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CHAIRMAN'S LETTER

was delighted when our new Journal Editor invited me to contribute a

Chairman’s Letter, reviving a practice that was a feature of his previous
editorship. I am not a local historian of any sort, but this opportunity to appear
in print in a real journal of local history is not one to be missed, particularly as
I shall shortly be standing down as Chairman of the Society.

But what should I write about? I am not really happy with anything that
does not require an oil change, or connecting to a 13-amp plug, so cannot be
expected to provide some fully researched, erudite historical item.

Should I therefore compose a swansong, a hymn to the joys of local history? [ was
soon awoken from this daydream by my dear wife who so sweetly remarked — some
swan, some song! Of course she was right, and as my flights of fancy made their
inevitable heavy landing, all became clear. My letter simply had to say thank you.

Thank you to all the good natured and supportive members of our Society, to
the ever helpful Committee, and to the really great Speakers who have
entertained, instructed and amused us during my years as Chairman. Thank you
also for the interest taken in the Society by the West Sussex Record Office, the
Chichester Library, the City Council, the University, the Cathedral, and last but
not least to Grassroot Grants who have funded no less than three of our projects.

We have had a number of achievements in the last few years, with a new
Public Address system, a new laptop projector, spare Journals catalogued, and the
whole run of Journals fully indexed by Greg Slay and Alan Green. Qur retiring
Secretary, Brian Worsfold, presented two beautifully bound volumes of Journals
to the Society as his parting gift. Mention must also be made of our very
impressive new Society website. Finally, after many vears of discussion - some
might say prevarication — we bit on the bullet and ventured forth with the first
New Chichester Paper, to continue the superb series of Chichester Papers edited by
Francis Steer between 1955 and 1967. The great success of Ken Green's NCP 1:
‘The Day the Liberator crashed on Chichester” has been most encouraging, and a
real tribute to all involved — the Author, the Advisory Editorial Team, and those
responsible for the marketing and sale of it — with no less than three print re-runs.
I look forward to NCP2 appearing in the autumn.

Let me end with one moment of reflection. Which of all the talks that [ have
listened to on the second Wednesday of each month have [ most enjoyed? To be
honest | have enjoyed every one, but if I had to choose, the one that stands out
most in my memory would be that by Dr. Chris Lewis in February 2009. It was
entitled: ‘Naming Paradise, house names in 20s/30s seaside Sussex”. Whimsical
but totally fascinating, just my sort of thing. But then, as I already have told you,
I am not a real local historian. Very best wishes for the future of the Sodety.

Mike Taylor



EDITORIAL

fter a short gap of twenty years, | am delighted to renew my editorial role
for the Society. | know from my previous tenure that there is no better way
to achieve total immersion in matters local and historical.

One obvious task for the Editor is to determine the sequence in which the
articles appear. Should it be thematic or random? Should it intersperse articles
long or short, populist or academic? As a History teacher of long duration —
though now no longer wielding my whiteboard marker and laptop cursor - [
still feel in deferential thrall to the power of chronology. So I have decided that
‘by date order’ it shall be.

Another prerogative of the Editor is to choose the cover illustration. Back in
those early days of the Society, when Steve Rudd and I used to spend happy
evenings ‘cutting and pasting’ the early Journals on Phillimore's floor out at
Shopwhyke Barn, we decided that a different image of the cathedral spire
should appear each time on the cover. We managed this with no problem at first,
but the search became increasingly desperate ... though anyone revisiting the
early journals (Nos. 1-7, 1985-91) will see that our word was our bond.
Mercifully, Alan Wicken released us from this; his first Journal has the City
Cross sitting proud and foursquare on the cover, with no spire in sight.

Obviously the cover should relate in some way to the contents. This Journal
has a definite, if initially unintentional, focus on matters relating to Goodwood
House and its occupants. Thus [ was delighted that James Peill, the Curator of
the Goodwood Collection, consented to the use on our cover of George Stubbs’
magnificent painting of horses exercising on the Downs, under the watchful eye
of Mary, Duchess of Richmond, wife of the 3rd Duke. I was equally delighted
that the Committee agreed that the cover should now be in glossy full colour.

