 13,000 men, and hence she marched in triumph to London.
The county participated in the miseries soon after inflicted on the nation by this bigoted
queen and her ministers. Dr. Rowland Taylor was burnt at Hadleigh in 1555, for his
adhercnce to the reformed church. The place of his martyrdom is a high and bleak spot,
marked by a plain substantial column. Above twenty persons are recorded to have suffered
at the stake in this county. Several were burnt at Ipswich, Bury, and Laxfield; and three
were committed to the flames at Beccles in a most summary manner, without the warrant of
Council.?

Queen Llizabeth visited Suffolk in her magnificent progresses, and sailed down the Orwell
in great state, attended by the corporation of Ipswich.

Upon the threatened invasion of England by the Spanish Armada, Suffolk was eminent
i loyalty, and sent a gallant assemblage of Knights and Gentlemen to augment the army
encamped at Tilbury. These were “all choice men, and disciplined, and singularly
furnished.”

Sir William Waldegrave, Knight, had in his band 500 men.

Sir William Spring, Kmight . . . . . . 500 men.
Sir Nicholas Bacon, Knight . v« +« « . 500 men.
Sir John Ieigham, Knight . . . . . . . 500 men.
Robert Foorde, Esq. . . . . . . . . . 500 men.

Two thousand men were left in the county to  defend the inland with the ports and the
landing places.”

Sir Robert Wingfield, Knight, had in his band 500 men.

Sir Philip Parker, Knight . . . . . . . 500 men.
Sir Robert Jermyn, Knight . . . . . . 500 men.
Sir Thomas Barnadiston, Knight . . . . . 500 men.

In August, 1599, Suffolk sent eighty-one horsemen and horses into Essex, near London,
for the defence of the Court ““against secret purposes intended.” !

In 1635, during the reign of Charles I., the county of Suffolk was rated at £ 8000 for the
support of a ship of 800 tons, manned with three hundred and twenty seamen. This sum
was afterwards reduced to :£6400, but even this the Sheriffs could not collect, through
the alleged inability of the inhabitants to pay it.

The following are some of the returns:

? Fox. 0 Reyce.
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¢ Barsham, May 6th, 1640.

¢ Charles Suckling, Esq™., his answer is that he doe not refuse to paye, but he have no
munny.”

Then follow twenty-eight names of inhabitants.

“ All thes ther answers ar a iike, and furthermore thaye saye, that if the constable plese to
leve uppon ther goods he Maye. Joux Muskir, Constable.

“ The some chargid upon Barsham is £17. 3. 10, whereof eollected 26°, and 2 pence.

¢ Shaddingfield was rated at £21. 1. 1}, divided among twenty-one persons. Thomas
Robinson, Clerk, paid for the tythes he leateth out to his P’ishioners 145 10. 4. Francis
Cuddon, Gent. £2. 10. 0.

% Shipmeadow was rated at £8. 11. 11, divided among thirty persons, whose names
are mentioned. Tho® Whall, Clerk, was rated 5° 0. John Harborne, Esq™. 18% 6. Robert
Fox, 22

“The answer was, ¢ Wee finde our selfes unable, beinge the most Parte of us poore
fearmers, by reason of the greate Taxations weh wee formerly hadd by the settinge forthe
of souldiers with other ehargis.” Complayninge still they have noe mony, neither can gett
any for commodities which they have. ¢These thinges considered, we humblye crave yo
woreshippe to be exempted and diseharged.’ By Ricnarp FrrBaxcke, Constable.

“The Hamlett of Bungay Boysecott have not yett made a rate, and the constables name
is Robert Goodale, but he can neyther write or reade. The Hamlett abovesayd is to paye
£23. 14, 8. Richard Battle, a chief constable of the Hundred.

“ Loving Partner, I know not whether the High Sheriffe doe expect the Somes charged

uppon those townes that have not made rates, but in the Warrant it is not expressed. If
neede require, I praye enter my Limitt in my returne thus:

£ s d
Shadingfield o g . o o o . g 21 1 13
Cove . . g . . . . . . 13 6 6%
Satterley . . . A . . X . . 18 18 3%
Worlingham . . . . . . . . 17 12 4}
Ellough . . . . . . . . o 15 3 4%
Willin: cum Hulverstreete . o o o : . 17 1 3%
£103 3 0

The answers from Ellough are as follow:

“ Christopher Weste, clerk, saith he hath not the money. Tho®. Love, Gent.; Lyonell
Seaman, Gent., and ten others return the same answer. John Love, Gent., saith further, his
reason is, because he hath many Comodyties by him made of his Fearme, but cannot come to
any sale for them. Will: Whitlesham doe returne the veray same answere. William
Bardwell doth further protest he cannot paye it although he should be sent to the Gaile.
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Nicholas Pecke, Gent., an outdsweller, his answere is that he must save his money to pay the

King his Subsidyes.
“Tnos. GIRLING.

“WiLLiam WHiTLAM.”

The names of persons refusing to pay the tax in Bungay, are given to the number of
one hundred and twenty, of whom some answer that the ¢ charges to there Towne where they
live is soe great, that as yet they have no money to paie it;—this is there hole answere:
others say, Tradinge is so deade that they have noe money; they would they had it to pay it
very willinglye.” Others deelare “ the want of the poore in there Towne is soe great, that as
vet they have noe moneye to paie.” Others, “ that in Tradinge times are sce hard that they
can skerslie mayntayne there charge and Famylie.,” Others give no answer, and are not to be
spoken with, The Constables thus sum up their return. “The whole Towne of Bongaie
within the Burrowe is of Tradesmen, and tradinge soe fayle, and the Towne soe pore for want
of Tradinge, that it is a generall complaynte in the whole Towne, not without just cause, as
the Tradesmen find by Experience, willing to paie, but not able to performe it.”

The High Constables of the ITundred, in their general return, certify, “ that the reasons
why the Shipp monyes is not as well paid now (1640) as in former yeares is, that the
Inhabitants are not able to paye the monyes charged upon them, being much impoverished
by the fourmer Payments for Shipping, lying for the most parte upon Fearmers for the
Landes in their Occupaeon, whereas the Landlords, and other the most able and wealthyest
men, pay but little for ther grete estats, for weh they have formerly used by way of subsedye
to beare the greater parte of the charge upon the county: and likewise, that Tradinge is soe
deade, and chese, butter, corne, and all other ther comodyties doe yield soe little price,
as that they are not able to live, and pay their Rents.”

The volume coneludes with a very pathetic letter, praying from the Crown a remission

of the sum which cannot be collected.!*

Suffolk being one of the associated counties for the maintenance of the Parliament
against Charles I., was placed under the command of the Earl of Manchester, and thus
n great measure cscaped the horrors of civil war, at the expense of its loyalty, A few
cavaliers, however, endeavoured to secure the county for the King, but Cromwell surprised
them at Lowestoft, which he entered in 1643, at the head of one thousand cavalry, and,
seizing several of the most active loyalists, sent them prisoners to Cambridge. This hold
proceeding of the usurper is thus recorded in the parish registers of Lowestoft.—¢ March 14,
1643.  Col. Cromwell, with a brigade of horse and certain foot, which he had from

11 Harl. MSS.
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Yarmouth, came to this town, and from thence carried away prisoners Sir Edward Barker
and his brother, Sir John Pettus, Mr. Knight of Ashwellthorpe, Mr. Catline, Capt. Ham-
mond, Mr. Thomas Cory, with others, to Cambridge, and with these myself, (Rev. Jacob
Rous, Vicar,) Mr. Thomas Allgn, (afterwards Admiral Allen,) Mr. Simon Canham, and
Thomas Canham of this town.”

In 1644, Suffolk was harassed and disgraced by the visit of Matthew Hopkins, of
Manningtree, in Essex, the self-styled witch-finder general ; who, having reccived a commission
from Parliament—can it be credited *—to perform a circuit through the associated counties,
entered Suffolk for the discovery of witches, Armed with bis powerful ¢commission,’
he inspected many towns, receiving twenty shillings from every place he visited. Sixty
poor decrepit wretches were put to death by him in one year in this county, forty of whom

suffered at Bury. Butler alludes to this demon’s performances in ‘ITudibras.’

“ 1Ias not this present parl’ament
A ledger to the devil sent;
Fully empower’d to treat ahout
Finding revolted witehes out ?
And has not he, within a year,
1lang’d threescore of ’em in one shire?”
Part 11. Canto nir. line 139.

Dr. Hutchinson, in his ¢Historical Essay on Witcheraft,” page 66, tells us, “that the
country, tired of the cruelties committed by Ilopkins, tried him by his own system. They
tied his thumbs and toes, as he used to do others, and threw him into the water, where
he swam like the rest.”

During the reign of Charles II., two obstinate engagements were fought off the Suffolk
coast, between the Dutch and the English fleets. The first of these battles took place off
Lowestoft, on the 3rd of June, 1665.

The English fleet was commanded by the Duke of York, afterwards James II. Under
him were the impetuous Prince Rupert, and the gallant Earl of Sandwich. Cornelius Van
Tromp was the Admiral of the Dutch. The forces were pretty equally balanced ; cach fleet
consisting of about one hundred ships of war, and a few smaller vessels. After an obstinate
battle the Dutch were defeated, with the loss of eighteen ships taken, and fourteen sunk
or burned. The English lost only one ship.

The second encounter took place off Southwold, on the 28th of May, 1672, and is
popularly remembered in Suffolk as ¢Sole Bay Fight.” The fleets of England and France
were on this occasion combined; the former consisting of sixty-five, and the latter of
thirty-five, men-of-war. The Duke of York was again in command. The Dutch fleet
under De Ruyter was composed of ninety-one ships of war, and some smaller vessels.

The battle again proved obstinate, but, unlike the former brilliant encounter, indecisive.
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The brave Earl of Sandwich was killed, and above two thousand officers and seamen slain.
The English lost six ships of war; of which two were burned, three sunk, and one taken.
The Dutch lost only three ships of war, but a number of their smaller vessels were
destroyed. As the States-General prohibited an official return of the killed and wounded
in this action, it may be inferred that the loss of the Dutch was unusually severe. The
brunt of this action was sustained by the English, as the French are charged with having
hung back at the onset, Count I’Etrees, their Admiral, having received private instructions
to that effect from lLis Government. The French, however, lost two ships; and their
Rear-Admiral was killed. The combatants were parted in the darkness of the night, during
which the Duteh sheered off with their disabled fleet. The shattered state of the English
squadron prevented pursuit.

In 1752, during the pressure of the American war, the patriotism of Suffolk convened
a meeting of its prineipal inhabitants at Stowmarket; where it was agreed to raise a sum
of money, by subscription, sufficient to build a ship of seventy-four guns, to be presented
to Government. At the closc of the year, it was found that only £ 20,000 hiad heen assured,
but as the general peace followed soon afterwards, the subscribers were never called on
to fulfil their engagements.

On the 14th of January, 1736, George II. landed at Lowestoft, on his return from
Hanover. When the royal barge, with his Majesty, the Countess of Yarmouth, and the
Lords in attendance, approached the shore, a body of sailors belonging to Lowestoft,
uniformly dressed in seamen’s jackets, waded into the sea; and meeting the barge, took it
on their shoulders, with the King, and all the nobility; and earried it to the beach without
suffering it to strike the ground.'? Iis Majesty proeceded to London, after remaining in
Lowestoft about two hours, and was received at Ipswich with a congratulatory address
from the Corporation of that town.

George IV., when Prince Regent, paid a visit of some days to the Marquis of Hertford,
at Sudborne, near Orford, on a shooting excursion; but he never entered Suffolk after he

ascended the throne,

The Earldom of Suffolk was granted by William the Conqueror to Ralph de Guader, who
forfeited it, with his other honours, by rebelling against him. It was afterwards conferred on
Hugh Bigod, by King Stephen; and on the extinction of his line, was given to Robert de
Utford, who was created Earl of Suffolk in 1337. It became again extinet on the death of
his son, in 1382. This was the first family, since the Norman Congquest, that held it distinct
from the Earldom of Norfolk.

2 Gillingwater's ¢ Lowestoft.’
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The honour was next conferred by Richard II. on Michael de la Pole, whom he raised to
the Earldom on the 6th of August, 1385. It was connected with the various forfeitures and
re-grants of that family, as a Dukedom, till its final extinction in the person of Edmund
de la Pole, who was beheaded in.the year 1513, and attainted ; leaving no issue male. The
title of Suffolk, as a Dukedom, was re-granted by the capricious Henry VI1I. to his brother-
in-law, Charles Brandon, and once more became extinct in the person of his son, Ienry
Brandon, who died in 1551, without issue. Henry Grey, Marquis of Dorset, having married
Frances, danghter of Charles Brandon, by Mary Tudor his wife, sister to Henry V1I1., was
created Duke of Suffolk in 1551, but being beheaded and attainted for his designs on the
Crown, in favour of Lady Jane Grey, the title was again lost by forfeiture. It then continued
dormant till the reign of James 1., when Thomas Howard, Baron Howard of Walden,
youngest son of Thomas Duke of Norfolk, was created Earl of Suffolk on the 21st of July,
1603, with whose leirs and descendants it has ever since continued ; but the Dukedom has
never been revived.

The Norfolk and Suffolk round steeples have been the subject of much discussion. They
were long popularly ascribed to the Danes, and Mr. Britton, in his Essay on the Architecture
of the Anglo-Saxon period, countenances this opinion. IIe says, ¢ the round towers attached
to churches in Norfolk and Suffolk, the district of East Anglia, have been attributed, with
some appearance of probability, to the Danes. As examples of architecture, they are
certainly devoid of science, or beauty in design; and the masonry is of the very rudest, and
most unskilful kind. They may fairly be referred to an age of barbarism; and no period of
the English annals is more entitled to this appellation than that of the Danish, under the
reigns of Canute, Harold, and Hardicanute.”’!*> Mr. Gage, an acute and accurate antiquary,
is far from according with this writer. Ile observes, “that the Danish dynasty subsisted in
Northumbria, as fully as in East Anglia; yet not a single example of the round tower will
be met with between the Humber and the Tweed.”—“Instead of finding,” he continues,
“this rude and doubtful character, 1 saw pure Norman architecture, or the circular style,
highly finished in some, and plainer in others, until it became more or less mixed with the
English, or Pointed : and with surprise I found the early pointed style prevalent in a great
many. There was but one tower, which I conceived might reach higher in antiquity than
the twelfth century, and that one not being earlier than the Norman time. None could
properly be said to be doubtful in the date of their construction; though some so mutilated
and altered, that the original character was lost.”!* The truth, perhaps, here, as in most
disputed cases, lies in the middle course. Mr. Britton could not have examined these

singular structures with any thing approaching to careful investigation, or his judgment

13 Essay prefixed to ¢ Architectural Antiquities,” p. 74. 14 Archaeol. vol. xxiii. p. 10.
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would never have assigned any great number of them to the Danish or Saxon period.
And yet there are a few which challenge the accuracy of Mr. Gage’s position, that “ none
rank higher in antiquity than the twelfth century.” The tower of Cranwich Church, a
village situated a few miles north of Brandon, possesses characteristics decidedly Saxon.
The windows, of whieh there are but four, and those in the bell stage, are small and circular,
and deeply splayed both within and without. These apertures contain twisted tracery, not
unlike that in the tower of Barnak Church, in Northamptonshire. The whole air of this
steeple differs so materially from the general appearance of these circular structures, as to
have drawn an observation upon its peculiarity, even from so careless an investigator of
ecclesiastical architecture, as the continuator of Blomefield’s Norfolk. He says, “This
tower is of great and venerable antiquity, built in the reign of the Danish kings, and probably
by Harold, King of England, of whom a free man held a moiety of this town in the time
of dward the Confessor.”!

