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Tntroduction 

This is an article about the history ani location of St.Thomas• �har­

ity in Barnham. The basic definition of this Charity goes something like 

this; 

Ea0h year, on the Feast Day of St.Thomas, 

The �uke of Grafton and the Rector of Barnham 

were to pay a rent for pieces of land they 

le�sed fro� the village co�munity. In 1737 

this stood at 40s and 10s res9ectively. The 

money was then to be dis,f;ri,butec'c to the poorest 

villasers in 3arnham. 

In the following pages I hope to clarify ani explain the many fog3y 

points which mine the field of a history of the Charity (mixed aetaphorz 

aside). But it must be remenbered that research into Barnham as a whole 

is only beginning, an1 some of the arguments expressei herein may be 

modified or c ompl et ely changed as more work is done - in o::ther words, I 

may be wrong. And as such, I would welco�e comments from anybody with 

ideas for further research etc. 

By the way, the Feast Day of St.Thomas is the 21st of December. 



PART I 

History to 1737 

L 



NOTE 

In all the documents relating to this part (Aooendices I-V) the 

term 11 st.·-:rhoraas 1 ::h2.rity 11 i� never mentioned. Ro··cv-er, I have used it 

quite liberally throughout. This is because of itG conveniency (also 

being the modern ters) ani the fact that it descends frora these oris­

inal documents by way of a payment of rent, destined for the poor a� 

Bar�ham, OL the Feast Day of st.Thoraas - hence St.Thomas' Charity. 



The early stages of the history of St.Thomas' Charity are difficult 

to trace, and seem to stem from several origins. So far, two defintte 

sources have been identified, while another, the earliest in date, may 

or may not be associated witn the Charity. 

The first, and by no means certain piece of evidence comes from the 

Will. of William Furmage, dated the 4th Hay 1599 CD. In it his executors, 

John Shere and James Bland, were directed to use a sum of £10 for the 

benefit of "the poore of Barnham". The money was to be paid on the 

Feast Day of St.Thomas; the link that connects it with the Charity. 

'.i.'he Will of Edn'.lnd Davy, dated the 29th January 1600 � (Anuendi:c I) 

provides the first solid evidence we have. Not only does_ he leave £5 

for the twenty poorest inhabitants of the village, but also 

11 • • • •  ffou:::-tye pounds •••• [:-,hich] shall be

imployed by the hands of my executors IWill-

i am Da YY anc. Janes Kynn� upon a house being 

ffree holde �hich theye shall purchase within 

the towne of Barnehn1° within the t erme of one 

wholle yere next ensuinge after the death 

of Agnes, my said sister ••••" 

Seven or eight men "of most habilitye and credit" were to be elected 

(y B.St.E,IC 500/1/57/29 

@The dating of this Will is slightly problematic as it gives a date of 

the 29th January 1600 but also states that it was made in "•• the 

xliii yeare of the Reie;ne of Q,uene Elizabeth ••"• This would put the 

date at the 29th January 1602 (her 43rd year ran from the 17th Novembe 

1601 to the 16th November 1602). However, mi.stakes like this a�e com­

mon, and it is most probable that the regnal year is incorrect as 

Edmund Davy would know the calendar year, while perhaps being vague 

about the regnal year. 

� B.St�E.IC 500/1/58/125 and Apnendix I 



aE trustees of the property, 3nd t�ey were to 

11 • • • •  appointe and place one, twee or mor of 

the nexte kyndred of the saide Ednunde Javy, 

soe many as the statute will permitt to dwell 

in the sar:ie house ••••" 

The house would remain rent-free for the poorest of the Davy family 

until twenty years had passed. Then, 

11 the indwellers in the said house from that 

tyme forth shall paye unto the said coffeffies 

[1 . e • the t :rust e e s) t n e ye r e 1 y re� t and pay-

ment of Thirtene shillings and fewer pence of 

lawfull money of England in everye yeare at 

the ffeast of Saint Thomas the Apostle •••• 11 

The trustees were then to distribute the rent money a�ong 

11, • • • the poorest people inhabiting t.•tithin the 

-

3arnehm 11 

. . . .
II 

Our last piece of evidence is a Deed, dated the 28th February 1659 

(Aunendix II). Although later in date than the two Wills, it provides 

us with another source for the Charity, also dating to 1600, and several 

points must be highlighted. 

Firstly, the Deed provides us with a list of trustees (Fig 3(i)) for 

three pieces of land (one of them a house) bought from William Blasye 

in the 41st year o� the reign of Queen Elizabeth I (17th November 1599 

to 16th November 1600), together with their locations (Fig 1). These 

trustees held the land for the 

"•••• sole benefitt, behoose and comon profitt 

@ Ibid. 

(2} Ibid. 

@) Ibid. 

of the Inhabitants of Barneham 

--------------------

(J} B.St.E. HA 513/30/436 + 437 and Annendix II 

I. , 

• • • •  



Secondly, the house bou;it with tte lega�y o! Sd�und Davy is men­

tioned, and the relevant part of t�e Will is recited. Additionally, we 

are told that a Robert ·Davy was living in the house; he was most pro·o­

ably the poorest member of t�e Davy family in 1659, being pla�ed there 

(though paying rent) by the trustees. Unfortunately, as in the original 

Will, the location of the property is not given. 

Thirdly, a new set of trustees were appointed (Fig 3 Ui) ), and lastl� 

a new clause was added whereby, if there were fewer than three trustees 

remaining in Barnharn, then a new committee of seven or eight should be 

el.ected - in this way the Charity would be self-per]etuating. 