What particularly excites me about the Stubbs painting is its background. It
is marvellous to see Chichester Harbour so clearly shown, with the Isle of Wight
and Culver Cliff beyond. And then there it is — just one brush stroke that means
so much to me — the spire of Chichester Cathedral. This can be seen, albeit with
a magnifying glass, directly above the middle of the three gallopers. So the
‘tradition’ of those early days of the Journal is revived, which makes me
ridiculously happy.

As I trust you will be by the excellence of the nine articles herein. Remarkabily,
all but one of them have been written by current Society members, which is
indeed eloquent testimony to our collective local historical state of health.

Grateful thanks, as always, to Pauline Newton for organising and

coordinating the production phase so expertly.

Andrew Berriman, M.A. (Cantab.), Editor
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THE DUKES' HOUNDS, 1697-1895

Hilary Sloan

In 1675, in the reign of Charles II, a hunt was established at Charlton, a small
village on the Downs just a couple of miles north of Goodwood. Although
hunting with hounds is ancient, the Charlton Hunt appears to be the first
documented pack of hounds to be entered to chase only the fox. Within the
space of a few years it attained a popularity amongst the nobility and gentry
never since equalled. Almost all the sons of Charles Il and every noble family in
the land had a representative at Charlton. The Duke of Monmouth even
arrogantly claimed that when he was king he should have his court at Charlton!
The hunt established itself very quickly as a club, where one had to be elected
as a member to be allowed to follow the hounds. However on occasion guests
were allowed to participate. So keen were the members to attend every meeting
that many built hunting boxes in Charlton. These were gentlemen’s residences
(female company was not encouraged!) that were simply decorated, but often
very stylish, where it would be possible to live for the whole season. So it is little
wonder that the 1st Duke of Richmond also wanted his own hunting box
nearby. A thoroughly spoilt young man, Charles Lennox, had by the age of
three, been created Duke of Richmond and Duke of Lennox! At nine years old
he was already a Garter Knight and known at Court as ‘Prince Charles Lenox’.

The first record we have of any
connecton between Charles Lennox
and Goodwood was in 1689 ‘when a
fatte bucke presented by the Duke of
Richmond at Geodwood was sent fo a
group of diners belonging to the ancient
society of “The Corporation of St
Pancras”." At that time the Duke was
renting the simple half-timber framed
lodge which had been built originally
for the Earl of Northumberland as
early as 1617. Eventually in 1697 the
27 year old Duke of Richmond bought
the house, acquiring it for the principal
purpose of fox hunting at Charlton.
Being devoted to the hunt, the Duke,
together with his brother-in-law

George Brudenell, Earl of Cardigan,

Charles Lennox, 15t Duke of Richmond, rose regularly at dawn to ride over
1672-1723. the hill to Charlton.



But perhaps fox hunting was not the sole reason for the meeting of nobility
in such a remote location. Despite his professed loyalty to the Crown, the first
Duke may well have been an intermittent Jacobite. As the natural son of a Stuart
King, the nephew of another and the first cousin of the ‘Pretender’ Prince of
Wales, it would be surprising if he did not have such affiliations. The family of
his Duchess, Anne, were also well known for their Jacobite leanings. Her father
Francis Brudenell had already spent four years in the Tower of London.
Jacobites living in England were by definition extremely secretive, for of course
disloyalty to the Crown was treason, punishable by death. By 1714 against this
backdrop of fox hunting the first Duke had become firm friends with Richard
Boyle, the 3rd Earl of Burlington, who was well known in inner circles for his
Jacobitism. The regular foreign trips undertaken by the architecture-loving Earl
were more probably a cover for clandestine meetings.

So it is quite possible that until the early 1720s, Jacobite meetings took place
at Charlton in a primitive room used by the hunt. Their meeting place for hunt
business could easily have doubled as a secret site for any Jacobite enthusiasts
at the time of the 1715 uprising. Whenever he went hunting between 1714 and
1722 Lord Burlington may well have been meeting men who had travelled from
France, landing just five or six miles away at Chichester, or a little more remotely
at Itchenor. Around 1722 Lord Burlington designed a new dining room for the
hunt - thereafter referred to as the “Great Room”. Located on the southern edge
of the village, it was paid for by subscriptions from the many wealthy hunting
men. A poem dedicated to the 2nd Duke referred to it as the Dome and
described it as a single storey with a domed roof.