The tower of Taseburgh Chureh, built within the lines of the Roman encampment there,
is ascribed by Mr. Gage to a period little subsequent to the Norman Conquest. This is
altogether a remarkable structure: freestone, and dressings of every kind, are absent through-
out its entire fabric. It may enter the lists and challenge controversy as to its exact era,
which is, perhaps, half a century or more, higher than the onc assigned.

An examination of the interior of the round tower at Bungay will amply repay the
curious in these pursuits. It has a singular triangular areh in the eastern face of the inner
wall, abutting upon the apex of the roof of the nave; and the character of the stones
employed in its masonry differs both in quality and size from those usually selected for
our eireular towers.

By far the greater number, however, of these structures are unquestionably Norman;
but some are as late in their style as the reign of Henry IIL.; and very few are dubious
in their eharacter and construetion. Their masonry may be described as consisting of
rough and whole flints laid in very tenacious mortar. In some of the later examples thin
bricks are introduced in their interiors, and in a few cases the flints are broken; and the
squared faees lald outwards with eonsiderable attention to regularity. They rise on an
average to the height of fifty or sixty feet, upon a diameter of fifteen or sixteen; the
thickness of the walls, in most cases, oecupying the greater half. Their peculiar construction
can only be ascribed to the resources of the district, which abounds with bolders, or rolled
stones, but is altogether deficient in quarries whence squared stones might be obtained,
so essential to the corners of rectangular buildings.

There are several churches in Suffolk, portions of which lay claim to Saxon antiquity,

15 Blomefield’s Norfolk, Art. ¢ Cranwich.’
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as the tower of Flixton, near Bungay, and a ruined church not far distant, which retains its
ancient appellation of the Minster.

Norman architecture is of very frequent occurrence in the Suffolk churches: here, in
many examples, a low ponderous square tower rises between the nave and the chancel,
sometimes accompanied with transepts, and very frequently terminating at the east end
in a semicircular apse. The most curious of these is the chancel at Fritton, by Yarmouth.

It is very remarkable, that while the Domesday Book records only one church as
then existing in Cambridgeshire, and none in Lancashire, Cornwall, or Middlesex, three
hundred and sixty-four are enumerated in Suffolk. Fuller!s tells us that the churches of
Suffolk are all humble fabrics; but such an assertion proves an ignorance of his subject.
What is to be said of those glorious structures at Lavenham, Melford, Bury St. Edmund’s,
Hadleigh, Framlingham, Southwold, Lowestoft, Beccles, and Blythhorough—a fabric splendid
even in decay! These, and others, are all so many examples of grandeur in design, and
consummate skill in execution. Several of them display almost unparalleled specimens of
open wooden roofs, which, borne aloft by figures in busto, or occasionally, as at Bury, by
effigies in full proportion, cxhibit a singular combination of bolduess, picturesque effect,
and geometrical skill. Despite the wear and tear of centuries, and the yet morc hurtful
hotching of unskilful restoration, they put to shame the paltry imitations of modern design
and carpentry.

There is a fine specimen of a wooden porch at Boxford, of the fourteenth century;
and in the timber roof of that of Chevington, some of the beams bear marks of the dog-tooth
moulding, which refer it to a century earlier.

Suffolk is unhappily not free from examples of modern church building, — those
plague-spots of architectural beauty. Should the stability of these structures transinit them
to posterity, which is greatly to be questioned, they will furnish to the pupils of a reviving
school, remarkable monuments of deficiency of taste, and ignorance of architectural
adaptation.

Of the ancient monastic buildings, in which Suffolk was once so prolific, the remains
are few, and not generally imposing. The gate-houses of Bury Abbey are the foremost
exceptions to this assertion; on the elcgance and solidity of which faney rebuilds the Abbey
Church in all the grandeur of majestic clevation and tasteful decoration beseeming that
wealthy establishment. The traces of foundation walls, and a breadth of western front, attest
its vast extent, which few of our cathedrals rivalled ; and of which old Fuller says “the sun
never shone on fairer.” At Sibton are some shattered walls of the conventual church: at

Butley is a gate-house, rich in heraldic sculpture; and Bungay presents some mouldering

16 Worthies.
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LIST OF BIRDS RARELY AND OCCASIONALLY MET WITH IN THE
COUNTY OF SUFFOLK.?

FALCONID.E.

Faleo albicilla, Cinereous Eagle, Pennant. Mention is made by Yarrell of a pair of these birds having
been trapped on a rabbit warren in this county, and in 1840 a very fine female was killed at Benaere,
the seat of Sir Thomas Sherlock Gooch, Bart.

Falco Halizeetus, Osprey, Penn. This bird is rather scarce; but a few instances have occurred of its
capture in Suffolk.

Falco Islandicus, Gyrfaleon, Penn.  Very rare; according to Yarrell, six only of this species have been
killed in England. One specimen taken on Bungay Common, and preserved by W. C. Edwards, is
now in the possession of John Cooper, Esq., of North Cove.

Faleo peregrinus, Peregrine Faleon, Penn.  TFrequently scen along the sca-coast, but seldom obtained, on
account of its great swiftness; the adult rare ; one speeimen in the eollection of Mr. T. M. Spalding,
of Broome, near Bungay.

Faleo subbuteo, Ilobhy, Penn. A summer visitor, scarce and difficult to procure. A fine bird killed at
Flixton in 1839.

Faleo /Esalon, Merlin, Penn.  Rarely met with adult.

Falco Timmunculus, Kestrel, Penn.

Faleo palumbarius, Goshawk, Penn. A rare species in England.  Yarrell mentions a fine adult taken in
Suffolk in 1833. Iu January, 1841, a beautiful male was shot by Mr. T. M. Spalding at Benacre,
and is now in his eollection.

Faleo nisus, Sparrowhawk.

Falco milvus, Kite, Penn.  Formerly plentiful in wooded istricts, but now rarely seen.

Faleo buteo, Common Buzzard, Penn.  As in the instance of the Kite, this bird is now scarce.  An old
male was shot by Mr. Spakling in the spring of 1844 at Benacre.

Falco lagopus, Rough-legged Buzzard, Penn.  Rare; two killed at Benacre in 1843. Also one shot at
Westleton by S. A. Woods, Isq., 1843.

Falco apivorus, Iloney Buzzard, Penn. Very rarc; onc in the possession of Mr. Spalding, killed at
Gorleston m 1841,

Faleo @ruginosus, Moor Buzzard, Penn. Scarec; famous for beating rush-marshes and low lands n
search of birds and reptiles ; and destructive to partridges in turnip-fields.

Falco eyaneus, Ilen Ilarrier, Penn. In its adult or blue plumage rare.  Very destructive to game; two
beautiful females killed at Benacre tn 1811,

Falco hyemalis. Ash-coloured Faleon, or Montaguc's Harrier. A male in Mr. Spalding’s possession was
shot by him in 1842 at Benacre. It is considered scarce in England.

STRIGIDE.

Strix bubo, Eagle Owl, Penn. Extremely rare, but Mr. Yarrell mentions it as having been taken in
Suffolk.

Strix otus, Long-eared Owl, Penn. Thinly dispersed, frequenting plantations of spruce firs.

Strix brachyotos, Short-eared Owl, Penu.  Common in October on the coasts.

Strix stridula, Tawny Owl, Penn.

7 Communicated by Mr. T. M. Spalding, of Broome, near Bungay.
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MEROPIDE.

Coracias garrnla, Roller. Very rare. John Cooper, Esq., possesses a bird shot at North Cove, and
beautifully preserved by W. C. Edwards, of Bungay.

Merops Apiaster, Bee-eater, Penn. Mr. Yarrell mentions one killed at Beeeles, in the spring of 1825, in
the possession of the Rev. R. F. ITowman.

HALCYONIDE.
Alsedo ispida, Kingfisher, Penn.

CAPRIMULGIDA.

Caprimulgus Europeus, Nightjar, Penn. The locality frequented by these birds is extensive heaths and
moors bordering on woods.

STRUTUIONTD.E.

Otis tarda, Great Bustard, Penn.  Still oecasionally found at Icklinghamn.

Otis tetrax, Little Bustard, Penn. Very rare.

Otis cedienemus, Thiek-kneed Bustard, Penn. To be found on the waste lands at Covehithe and Dunwich
Common, yearly.

Charadrius morinellus, Dottrel Plover, Penn.

ARDEID.E.

Ardea caspiea, African 1Ieron, or Purple ITeron, Penn. Mr. 1oy has in the ¢ Magazine of Natural Ilistory’
for 1837, vol. 10th, stated that a Purple Ileron was shot in 1835 near the mouth of the Woodbridgc
river.

Ardea stellaris, Bittern, Penn.

Ardea Nictieorax, Night Ileron, Penn.

Ardea eiconia, White Stork, Penn.  Killed at Mildenhall, 1830.

Platalea leucorodia, Spoonbill, Penn. Secen at Easton Broad, in 1835.

SCOLOPACID.E.

Seolopax totanus, Spotted Snipe or Spotted Redshank, Penn. Rare visitant. One shot on the Poor’s
Marsh, Covehithe, 1814,

Tringa glareola, Wood Sandpiper, Penn. Rare. A speeimen killed at Easton Broad in 1844 by Mr.
Spalding.

Scolopax glottis, Greenshank, Penn.  This bird is sometimes seen on the salt-marshes about Covehithe
and Easton Broad, where Mr. Spalding has shot it.

Recurvirostra avosetta, Avoset, enn.  Now very rare; has been killed at Orford and Easton Broad.

Seolopax lapponica, Red Godwit Snipe, or Black-tailed Godwit, Penn. But seldom obtained; Mr.
Spalding has shot it at Easton Broad, the ecelebrated resort of wildfowl, belonging to Sir
T. S. Gooch, Bart.

Scolopax regocephala, Godwit Snipe, Penn.  Visits the eastern eoasts in its annual migrations.

Scolopax Major, Great Snipe. Rather rare.

Tringa islandica, Red Sandpiper, or Knot, Penn.

Tringa pueilla, Little Sandpiper, or Little Stint, Penn.

Tringa Temminckii, Temminek’s Stint. Rare ; killed at Easton, 1843.

Tringa maritima, Purple Sandpiper, Penn. Rare; shot at Easton Broad, 1840.

RALLID.E.
Gallinula porzana, Spotted Gallinnle, Penn.
Crex Baillonii, Baillow’s Crake, Selby. In the eatalogue of the birds of Norfolk and Suffolk, published
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Sir William Spring. Sir Roger North.

Sir Edmund Bacon, Bart. Thomas Cornwallis.

Sir Robert Naunton. Sir Robert Crane.

Sir William Spring. Nathaniel Barnardiston.

Sir Nathaniel Barnardiston. Sir Philip Parker.

Jacob Caley. Francis Brewster. Robert Dunken. John Clark. Edward Plnmstead.

Sir Thomas Barnardiston. Sir William Spring, Bart. Sir Thomas Bedingfeld. William
Blois. John Gurdon. William Gibbs. John Brandling. Alexander Bence. John
Sicklemore. Thomas Bacon.

- Sir Henry Felton. Sir Thomas Barnardiston. Ienry North. Edmund Iarvey. Edward

Wennieve. John Sicklemore. William Blois. William Gibbs. Robert Brewster.
Daniel Wale.

1658-9. Sir Henry Felton. Sir Thomas Barnardiston.

1660.
1661.

1678.
1679.
1681.
1685.
1688.
1690.
1695.
1698.
1700.
1701.
1702.
1705.
1707.
1708.
1710.
1713.
1714.
1722.

1727.

1734.
1740.
1747.
1754,
1761.
1768.
1774.
1780.

Sir Henry Felton. Sir Henry North.

Sir Henry Felton. Sir Henry North. Sir Samnel Barnardiston, in the room of Sir ITenry
North.

Sir Gervase Elwes.  Sir Samuel Barnardiston.

Sir William Spring. Sir Samnel Barnardiston.

The same. :

Sir Robert Brook. Sir Henry North.

Sir John Cordell. Sir John Rous.

Sir Gervase Elwes. Sir Sammel Barnardiston.

The same.

Sir Samuel Barnardiston. Sir Lionel Talmache. Earl of Dysart, in Scotland.

Earl of Dysart. Sir Samuel Barnardiston.

The same.

Earl of Dysart. Sir Dudley Cullum.

Earl of Dysart. Sir Robert Davers.

Sir Robert Davers. Henry Martin.

Sir Thomas Hanmer. Sir Robert Davers.

The same.

The same.

Sir Thomas Hanmer, (Speaker.) Sir Robert Davers.

Sir Thomas Hanmer. Sir Robert Davers. Sir William Barker, in the room of Sir Robert
Davers, dead.

Sir William Barker. Sir Jermyn Davers. Sir Robert Kemp, in the room of Sir William
Barker, dead.

Sir R. Kemp. Sir J. Davers. Sir Cordel Firebrace, in the room of Sir R. Kemp, dead.

Sir Jermyn Davers. Sir Cordel Firebrace.

Sir Cordel Firebrace. John Affleck.

Sir Cordel Firebrace. John Affleck. Rowland Holt, in place of Sir Cordel Firebrace, dead.

Rowland Holt. Thomas Charles Bunbury.

Sir T. C. Bunbury, Bart. Sir J. Rous, Bart.

Sir T. C. Bunbury. Rowland Holt.

Sir T. C. Bunbury. Sir J. Rous.
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LIST OF SUBSCRIBERS.

Brooke, F. C., Esq., Ufford Place.

Brooke, John William, Esq., Sibton Park,

Brown, W., Esq., Ipswich.

Bulwer, the Rev. James, Aylsham, Norfolk.
Bulwer, the Rev. A. E., Cawston Rectory, Norfolk.
Bungay Book Society.

Caius College Library, Cambridge.

Capper, the Rev. J. L., Waltham Abbey, Essex.
Carthew, George A., Esq., East Dercham, Norfolk.
Clarke, Mrs. C., Beecles.

Clarke, Mrs. S., Bungay.

Chenery, Edgar, Esq., Eye.

Chevallier, Clement, Esq., Beceles.

Cobbold, the Rev. R., Wortham Rectory.

Correr, George O., Esq., Eltham, Kent.
Cottingham, . . . ., Iisq., Architect, London.
Coyte, the Rev. James, Polstead Rectory.

Creed, the Rev. Ilenry, Mellis Reetory.

Cross, Frederick, Esq., ITalesworth.