This 1659 Deed provides us with the third piece of evidence for the 

Charity; that of the purchase of a property (whose rents went to the 

Charity) on the 17th �ay 1600. Unfortunately, of all the 600+ documents 

relating to Barnha� in t�e 3ury St.Edmunds Record Office, none refer to 

the purchase of land from a Willias Blasye in 1600 (or indeed at any 

time). So, it seerns that our only clue as to its contentc lie in this 

1 659 Deed. 

In summary, there are (so far) three possible sources for St.Thomas' 

Charity; 

(i) The Will of Willian Furr:i.age, dated the 4th Hay 1 599 ■ 

(ii) The Will of Edmund Davy, dated the 29th January 1600.

+(iii)A purchase of land dated the 17th May 1600 mentioned in a Deed 

dated the 28th February 1659. 

I think it is ?Ossible to discount (i) for two reasons. We know the 

history of Edmund navy's Legacy, so the two Wills cannot be connected. 

And, judging from contemporary land values in and around Barnham, the 

£10 donated would not have been enough to buy 3¾ acres and a house.(Fig 

.'.!J• So, unless William Furmage's legacy was used to buy land, which 

had then disappeared by 1659, wa can certainly say that (i) has nothing 

to do with the Charity, except having a similar 'pay-day'. 



A crucial unanEwered queEtion lies in the ori;ins of (iii). It is 

possible, though not certain that, like (ii) the lands mentioned in 

the �eed may have been provided for in some unidentified benefactor's 

�ill, dating to before the 17t� May 1600 when the a�eas of land we�e 

bought. This view is reinforced by si□ilarities between (ii) and (iii); 

for instance the fact that trustees were nominated to look after the 

interests of both units of land. Indeed, the 1659 Deed specifically 

diJerentiates them, suggesting two similar, but separate origins. The 

fact that the trustees for (iii) are five in nu�ber (Fig 3(i)) while 

(ii) specifies that seven or eight trustees were to b� chosen hi3hlights

this. Considering that t�e 1659 Deed na�es eight new trustees (Fig 3(i� 

it seems likely that it must be seen as a rationalisation of tie 8har-

ity, unifying two branches which had identical purposes. 

It may not be stretching the facts too far to sugiest the existance 

of a moveQent amon0 t�e ric�er members of the Barn�a� comounity,around 

1600, desiring to provide f�r the poorest of the villasers. Certainly 

the closeness of t�e dates of (ii) and (iii) make this a very likely 

argument. 

On t�e back of the 1659 Deed, in a different ha�di is a lict of new 

trustees, date1 the Yet 

another J9ed, dated the 12th October 1682 (Ancendix III) - just two 

months later - gives anotier list of trustees, three of whom are the 

same as in the August list (Fig 3(iv) ). The circunstances surrounding 

this strange sequence of events is worth lookin� into. 

At the end of t':le August 1 682 list is the revealing phrase "for t:i.e 

time bein; 11• Given this, and. the fact that a legal document �-,as dr2.wn 

up very soon after,transferring trusteeship from the survivors of the 

1659 Deed suggests that the list is merely tem,orary - until a legit­

imate exchange could be made. But why the urgency? What events would 

necessitate the setting up of temporary trustees for only two �onths ? 

The answer may lie in the Biehops Transcripts - Ecclesiastical 



copies of the Parish Regiote=s sent each year to the Archdeaconry head-

quarters (Sudbcry in Barnhan's case). From 1681 to 1684 the percentage 

death rate (co�pared to the other records - baptisms and marriages -

in the Bishops Transcripts) is consist�ntly hi1her than either before 

of after, reachinG 2. :9eak of 83% (Fig 4). This would su6gest t}1at Barn­

ham was hit by so�e disease or famine, increasing the death rate almost 

twofold. In 1674, we know that Cambridge w as hit by an early outbreak 

of the Smallpox, rising to an epidemic, and in 1681 the same hit Norwich� 

It seems most probable that it was this Smallpox epidemic that hit 

Barnham in the years between 1681 and 1684. 

But other conditions were causing similar problems. John �velyn 

(1620-1700) wrote about the 12th June 1681 in his diary; 

"There still continues such a drought as has 

hardly ever been kno,-:n in ::;ngland ., 11 

and for the 2nd July 1684; 

1
1 An exces:sive hot and dry spring and such a 

drought continues as is not in my memory. 11 

Diseases, particularly tne plague and tuberculosis, are at their most 

deadly in hot weather, and the suscept�bility of the poorer people 

would be increased by low standards of living and malnutrition - tuber­

culosis being the �ain culp=it. 

But how does this tie in with the Charity? We know that the increase 

in the death rate (Fig 4) was most probably a result of a Smallpox 

outbreak in Barnham, perhaps aggravated by the unusually hot and dry 

spring and summers. However, even if all the trustees had died or left 

the area ( we know two still remained in Barnham) why was a temporary 

set of trustees created only two months before a legal document was 

drawn up, which had f.our changes.? 

@ Melvyn-Howe G. "Man, Environment & Disease in Bri tain 11 ( 1 972) p1 23 ff. 

(2) Q;u.oted in Nelvyn-Howe (1972) 

@ Ibid. 

7/. 



It is difficult to �nswer this question with the evidence tiat we 

have. But considering that it was deemed necessary to have trustees 

keeping the Charity going at all times, even appointing temporary ones 

for only a short time, it seems that the Cha=ity was regarded as being 

of so�e importance to the village. Seeing as it owned two houses within 

the village and over 3 a�res outside this is not surprisins,and famine 

and disease brings its own share of hardship and poverty. 