The 2nd Duke of Richmond inherited in 1723 and enthusiastically settled in
to the delights of the chase at Charlton. In 1729, despite weighty commitments
at Court, he agreed to become Master of the Hounds. Luckily his marriage
settlement had provided enough finance to buy further estates. On the 2nd
September 1730 the Duke purchased the manors of Singleton and Charlton
including a farm in each village as well as the forests from the Earl of
Scarbrough, whose seat was some ten miles to the west at Stansted Park. This
extra land allowed him to pursue his dream of his own stables and lodge in
Charlton. Work had already commenced on the stables in late 1729 and Fox
Hall, as it later became known, is thought to have been designed by Roger
Morris - a pupil of Lord Burlington. Records show that a payment of two
Guineas was made to Morris to distribute amongst the workmen plus eight
Guineas for Morris himself. Until recently this was thought to have been
payment for the Council House in Chichester. However from the dates it is far
more likely to be for the building of Fox Hall. The lodge provided compact
accommodation, with just one main room on the first floor that was most
certainly used for entertaining and dining after the hunt. A large recessed area
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with draped bed served as the Duke’s
bedroom. Downstairs were three
small offices where the Duke’s servant
could sleep and prepare breakfast. In
the lodge his silver comprised a coffee
pot, a candlestick, six teaspoons, a
strainer, a pair of tea tongs and a
cream pail’

During the 1730s the 2nd Duke, as
Master of the Hounds, had kennels
built in the main street of the village.
These were later converted into
cottages for the estate. The 26th
January 1739 has become
immortalised as the most famous day
of the Charlton Hunt and it is still
known as the ‘Grand Chase’. The
hounds ran continuously from eight in
the morning through to six when it would have already been dark for a couple
of hours. The Duke stayed the whole of the fifty-seven mile course. The distance
was checked after the event by servants sent out with a cartwheel to re-trace the
route! The 2nd Duke's hunting life is further remembered by a large memorial
in Singleton Church dedicated to his favourite huntsman, Tom Johnson, who
died in December 1744,

Throughout its heyday, in the years 1730-50, Hunt members were perfectly
housed. Gentlemen's residences sprung up throughout the village of Charlton
and regular members of the club took the opportunity to experiment with

Fox Hall, Charlton, Roger Morris 1730.

architectural ideas on a
small scale before becoming
celebrated architectural
patrons. For  example,
member Thomas Coke,
subsequently the Earl of
Leicester, created, with the
help of Burlington and
William Kent, one of the
great icons of English
Palladianism at Holkham
Hall in Norfolk. Even Sir
Robert Walpole had his own
lodge in Charlton, later The 2nd Duke's Kennels in Charlton.
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building Houghton Hall on the neighbouring estate to the Earl of Leicester. A
more local subscriber was Sir William Gage who in the 1740s created stunning
Palladian interiors at Firle Place close to Lewes. In 1751 Dr Richard Pococke
passed through Charlton and noted ‘several lodges of a Society of Hunters with a
large roomt in which they dine’.

After the shock of the 2nd Duke's death in 1750 at the age of forty-nine, the
Charlton Hunt went into a steep decline. The club had been his creation and all
the members his friends. Hunting ceased altogether and the hounds were
dispersed to other packs. Lord Burlington’s Great Room fell into disrepair and
was finally torn down in 1785. After the 3rd Duke came of age he decided to
revive the hunt with the help of Sir John Miller, a good friend and neighbour
from West Lavant. In 1757 as many new hounds as possible were descended
from the old Charlton bloodlines. The Duke was very interested in quality and
pedigree and became deeply involved in breeding them for the future. His
father, the 2nd Duke, would have been so proud of him. But sadly it was to be
an uphill struggle. The support of fashionable society had disappeared. Other
packs such as the Beaufort and the Quorn were now changing from hunting
deer to foxes and this fuelled great competition.

In 1759 George Stubbs, a little known painter, was invited to Goodwood to
study the horses and hounds. The 3rd Duke was intrigued by this artist who
preferred to study the movement of animals rather than court London society.
At the end of nine months Stubbs had created three paintings of scenes of
Goodwood life. These now hang in the Front Hall at the House. This one is
somewhat unusual as a hunting scene, for it does not represent the moment of

The 3rd Duke of Richmend with the Charlton Hunt by George Stubbs, 1759-60.
7



triumph in the field, but shows a scene of disorder and confusion. The hounds
have checked and do not know what to do next and the Duke is equally at a loss.
No doubt the Duke was involved in the choice of the subject, yet he did not use
the opportunity to glorify himself, but rather allowed Stubbs to create
individual portraits of his favourite hounds.