Crowfoot, ITenchman, Esq., Beccles.

Crowfoot, William, Esq., Beccles.

Cubitt, the Rev. I%., Fritton.

Cullum, Sir T. G., Bart., Iardwicke House.
Cunningham, the Rev. F., Lowestoft.

Dashwood, the Rev. G. II., Stow Bardolph, Norfolk.
Davy, D. E., Esq., Ufford.

Davey, Ilenry, Esq., Beccles.

Day, John, Esq., Beccles.

Deek, Mr., Ipswich.

Deck, Mr., Bury.

Denny, the Rev. R. C., Oulton, Lowestoft.
Doughty, the Rev. C. Montagu, Theherton Hall.
Edwards, Vertue, Esq., Colet Place, London.
Elswood, A., Esq., Bungay.

Farr, Thomas, Isq., Beccles.

Francis, Henry, Esq., Beccles.

Fitch, W. S., Esq., Ipswich.

Folkes, Sir William Browne, Bart., Hillington Hall, Norfolk.
Ford, the Rev. J., Navestock, Essex.

Fowler, the Rev. F., Gunton.

Garden, John, Esq., Redisham Hall.

Garnham, Mr., Beccles.

Golding, Samuel, Esq., Walsham le Willows.
Gooch, Sir Thomas, Bart., Benacre Hall.

Gooch, Mrs., Woodton, Norfolk.

Gurney, Daniel, Esq., North Runcton Hall, Norfolk.
Gurney, Hudson, Esq., Keswick, Norfolk.









COUNTY OF SUFFOLK.

BHeceles,

TrERE is no subject more pleasing to the thoughtful mind than a contemplation of the
changes wronght by time on the face of natwe—and few places present a more ample
field for such retrospective meditation than the site of Beeeles. The spectator beholds
from the bold promontory on which it stands a wide and fertile valley, smiling beneath
the industry of man. Ile sees churches, villages, and mansions, thickly studded along

its wooded banks, and a winding silvery stream bearing on its bosom the peaceful sail
of commerce. Here and there appears the silken pennon of the pleasure-hoat fluttering
in the breeze, or the patient angler pursuing his “contemplative recreation.” A spacious
church, encircled by a thriving, well-built town, bounds the necarer view, and completes
the picture of the present day.

In remoter ages how different was the scene.  Then this tranquil valley lay buried
beneath a broad impetuous arm of the sca, whose mighty tides bore along the hostile
bark of the ruthless Dane, intent on violence and plunder. The Christian temple—
the Beata Ecclesia—which has sinee given name to the spot, was then wmnbuilt—but
a rude and lofty watch-tower occupied the site ;! which, commanding a seaward view of
the turbulent estuary, blazed forth the fearful notice of invasion to a beacon placed on
the peninsula at Bungay. This in turn communicated with a third at Ilomersfield ;
and thus the intelhgence was speedily passed along the valley of the Waveney, and into
the heart of East Auglia.

The watch-tower at Beccles was, probably, defended by a ditch and rampart of
earth; and the protection thesc afforded to the inhabitants of the necighbourhood in
times of peril and alarm, gradually drew together a few simple habitations, which the
security of the place, and its advantageous position for the herring-fishery, rapidly
increased in numbers and importance : hence the origin of Beceles. In the year 960
the manor of this rising town was granted by King Edwy to the monastery of Bury; a
circumstance which doubtless conduced to its prosperity, for the monks were far
advanced beyond the barbarous manners of the times in which they lived, and were
the depositaries of every useful art and science.

Jermyn MSS. Brit. Mus.
VOL. 1. A
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Under the mild rule of these ecclesiastics, who as landlords were less arbitrary than
the feudal warriors, Beccles gradually progressed in population and wealth, and its
flourishing state was further inereased in the reign of William the Conqueror by the
arrival of twenty-four burgesses who fled from Norwich to escape the penalties of
Earl Guader’s conspiracy.? These merchants brought with them a considerable share
of the herring-fishery, then an 1mportant braneh of trade both at Norwiech and Beceles,
and thus rendered these towns in some measure rival marts. In the course of a
century from the grant of King Edwy, the eommerce of Beccles had doubled, for at
the period of the Domesday Survey the tale of 30,000 herrings, which had been paid to
King Ldward the Confessor as a fee-farm rent for the manor, was raised by the
Congueror to a tallage of 60,000. The town then contained twenty-six burgesses,
besides inhabitants of an inferior grade. All who possessed property in it, could
alicnate their houses and lands, a privilege, at that time, not generally enjoyed.
There was also a market, in which the Abbot had three parts, and the King one. It
was one lenea i length, and eight furlongs in breadth, and paid 16d. gelt. Tt also
possessed a church, endowed with twenty-four acres of glebe.>  Roger Bigot took care
of an estate for the King of about two hundred acres of land, with the profits arising
from the fourth part of the market, as before stated.  This appears to have been then
held as a separate manor, but it soon after fell into the possession of the Abbot, and
was united with his prineipal lordship.* It was probably the manor called in ancient
deeds the manor of Endgate, and which was returned in the reign of Edward 1.
amongst the estates of the Abbot of Bury.

The sitnation of Beceles at this period must have heen Dbleak, for there was wood
sufficient for the maintenance of ouly cight swine ; while the river had reeeded so slowly
that the Abbot’s manor contained but ten acres of meadow

The early importance of Beeeles is further confirmed by the ¢ Monasticon,” which,
referring to the citizens of Norwich, says, “They had not before the Conquest, nor
for a hundred years or wore after it, any coroners or bailiffs from among themselves ;
hmt they had one bailifft only, who, in the King’s name, held courts and eollected
amercements, as was done in Beecles, and Bungay; or in other towns where
merchandize 1s sold.” @

King Stephen confirmed to the Abbot the previous grants of King Edwy, reserving
to himself « the pleas of the Crown.””

By an aneient inquisition, sans date, it was returned that < the Abbot and Convent
of St. Edmund hold the town of Beecles of the gift of Stephen, once King of England ;

N

2 Domesday Book. 3 Domesday. 4 Id. Terra Regis. * Domesday.
® Mon. Ang. vol. i. p. 408. 7 Mon. Ang.
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and therein they claim to have the view of Frankpledge, &c.; they know not by what
authority ; and the Abbot comes and says that himself and his predecessors have
held the manor of Beccles, with the libertics aforesaid, from the time of King Edwy,
hefore the conquest of England; and he says that in the book which is called
Domesday, it 1s stated that in the time of King HEdward, St. Edmund held the
aforesaid town of Beecles: and of this he vouches to warrant the aforesaid book,
called Domesday.”

The Abbot, as Lord of the Manor, had a right of frec-warren in Beecles, but
whether this was exercised by grant or preseription does not appear. He also
possessed the right of free-fishery in the waters of the Wavency, from Gerard’s fleet
to Beceles bridge ;—a privilege which was afterwards éxtended as far as St. Olave’s ;—
with a Leet, or power of electing officers for the management and control of the
fishery—for the fixing the size of the meshes of the fishing-nets nsed in the above
waters; and for preventing nmisances committed therein. This right of free-tishery,
which was obtamned by the Abbot in 1263 from John le Bigot, does not seem to
have been an exclusive grant, but extended to all the inhabitants of the town; they
being subject to the regulations of the Leet.

The words of the grant are as follows :

“Amo 53 Ien. 3. John le Bigot legavit finem Abbati de Bury, et honunibus
de Beccles communis piscarie in aqui de Beccles a ponte de Beceles usque ad
Gerards fleet.” ®

The Abbot had also a Swannery in these waters, to which belonged a swan-mark,
being “a squirc and an ollyett: the squre upon the right side of the beak, and
the ollyett on the left; and 1f" any swan with an overlayed marke happen to be found
in the common streame called the water of the Waveney between the flecte called
Gerard’s fleet, and St. Olave’s bridge, the same belongs to the Lord of the Manor of
Beccles in right of the said manor.”” ?

In the 26th of Edward I11., the Abhot obtained an exemplification of his hberties
between ¢ Coppoliston et molendinum de Werlingham,” and in the town of Beecles.™

In the year 1448, there was a suit between the Abbot and the Lord of the Manor
of Roos Hall, to determine whether Jerard’s Hill helonged to the manor of Beccles or
Roos Hall, which seems to have been determined in favour of the latter.!!

The revenues arising from the manor of Beccles were granted by King Edwy
to purchase vestments and shoes for the monks of St. Edmund.

The manor and advowson of Beccles remained with the Abbots of Bury till the

8 MS. Brit. Mus. 9 Jermyn MSS, Brit. Mus.
10 Records in the Tower of London. 11 Claus. 27 Hen. 6. n. 19.
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dissolution of that monastery in 1539, and were granted on the Gth of February, 1541,
to William Rede, citizen and mercer of London. 'This gentleman enjoyed his grant
but one year; for by an inquisitio post mortem taken at Ipswich on the G6th of Apnil,
34th of Hen. VIIL., he was found to die on the 10th of February in that year, seized of
this property.

The  manor and advowson seem then to have passed to his second son, William
Rede, who, dying in 1552, left his widow a life interest in the same. She afterwards
married Sir Thomas Gresham, the fonnder of the Royal Exchange in London; who
in right of his wife presented to the church. By an extent and survey of the manor
taken in 1587, when Dame Anne Gresham was again a widow, it was determined
by a water-lect then held,  that if any fisherman whatever do fyshe in the sayde water
(of Beeeles) from the sayde fleete unto the sayde bridge (of Beccles) with any manner
of nett, the shale or meshes thereof not being in wydnes two inches and an half of the
rule (grounde netts, wherewith they take cles only excepted), every snch nett is forfeite
unto the Lord of the Manor abovesaid, over and above twentye shillings in the name
of a payne; and all the fish taken in the same unlawful nett.”” These salutary
measures scemi to have been strietly enforeed by subsequent lords; and the fines
inflicted on several offenders are recorded in the eonrt-books at no very distant period ;
but it 1s much to be regretted that a water-leet has not been held for the manor since
the 15th of November, 1797.

In 1673, Sir Robert Yallop was Lord and Patron. From the Yallops the manor
and advowson passed to the family of Benee, of Ilenstead, and from the Bences, by
marriage, to the Sparrows, of Worlingham Hall.  On the death of the late Robert
Sparrow, Esq., in 1822, they deseended to his danghter Mary, the wife of Archibald
Acheson, Earl of Gosford, and in consequence of her decease are now held by the said
Earl of Gosford, and Dawson Turner, Isq., of Yarmoutl, in trust, to the unse of the
Earl for life, with remainder to Lord Acheson, his son by the said Mary Sparrow,
m fee.

That portion of the manor called Beccles Ien, which was returned in Domesday
as containing only ten acres, became in process of time, by the gradual withdrawing
of the waters, of considerable extent. At first, perhaps, it merely supplied rushes
for the use of the inhabitants of the town; and not being considered of much value
by the Abbot, they were allowed to apply the produce to themselves. However,
in 1391 the townspeople took possession of the fen or common, and began to exercise
this permission as a right ; but were soon compelled to yicld to the claim of the Abbot.
By a verdiet, in an action of novel disseisin, 15th of Richard II., between William,
Abbot of Bury, demandant, and Roger Atte Lee, and ten others, all described as
inhabitants of Beccles, defendants, the rights of the said Abbot William, and his
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predecessors, were fully established ; and the Abbot recovered seizin of the pasture land
or fen, which then contaimed fourteen hundred acres.?

“ Although the precise nature of the tenure by which the fen was held, or of the
regulations for the management of it, cannot be positively ascertained, the general
purport and intent of them may be collected from the proceedings in a Chancery suit
instituted by the Corporation against John Rede, in the reign of Elizabeth, now
remaining amongst the evidences of the Corporation; in which it is stated, that in the
beginning of the reign of King Henry V1., the Abbot and Convent of Bury did, by
a deed under their convent seal, grant, demise, and confirm wnto divers persons
by name, then inhabitants of Beccles,  a certaine greate ground of marshe, fenne, and
pasture, called and knowne by the name of Beceles Ten, or Bececles Commion, then,
or long time before, beying parcell of the manor of Beccles, parcell of the possessions of
the said late dissolved monastery, contayning by estymacion 1400 acres.” To lold
to the said persons, named m such deed, and their heirs for ever, to the intent that the
fen should thenceforth be and remain as common feed and pasturing, for the beasts
of the inhabitants, and tenants of the said Abbot within the town of Beeeles: with the
privelege of taking thack, rushes, and other commodities thereof, renewing for ever;
paying to the said Abbot, and his successors, the yearly rent of £6. 13s. 4d.”——
“Thus, although the fen was indisputably parcel of the manor of Beccles, there is
no evidence to aunthorize a supposition, that it was ever part of the waste of the
manor, or a common on which the tenants had any legal right of commonage:;
but on the contrary, a sole and exclusive ownership appears to have been exercised
by the Abbot and Convent; and that ownership supported by a trial at law with the
inhabitants.” 13 '

The only memorial now in existence in the archives of the Corporation of amy
transaction between the Abbot and the imhabitants, is the following receipt :

“Thys bylle made the ijde day of Septembyr the iijde yer of Kyng Heury
the viijte wytnessyth, that 1 Herry Fnrmage, syrvante of Mr. Chambryer of the
Monestery of Bury Seynt Edmond, hath receyved of John Waters, John Herryng,
John Thorn, and Richard Buk, fenrevys of the town of Beckelys for the yerly ferme
of ther fen, x marck of good and lawful mony to the use and be hofte of hys seyd
maystyr. In wytnesse here of I the seyd Ierry have set to my seal and subserbyd
my name wyth my hand the day and yer a bove seyd. P’ me Hexricu Furmace.”