By the early 18th Jentury, in com�on with most of England, 3arnham's 

landscape was changing. The expansive open fields were beinJ enclosed -

subdivided into more compact ani less scattered form. �nclosure suited 

both landowner and far�er, and the majority landholder in Barn�an at 

this time was Jnarles ?it.::::-oy, 2nd Duke of GYafton. Due to the dispeYsed. 

nature of t�e Charity l1nds (see PA2T II) the movement towards enclosure 

would inevitably force a change in them. Such a change happened in 1736. 

In a Deed, iated t�e 21st December 1736 (Arynendix IV), t�e only 

surviving trustee of the 1682 Deed leased all of the Charity land to 

the Duke of G:::-a:ton, and. his successor s, for 999 ye2..rs. They • . .;ere to 

pay a yearly rent of 40s. on each Feast Day of St.Thomas at tte porch 

of st.Gregorys Church. This rent was then iistibuted to the poor of 

Barnham by the Rector, churchHardens and overseers of the poor, who 

became, in effect the trustees of the 8harity (�ig 3(v)). 

Such a shift - from trusteeship of the chief villagers to single 

ownership under the aegis of the church - is profound, and the reasons 

for this chan6e must be looked into. The �eed states one of them, as 

the Duke of Grafton 

II proposes to ma}:e s eYerall Alterations . . . .

and Improvements in the said To vm of Barn-

ham by inclosing great part thereof • • • •  
11 QJ) 

However, to recognise the other, we must look at the economy of Britain 

QJ B.St.E. HA 513/30/439 & FL 524/11/1 and Aupendix IV 



a� a whole in the previous decades. 

The late 17th century was a period of economic readjustment, part­

icularly in corn and wool production. Barnham, during the mediaeval 

period was the largest sheep rearing area in Suffolk, wheat being only 

a minor occupation. High prices fer corn, favoured by good sum�ers 

encouraged many farmers to change to corn, a change that would also 

have occurred in Barnhafil. Eowever, the increase in supply of corn in 

turn brought down the price (although with fluctuations as a result of 

poor harveste). For farmers this caused much hardship and unemployment, 

the price of food· causing cost of the hardship. Barnham would have been 

ireatly affected by this economic fluctuation. 

One passage in the 1736 Deed highlights this; 

11 • • • • it has upon a due consider2..tion had of

the yearly value of the said wasted tenenents 

and lands been adjudged • • • • that to gra,nt a 

long lease thereof •... would be of nore ser-

vice to the Inhabitants of the said Town of 

Barnham and .1. ' '  

1,0 i;ne poor thereof for the 

ti�e being than to continue the same as 

ffeoffees especially considering the said 

houses •••• are and for many years have been 

down and that the land may in time be lost . . . . 
II 

Both houses were no,,: "w.:iste,i" and the Charity land's rent value was so 

low that a lease was regarded as more beneficial. Indeed, in stating 

that the houses had been down II for many years 11 this extract suggests 

that the 1736 Deed was the direct result of the misfortunes of the 1680s. 

What is clear is that the Duke of Grafton provided a way of survival 

for the Ch��ity, which was on the verge of dying out, while enabling 

him to enclose the fields in which the Charity land lay. 

--------------------

� Ibid. 

q, 



The final touches of the Charity's l)resent form were adJed in a 

Deed, dated the 21st December 1737 (Appendix v). The Duke of G=afton 

leased 1 rood of land, a part of that which had be�n leased to him a 

year earlier, to the Rector of Barnham for 950 years. Arthur Kynnesman 

(the Rector until 1770) was pay a yearly rent of 10s. on the Fe2.st 

Day of St.Thomas at t�e porch of st.Gregorys Church. The churchwardens 

and the overseers of tne poor were then to distribute the money to 

the needy in Barnham. 

Fortunately, the Deed gives us the location of the leased land (Fig 

2), filling in a noticeable gap in the historical record of the Charity. 

The reason for this lease is not too clear, but perhaps a clue lies in 

the probability of the land lying next to the Rectory House, the res­

idence of Arthur Kynnesman (see PART II). 

This c oncl u.des the first ·}?art of the history of st. Thomas' Charity. 

In its early history Uy to 1737 the Charity reflects tne fortune of 

the village itself: from the legacies of rich men in a prospering com-

munity, through famine, disease and economic decline, and eventually 

to the reorganisation of the old land tenu.re system under the Dukes of 

Grafton. PART III will continue its history through to the present day, 

bu.t first we must turn to the locations of the various components of 

the Charity. 

10/. 



Tenement called REYNOLD3S 

Tenesent late of 

Thome.s ffuller 

Netb.er Street 

(?) 

Road running 

from Euston 

to st:;.Martins 

Church 

3 Acres called BOOROWGH F?IELD 

Lands called Roger 

Rushbrookes 

@ 

:Booroughway 

Lands of Bagg-

otts Hall 

½ Rood called _C_R_A_1_TD_E,_L�L_?_F_·U?. ____ �_;._Q_�_G_E 

Lands late of 

Robert Davy, 

sometimes of 

Richard King 

Manor of Calthorpe 

Hall Lands late of 

@ 

called Boolins 

Tene�ent late of G�ud-

gemens & Lands of the 

Manor of Calthorpe Hall 

called Cookowes Yard 

Lands called Roger 

Rushbrookes 

Culford Way 

(Land Un£ts in 1659) 

FIG 1 � 
Land Purchased in 

_
an Unknown Deed 

/ - Dated 17th May 1600 

( B.st.E HA 513/30/436 and 437 ) 