The Duke is the tall figure in the centre turning slightly towards his brother
Lord George Lennox. On the left leaping the gate is Captain Jones, Gentleman
Groom of the Bedchamber to the 3rd Duke. The gentleman at the gallop beyond
may be the Duke’s good friend and Chichester luminary, Sir John Miller, 4th
Baronet, 1712-1772. The accompanying huntsman wears the Richmond
equestrian livery of yellow with scarlet fringing. He may well be one of the
Budd family from Charlton who had already been hunt servants for many years
and descendants still live in the village today!

A short while after the revival of the hunt the 3rd Duke began to build a
magnificent new stable block adjacent to the front of Goodwood House. It was
designed by William Chambers with a magnificent triumphal entrance archway.
Completed in 1761, it is still very much in use today with both horses and
jockeys having the space to relax before an important race at Goodwood.

The Stables at Goodwood, William Chambers, 1757-61.

In 1787, thirty years after reviving the hunt, the Duke decided to move his
hounds to Goodwood, at which point they were re-named the Duke of
Richmond’s Hounds. He instructed James Wyatt to create the most magnificent
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kennels ever seen. The cost was £6000 and the hounds finally moved in to the
best quarters in the country in 1790. The central square was for accommodation
for the huntsman, with sleeping rooms upstairs for the hunt servants. The wings
on either side were subdivided into hound lodges — with a raised wooden bench
on which the hounds slept on straw bedding and a stone floor area for the
hounds to run around. Projecting wings provided breeding rooms and a boiler
room. But most remarkable was the sophisticated heating system. While the

residents of the House froze, the dogs were warm and snug!

The Kennels at Goodwood, James Wiyatt, 1787-90.

As well as state-of-the-art kennels, the hunt whippers-in were provided with
handsome houses designed by James Wyatt. Coadestone coats of arms show they
were completed in 1789. The 3rd Duke kept meticulous records about the
hounds, which include crayon portraits drawn about 1790 of the five Goodwood
ladies at that time: Mary Bruce, Duchess; Lady Louisa, Lord George's wife; Mary,
their daughter; Henriette le Clerc, natural daughter of the 3rd Duke; and Louisa
Bunbury, daughter of Sarah, youngest sister of the 3rd Duke.

The 3rd Duke died in 1806 aged 71 and was succeeded by his nephew, who
through financial necessity remained a military man and with regret, decided to
disband the Duke of Richmond's hounds in 1813. He gave them to the Prince
Regent who installed them with his buckhounds at Windsor and sadly, shortly
afterwards, they all died of rabies.

Towards the end of the 19th Century the 6th Duke decided to re-create the
Goodwood Hunt. The announcement was greeted with great delight by the
locals. The Duke, by then of mature years, appears to have left the planning and
building work to the Earl of March, who based the design on Lord Leconfield's
in Petworth Park. During the winter of 1882-83 new kennels were built to the
west of the Wyatt building, together with a flinted house for the huntsman and
seven individual kennels for whelping. This was because the original

9



accommodation for the hounds had
long since been converted into a home
for John Kent, the 5th Duke’s racehorse
trainer. The roof of the Wyatt kennels
had also been raised to provide two
attic dormitories for the -eighty
members of the Metropolitan Police
who were brought in to keep order at

. each race meeting! The building was
i MR  then further enlarged to provide homes
i for the four senior members of the new
hunt staff — the hunstman, first whip,
stud groom and kennelman.

The Goodiwood Hunt at the Kennels, 1883,

This photo shows enthusiastic bystanders at the hunt on a day during the
season in winter 1883. The crowds are gathered on the lawns approaching the
Kennels from Goodwood House.

With the agricultural depression of the late 1880s the hunt was finally
disbanded in 1895 after twelve years. Owing to low farming revenues and
mortgages on all his new properties the 6th Duke had begun to feel the pinch.
The only member of the family to hunt after this date was the future 8th Duke,
whilst still Earl of March, until he contracted polio during the First World War,
after which he was confined to a wheelchair. The heyday of the Hunt was finally
over, replaced by the thrill of horseracing.