From this document it appears, that a yearly rent of ten marks was paid to the
Abbot for the fen, and that it was governed by four Fenreeves, in the same manner

probably as by the second grant of Henry VIIL

12 TJarl. MSS. 13 Account of the Corporation of Beeeles Fen.
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In the transactions which took place upon the dissoltion of the monastery, relative
to the procurcment of a grant of the fen from the king, there seems to have been much
misunderstanding and contention among the inhabitants.  These disputes continued for
a number of years to be maintained with much acrimony, and on one or two occasions,
with Dloodshed ; and as they occasioned great expense in law proceedings, they were
the original cause of enclosing parts of the common, and demising them for terms
of years, in order to defray these expenses. The first grant of Henry VIII. was made
i the vear 1540, to William Rede, merchant, and his heirs, in trust, for the henefit
of himsclf and others, inhabitants of the town of Beccles.  The sum paid for this grant,
to the king's use, was £120. Now there seans to have been in the hands of
Mr. Rede, the sum of 400 marks, arising from the sale of lands and sheep at Bloficld,
helonging to a gild in the town; besides a further sum, arismg from the sale of plate
helonging to the said gild.  This money had been placed in Mr. Rede’s hands by the
“gildermien,” who by this sale anticipated the king, and left but little for him to seize
at the dissolution of the fraternity, which soon after took place.  They had before
taken upon them to discharge the Abbot’s annual fee-farm of ten marks; and it
was now determined, that from the fund produced by the sale of their property,
the expenses attending the procurement of the grant should be defrayed. It was the
application of this fund which gave risc to all the subsequent disputes.  The inhabitants
charged Mr. Rede with the embezzlement of a part of the money; while he asserted,
that he had expended the whole of it, together with other money of his own, on account
of the grant. It was, however, at length finally accorded, by an indenture drawn
up by Mr. Sergeant Gawdy, of Gawdy Ilall, between Wilhamm Rede, of Beccles, in
the county of Suffolk, on the one part, and Thomas Rede, son and heir of the said
W. Rede, and John Thorn, churchwardens of Beecles, and others, on the other part;
“That wheras the seid Will'm Rede hath purchased of o’r seid sovreign lord ye comen
of Beeclis—to ye use and comodite of the seid towne for the inl'itants of the same, for
the payment and p’chase whereof it was in variance betwyne the said p’ties whether the
moncy wherwith ye seid comen was purchased were the p’per monye of the seid
Wil'm Rede or ye stock or monye of yc scid inhabitants, whereupon hath rised
and growne moche variance and contention, whercfore it is now fully concluded
graunted assented and agreed &c. and alsoc it is confessed by the seid Will'm Rede
and ye scid other p'ties that the seid comen was purchased indifferently with the money
of the seid Will'm Rede and ye moneye of ye seid inhabitants beynge in the custodie of
the scid Will'm Rede to ye use of the scid inhabitants, by reason of w’ch seid p’chase
there is no money remaynyng in the hands and possession of the seid Will’'m Rede.
And the seid chirchwardens and inhabitants by thes pt’s do dyscharge the seyd Will'm
Rede and his executors of and for all and syngler soms of money &c. And it is also
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further agreed &c. that it shall be lawful to the seyd inhabitants and evry man ells to
sey that the seyd comen was bought and p’chased with the money of the seyd Will'm
Rede and the money of the seyd inhabitants, remayning in the possession of the
seid Will'm Rede to th'use of the seyd inhabitants without offendyng of the seyd
Will'm Rede, and yt the seyd Wil'm Rede shall not be offendyd wyth the seid report
but be content therwith and not to sne or troble eny man for so seying.”

Still it appears great jealousies existed in the breasts of a majority of the inhabitants,
on account of the exclusive power which was given hy the letters patent to the family
of Rede, of making rules and constitutions for the government of the fen; a power
which does not seem to have been very temperately exercised. The townsmen
therefore, three years afterwards, (1543) procured a revocation of the former grant,
on the ground of non-performance of certain conditions, and obtained a new grant
to themselves, by virtue of which the fen was to he governed by four Fenreeves, chosen
annually from among the inhabitants. This gave satisfaction for a time, as it was
nearly what they had been accustomed to under the abbots.  But considerable expense
had been incurred, to defray which, it was resolved to resort to the former expedient of
enclosing and demising; aud this led the way to fresh disputes, and a renewal of
the quarrel with the fanly of Rede.

For the space of forty years these animosities were kept np with the utmost ranconr
on both sides; during which time, various suits at law were prosecuted, which proved
very expensive and decided nothing. The peaccable householders (for i the whole
body of the householders of the town was vested the right of choosing the four T'en-
reeves) refused to attend at the annmal election, on account of the desperate affrays
which usually took place on that occasion; and therefore ordinances were made to
compel their attendance. At length the authority of the Fenrceves was set at defiance,
and every one seized such of the archives as he could possess himself of, and cither
retained or destroyed them. The latter fate seems gencrally to have attended them
for notwithstanding an order or constitution, « touching bringeinge in of the evidence,”
made a few years after, in which lieavy fines and pumishments were denounced against
all such as should refuse “to bring in the said evidences, writeings, accounts, books,
rolls, leasses, and all other nots and writeings aforesaid, undefaced and uncancelled,
or in as good case as the same now be,” very few of these documents are at present to
be found.

It would be useless to detail the particulars of these disputes, even if the
memorandums of them which remain rendered it possible to do it with impartiality.
The issue of them was, a surrender of the fen, with all the rights, &c., to Queen
‘Elizabeth, by an act of the inhabitants in general, assembled at the ckurck, January 26,
1584 ; the instrument of which surrender was subscribed by the clurchwardens and
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other inhabitants, and scaled with the common scal of the fown. But althongh this
surrender scems to have been sanctioned by a majority of the inhabitants, there was
still & large party in opposition to the measure, who endeavonred by false reports,
and groundless insinuations, to render the promoters of it unpopular. The lower
classes were made to believe that their rights were to be done away, and that certain
individuals were about to purchase the common to themselves and their heirs: m
consequence of which, fresh riots and disturbances arose every day; the pound, gates,
&e., were destroyed, and the windows of the guild-hall demolished. The measure,
however, whiclt met with so much opposition, was the most prudent that conld possibly
have been pursued.  The instrument of swrrender set forth, that 1t was made to the
intent and purpose that the fen might be granted again, in a more effectual manner, to
a seleet body of the inhabitants, who were to be incorporated under the name of the
Portreeve, Surveyors, and Commonalty of the Fen of Beecles, i the county of Suffolk.
Letters patent were accordingly granted, bearing date on the 2nd July, 1584, by which
the Corporation was erected and constituted in the form which it still retas, and
to whom the fen was re-granted m as ample a manner as it had been granted by the
former letters patent of Henry VI

In the year 1605, the charter granted by Queen Elizabeth, and afterwards
confirmed by her, was still further confirmed by James 1., on the 19th of May. Some
attempts were made, about the twenty-first of James [, to mvalidate the charter,
hy one Lockington, and also by a Mr. Vaughan, the rector of Beecles, but they only
tended to ratify and strengthen it.  Some issues also appear to have been tried about
this time, tending to aseertain the magisterital jurisdietion of the Portreeve ; when 1t was
found, that s anthority extended no farther than to the affairs of the fen, and to
cnforeing the laws made for the government of it. :

In 1652, an order was received hy Mr. Joseph Cutlove, the Portreeve, from the
Committee for Corporations, then sitting in the Queen’s Court at Westminster, to
appear before the said committee, with the charter, on the 30th of December, in
conformity to an order of parliament, of the 14th of September, in that year,  touching
the alteration and renewing of the severall and respective charters of this nation ; when,
after scrious debate had thercon, it was judged most agreeable with and suitable to
the government of a commonwealth, that they be held from and under the authority
of the same.” 'This order created no small alarm to the Corporation, since, at all
events, it would prove an expensive business; and they feared also, lest they should
lose their present charter, and receive in return another, which, nunder a change of
the present nnstable government, might not prove equally valid and secure. They there-
forc obtained, by the mediation of certain members, who were friends of the Portreeve,
an extension of the time fixed for their attendance on the committee; and this ex-
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tension was renewed from time to time, under varions pretexts, till the business was for-
gotten. Thus, by the good management of the Portreeve and his friends, the charter of
King James remained safe and unaltered in their possession, as it still continues.**

By the charter of James I., the inhabitants of Beccles were constituted a body
corporate, by the name of the Portreeve of the Fen of Beeeles in the county of Suffolk,
and the Surveyors and Commonalty of the said IFen.  They had a grant of a conunon
seal, with a power to plead and be impleaded, to purchase, give, grant, and demisc;
to have, hold, and enjoy, the aforesaid fen for cver, by fealty, and a rent of 13s. 4. to
be paid annually at the feast of St. Michacl the Archangel, in lieu of all services,
exactions, and demands whatsoever.  And for the good govermment of the fen and the
inhabitants, the Portrecve, Swrveyors, and Conmmonalty of the said fen, and their
sticeessors for ever, were to have the assistance of Commmon Councilnien selected ont
of the nhabitants of the town, composed of two classes, ealled the twelves, and the
twenty-fours. The Portreeve to bhe annually elected out of the twelves, and to
continue in office one year. The first Portreeve thus elected was John Baas.  They
were also empowered to build a council-house, to be called the guild-hall; to ereet
a prison; to call assemblies; to make laws and rules and by-laws, touching the good
rule and government of the fen; and to dispose of the profits for the common utility
and benefit of the inbabitants; and other pions and charitable uses.  The Portreeve
and Surveyors to be chosen on the Monday after Lady-day, and new clections to be
made in case of death or displacement within twelve days.  The date of this charter is
May 19th, the second of James I.

The government of Beccles is now vested, under the Munieipal Reform Aet of 1835,
in a Mayor, four Aldermen, and twelve Councillors.  The borough is co-extensive with
the parish. It has no commission of the peace, but the Mayor is a magistrate in right
of his oftice, and during the year subsequent to his mayoralty.
~ 'The old scal of the corporation bears the date of 1584,  On it is a representation
of the town gaol, in front of which is a pound enclosing three oxen.  The legend is

SIGILY : COE : NOVE : INCORPORACOIS : & : BECCLES : FFENE.
It is flatly cut, and is now disused, heing superseded by that of the present corporation.
On the new seal is a very fair delincation of the south porch of the pansh chureh;
which, thongh an exquisite piecc of architecture, is an inappropriate symbol of tlie
temporal government of the town. Both these seals are deficient in that picturesque
effect which distinguishes those of what modern arrogance has been pleased to call the

barbarous ages.
The ancient commerce of Beecles was confined to the herring-fishery.  Myriads

14 Extract from a small book entitled < an Account of the Corporation of Beecles Fen.’

VOL. I. B
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of these fish must have frequented the cstuaries of the Yare and Waveney at that early

period ; for besides the tale of 60,000 paid annually to the Crown as a fee-farm rent -
for Beccles, Domesday records many similar imposts payable by the several villages

and towns along their shores, varying in quantity according to the wealth and

population of the places.  For the convenience of those buying and selling this article

of merchandize in Beccles, a chapel was ecrected on the west side of the market-place,

and dedicated to St. Peter, he being the patron of fishermen, and a fisherman hnuself.

In the year 1203, the Abbot of Bury obtained a grant for a fair to be held here for
eight days, commencing on St. Peter’s day, the 29th of June; which grant is recorded
in the Pipe Rolls of that reign in the following terms:

“ Abbas de S¢® Edme® v: comp: de j mare p: habend: j feria viij dies apud
Beeeles.” 1

In the reign of King Edward 1., the Commissioners appointed by that monarch
to inquire into the abuses committed in the kingdom during his absenee in Palestine,
veported that at this fair, the Rural Dean had for thirty years past unjustly taken tolls,
without any warrant whatever.'®

As the waters receded from the valley of the Waveney, the herring-fishery gradually
deelined, and the chapel of St. Peter became less frequented, and finally fell into disuse.
Divine serviee, however, was performed in it as late as the year 1470, for William
Symonds by will, dated the 15th of Deeember i that year, leaves  fabricae ceclesie de
Beccles vje: capelle Seti Petri de Beeeles iiije.” 17

Dr. Tanner says, < St. Peter’s chapel was never under the cure of the Rector of
St. Michael, vet it was no parish chureh, and no chantry, and had no monks, canons, or
friars belonging to it; and yet several persons were buried therein.”” 8

This chapel was seized by the King on the dissolution of religions houses, and
granted with the manor and advowson of Beceles in 1541 to Wilham Rede, wlo
disposed of it to be held by copy of court-roll; for in the will of Margaret Thurston,
dated the 20th of December, 1595, she deviscth “one ground or yard of copyholde
with the houses, buildings and appurtenances called St. Peter’s chureh-yard, or known
by that name, in Beecles.” And in 1583, it is recorded that « Margaret Thurston,
widowe, holdeth to her and to her heirs, by copy of court-roll of the xxvj of her Majesty’s

5 Rot. Pip. de A° 7 R. Johan.

' Rotuli Hundredorum. These valuable records contain inquisitions taken in pursuance of a special
commission issued under the Great Seal in the seeond of Edward I. They fornish evidence of almost
every family of importance at that time, and of many facts of high interest from the vear 1274 to 1317 ;
and the assistance Lhey afford the genealogist and topographer may be estimated by the indexes of names,
which contain references to about 70,000 persons.

7 Jermyn MSS. 13 Tanner’s MSS. pen. Epis. Norwie.
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reign, all that the olde chirche-yarde at the west end of the olde markett-place, of onld
tyme called St. Peter’s chirche : the footpaths taken out of the same only excepted ; and
payeth therefore by year.”” 19

The site of this chapel and cemetery is indicated by Mr. Webster’s house and
garden. Upon the decay of the herring-fishery, the old part of the town which had
principally occupied the low site near the bridge, became gradually deserted.  }ouses
sprung up on the higher ground, and streets were progressively extended to the south of
the church-yard. Ilence the market-place became mconveniently situated, and a new
arca was sclected for that purpose. This movement seems to have been simultaneons
with the rebuilding of St. Michacl’s church; for in 1379, which is a few years after
that noble fabric was commenced, 1t was returned that Reginald Hakoun and John
Fittele had enclosed certain parcels of land near the flesh-stalls in the new market
of Beecles, which were valued at S/. per anmum. “ Quasd: peellas terr: juxta le
Fleshstalls, ad no am Mercat : ville de Bekeles, &e.” 20

The bridge mentioned in 126%, when the Abbot of Bury obtamed his grant of
free-fishery ““a ponte de Beccles,’
hegnn ahout the year 1437 ; for in a will dated that year is a legacy ¢ ad fundationem

>

was probably of timber. 'The present bridge was

pontis de Beccles,” and in another, dated 1452, we find a 'hcqnest “ad facturam novi
pontis de Beceles.” 2!

The low spring of the centre arch—for those on the sides are of a later constrnetion
—shows that the river has altered very little in expanse and depth since the period
of its crection. There was formerly a hermitage and a chapel attached to it, at
the foot of this bridge, dedicated to St. Mary, wherein an anchorite, who subsisted
by the contributions of passengers, performed divine service. The erection of small
chapels on or near the foot of ancient bridges was very frequent in early times, and the
most beautiful specimen existing, or perhaps that was ever erected of its kind, 1s that on
Wakefield bridge, built about the time of Edward IiI.  Of the style or elegance
of this at Beccles it is now impossible to speak, but it scems to have been rebuilt
in the year 1500, when we mecet with a legacy “to the new chapel of St. Mary;”
and in 1523, William Best, by will, gives to the chapel at the bridge xx.”#

The site of this little establishment is pointed out by a modern public house, called
the Hermitage, and is the property of St. Michael’s church, its rents being appropriated
to the repairs of that fabric. These are at present almost nominal; a lease of the
premises having been granted some years since to Thomas Farr, Esq., who covenanted
to erect a substantial house thereon. The full value of the estate will revert to the use
of the church in 1852.