II / 



1 Rood of Lan� BELO3GING TO T�E POOR of Barnham 

Barn belonging to 

the Rectory 

Nether Lane 

8uckoe Green 

Estate late Henry 

Normans, now belo�ging 

to the Duke of Grafton 

(Land Units in 1737) 

FI
/

Land Leased to the Rectors of Barnham 

on 2jst December 1737 

( B.St.E. FL 524/11/2 ) 

12./. 
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PART II 

Locatio�s of the Charity Lands 



As has been related in PAnT I, St.Thomas' '.::harity can be divided 

into four parts 

( i ) ½ rood of 1 and in 11 C: rand e 11 f fur 1 on g e 11 • 

(ii) 3 acres of land in 11 Bocrowgh ffield 11• 

(iii.) A teneoent (basically a house and "'" '"d0n) o- ... .....  

(i V) A tene;nent pro·ri de d fo:::- by Edmund Davy. 

called 11 2.eynol d.es 11 • 

The field and house nanes that we have date to 1659, and their location 

has been lost over the centuries. At the present state of research 

finding the whereabouts of (i) and (ii) can be little more than educated 

suesswork. However, there are so�e clues, and it is fairly certain that 

are correct. On the whole it is possible 

to place the old Charity la�is on the modern map, but only further 

research can bear out the conclusions expressed below. 

At the beginning of the 17th Century the 'open field' was, and had 

been for many centuries, t�e most com�on type of field. These fields 

were huge, often hundreds of a�res in extent, creating the effect of 

an endless, almost barren horizon of fields stretching in all directions. 

The 'strip' was the common unit of cultivation, varying in size dep­

ending upon the nature and lie of the land. A block of these_strips, 

all running in the same direction, "Wa.S known as a 1 furlo:ng 1• The:!:'efore 

the field the largest unit of all - was made up of many furlongs of 

different sizes, which were in turn made up of hundreds of st!:ips. (D

Our modern field pattern is the result of the enclosure of these 

open fields, whereby they were subdivided into smaller compo�ents by 

adding hedgerows and walls. So when we look at an Ordnance survey map, 

somewhere among those field boundaries lie the limits of the mediaeval 

open fields. Many Estates or Parish Churches have what are called 'Enc-

C) See .Hoskins W,G, "The Making of the English Landscape" {1955)

,.,.,,.. 



losure Award Maps' which give valuable clues to the size, location and 

names of the�e oLd open fields. However, in Barnham's case we are un­

fortunate as no such map exists,@ and we have to rely on land boundar­

ies given in such documents as Glebe Terriers (lists of Church lands) 

and private land deeds. 

'Crandell ffurlong' 

The Charity held½ a rood of land in Crandell Furlong, and the name 

itself suggests that this½ a rood was set in a block of strips - a 

furlong - itself in a field called 'Crandell.', Indeed, given its size, 
I 

_the Charity land here is probably one of the strips, beingi,of an acre. 

In 1613 we know that St.Martins Church in Barnham owned 1 acre of land 

in 'Crandell hill' and that st.Gregorys ow ned½ an acre of land in 

'Crandell ffurlong'Q). Bot h of these units are bounded on the east by 

1Culfor.d way' and on the west by 'Bibelsmer ffurlong 1 ©. Both churches 

owned land in 1Bibelsmer 1 , and in both cases its eastern boundary lies 

on the fascinatingly named 'Crandell heaved'� This almost certainly 

establishes that a 'Crandell' field, and therefore a strip of land bel­

onging to the Charity, lies between 'Bibelsmer 1 and the trackway leading 

@ .This may not be the case, Mr.David He�ding of East Farm was in poss� 

ession of a map dating back to the 18th Century and it was lent to 

the Euston Estate who have since lost it. An abstract of Deeds rel­

ating to various properties in Barnham, dating to sometime in the 

19th Century (B.St,E.FL52/.t/3/) mentions a 'Parkers Map 1767 1, and the 

information that is given suggests that this is the Enclosure Award 

Map. Therefore there is the possibility the map lost by Euston Estate 

is in fact the Enclosure Map. 

Q) From the 1613 Terrier; B.st.E. E14/4/1 Barnham St.Gregory & St.Martin,

G) Ibid.

G) Ibid,



' 

to Cul ford. 

The earliest extant map of Barnham is a Tithe Map, dating to 1836/ 

1837@. It is a beautiful piece of cartography giving all the field 

names and acreage of land in the parish, together with the landowners, 

tillers and the amount of tithe to be payed. It is important to us in 

this context because several fieldnames coincide with those in the 

1613 Glebe Terrier, and therefore help us to i�dentify the Charity land. 

Figure 5 shows the relevant fieldnames and boundaries in the Tithe 

Map. 'Cranhill' is most probably a contraction of the earlier 'Crandell 

hill', there certainly can be no coincidence that the name only occurs 

to the south where the land begins to rise. 'Bi blesmere Close' - the 

mediaeval 'Bibelsmer' - lies to the west. To the north lay the mediaeval 

open field of 'Stanwell'; the 1613 Terrier mentions a 'Stanwell hill' 

bounded on the weet by 1 3ibelsmer ffurlong' and on the east by •culford 

way I and 'c randel l way 1 - :no st pro ba bl y one and the same thing. (J) Un­

fortunately no similarities occur between •stanwell' and any field 

names in the Tithe map. 