However the spirit of the Charlton Hunt still survives as a dining club under
the patronage of the Duke of Richmond, Viscount Cowdray and Lord Egremont.
The tradition of the blue and gold livery continues and by kind permission of the
Landmark Trust, the annual dinner is still held at Fox Hall in Charlton.
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BENCHES (1700 A.D.) FROM THE
CHICHESTER QUAKER MEETING HOUSE

by Brian Hopkins

Introduction

The first Meeting House of the Religious Sodety of Friends [Quakers] in
Chichester was in The Hornet,' where the Quaker cemetery is now. In the late
seventeenth century Chichester Quakers acquired a plot of land in Priory Road
on which they built a Meeting House in 1700. This was demolished to build the
present Meeting House in 1967.

In August 1967 the Premises Committee minutes recorded that: “We have
discussed other furnishings and equipment that will be needed in the rebuilt
meeting house in time for the opening and we approve the provision of [some
items] ... The cost of these items together with the cost of repairing the old
benches is likely to be about £ [blank space].”?

During the building operations the Premises Committee did not meet,
although “informal meetings have been held”. During these “it was decided to
purchase 24 chairs ... Reports from [members] ... made it clear that most people
found the benches too hard to sit on for any length of time.”4 It was also decided
to buy “extra chairs to replace the bench seating in the small meeting room”.5
Care was taken to ensure that the seats for the new Meeting House could be
linked and stacked, and that they were comfortable.

During the rebuilding period “surplus Meeting House furniture” had been
stored and, by October 1968 “it was felt that the removal of this was long
overdue. In case any had antique value it was decided to have it valued before
it was put up for sale.”® It is not recorded if this included the benches or what,
if anything, was sold.

However, “three forms had been placed in the garden and the remainder
were suitably arranged around the walls of the small meeting room. It was
suggested that some might well be sold in aid of the Building Fund, but it was
decided to review the matter at the next meeting.””

There is no mention of the old benches in the minutes of the next meeting in
February 1971 or in any other meeting for many years. The net result was that most
of the benches were disposed of, but five were kept in the larger room upstairs
(previously called the small meeting room). In 2008 it was decided to dispose of all
but one of these old benches as they were not used and were in the way.

The Benches
Although there is no documentary evidence, all the circumstantial evidence is
that the old benches were specially made for the 1700 Meeting House.
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The benches were made of soft wood (conifer). Conifer timber is not easy to
identify without examining a specimen under a microscope. Nevertheless, it is
virtually certain that the benches would have been constructed from a common,
cheap, timber. The underside of one of the seats is very rough as though the
wood had been just rough-sawn and hardly planed.

The timber is probably what the trade calls ‘red deal’ which is Scots pine
(Pinus sylvestris), although it might possibly be ‘white deal’ which is Norway
spruce (Picea abies). Both species were available in 1700: “Tree plantations for
timber began in England in the sixteenth century” and “Scots pine was used in
many early conifer plantations but, from the mid-sixteenth century at latest
Norway spruce, Picea abies, . . . was imported from Europe” # Even in the 1920s,
Scots pine was “the commonest wood in everyday use not only in the British
Isles but in N. Europe”.? Other timbers would have had to be imported and
would have been very expensive. They would only have been used by the rich;
not for a simple Quaker Meeting House! As indicated in a book on Quaker
furniture: “Bare necessities and no more — forms or pews of simple design and
more than doubtful comfort ... Eventually ... [London Quakers] selected a plain
form with open back with intermediate rails and a shaped arm and leg”.1" The
Chichester benches are of this simple design, like the “plain benches originally
used in the larger manor houses of mediaeval times” of which “a logical
development” was the high-backed settle.

As seen in the photograph below, each bench consists of fourteen pieces of
wood: the seat with its three horizontal supports (front and two ends); two front
legs, which reach up to the two arms; two back legs, which reach higher and have
two back rails (upper and centre-back); and two side stretchers between the legs.

i il
o

The 1700 bench in Chichester Quaker Meeting House. Photo: Brian Hopkins 2010
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The benches are 1997cm (6 feet 5% inches) long and 907cm (35 inches) high.
At seat level (467cm; 18 inches) the width is 34?cm (13 inches). The arm rests
project slightly to give a width of 39 cm (15%4 inches). As the rear legs are racked
backwards, the width at floor level is 40 cm (15 inches). Above seat level, the
back is also slightly racked. As a result, the back of the rear feet project only 1
cm (4/10 inch) behind the top of the back, whereas the back of the seat is 8 cm
(3 inches) forward of the back of the rear feet.