19" Jermyn MSS. Brit. Mus, 20 Plac. 3 Ric. 2, 2l Tanner’s MSS. 22 Tdem.
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The participation of Beccles in the horrid perscentions for Religion’s sake, which
disgraced the reign of Queen Mary, has been already detailed. The scene of these
barbarities was the old market-place. Besides the three victims who were burnt to
death, Richard Tleteher and Matilda his wife, Richard Knobbing, and many others,
were compelled by threats or torture to abjure their faith.®

The most serious temporal calamity on record which ever visited Beccles, occurred
on the 29th of November, 1586. On the eve of St. Andrew, in that year, a fire
broke ont in the chimney of one of the smaller houses in the town, which, being
fanned by a violent gale of wind blowing at the time, rapidly increased to an awful
conflagration, which it was found impossible to arrest, as the river, thongh so early
in the season, was hard frozen. It raged with greatest violence in the vicinity of the
new market.  The roof, seats, and wood-work of the church were consumed, though
the walls and the stone-work of the windows escaped destruction.  The lower part of
the steeple remains blackened with smoke in a very remarkable degree to the present day.

Above eighty houses fell a saerifice to the flames; and goods and property were
damaged, and stolen in the confusion, to the amount of £ 20,000, as even then
estimated.  If we mmltiply this sum by five or even four, to bring it to proportionate
modern valuation, we shall obtain a vivid picture of the wealth and flonrishing condition
of Beceles at that day.

A ballad, written by Thomas Delone, entitled ¢ A proper new Sonnet, deelaring the
Lamentation of Beedes” &e., was printed in commemoration of this event; a copy
of whiel, in black letter, has been recently discovered in the library of the Royal
Soctety ;- having been used in the binding of an old Italian work, printed in 1584,
Its merits as a composition are trifling, but it has become a valuable record of this
awful calanty.  Contributions, in aid of the sufferers from this fire, were raised
twoughout the counties of Norfolk and Suflolk.  Blomeficld mentions a sum of money
as having heen colleeted i the parish of Harpham “ for the hurning of Beceles.” In
the book of the Mayor’s Conrt at Norwich, in the reign of Elizabeth, is this entry
conneeted with onr subject.  “ William Ileming, preacher of Beecles, raised in court of
My Mayor, £30. 10s. Sd., which was colleeted in this city towards the re-edifying
of Beceles ehureh, which was lately burnt.” 2*

In 1590, Nicholas Moss, of Southwold, gave to the town of Beccles £ 20, towards
repairing the chureh.?®  Many legacies for the same purpose were left, and one as late
as the year 1600.

In 1662, the town was again damaged by fire. 'The old manor-house, sitnated
i a back street near the House of Correction; and an ancient timber bunilding in the

# Fox. # Jermyn MSS. # Tanner’s MSS.
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new market-place, with a few others in the obscurcr parts of the town, escaped these
conflagrations.  The extent of this second disaster must have been considerable, if
we may judge from the number of dwelling-houses erected in the style which marks
this era. These may be instantly recognised by their semicircular gables, whicl,
following a still older fashion, front the streets.

There was also a third fire in Beecles in 1667 ; and a fourth, and very considerable
one, i1 1669.%

Before the Reformation there were six guilds or fraternitics of craftsmen, in this
town.

1. The Guild of the Ioly Ghost, to which fraternity William Smith, of Weston, by
will, dated 27th of October, 1504, gave as follows: “TItem, I bequeathe to the loly
Ghost Gilde in Beccles, 1xx®. viij?.  Thomas Lecke, of Beccles, bequeathed, in 1503, to
the same guild xxs.  William Brett, in 1533, gave the same guild vie. viij.  Tanner
says a picce of land appertained to this fraternity ealled Tloly Ghost Close, and was
lately a part of an estate of Jolm Crispe; or else his lands joined it.

2. 8t. Michacl’s Guild, which belonged to the present church.  In 1504, William
Smith, of Weston, gave to-this guld x°.

Thomas Leeke, who was instituted Rector of this parish m 1167, and died m 1503,
also gave vic. viyj“.

3. The Ascension Guild, which seems to have been but a small society.  Willian
Brett, in 1533, gave to this guild xn‘.

4. The Guld of the Tloly Trinity.

5. The Guild of the Iloly Name of Jesus.

6. The Guild of St. Nicholas.?

At a mecting held on the Sth of Mareh, 1760, the Corporation of Beeeles granted
ten pounds “for y¢ p euring of farthings for y¢ comon utility of y¢ poorc.”  Dies
were accordingly procured, aud farthings struck off, and circulated about the town.
These were all called in about two years after they were issued, by the command of the
Crown. The dics are preserved in the corporation chest, and froni them the Inpressions
were obtained in wax, which furnished drawings for the following engravings.

& Ay
B CCLAS
FARTHINE s

8879

26 Tanner's MSS. 7 Idem.
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In 1726, the Quarter Sessions, which are held here for this division of the county,
were removed from Beccles to Lowestoft, and held alternately in these towns ; but after
a few years were restored to Beceles. In the same, or the following year, the present
Town-Hall was built, at a charge of £423. 8s., towards which the inhabitants contri-
buted £71. 19s. 6. The materials of the old IHall and Cross sold for £ 87. 10s., and
the remainder seems to have been paid ont of the county stoek, by order of Sessions.?
It would be absurd to eriticize the character of a building professing to be an imitation
of the pointed architeeture, erccted at the period in question, when the gens of that
bewitching style lay consigned to unmerited neglect. It will be sufficient, therefore, to
observe, that i accommodation it is found deficient, and that it is contemplated to
replace it by a more commodions structire at no distant period, though nothing
defimtive 1 at present determined on.

On the 2nd and 9th of January, 1813, the following order for the alteration of the
day for holding the market appeared in the ¢ Ipswich Journal.'—< At the request of the
inhabitants of the town of Beecles and its neighbourhood, 1, Robert Sparrow, Lord of
the Manor of Beecles, do hereby order and direct, that after Saturday the 23rd of
Jammary next, the above market shall be held and kept in the new market-place in
Bececles aforesaid, on I'riday in every week, in lieu of Saturday, the present market-
day.  Given under my hand this 26th day of December, 1812, Rosr. Sparrow.”

In conseqnencee of this notice, Beeeles market was leld on Fridays for abont three
months ; when the alteration having been fornd ineonvenient, 1t was restored to the old
time, and continues to be held on Satardays as heretofore.

THY CHURCH OF ST. MICNAEL.

There was a church at Beecles, at the time of the Domesday Survey, endowed with
twenty-four acres of glebe.  This was, no doubt, the structure raised by the Abbot of
Bury, wlneh gave name to the town. The present church occupies the site of this
foundation, and was erected about the middle of the fourtcenth century. A will, in the
Bisliop's oftice at Norwich, dated 1369, contains a legacy “ad fabricam novae ceclesize
de Beceles ;™ soon after which period it was probably completed, as in 1374, Reginald
de Tkelyngham leaves by will to the altar of St. Michael's church of Beecles, vj* viije.??
Wilkam Symonds de Beccles, by will dated 15 Dec. 1470, “legat fabricae ccclesiee de
Beccles, vj*.”’**  As the manor and advowson of Beecles formed part of the possessions
of Bury Abbey, its architeet was, without doubt, a monk of that establishment; and

23 MS. Blowers. ¥ Will Book, Heydon. 20 Harl, MSS,
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from the mixed and broken materials employed in its walls, it is evidently, in part,
constructed out of the older fabric.

We cannot contemplate the entire mass of this edifice, inclnding its tower, without
discovering a majestic air about it, well snited to the sacred purposes of its destination,
yet it does not possess an exact symmetry of component parts, and is meagre thronghout
in the distribution of ornament. Its greatest fault is want of elevation; a requisite of
ecclesiastical beauty, in whieh it is vastly exceeded by many of the churches in Suffolk,
and it exhibits a heavy and mean clerestory very wnusual in buildings of its era. It is
of a simple ground-plan, comprising a nave and chancel of equal width and height,
being 148 feet long, and 614 wide, by interior admeasnrement, with two aisles extending
the entire length of the fabric; and a north and south porch; though before the Re-
formation it possessed also two small cross aisles or chantry chapels.  The two expanded
windows opposite to each other in the aisles, whose enlarged dimensions differ so
strikingly from the other lights, were originally arclies only, without tracery, and heing
open to the level of the gronnd, gave access to these oratories. The filling up by
masonry of the arch on the south side, to the level of the other window sills, is too
obvious to require pointing out. That on the north side is better wronght, but a careful
examination will show that a like operation has been effected there.

One of these transept chapels was probably dedicated to St. Mary, for Reginald de
Ikelyngham, already mentioned, in addition to his legacy to the Iligh Altar of the
church, leaves a donation of XL pence to the Altar of St. Mary 3!

But the finest feature of Beecles Chureh is its almost unique porch.  The effect it
produces, arising from its bold projection and octangular turret, is very picturesque;
and the delicate taste displayed in the conception and arrangement of its enrichments—
the minute finish of its parts—and the excellency of its masonry, will ever command
admiration. The style of its composition and ornaments is an unfailing evidence of its
date, which is somewhat later than that of the body of the church; an opinion confirmed
by a will preserved in the Archdeacon’s office, dated 1455, wherein the testator gives to
the building of the new porch xx®. On its front are the arms of Bury Abbey, and a
profile of St. Edmund.

All the enrichments of this elegant porch were originally painted and gilt, agreeably
to the usual practice; and fraginents of these decorations existed in considerable pro-
fusion till about forty years since, when two artizans scraped from its miches aud
tabernacle-work sufficient lapis-lazuli to render their journey from London, made for this
purpose, a profitable speculation.

The room over this porch was formerly used as the Scriptorium of the church,*

3t Will Book, Heydon. ) 32 Jermyn MSS.
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which acconnts for the collection of old books kept there till the last few ycars. It has
a small lattice which commanded a view of the interior of the church, till intercepted by
the crection of the organ.

The detached sitnation of Beccles steeple gains for it many a look, which its majestic
proportions might otherwise fail to arrest. And yet a detached bell-tower is not of very
unusual ocemrence.  Without noticing those heyond the limits of the county, it may be
sufficient to instance two, near at hand ; those at Bramficld and Bury St. Edmund’s.

Beeeles steeple was begun soon after 1500, and ocenpied nearly forty years in
building. 1 will not say completing, for it is cven yet unfinished.  The first legacy
given to it is by a will bearing date in 1515, and from that time till 1547 there are
many legacies towards building “ Beceles Steepul.”

The state of incompletion in which we find this noble pile has an easy solution in the
ruin of Bury Abbey, whiel was dissolved while the upper portion was yet in progress.

The proportions of this tower ave a base of 40 fect, by an clevation of 92; and its
exeelleney consists in a broad commanding mass rising firmly from its foundations.
Besides the arms of Gameys, Rede, and Bowes, benefactors towards its construction,
there ave three niches in its western, or principal front, which probably contained the
same cffigies as were placed in the front of Bury Abbey; namely, St. Edmund, Our
Saviour, and the Virgin Mary; or possibly St. Michacl, to whom the church is dedicated.
The three former figures were in front of the Abbey gate.®®

The tower coutains a elock with climes, and ten bells, some of which are not in very
exeellent condhtion.

The ercetion of the tower in its present sitnation was in consequence of the fear that
its weight might carry away the cliff, hiad it heen placed at the west end.  There is no
doubt, that although its foundations were not laid till long after the church was com-
pleted, its site was determined on from the first, as none of the pillars in the church are
of sufficient magnitude to sustain so ponderous a mass.

At the end of the chaneel, beneath the exterior of the great cast window, are the
arms of Bury Abbey, and Garneys, with < St. Michael, ora pro nobis,” inlaid in flint.
In a small niche here formerly stood an image of Our Saviour; for in the will of Osbert
Deering, dated August the 12th, 1558, his body is ordered to be buried within the
church-yard of St. Michael of Beecles, “at the este end of the said church, against the
pieture of Christ, standing in the same church wall.”

On the sides of the west door are St. Edmund’s crowns and arrows cut in several
places, and the popish device of the arms of the Holy Trinity.  Oue of the leaves of this
door escaped the great five of 15S6.

3 Jermyn MSS.
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On entering the interior of this spacious edifice, the pleasure experienced from con-
templating its vast proportions is damped by the evidences of neglect and tastelessness
which pervade it. A wretched gallery is placed against part of the south wall of the
aisle, which is already drawn from the perpendicular, by the injudicious practice—no
longer permitted—of digging graves abutting npon the exterior. A regard for the
stability of the fabric, if none be yiclded to taste, demands the removal of this ex-
crescence. An ill-drawn representation of the Crueifixion, in very opaque coloured
glass, disfigures the east window; and nrns with flames of fire—emblems of any thing
but a Christian’s hope—should be removed from the vestry sereen. The roof, and
the corbels which support its beams, were erected probably soon after the great five :
the latter are ornaments in accordance with no period of the pointed style.

A noble organ occupies the entire western end of the nave. Its position is to be
regretted, which blocks out a large window, that in former days diffused a flood of
glowing light through the length of the interior.

There are few internal decorations. The font by its style evidently belonged to the
older clmrch, and is small and plain. It was repaired in 1470, at the expense of
William Symonds, of Beccles, who by his will gave to the reparation ““magni fontis de
Beccles 13j°. 1iij.

An altar-tomb, sculptured with some effigies of children, and somewhat mmtilated,
stands against the wall of the south aisle of the chancel, though this is not its original
sitnation.
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It is said to commemorate the family of John Rede, Mayor of Norwich, who died in
1502, though the number of children, placed on the tomb, does not exactly accord with
that inscribed on his gravestone, which lies in the chancel, though now covered with
pews. On the tomb are represented eight sons and three daughters, while the epitaph
says, “John Rede, Mayor of Norwich, dyed the x1 of Novr. in anno mprr.  Joan his
wyffe, with viij sons and iiij daughters, which Joan dyed in anno mp1ir.”  This number
of daughters is confirmed by the pedigrees of Rede recorded in the Heraldic Visitations,

VOL. L. (o]
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and as there are no armorial bearings on the tomb, it remains a matter of uncertainty to
what family it belongs. A splendid screen of oak, which divided the nave from the
chancel, the design probably of some monk of Bury, perished in the fire of 1586.

The windows of this chureh exhibit a great variety of tracery, much of which is very
clegant, thongh inferior to the still more gracefnl forms fashionable in the preceding
generation.  The exuberance of faney displayed in these may possibly be accounted for,
by supposing each to be the gift of some pious individual, who, while he perpetuated his
munifieence, marked also his taste and ingenuity.

The vault under the south aisle, now used as a charnel-house, was probably a crypt
of the older church; as few sacred buildings of an early period were erected without «
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subterraneous chapel or undercroft. By the Norman architects they were considered an
essential and constituent part of every church, and were possibly first constructed to
commemorate the practice of the early Christians who worshipped “in dens and caves of
the earth.” No part of the masonry, however, which can be discerned in this vault, 1s
older than the superincumbent mass; and the conjecture that it was formerly a chapel
originates in the circumstance, that in 1509 a legacy was given to the reparation of Our
Lady’s chapel in the Arch, which would seem to allude to this erypt; because in 1528,
and again in the following years, are varions bequests to a chapel of St. Mary in Beccles
church-yard.®*

On the 6th of April, 1643, this church was visited by William Dowsing, who was
by no means inactive here. Iis journal details his proceedings at Beccles thus.—
¢ Jehovahs between the church and chancel, and the sun over it: and by the altar ‘my
flesh is meat indeed, and my blood is drink indeed,’—and two crosses which we gave
orders to be taken down; one was on the porch; the other on the steeple: also many
superstitious pictures; the number about forty. Six several crosses; Christ’s, Virgin
Mary’s, St. George’s, and threc more: thirteen crosses in all. Jesus and Mary in
letters, and the twelve apostles.”