The location of ']ulford way' poses some problems. There are two 

possibilities; either the present-day main road to Bu=y St.Edmunds is 

1 Culford way' (as Culford lies on this route, although slightly to the 

west of the main road), or the mediaeval trackway lay somewhere in 

the middle of Fig.5 and is now lost. We can discount the former theory 

as the 1613 Terrier distinguishes a separate trackway called 1 3ury way• 

lying on the eastern boundary of St.Martins Glebeland in 'Lampitt ffur­

long'@. 

So it seems that there was a 'Crandell way' lying right in the m iddlE 

of the 'Crandell' mediaeval open field. Again, a clue to its location 

{§) B.St.E. T99/1 & 2. 

(J) B.st.E. E14/4/1 Barnham St.Gregory & St.Martin. 

@ Ibid. 
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lies in the Tithe Map. A trackway leads north frora the direction of 

Culford, and joins the Dukes Ride just below 'Oranhill Hill Breck'. 1n

Fig. 5 the po ssi bl e :Jhari ty 1 and areas are denoted by S,(. The boundary 

between 7-i) and �ii) is irregular compared to most other field boun:i­

aries in the nap, and if the line is continued northwards it continues 

to be irregular. {) Therefore it is_ very possible that it represents 

the line of the old trackway called either 'Crandell way' or 1 8ulford 

way', preserved in the modern field boundary. 

If this hypothesis is correct, then the location of½ a rood of 

the Charity land lies somewhere in the area marked �(i) in Fig. 5 

'Boorowgh fi ::1 d' 

'Boorowgh field' or '�urrough Field', as it is called in the 1682 

and 1736 Deeds (Appendices III & IV), is more difficult to locate. The 

only similar field-name in the 1613 Terrier is 'Borowefield on Worsted 

thorne f furl onge 1 @ • T::1.i s ha� an eastern boundary 1 ying on '·.-.:ord well 

way', which is also true of land held by st.Gregorys church in 'Wosted­

thorne ffurl onge' QJ) . We know that the northern boundary of I Boorowgh 

field' lay on 'Booroughway' - another trackway - so, if we accept that 

the 1613 'Borowefield' is the 1659 'Boorowgh field' then we have two 

fixed poirj.:rf;s to work on; 1 Boorou.ghway' lying to the north of 3 acres of 

Charity land, and 'Wordwell way' lying to the east. 

If 'Boorowgh field' is 'Borowefield', then it seems likely that 

'Booroughway' is the same as the 1613 'Borow way'. If so, then we know 

that a field called 'Ha�ershill' lay to the north of 'Borowfield' in 

1613�and that to the north of this lay a trackway called 'Rydgeway'. 

(2) B.St.E. T99/1 

@B.st.E. E14/4/1 Barnham St.Gregory and St.Martin. 

@ Ibid.' 

@Ibid. 



Following on from this, a 'Rydgeway ffurlonge' lies to the north of 

'Borow way'. To the south of 'Borow way' lay 1 littell how ffurlonge', 

but to the west or east of 'Borowefi el d' we do not know@ • 

The only certainty in all this is the location of 'Wardwell way•. 

The Tithe map shows a trackway leading from the North Farm area south­

west to the parish of Wordwell�t still exists in the 1st Edition 611 

Ordnance Survey map of 1890/1 and can even be traced on the modern 1: 

250000 Ordnance survey map@. Therefore, if 'Borowefield 1 is 'Boorough 

field' and 1 Borow way' is 'Boorough way' then 3 acres of Charity land 

lie to the west of this ancient, but still ?reserved trackway. 

'Rydgeway' is a com=on name all over England, usually denoting a 

trackway running along the ridge or crest of a slope. If we are to take 

this meaning for the 'Rydgeway' mentioned in the 1613 Terrier then we 

must look for a ridge running east-west to the west of 'Wardwell way•. 

Figure 6 shows that the 1 Ryd6eway 1 could only exist along the spur 

running west from present day Triangle Plantation along the trackway 

called Mildenhall Road Slip. Indeed, the 17th Century 1 Rydgeway 1 may be 

preserved in this modern track. 

South of 'Rydgeway' lay the field of 'Hakershill 1 which in turn had 

its southern boundary on 'Borow way'. If, as is evident from the above, 

most of the modern trackways are preservations of mediaeval equivalents, 

then it is reas.ona ble to argue that the modern Dukes Ride, which is the 

next east-west trackway to the south, is the mediaeval 1 Borow way'. We 

cannot be certain about this, but it is interesting to note that at the 

poi.nt where the Dukes R ide meets the traditional route of the Icknield 

Way is a place called Barrow's Corner, and nearby, to the east along 

the line of the Dukes Ride is a place called Barrow's Corner Clump (See 

@ Ibid. 

@B. St.E. T99/1. 

@o.s 144 
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6). 'Borow' may be a form of the word 'barrow' and so woul1 make 

the identification of the Dukes Ride with 'Borow way' almost certain. 

So, by following the above argu�ent, we can place 'Boorow3h field', 

and therefore 3 acres of Charity land at the south-eastern point of the 

intersection between 'Burrough way' and 'Wordwell way' -7-on Figure 6. 

'Revnoldes• 

The identification of the tene�ent named 1 Reynoldes' is made easier 

by the fact that the 1659 Deed states that it lies 

II • 
• • • • in the Streete there called nether

• • • •  
II@ 

and we know that the modern Water Lane was called, prior to the 20th 

Century, 'Nether Street•@ (See Fig.a). Unfortunately, the :Deed. does 

not say whether the tene�ent lay to the north or south of the street, 

complicating matters somewhat. Bu..t what it does say is that the southern 

boundary was the road running 

This would seem to imply that 

from Euston to St.T-!artins church@. 

'Nether streete' lay to the north of 

'Reynoldes'. Ho�ever, there is evidence against this assumption. 

Five Deeds all rel�ting to the same property, dating from 1725 to 

1738@, give a northern boundary of 'the lane Leadinc to Eustone' 

while the western and southern boundaries were the parsonage house and 

its lands. We know the site of the parsonage h t J.' • , • @ d �ouse a �nis �ime an 

@B.st.E. HA 513/30/436 & 7 and Auuendix II. 

@ From a map in a bundle of documents relating to the transfer of prop­

erties between the Duke of Grafton and James Devereux �ustler, Recto� 

of Barnham, in 1830/1. See B.st.E. FE 500/3/Barnham/1 and Figure a. 

@ B. St• E. HA 513/30/436 & 7 and AE,Eendi x II. 

@B. St.E. FL 52 4/3/12. 

@n.st.E. FE 500/3/Barnham/1 and Fie; a. 



its northern bounc.a::-y is '�:ether Street' (?ig__§_). Therefore, 2.s the :p2.r­

sonage house is adj�cent to this piece of land along the east-west lin� 

they must have a common northern boundary. So •�ether Street' is also 

'the lane learling to Eustone', and following from this it seems certain 

that the southern boundary of '�eynoldes• is actually 'Nether Street' -

toiay's Water Lane, and that the 1659 Deed merely repeats itself rather 

than differentiates between 'Nether streste• and the road running from 

Euston to St.Martins church. 

Today, Water Lane exte�ds only as far as the level of the Sewage 

Works. But all the evidence that we have so far, together with local 

sources, indicate that Water Lane, the mediaeval 'Nether streete' did 

not ter:::iinate there, but continued eastwards running towa::-ds Euston. 

Fi-'<'ure _J_ sho•.,s this and., as we have seen in ':::randell ffurl ong' and 

'3oorowgh field' above, the modern field boundaries often preserve the 

mediaeval trackway. We know that up to c.1450 the village extended north-

wards as far as the river, and eastwards as far as Copper Beeches, and 

that there were houses along this line up to the 18th 8entury. Indeed, 

if you look carefully, you can make out the rectangular tenewe�t bound­

aries evident in very slight banks and ditches. These can be found all 

over the fields immediately to the east of the village. 

It seems that this trackway was in use well into the 19th Century. 

The 1801 and 1854 Gleoe Terriers mention the southern boundary of 40 

acres of land called 1 Severals 1 
aA being the road from Barnham to Eust­

on@. This cannot be the nresent main road as the Tithe map of 1837 

sho•.iS the southern boundary of this field somewhat north of this road @ 
(Fig 7). Indeed, it seems that in the mediaeval period 'Nether Street' 

was the 'main road' running through Barnham! 

This does not help us that much in finding 'Reynoldes• as there may 

Qj) B.St.E. FL 524/3/7 & 8. 

@B.st.E. T99/1 
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have been many houses along 'Nether streete' around 1600. Eovever, we 

know that to the east lay 

"•••• lands of the Manor of Calthorpe hall 

called Cooko•.,,es Y2. rd •••• 11 @

Again the 1831 Exchange map helps us here as it shows that what is 

called Blacksmith Lane was then called 'Cuckoo Lane•®• The house 

now 

can-

not be actually on 'Cu.ckoo Lane' as we knO\•, that •'Reynoldes 1 lies to the 

north of 'Nether streete 1 
- the other side of the road. 3ut it must be 

near, and there is the possibility that what is 1 Waterley Lane' in 

Figure 8 may have been 1Cookowes Yard' as it lies op�osite the junction 

between .'Nethe:-c-·Street' and 'Cuckoo Lane•. 

This is, of course, nerely hypothetical. :But if one foll o· . .;s the 

above arguments then the tenement called 1 Reynoldes 1 lies whe�e the 

Tower Cottages no·,; stand - ;%'on Figure 7.

Edmund Davy's Legacy 

Finally we have the tene2ent provided for by the Will of �imund 

Davy@. We are not given it. s boundaries until 1737 @and the:=e is the 

possibility that this strip of land is the derelict 1 Reynoldes 1 site. 

There are similarities between the two descriptions of boundaries (cf. 

Figs 1 & 2), but it has been argued above that 'Nether Street' lay to 

the south of 1 Reynoldes', and we shall see that Edmund Davy's legacy 

lay to the south of ':Nether Lane'@. 

In fact, this the only piece of Charity land we can place with any 

degree of certainty. From Fi�ure 8 we know where 'Nether Lane' and 

@ B.St.E. RA 513/30/436 & 7 and AEJ2endix II. 

@B. St.E. FE 50 0 /3 /Barnham/ 1 and Fig 8. 

® B. St• E. IC 500/1/58/125 and AEEendix I. 

@B.st.E. FL 524/11/2 and An12endix v.

@ Ibid. 
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'Cuckoe Green' - the northern and southern boundaries respectively - are, 

while to the west lay 

"•••• the Barn belonging to the Rectory 

f B , II '28'o arnnam • • • • � 

Of course, from Fi�ure 8 we know where the Rectory was too, and from the 

1601 Glebe Terrier we know that the Parsonage House oj St.Gregory had 

its eastern boundary on 

"•••• the Ground belonging to the Town 

f B h II '29'o arn am • • . • \::::..!,/

and that this Parsonage Rouse also included a yard, a garden, a stable 

and a barn, this latter must be the one referred to in the 1737 Deed@ • 

Therefore, for once, finding the location of this Charity land is 

relatively straightforward and can be seen marked �on Figure 9. However, 

as is apparent from a comparison with Figure B, this location is exactly 

the same as part of that land exchanged bet we en the Duke of Grafton 

and the Rector of Barnham in 1831 ®. The reason for this will be dis­

cussed in the next part - P1�T III - which looks at the history of the 

Charity from 1737 to the present day. 