In 1672, a license for a scat in this church was granted to Robert Batho, and is
probably the only faculty pew in the edifice. The following retwn of sittings which this
church contains was made to the Bishop by the Rural Dean, in July, 1844.

Sittings occupied by

Professional gentlemen . . . . 163
Tradesmen . . . . . o . . . 384
Labourers 5 . . . g . . 5 3 288
Free and Snnday schools . . . . . o a 194
Private boarding schools . . . . . . o 77
Servants . . . . . 5 . . q 5 66
Singers . . o . . 3 . g o 5 40

Total . o 5 5 1212

The parish registers are not very ancient, as they do not commence before 1586.

In 1460, William Neve, by his will, desires to be buried in Beecles chureh, and the
following monumental records, which have now disappeared, recorded the interments
of several members of the Garneys family :

Robert Garneys, Esq., died xiiij Maij 1411. Kateren his wyef 1405. Peter
Garneys died 1413. Edward Garneys died May 3, 1485. Thomas Garneys died
1527.%

3 Tanner’'s MSS. pen. Epis. Norwic. % MSS. Wm. Le Neve.
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On old stones mow covered by the floors of modern pews are the following
memorials :

William Rede of Beckelles and Margaret his wyef, which Margaret dyed in anno
apx1, and had v sons and vij daughters.

On a stone near the vestry door are the arms of Leman, Az. a fess between three
dolphims embowed arg, quartering Suckling, Per pale, gules and az. 3 bucks trippant,
or.  The inseription is now covered by the floor of a pew, but the stone commemorates
the deceasc of . . . . . Leman, Esq, or . . . . . his wife, daughter of Charles
Suckling, Esq., of Bracondale, who died of the great plague in 1666.

Among many modern memorials these are briefly recorded :

Robert Davy, late Master of the Free School, died May 10, 1797, aged 54.

Charles Chaston Assey, Surgeon to the Ion. East India Company Service, died at
Kidderpore in Bengal, aged 41.

William Crowfoot, Gent., died 25 March, 1793.

Sir Robert Castleton, descended from Sir Wi Castleton, Bart., of Stuston Hall in
Suffolk, died T'eb. 9, 1715, aged 59.

Joseph Arnold, M.D., Surgeon R.N., and Fellow of the Linnzan Society of London,
and of the Royal Medical Soeiety of Edinburgh, born at Beccles in 1784, died in
Sumatra, July 19, 1818.

'Ihe Rev. Benee Benee, Rector of Beeeles, died 20 Sept. 1824, aged 77. His wife,
daughter of Wm. Elmy, Esq., died June 9, 1815, aged 56.

Catharine, widow of Nicholas Starkie, Esq., of Frenchwood in Lancashire, and
youngest daughter of Robt. Edgar, of Ipswieh, Esq., died 10th of April, 1814, aged 47.

Schastian Pitfield, died 1692.  Renaldo Pitficld, died 1700.

lsaac Blowers, Gent., died Nov. 1819, aged 93.

RECTORS OF BECCLES.

Rectors. Date. Patrons.
Robert filius Rogeri 5 1291 Abbot of Bury.
Ienry de Bromleye o 1314 Id.
Gilbertus de Ilketshall . 1319 1d.
William Mareschall . 1323 1d.
Stephen de Holeote . 1323 Id.
Johannes de Stantone R 1326 1d.
William Mitchell . . 1331 1d.
Edmond de Welle . . 1375 1d.
William de Ely . . 1397 1d.
Johannes Brampton 5 1403 Id.

Johannes Atte Gate . 1405 Id.
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perfectly cured of his disorder by accidentally bathing in a spring of water near this
spot, where he soon after erected an lLospital for the benefit of persons so affected.*®

[t was governed by a Master who, probably, officiated as Chaplain. Several wills
in 1367, and 1374, contain bequests “leprosis hospitali de Bekeles.” 37

According to the manuseript of Le Neve, Henry Beudes gave a stipend of four
pounds to this hospital, but the donation is not confirmed by any existing document.
This establishment was not dissolved by Henry VIIL ; for Edward VL., in the fourth
vear of bis reign, granted license to Edward Lydgate, a brother of the hospital, to beg
daily for the Lazars’ house at Beccles. And by a deed, dated 1Sth day of May, 17th
of Queen Elizabeth, ““between ITumphreye Trame, master of the hospital of St. Mary
Magdelin at Beccles, and the bretherne and systern of the said hospital, on the one part,
and Margaret ITury of Yoxford, on the other part, it is witnessed, that the said Humfry
and the brethern and systern, of their godly love and intent have not only takyn the
sayd Margaret into the said hospytall beinge a sore discased pson wythe an horyble
syckness, but also have admytted and made the seyd Margaret a syster of the same
hous during her naturall 1yff, accordinge to the auncyent custom and order of the same ;
trustynge in our Lord God, wythe the helpe and devocon of good dysposed people, to
prepare for the same Margaret, mete, drink, clothinge, washinge, chamberinge, and
lodginge, good and holsoni, duringe the naturall lyff of the said Margaret, mete for such
a pson.”

The above-mentioned TTumphrey Trame, by his will, dated a.p. 1596, gave to this
hospital ““one bible, one service-book, and y° desk to them belonging, to go and
remain for ever, with the hospital of St. Mary Magdalen, to the intent that the sick
then and there abiding, for the comfort of their souls may have continual recourse
unto the same.” 38

Soon after this period, it appears that the hospital fell into great disorder and mis-
management ; for in 1619, William Stedman, then Master, was compelled to resign his
mastership, in consideration of an annuity of £10 to be paid him and his wife for the
term of their natural lives, ““because that it doth now appeare that the said hospitall 1s
not imployed according to the true intent and meancinge of the said ffeoffament, in
respect of the undue disturbance of some of the said ffeoffees in the placeing of a govnor
who do not only abuse the poore here, but also keepe great disorder in the said hospitall.”
The charges of misconduct laid against Stedman, who in another deed is called a
“ ffisherman,” are of too scandalous a nature to be repeated. It is expressly stated, that
even the chapel appertaining to the establishment was the frequent scene of the lewd

% Jermyn MSS. 3 Will Book, Heydon.
38 Will Book, Archdeacon’s Office, fol. 45.
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debaucheries of himself and his profligate associates. By a subsequent deed, however,
dated 29 June, 1622, new feoffees were appointed, and Stedman replaced in the
mastership.

In 1673, a petition was drawn up by Mr. John Denney, Portreeve of Beccles, and
others of the corporation, for presentation to the Bishop of the Diocese, requesting his
Lordship, by any means which he shall think fit, to obtain a grant from His Majesty for
investing the hospital lands, with its appurtenances, in the corporation of Beccles, for the
nse of the poor inhabiting the said town.

Tanner relates that he saw, in 1730, a grant, amongst the muniments of the corpo-
ration, whereby Charles I1., in 1675, granted the aforesaid hospital, with its lands and
appurtenances, to the Portreeve, &c., of Beccles, for the maintenance of the poor for
ever. 'I'ms grant, however, is now lost.

In a small book, drawn up in 1807, for the use of the corporation of Beccles, and
reprinted in 1826, a translation of a long grant is given, dated 1674, wherchy King
Charles conveys the lands, tenements, rents and hereditaments, &c., of this hospital, to
the Portreeve, Surveyors, and Commonalty of the fen of Beceles, to have and to hold them
for ever, paying to the King and lis successors, out of the said premises, four shillings
of lawfnl money of England, on the feast of St. Michael the Archangel. In this decd,
the chapel and hospital are mentioned as “now wasted;” and yet, whieh is verv re-
markable, on February the 12th, 1676, two years subsequent, it is ordered, “y*y® capital
house now standing npon the hospitall lands be pulled downe and removed unto one other
peece of y© said hospitall gronnd on y© other side of y* way over against it, to make so
many scverall rooms as may be there conveniently placed for the habitations of such
poore people as ye governors thereof shall think fitt for to place there, and doe appoint the
psent officers, and their successors, to see the same done accordingly; and the monics
disbursed for doing of the same shall be discharged upon their acconnts.”

There can be no question that the income of this property was intended to be appro-
priated to the use of the poor of the town of Beccles, although the grant makes use of
the word ¢ Corporation;’ and accordingly it is stated, in an order for a lease of part of
those lands, to Mr. Crane, in 1675, that “ the lands belonging to the Hospital of Beccles,
were lately granted to this corporacon, for the use of the poore people of Beccles, and
intrusted to the hands of the said corporacon, for the best advantage for them.” And
again, in 1679, an order was made, that the revenues of the hospital lands should be dis-
posed of for ever thereafter, to the solc use and benefit of the poor inhabitants of the
town, according to the King’s grant, and that the officers should not dispose of such
revenues for any other purpose whatever, without the consent of the corporation. The
account of the income of this property was kept distinct from the general account of the
Portreeve, until the erection of a parish workhouse in 1684, when the profits of these
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lands were directed to be appropriated, with other money of the corporation, for the use
of the poor therein.

On the 81st March, 1788, a lease was granted by the corporation, to Mr. Thomas
Rede, of the Hospital Hill, which is thercin stated to contain four acres ; and of a messnage
and buildings, standing near thereto, for a term of 200 years; commencing from the
5th July following, at the rent of £13 per annum, subject to a fee-farm rent to the
Crown, and to a quit-rent to the manor of Barsham, amounting together to 4s. 84. per
annu, which Mr. Rede undertook to discharge. By this lease power was given to
Mr. Rede to take down the buildings then standing on the land : and he covenanted to
leave, at the end of the term, some houses or buildings, which shall at that time be of
the full value of £ 200.%

1n conformity with the Statute de lepreso amovendo, this hospital or lazar-hounse had
a burial ground attached to the chapel, wherein the lepers werce buried by themselves.
Many human bones, and twelve entire skeletons, were discovered by the labourers em-
ploved in preparing the ground for the foundation of the present house, erected by
Mr. Rede on the site of the old buildings. Their bones were deposited in the charnel-
house under St. Michael’s chureh.  This burial gronnd was used by the hospital till the
vear 1390, after which period the corpses of persons dying here were interred n the
parish church-yard.

ENDGATE.

The brief history of the manor of Endgate, which, like the parish itself, has merged
mto that of St. Michacl, has heen already detailed, and the patronage of its church,
which scems to have accompanied the manor, became simultancously vested in the Abbot
of Bury.

The church, which was a rectory, dedicated to St. Mary, and valued in the King’s
hooks at £ 7. 6s. 8., stood on the south side of the town. It was taken down by order
of Queen Elizabeth, “for that the parishes of Beceles and Endgate had been for many
years so blended together, that the bounds and limits of them could not be known in
A.0.1419; when a legal agreement was made by the Bishop, Patron, and Rector of
both parishes, that the Rector of Beeeles should have the whole tithes of both parishes,
and pay the Rector of Endgate £ 6. 13. 4. pr. an: so that the inhabitants of Endgate
have, time out of mind, been esteemed parishioners of Beccles.”

% Bececles Corporation Book.
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The order for taking down Endgate church is dated the 25th of April, 1577, and
was granted on the following considerations, viz.—* that in commiseration of the charge
the men of Dunwich sustained by the loss of their port, the said Queen Elizabeth gave,
or lent, them the money arising by the sale of bells, lead, iron, glass, and stone of
Ingate church, in the county of Suffolk, which, it appears, were valued at three-score
sixteen poundes cyghtene shillings and four pence.”

No traces of this church are discoverable on its site, but some fragments which have
been worked into Beccles bridge, in the course of its reparations, prove it to have been
an elegant structure, probably surpassing in embellishment, though not in magnitude,
the church of St. Michael. A capital of one of its columns has been used for many
years as a horse-block, at the King’s IHead Inn. This fragment is octangular, with a
plain moulding.

Peter Garneys, of Beccles, Esq., by will dated the 20th of August, 1450, desires his
body to be buried in the north aisle of St. Michael’s church, where he had placed a stone
for his sepulchre; and bequeathed to the reparation of the high altar of the church at
Endgate x marks.

RECTORS OF ENDGATE.

Rectors. Date. Patrons.
Adam Peverey, de Winton 1305 Abbot of Bury.
John de St. Edmund . 1309 1d.
John de Fretenham . . 1348 1d.
William de Nassigweeke . 1361 The King: the Abbacy vacant.
Hugo de Kelibe . . 1361 1d.
Richard de Irtilingburgh . 1371 Abbot of Bury.
William Bright . . 1376 1d.
John Wayte . . . 1377 Id.
Wilham Moraunt . 0 1381 The King: Abbacy vacant.
John Stowe . . . 1401 Abbot of Bury.
Robert Cavell . . 1453 Id.
John Palling 5 .
Robert Salwys . . 1479 Id.
Thomas Swayn 5 5
William Bradshaw . 5 1502 1d.
Robert Barker . . 1504 1d.
William Reede 5 o 1531 1d.
John Gymlyn . . . 1550 Assignees of Sir Thomas Gresham.
Robert Norton . . 1572 The Queen.
William Fleming . . 1580 Ead.
Brian Warde . : o 1613 The King.
William Bacon o 5 1641 Id.

VOL. I,
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Rectors. Date. Patrons.
Charles Maryveil . . 1680 The King.
Thomas Armstrong . 1682 Id.
Samuel Batho . . 1717 Id.
Walter Symonds o . 1722 1d.

There seems to have been no presentation after this period to the church at Endgate.
In 1764, when the Rev. Peter Routh took the living of Beccles, a sequestration of
Endgate was granted; and again in 1774, when the Rev. Bence Sparrow was
instituted to the parish church of St. Michael.

TIHHE MANOR OF ROOS NALL IN BECCLES.

This lordship is entitled in the eourt-books the Manor of Roos Hall and Ashmans
with the members; hut no separate eourt is held for Ashmans, neither are the limits of
the latter defined. The chief part of its copyholds are i Beccles, as is the mansion
or hall-house ; though T am incliued to believe the manor was included in Domesday
Book under Barsham, and held at that time by Warin the son of Burnin as tenant
of Robert Malet, Lord of Eye; and possibly the estates which Earl Gurth and Bishop
Almar then held in the same parish have been subsequently united with 1t.

The manor was, however, very early considered to lie m Beccles, but by an
inquisitio post mortem of Thomas Garneys, Gent., taken on the 6th of May, 1566,
it seems to have been then held by him of Thomas Playters, as dependant on his manor
of Sotterley, but the service does not appear.** On the Gth of February, 1575, 1t was
determined by a jury to be held of the manor of Beccles, as appears by an ancient
deed of that date in the possession of the writer.

In the presentments of the Hundred Rolls, made to King Edward 1., the names of
llenry Asheman, Reginald Ashman, and Wilham Asseman, are mentioned as land-
owners in the neighbourhood ; and it was from this family, in all probability, that the
manor obtained its second appellation.*!