--------------------

@ Ibid. 

@ R. St .E. FL 524/3/7. 

® B.St.E. FL 524/11/2 and A-o;eendix v.

® B. St.E. FE 500 /3 /Barnham/1 and Fi� a.

. 
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PART III 

History from 1737 to the Present Day 



Between 1737 and 1770 the landscape of Barnham was irrevocably alt­

ered. The Dukes of Grafton, in enclosing the old expansive mediaeval 

open fields, created an entirely different field pattern - the one fam­

iliar to us today. So, whe=eas a far mer in 1600 would hold land scatterei 

about the parish - one strip in one field, maybe four strips in another, 

after enclosure al]. his land would be in one field, bounded on all sid.es 

by hedgerows and situated near, or at least on a route to)his farmstead. 

The enclosure movement was a rationalisation of the old land tenure sys-

tern. 

As has been shown in PA�T II part of the Charity land - ½ a rood in 

'Crandell ffurlong' and 3 acres in 'Boorowgh field' - was dispersed in 

the western half of the parish. Any enclosure of the open fields con­

taining them would have to take account of their presence. We know from 

the Duke's own words that 

"•• •• his said Grace of Grafton is now become 

owner of all and every the Manners, Messuages, 

Lands, Tenements and heredicaments in the said 

parish of. Barnham • •• • 11 G)

So in order to be able to enclose these fields he would have to purchase 

them from their trustees. Tnis he clearly could not o as the land bel­

onged to the Earnham community, and so, as the 1736 Deed indicates, he 

took a long lease on the land@, paying a yearly rent of 40s, thus 

enabling him to enclose the respective fields. 

By 1736 both tenenents -'Reynoldes' and Edmund Davy's Legacy - were 

'wasted'�, that is derelict or ruined. In this condition they were of 

little value to the Charity as a significant proportion of the total 

Charity money must have come from the leasing out of these properties 

G) B.St.E. ILA 513/30/439 & FL 524/11/1 and Appendix IV.

® I.bid •• C 

Q) Ibid.



we kno•.; that 13 s 4d w2.s the stated rent of one of the houses in 1 600 ©

and 'Reynoldes' would have had a similar value. The two combined account 

for almost¾ of the total value of the Charity land, expressed in 1736, 

of 40s. Without buildings on the land, their rent value would drop sig-

nificantly. The Duke of Gr�fton's leasing of these two areas would 

enable him to develop them, much as is happening today in Earnharn. C:ert­

ainl y there was a house on the site of 'Reynol des' by 1 837@ and the 

development of Edmund Davy's legacy was postponed until recent times 

by the sub-leasins of that land to the Rectors of Barnham ©. 
The Duke's inte=est in the Charity lands may also b� purely charit-

able in nature, rather than entrepreneurial. As has been shown in PA�T I 

(pp 6.- 9) Barnham was going through a series of crises d�ring the late 

17th and early 18th Centuries. Land values had tu�bled and the Charity 

land itself was, as has bee� sugJested above, in decline. �he lons-

lease of the Charity lands by the Duke of Grafton can be seen as an act 

of benefactio�, providing a steady inco:ne for .... "ne Charity. This can be 

seen again in the fa�t that in 1737, although he sub-leased part of the 

land to the Rectors of Barnnam, the rent (10s) also went to t�e Charity, 

not to the Duke (D. 
Before 1736 the Charity had been administered by the leading citizent 

of the village and they were, with only one exception, purely secular 

in occupation (although one or two may have been churchwardens). The 

exception was Richard Pawlett ·in 1682@ (Fig 3 (iii)) who was Rector of 

Barnham from 1663 to 1708. However he was only one of the temporary 

trustees, and is not mentioned as one in the 1 682 Deed (2) except as a 

witness. However, in 1736 the trusteeship was effectively transferred 

--------------------

@ B. St. E. IC 500/1/58/125 and Ap1:endix r.

G) E. St• E. T99/1 & .. 2.

© B.·st • E. Fl 524/11/2. (j) Ibid. 

® B. St .E. HA 513/30/436 & 7 and Appendix II.

® B. St• E • HA 513/30 / 4'58 and At>Pendix III.



to the church - the Ree tor, churchwa::::-dens and overseers of the :90 o::.- ( Pit;

Throughout the rest of t�e 18th Century there is no �ention of the 

Charity@, except fo!: a :Deed dated the 28th Se}?tember 1738, between 

Henry Cocksede;e 

me�tions 

d A .._ h ..,. -•, t' R .,_ f 3 h- @ • T t ar.. r1. __ u.._ _.._ynnesman, ne .,_ ec ... o::o-: o . 2..r::1- a.m • _ 

"•••• a piece of Land belonging to the To�ne 

f -::, 
. ,,0o .!:lar:::i.nam • ••• '-.J...9

which formed the eastern boundary of land being leased for a year to 

the Rector. This is interesting as we have already seen Arthur Kynnesman 

rent that part of the �harity land from the Du�e of Grafton in 1737 ©.