The family of Roos appeared as lords of this manor in the previous reign of
Henry 111.  William de Roos was at the siege of Kaerleverock, in Scotland, in 1300,
where he displayed much valour, and was afterwards created a Knight Banneret. 'The
family were Lords of Roos Hall, Ringsfield, Sibton, and Redisham, in the eighth of
Edward 1142 In 1321, Sir Robert de Roos was one of the founders of the
monastery of the Carmelite Friars at Blakeney in Norfolk, and probably resided at
Roos Hall. “They were not only very ancient,” says Sir Richard Gipps, “but also

40 Tiarl. MSS. 41 Rotuli Hundredorum. 42 JIarl. MSS.
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very great, as appears from their several intermarriages with the best families in
the county.” In the reign of Edward IIL, Elizabeth, daughter of William Roos,
married William de la Zouch, Baron of Harynworth.*3

Roos bore, Gules 3 water-bougets, or.

Roos Hall descended to Sir William de Roos, the younger of the two sons of
Thomas Roos, who lived in the reign of Richard II. Sir William married Agnes,
daughter and heiress of William de Nairford, and by her obtained the manor of Wisset,
whieh passed again with the manor and estate of Roos Hall to Sir Roger de Willington,
who married Joan, daughter and heiress of Sir William de Roos. The family of
Willington thus became possessed of Roos Hall in 1427. They were of ancient
descent, and long seated at Barsham, as they held a third part of the manor of
Barsham Hall so early as the ninth of Edward IL.** They werc also Lords of
Bhithworth in the tenth of Henry V., and of Wisset in the fifth of Henry VI. Joln
de Willington was a Knight Bannerct in the time of Edward I., and was at the
tournament of Dunstable, in the second of Edward II.** He bore, Gules, a griffin
segreant, or.

Roos Hall passed by purchase from the Willingtons to the family of Garneys.
In 1566, Thomas Garneys died seized of this manor and Redisham. They were valued
at twenty marks per annum, and were bequeathed, with other lands, to his executors for
the term of twenty years, for certain uses specified in his will. e also held forty
acres of land, fifty of meadow, eighty of pasture, sixty of bose, and £19 rent in over
Redisham, nether Redisham, Ringsfield, Weston, Worlingham, Beccles, &e. This
Thomas Garneys left one daughter, Elizabeth, aged three years, at the time of his death.

Thomas Colby next occurs as Lord of Roos Iall: he was the fourth husband of
Ursula, daughter of Edward Rede, and appears as defendant in a Chancery suit against
Sir Thomas Gresham, who in right of bis wife Anne, relict of William Rede, Esq., was
Lord of the Manor of Beccles.

The Colbys were of an ancient house in Norfolk and Suffolk, and bore, Sable,
a chevron between three escallop shells arg. ; within a bordure engrailed of the second.

John Colby, of Brundish, married Alice, daughter and heiress of John Brewse,
of Hardwick, Esq., by whom he had issue John, who died ehildless; and Thomas,
Francis, and Christopher. Thomas, the eldest surviving son-and heir, was seated
at Beccles, and married first, Beatrice, daughter of Thomas Felton, of Playford, and
had issue Thomas, and several other children. His second wife was Ursula Rede,
relict of Sir John Brand, Knight, by whom he had no issue. Thomas Colby, his eldest

4 Naunton Pedigree, pen. Rev. R. Rede. 4 TJarl. MSS.
4 Collec. Sir R. Gipps an. 1661, Brit. Mus.
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son and heir, lived at Beccles, and married Amy, daughter of Thomas Brampton,
of Letton in Norfolk, and had issue, Thomas, son and heir, Frances, Philip, Amy,
Penelope, Elizabeth, Susan, and Mary.*¢

Thomas Colby, who married Ursula Rede, built the present venerable mansion
called Roos Hall, which he probably finished about 1583, as his initials, T. B. C. with
that date, remain on the water-pipes of the roof. It is a fine old house of red brick,
situated like almost all the residences of former days in low grounds, and was
encompassed by a moat, which, in part, remains. It scems never to have possessed

¢ The lofty arched hall ”

which our ancestors considered almost indispensable to their mansions, and where
“ Their clanging bowls old warriors quaff’d,”

but it is furnished with a wide and rather primitive staircase, cach step of which is
formed of a solid block of oak; and it contains some good and lofty apartments.
One of the lower rooms retains its huge and pedimented mantel, and several of the
chambers are fitted with the wainscot, divided into small compartments, which succeeded
the hangings of tapestry previously employed by our forefathers to- cover the walls
of their apartments. Its turrets and chimneys are distinguished by richly moulded
brick-work, and the entire pile is lofty, imposing, and well constructed.

4 Jermyn MSS.
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The tenure of the Colbys was very short, for soon after the year 1600, the manor of
Roos Hall was purchased by Sir John Suckling, Knight, Secrctary of State, and
Comptroller of the Household, to King James I.  Sir John occasionally resided here,
and at his death bequeathed it to his widow for her life, with remainder to his eldest
son, Sir John Suckling, the cavalier poet. Lady Suckling afterwards marrying Sir
Edwin Rich, Knight, carried the estate into that family by a transfer which is not
very clear. Sir John Suckling had purchased the manor of Barsham Hall in 1613, and
charged the manor of Roos Hall with £1000, which he had borrowed to complete the
purchase of the former cstate; leaving the fee of both lordships to his eldest son;
his widow enjoying Roos Hall for her life. In his will, Sir John alludes to this
settlement in these words: ¢“Item, I give to my very loving wife, all her apparell,
pearles, rings, and jewels, which she now weareth, or hath in her possession ; save only
one chayne of diamonds, which I lately bought by the help of one Mr. Hardnett,
a jeweller, and paid one hundred fifty-five pounds for the same; which is by her
to be repayd to my exccutors within one yeare next after my decease, nnless my eldest
sonne and she agree about the redemption of the manor of Rose Hall.” What the
arrangement between these parties was, is not cvident; but Sir Edwin Rich died
in possession of Roos Hall; and by his will, dated April 24th, 1675, charged this
manor for the term of five hundred years with an annual payment of £ 20, for charitable
purposes in favour of the poor of Thetford, his native town.

Roos Hall was sold by Sir Charles Rich, and Mary Frances Rich, his wife, in 1805,
to Thomas Rede, Esq., of Beccles, for £12,160, including the timber; whose son,
Robert Rede, Esq., afterwards of Ashmans, succeeded, and dying without 1ssne in 1822,
left the manor of Roos Hall, after the decease of his widow, who survived Inm only two
months, to his nephew, the Rev. Robert Rede Cooper, a younger son of the Rev.
Samuel Lovick Cooper, of Yarmouth, by his wife, Sarah Leman Rede, daughter
of Thomas Rede aforesaid, the purchaser of this estate. This gentleman assumed the
surname of Rede by Royal license, upon his uncle’s deccase, and is the present owner
of Roos Hall.

The family of Rede has been settled at Beccles for scveral centuries, but seems
to have emigrated from Norwich. Blomeficld, the historian of Norfolk, says, « the first
of this family from whom any regular account can be deduced, was John Rede, Sheriff
of Norwich in 1488, and Mayor in 1496 ; he was buried at Beccles.” The Heraldic
Visitations for Suffolk, and the manuscripts in the British Museum, all confirm this
statement of Blomefield.
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In the above pedigree Sir Peter Rede, Knight, of Bavaria, is entered as the son
of John Rede, Mayor of Norwich, on the authority of Blomefield ; but I rather take him
to be the son of Edward Rede by Izod, daughter and heiress of Sir Humphrey Stanley.
If so, he married Joan, daughter of Anthony Cooke, of Quarendon in Bucks, and
left an only daugher, Isabella, who died wnmarried. Dame Anne Gresham left a son,
Sir William Rede, by her first husband, who married Gertrude, daughter of Erasmmus
Paston, Esq., whose son and heir, Sir Thomas Rede, Knight, marriecd Mildreda, second
daughter of Thomas Cecil, Earl of Salisbury, and died withont issue. There was also a
Sir Robert Rede, Knight, Chicf Justice of the King’s Bench in the reign of Henry VII.
He was probably brother to John Rede, Mayor of Norwich, who died in 1502, but
his name is not recorded m the Heraldic Visitations.

THE SCHOOLS.

From Dr. Tanner’s papers it appears that a school was supported in Beceles by the
Monastery of Bury, and that the Chamberlain of that establishment had the appoint-
ment to the mastership. By a deed, dated at Bury, on the first day of June, 1395,
William Bray, Camerarius, in virtue of lis office, derived from ancient custom, appoints
Reginald Leeke to the mastership of Beccles Sehool, on the eondition that he exercises
the duties thereof in person, and does not depute them to an assistant.

This school faled altogether on the dissolution of Bury Abbey, in the sixteenth
century. But in 1631, Sir John Leman, Knight, devised by will, his messuage and
garden, situated in Bally-gate Street in Beccles, with about thirty acres of land
Barsham, and other lands in St. Andrew Ilketshall, Ringsfield, Gillinghamn, and
Geldeston, for the foundation and support of a free school. He wills that forty-eight
boys shall be taught English reading, witting, and arithmetic: whereof forty-four shall
be inhabitants of the town of Beccles, two of Gillingham, and two of Ringsfield. 'The
whole of the property produces nearly £200 per annum. A license of mortmain was
procured by Sir John’s executors, and is preserved among the records of the corporation.
The school-house is a substantial and commodious building, well adapted to the purpose
for which it was erected, and stands on the left hand of the entrance of the town from
Bungay.

Henry Fauconberg, LL.D., by his will, dated May 38rd, 1712, bequeathed all his
real estates in Corton and the villages adjoining, subject to certain life annuities, upon
trust; and devised the rents and profits thereof, after reparations deducted, to make
a provision for ever for the encouragement of learning, and the instruction of youth
in Beccles: and he desired that whenever -a person should be nominated to teach
in Beccles— he being well learnt and experienced in the Latin and Greek tongues, so
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as to capacitate youth fitting for the university,”—such person to have the rents and
profits of the said premises after repairs, &c., deducted, during his teaching in Beccles,
and so from time to time for ever. The estates, conveyed and settled pursuant to the
testator’s will, consist of a house, outbuildings, and 77 acres, 2 roods, and 14 perches of
land in Corton ; and a cottage and 55 acres; 1 rood, and 16 perches of land in Corton
and Flixton. Dr. Fanconberg desires the trustees to receive the rents; who, after
making the necessary deductions, are to pay the residue to the master, who is to
be elected, from time to time, by the Bishop of the Diocese, the Archdeacon of Suffolk,
and the Rector of Beccles.

Dr. Fauconberg died on the 29th of October, 1713, aged 78 years; and is buried
heneath a handsome altar-tomb of marble, near the chancel door of Beccles church.
He was Chancellor of St. David’s, Registrar of the Faculty Office, and Commissary and
Official of the Archdeaconry of Suffolk. He resided many years at Beccles. By his
arms, cut on his tomb, he challenges descent from Walter de Fauconberg, summoned to
Parliament as Baron Faucouberg in 1295 : a bordure engrailed being added to the coat
of that aneient line.

The minor charities in this town are, £2. 12s., left by Ward, to be distributed
annually in bread; and £ 3 per annum, left by Robert Girling in 1672, for apprenticing
poor boys belonging to Beccles to some business.

Beceles is well built, and stands amidst very pleasant environs. The Rev. George
Crabbe, the eldest son and biographer of the poet, calls it * the gem of the Waveney.”
It has a very handsome assembly-room, and a spacious corn-hall, converted to that use
from a theatre, and thrown open on Saturday, Janmary 4, 1845.

The public library contains about 2500 volumes, including some ancient works,
formerly kept in the apartment over the church porch. Among these are Polyglot
Bibles of 1656, (a large paper copy ;) and 1655-7, six volumes folio, by Brian Walton ;
the edition which in solid nsefulness is superior to every other.

There is, also, in two volumes folio, the Lexicon Heptaglotton of Dr. Castell, 1669 ;
a work of profound erudition, upon which the aunthor laboured for seventeen years.
Five hundred copies of this work brought but £7, though a single copy has since
fetched forty or fifty guineas. In 1839, an exhibition, consisting of 182 paintings in
oil and enamel, with specimens of geology, medals, prints, and miscellaneous articles,
amounting altogether to 654, was opened to the public for the extension of the funds of
this institution. The various articles having been entrusted to the committee on loan,
hy their respective proprietors, much responsibility devolved on the gentlemen forming
this department ; but, fortunately, every specimen was returned to its owner uninjured.
Many of the subjects exhibited were of rare merit. In the winter of 1842 and 1843,
the library was further augmented by the proceeds of a series of Lectures on Geology,
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Botany, Light, the Human Eye, Architecture, Literature, Painting, Ruined Cities, and
Zoology, delivered by the gentlemen of the town and its vicinity.

The most important event in the modern history of Beccles was the rendering the
river Waveney navigable for-sea-borne vessels from the mouth of Oulton Dike to
Beccles bridge ; for which purpose an Act of Parliament was procured ; and the Royal
Assent obtained on the 22nd of April, 1831. A second Act, to amend the powers and
provisions of the previous Act, received the sanction of the Crown on the 10th of May,
1844 ; the object of which was to lower and cqualize the former heavy port-dues.
Shipping of a small description are now enabled to discharge and receive their cargoes
at commodious wharfs near the town.

A very considerable trade in malt, corn, coals, and shop-goods, is also carried on
in small craft or wherries, of most admirable construction, averaging about twenty tons,
which convey their cargoes to and from the shipping at Yarmouth.

The present Town-clerk, and Steward of the Manors of Beccles and Roos Hall, is
Edward Colby Sharpin, Esq., the compiler of a small volume entitled ¢ Death Scenes,’
printed for private circulation: only, to which he has affixed a short but singularly
modest and well-written preface. This gentleman 1s of Norfolk descent, being the son
of the Rev. Edward Sharpin, of Swafftham, but the family is of German extraction,
being probably derived from the Scharfens or Scharpfens. If this descent can be made
good, Mr. Sharpin is entitled to these arms.

Joseph Arnold, M.D. and F.S.A., whose monument has been mentioned in Beccles
Church, the author of several detached subjects in the Philosophical and Physical Journals,
and a very distinguished naturalist, was a native of Beccles. He died in the cause of
science at Padang, in the island of Sumatra, July 26th, 1818, in the 35th year of
his age.

In 1224, Alan de Beccles was the fourth Archdeacon of Sudbury, and the eighth
Chancellor of Norwich. He was, probably, a native of Beccles. He died in 1243,
leaving behind him the character of a learned, wise, and upright man.*’

47 Matthew Paris.
VOL. I. E
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Odo de Beccles was Bailiff of Norwich in 1246. He was prosecuted and fined for
encroaching on the King’s ditch, belonging to his castle of Norwich.4®

In 1466, John Beccles and John Roos were Sheriffs of Norwich.

The descendants of Timothy Buck, Master of the Science of Defence, whose
successful encounter with the athletic James Miller forms the subject of the Paper in
the Spectator, No. 436, are inhabitants of Beccles.