The land referred to in this deed lay batween the Charity land (�d�un1 

Davy•s legacy) and the Parso�age House and, for reasons we do not know, 

the Rector was clearly renting the land most inmediate to the ?arsonase 

House. The fact that he was rentin; this piece of Charity land expleins 

why it was not built upon u�til relatively recently, but also it helps 

to Ehow how it becarae 'lost•. 

By renting it, the ]harity land came to be re�arded as Church land, 

and when the site of the parsonage house and sorae other glebe 12..nd 

. 

w2..s being exchanged for the site of the�present parsonage house in 1 a31Gs 

the Charity land became m!xed up with the Church.land. This be�omes 

evident when we look the 1 801 
lf"2\ 

Gl e be Te:-::!.'i er \!....:;,,I • It ste.tes tnat the 

total amount of land in which the Parsonage house is set comes to one 

rood. However, from Figure 8 we see that the land in which it is set 

@ At the present state of research. 

63) B. st.s. FL 524/3/12.

Q3} Ibid.

{Ll) B.St.E. FL  524/11/2 and Appendix V.

® B.st.E. FE 50 0/3/Barnham/1 and Fig B.

Q»E.St.E. FL 524/3/7



amounts to two roods twenty-seven perches. Clearly the church has gained 

an extra rood somewhere along the line. Where it came from is ap�arent 

when we look at the 1737 :!:Jeed which says that the Charity land contains 

If 
• • • • by estiDation one rood • • • •  

u@ 

of land. From this it is obvious that this part of the Charity land was 

included, by accident or design - 1,re do not know - in the 1 831 Exchange. 

Considering that it was the churchwardens' duty to administer the 

Charity, a useful\ source for a history would be the Churchwardens' 

Account Books. we are fortunate in having two account books running from 

1754 to the 1890s, but we are unfortunate in that they contain no ref­

erence to the Charity• @ Eo�-,ever, in- the fi.r st book, running from 17 54 

to 1827 is a slip of paper entitled 'Poor' which gives a list of all 

the poor in Barnham, together with the numbers in their f�milies. This 

is interesting as an indicator of the numbers of poor in B2.rnh2.m - ;;h­

ther they were the majority or ninority we cannot yet be sure, hut, 

�llowing for possible repetitions there are 112 people regarded as 

poor: the population of Barnham in 1801 was 303 (by 1841 the po?ulation 

had raced to 411 souls!) - 2.pparently ½ of the population of �arnham 

were 1 poor 1• The document is reproduced in Figure 10, but its dating 

is unsure. Handwriting comparison puts it to the last two decades of 

the 18th Century, but we cannot be more specific than that. 

The next mention of the Charity is in 1844@ and provides 

another line enquiry, refe=ring to returns made to Parlia�ent in 1776. 

These returns have not been examined yet, and so their usefulness is 

not certain. In 1895 there are two references to the Charity. The first 

gives a total acreage of Charity lands and states that the income at 

� ...,. __________________ 

G B. st. E. FL 524/11 /2 and Appendix V.

@ B. St• E. FL 524/5/1 & 2 • 

@Page.A."Supplement to the SU.ffolk Traveller" (1844) pa;ge 766. 
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(B.St.E. FL 524/5/1) 



the ti"1e was £2 10s --::. Qj). Tte second reiterates the basic 

of the Charity �hile sayine 

"•••• the validity of the demises appears 

questionable, as amounting to an absolute 

alienation; co:r..sidering, houever, the s::nal-

lness of tte property, and other circumst­

ances, it does not appear to us expedient 

to reco□8end the adoption of proceedings 

for settin� aside the leases • • • •  
II@ 

de sc ri pti on

It then su�gests that the Duke of Grafton should pay £4/year rather 

than the 40s due to 

"•••• tie increased value of real property 

since tne date of the lease ••• •"@ 

The rent payed by the 3.ector, it concludes, still reflected the vabl.e 

of the land. 

Eow did the Charity lends become lost if they were being =eferred 

to in official documents at t�e end of the last centuryi Its seems that 

thel oca ti ons of tne 12.n:is -:-,e-::::e al ready vague at tne beginning of the 

19th Century, and considering that they were �art of a mediaeval land­

scape which had long since :lisap:peared, this is not surprising. What 

seems to be the case is that peo�le knew that there were these lands, 

for which a rent had to be payed on the Feast Day of St.Thomas, and 

that they were sonewhere i� t�e parish. The documents gave it legal 

backing, and it did not D.atter where the lands were, just so long as 

the rent was payed. Indeed, St.Thomas' Charity has more of a feel of 

custom rather than law. 

@"An Account of the End.owed Charities in 1.·test SU.ffolk11 (1895) :p15. 

@ "Further Reports of the Commissioners for Enquiring Concerning Char­

ities" Vol XXII (1895) p122. 

@ Ibid. 
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St.Thomas' Charity continued in the 20th Century much as it had done 

before; we have a list of recipients of 'St.Thomas' Dole' dating from 

1921-3@ an� there are account books concerning the Charity right up 

to the 1970s. The Duke of Grafton now pays £40 a year while the Rectors 

have not payed since the 19th Century, professing to be mystified as to 

why they should. The Euston Estate regards the Charity lands as lying 

to the west of Prykes Cottage, and the north of the line of houses on 

Water Lane. This is clearly wrong (see PART II) and the land only totals 

just over one acre (Fig 11). There has been some question cast over the 

legality of the Charity. As can be seen from this article such a question 

is groundless, and the nost important point is that, whether the Charity 

is'legal'or not, it is re;arded so by those who use it and those who 

pay for it; and £t has been so since 1600 - almost 400 years. 

@From the Service Register E.st.E. FL 524/3/2 
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