In the Gentleman’s Magazine for 1804, p. 305, are notices and an engraving of
a curious silictous stone found in a gravel-pit upon Beccles race-course; the surface
of which is covered with noduli, much resembling the sceds of the Malva connnunis :
part of a cornu ammonis, and two specimens of Button stone, were found in the same
place.

The population of Beecles amounted in

1789 to o o 5 g o o . 5 o 2565
1796 0 : . . 5 o 5 . 5 o 2440
1801 o 5 5 0 o 0 o 5 . o 2788
1811 5 5 o o 5 o a 5 2 o 2979
1821 0 0 a o o 5 : o 5 o 3493
1831 5 5 5 o o 5 5 5 o o 3862
1841 5 2 o 5 2 5 5 5 . 2 4086

In or about the year 1804, the corporation sold to Robert Sparrow, Esq., 54 acres
of land, called Iills and Doles, part of Beceles Fen, for the sum of £ 3000 (which
money was applied by the corporation towards defraying the expense of paving the town
of Beceles); but being desirous of purchasing other lands, in lieu of, and equal in valne
to those which were sold, an annual sum of £400 was ordered to be invested in the
funds, in the names of Trustees, to accumulate for that purpose.

A sinking fund was accordingly established, and continued until the year 1824,
when, in consequence of a very great advance in the price of Government funds,
the Trustees werc ordered to sell out all the stock composing the sinking fund, and pay
the procceds to the Portrecve, who was directed to apply the same in discharge of
certain bond and other debts, due from the corporation, which were principally
contracted for paving the town, and in aid of the poor’s-rates, and amonnted to about
£3000. The old fund was in consequence broken up, and appropriated to the
discharge of those debts.

But the corporation, deeming it wise and expedient to continue a sinking fund
until they should be enabled by purchases to possess themselves of land equal in
quantity and quality to that which they sold to Mr. Sparrow, ordered (8th April, 1824,)

4 Blomefield’s Norfolk.
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that the sum of £100 shall be yearly laid out in the 3 per cent. consols, or other
Government security ; and that the same, with the interest and income thereof, shall
accumulate, and be applied as a sinking fund, until such time as the object of the
corporation in re-purchasing land, be fully and completely effected.

The first sum of £100 was accordingly laid out in the 3 per cents. on the
8th April, 1824, in the names of Mr. Crowfoot, Mr. Fiske, Mr. Sharpin, and Mr.
F. W. Farr, the Trustees appointed for that purpose, who signed a deed declaratory
of their trust, 13th April, 1825.

This “ first sum of £100 ” has been augmented by the accumulation of its interest
only. The Fen estate has been reduced by the above, and previous sales, to about
950 acres of land.

Bargham,

Barsuax signifies the residence of Bar. Siward Bar 1s mentioned in Domesday Book
as holding East Beckham in Norfolk of the Conquevor; and Sier Bar had the lordship
of Sheringham, in the same county.

In the reign of Edward the Confessor, Leustann, the priest, held Barsham nnder
Gurth, the brother of Harold; but at the time of the Norman survey, the manor
and advowson were the property of Robert de Vallibus, or Vaux, who held them of
Roger Bigot, as capital lord.

The manor is deseribed as one leuca and a half in length, but only half a one
in breadth. As a wide tract of meadows was at that period covered with water,
and consequently not included in the survey, this mensuration accords with the present
extent of the upland portion of the manor; taking the leuca at a mile and a half.
It appears to have been a flourishing village; its value had doubled since the time
of Edward the Confessor: it had a mill, a well-endowed church, and paid 30% gelt,
while Beccles was rated at only sixteen.!

The family of Vaux was long enfeoffed of this lordship, and held a large estate in
the neighbourhood ; for in 1235, Henry de Vallibns had free-warren in his manors of
Barsham, Ringsfield, and Ilketshall.?

! Domesday Book. 2 Carta, 45 Hen. III.
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Soon after this period the lordship of Barsham passed to a family that assumed its
surname from the village. In 1274, when Beccles was returned to the Crown as
belonging to the Abbot of Bury, Radulphus, the son of Robert de Barsham, was one of
the jury empanneled.® This family appears to have obtained some degree of eminence,
for the arms of Sir William de Barsham were placed, among others, in the great east
window of the chancel belonging to the conventual church of the Austin Friars
i Norwich. About this period Oliver de Tintamet possessed a small estate in this
parish, for which he rendered homage.*

In 1321, Robert de Barsham, and Robert his son, presented to the church, and
were the last of their family who held any interests here.

In 1342, Laurence Mounk presented, but if he were lord, his tenure must have
been brief; for in 1348, we find Sir Peter atte Tye, or Sir Peter at the Eye, or island,
lord and patron. e married Dionesia, widow of Sir Edward Charles, of Kettleburgh.
He does not appear to have resided at Barshan, though his widow, who survived him,
presented to the church in 1373.  She held this patronage with the manor for Ife,
of which she was enfeoffed by her husband; except the mecadows called the Park
at Barsham, which he ““bequeathed to Robert Charles, as it was ordained by feoffees.
The manor afterwards to go to his sons to be born; his wife being then with child;
and 1f there were no son, to go to his eldest daughter.”” This lady, by her will, dated
in 1375, desires her body to be buried before the ehurch door of the Holy Trinity in
Barsham, and bequeaths to her son Edward Charles, 100°. per annum, out of her manor
of Kessingland.  To Sir Robert atte T'ye, her eldest son, by her seecond marriage, who
succeeded her in the manor of Barsham, she devises the lordship of Hoo in Monewden ;
in order to purchase the patronage of some church of the value of £20 per annum to
appropriate to the cathedral ehureh of Norwich, for the purpose of finding two seeular
priests to sing Mass for the souls of John de Hoo, her father, and Dionesia his wife ;
Wilham their son, and all the faithful. She died in 1375, or the following year.

Sir Robert atte Tye, son of Sir Peter and this Lady Dionesia, made his will in
the sixth of Richard 1I., 1382. He therein desires his exeeutors to enfeoff Elizabeth
his wife, with the lordship of Barsham, and all his lands in the Hundred of Wangford,
and n Kessingland, together with the advowson of the latter parish, for life. This
knight was the last of the Tyes who held the manor of Barsham, but his suceessors
possessed the lordship of Kettleburgh Hall, in the Hundred of Loes, for several
generations. Ile was buried in Barsham ehurch, as appears from the will of Elizabeth
his widow, proved in 1385, wherein she desires her body to be buried there by the side
of her late husband.

3 Rot. IIund. 4 Testa. de Nevill, p. 283.
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In 1396, Robert Ashfield presented to the rectory of Barsham, from whom the
manor and advowson passed to the family of Echingham. Thomas de Echingham was
lord in 1424, and with his descendants this property continued till 1523, the fifteenth
of Henry VIIL., when John Blennerhasset, Esq., married Mary, the youngest daughter
of Sir Edward Echingham, the last of that ancient and knightly race; and thus became
possessed of this estate, as the following pedigree will show.

Ralph Blennerhasset, == Jane, d'. and heir*. of
of Frenze, C°, Norfolk. | Sir John Lowdham.
Jane, d~. of Sir Tho*. == John Blennerhasset, == Jane, d. of Sir Thomas
Higham, of Ifighamn of Frenze. Tindal, 2ud wife.
Grove.
. I I . |
Jane, d". of == Sir Thomas == Margaret, d". of Robert. Margaret, Elizabeth — ......
.. .. Sutton. Blennerhasset. John Braham. Prioress of Brampton.
Campsey.
.... heiress —= George == Mary Eliz®h. d. of Sir John == John Blen. == Mary, d. & colr". of Sir
of Covert, of Blenner- Jerning- Cornwallis, 1. wife. nerhasset. Edw¢. Echingham, of
Sussex. hasset. ham. Barsham Hall, 2. wife.
Elizt», Blennerhasset, i [ | | | I ] |
ux. Lionel Throg-  Ellen. Catharine. Margaret. Frances. Thomas Blen- Edward. John. George. Ralph.
morton, of Bungay. 1 2 3 1 nerhasset, of 6 7 8 9
Barsham, obt.
S. P. 1599.
5

In the ninth of Henry VIL., John Blennerhasset, Esq., held Bovelands of the King,
one half lying in Norfolk, and the other half in the county of Suffolk; and in the
twenty-fifth of Henry VIII., George, son and heir of Thomas Blennerhasset, held
the same lands.® Anno twenty-third of Elizabeth, Thomas Blennerhasset held the
manor of Barsham.

On the 17th of July, 1613, Sir John Suckling, Knight, third son of Robert
Suckling, of Woodton, Esq., purchased the manor and advowson of Barsham. Sir
John, at that time, resided at Roos Hall; and it appears from family papers that
the newly acquired property was valued at £ 240 per annum. Sir John says, in a letter
to his brother, Charles Suckling, of Woodton, dated July 23rd, 1613, I ame nowe
gone thorough for Barshame, and have lLad a fine and recoverie acknowledged to
my use, before my Lord Hubbard, and tomorrowe the indentures and all other as-
surances are to be sealed. For the lettinge of it, I am resolute not to lett the house and
demeanes thereof under £ 240, and I hope that by your care and diligence in providinge
me a good tenant, I may have £250 p. ann. I ame confident that ere longe landes will

% Harl. MSS. codex 370.
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beare a better and a higher prise; and therefore my purpose is, not to grant any lease
above seaven yeares: beside I meane to keepe all the royalties and the fishinge in myne
own handes ; and upon these tearmes if you can find me out an honest man that will hire
it, 1 will thinke myself behouldeinge unto you. It is a thinge that Iyes more convenient
forr me, by reason of the vicinitye of Rosehall, then it doth for you, or any els, but had
1 broken of for it, 1 had rather you had it than any els. It is nowe myne, and I trust
that the name of the Sucklings shall inheritt and possess it, when I am dead and
rotten.”

It appears by “a p ticulir of the Manor of Barsham Hall,” drawn out at the time of
this transfer, that while the whole estate produced but £ 240 per annum, “the fishing,
swanues and swamne game, fowling and other royalties,” were valued at £10ea year.
[low highly, therefore, these privileges were estimated—which every man now seems to
look upon as his own right—will be further apparent by contrasting this valuation with
the income of the rectory of the parish at the same period, which, in the p~ticulir referred
to, is set at £120 per annum.

Sir John Sucklhing was Seeretary of State, Comptroller of the Household, and Privy
Counsellor to King James 1. and his unfortunate successor, and Member of Parliament
for Dunwich. He was also an aspirant to still higher preferment, for in the ‘Sidney
State Papers’ is a letter written by Lord Leicester to his son, in September, 1621,
wherein he says, “1t is not known who shall be Chancellor of the Exehequer, now my
Lord Brooke doth give it over: it is between Sir Richard Weston and Sir John Suckling.”
The appointment was obtained by Sir Richard Weston.  He married Martha Cranfield,
sister to Lionel, Earl of Middlesex, by whom he had Sir John Suckling, the poet, Lionel
Suckling, and four daughters.® Sir John charged the manor of Barsham Hall with £18
per annum for ever, to be expended in the reparation of the monument of himself and
his first wife, placed in St. Andrew’s ehurch at Norwich, and for annual sermons to be
preached in that city.

On his decease, in 1627, this property descended to his eldest son, Sir John Suckling,

% Three of these daughters are buried in Pangbourne church, Berks, beneath a mouument thus in-
seribed.—¢Within a vault, under the marble stones hereunto adjoining, resteth the bodyes of three sisters ;
Martha, Anu, and Mary; the daughters of the Right Honourable Sir John Suckling, of Whitton, in the
county of Middlesex, Knight—who died Controuler of the Householde, and one of the most honourable
Prive-Councell unto King Charles the first. Martha was first marryed unto Sir George Sowtheott, of Shil-
lingford, in the county of Devon, Knight ; and dyed the wife of William Clagett, of Isleworth, in the county
of Middlesex, Esquire. She dyed at the Bathe, the 29th of June, 1661. Anne was marryed unto Sir
John Davis, sonne of Sir John Davis, both lords of this mannor, and dyed the 21th of July, 1659. Mary
Sucklinge dyed a virgine, the 17th of October, 1658.” Elizabeth, the yvoungest daughter, died at an early
age, uumarried.
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the poet, whose gay and easy ballads are familiar to every lover of poetry, and have out-
lived the memory of his political abilities. Sir John died at Paris in 1641, in the
thirty-fourth yecar of his age, having fled the kingdom to escape the penaltics of a
charge of high treason preferred against him by the popular party; and which the
power of the Crown was too feeble to avert. His works have passed through seven
editions, the last of which was printed in 1836. Though Suekling is best known in the
annals of literature as a poet, lus prose writings are calculated to raise a yet higher
opinion of his talents. His ‘Letters to several Eminent Persons’ abound in wit and
spirit ; though marred, it must be allowed, by a dash of gallantry, more free than modern
refinement will admit :—the fanlt of the time in which he lived, not of the individual.
His ¢ Account of Religion by Reason,” and his * Letter to Mr. Jermyn,” afterwards Earl
of St. Alban’s, on the dispute between the Court and the nation, are unrivalled by the
compositions of that age, for sonndness of argument, depth of observation, and purity of
expression. These afford a presumption that he was no stranger to those reflections
which elevate the human character; and that if his life had been prolonged, it would
have been devoted to pursuits most nseful to the State, and honourable to himself.

Sir John sold this property to his uncle, Charles Suckling, of Woodton, probably for
the purpose of raising his regiment of horse for the King’s service ; for in 1640, the year
succceding the battle of Dunse, Charles Suckling appears as lord, with whose descend-
ants the manor and advowson remain.

The family of Suckling claims a Saxon origin. Suckling, or, as the name was
anciently written, Socling, significs in the Saxon language, a person holding Iis estate by
socage, or the tenure of the plough.

In 1274, Robert Suckling is rcturned in the Hundred Rolls as holding a small
estate; and Walter Suckling, of Sapiston, in Suffolk, is also mentioned, from whom
Richard de Ayswell, and John de Boxford, incumbent of that parish, had unjustly
extorted seven shillings: a considerable sum at that period.” There are other incidental
notices of this family in the public records, but no regular or authentic chain of descent
can be deduced from them before the year 1348, when Thomas Esthawe, the Socling,
was admitted to certain copylolds held of the manors of Langhall and Woodton, in
Norfolk.

7 «“Robtus Suckling tenet unit mesuag: &c. Ita dicit q¢ Riciis de Ayswell, Joes de Boxford, cler:
¢j : Walterus de Culing extorseriit de Walto Sucling de Sapiston injust : vij* p. pot.” Rot. Hund.
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Suckling.

Thomas Socling, of Woodton and Langllmll, admitted to certain estates in 1348.

John—Socling held the
same lands, 1353,

Philip Suckling, his
grandson, obt. 1430,

Johanna, living in 1449, possessed houses in
Bally-gate Street, Beccles, held of the Abbot
of Bury, by a quit-rent of 4d.

Stephen Suckling, of
Woodton, an. 1470.

= = —

John Suckling lived in
Estgate-ficld, in Woodton. |
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