Judging by what one can see of the grain through the paint, the raked
timbers of the rear uprights were made by cutting a single piece of timber; not
by bending it - this would have been very difficult in 1700.

The Weald & Downland Open Air Museum was offered one of these benches
and Roger Champion, its carpenter, came to inspect them. He said that their
design is too simple to enable them to be dated on stylistic grounds, but they
could well be from ¢.1700.

Although the benches appeared similar, Roger Champion’s craftsman eye
immediately spotted that the back upper-rail joints were not all the same. This
indicated that the benches had probably been made by different people, some
more skilled than others. Further, that they may have been constructed in more
then one workshop. This is not unexpected for such a project in 1700.

The back upper-rail joints are of one of three types of ‘mortise and tenon’. The
‘mortise’ (Fig. 1a, see over) is the hole on one piece of wood (the “stile’) and the
‘tenon” (Fig. 1b) is the tongue on the other piece — that which is to be inserted (the
‘rail’). The standard mortise and tenon is the ‘through’ one (Fig. 1a & 1b) where
the tip of the tenon shows on the outer surface of the stile. More easy to make is
the ‘top mortise’, or ‘bridle joint’, (Fig. 2). In this the rail is at the top of the
upright and its construction requires less use, and less-skilful use, of a chisel.
More difficult to make is the ‘stub mortise” in which the tongue is shorter than
the mortise, so that its tip does not appear on the outer surface of the stile (not
illustrated). A stub mortise is normally made by drilling a hole to the required
depth. To make joints more secure, wedges could be driven in from the outer
surface. In addition, they could be pinned with wooden pegs; glue was not used.

The centre-back rail was added to the benches in the 1960s as children were
slipping though! The addition of these rails would have entailed the removal of
at least one of the ends, and the opportunity was taken to replace the upper-
back rails at the same time. We know this because the upper-back rails of the five
extant benches, like that of the centre-back ones, show evidence of having been
machine planed. As with the upper-back rails, the joints for the centre-back ones
were not all the same; see Appendix for details.

An undated photograph of the inside of the old (1700-1967) meeting room
includes parts of four of the benches (and parts of the raised benches for the
elders). It shows them without centre-back rails and, as the wood grain is just
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Fig. 1. The timbers for a mortise and tenon joint;
~ T {a) the mortise in the stile timber; (b) the tenon, or
- tongue, in the rail timber.

Fig. 2

Fig. 2. A top mortise, or bridle joint.

NH_A_,.»’”M Fig.3

/

Fig. 3. A T-halving joint.
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visible, they appear to be unpainted. Long-standing members of Chichester
Quaker Meeting House seem fairly sure that the benches were unpainted and
either bare wood or varnished prior to the addition of the centre-back rails.

When were the centre-back rails added and the benches painted? There is no
record of this work in the minutes of either the Premises Committee or of the
whole (Preparative) Meeting. This is very unusual, especially as costs would
have been involved.

The best explanation is that the work was done at the same time as the
rebuilding. This would have been a logical time to do it. It was a period when
there were no official Premises Committee minutes. There were no premises and
Meetings for Worship were held elsewhere. Also, it fits with the recollections of
long-standing Members: “As far as we can remember, the extra rail was added at
or shortly before the time of rebuilding, before the new chairs were ordered. It is
difficult to be more exact, although it is unlikely to have been before 1966 when
the time of Meeting For Worship was changed from 3 p.m. to 1045 a.m.”

The benches were painted cream at some stage. They appear have been
painted only once, and the same paint was used for the whole bench (except the
underside of the feet which appear to have been wvarnished). This tends to
confirm that the benches were of unpainted wood until the centre-back rails
were inserted.

“With very few exceptions, the joinery of the doors, windows, stand [raised
bench for elders] and loft of all early Quaker Meeting Houses was softwood
neither stained or varnished, but in some cases, as at . . Chichester ... painted
white with delightful effect though whether in the first instance or not is
unknown.”12 The doors and windows may well have been painted but the
elders’ benches appear to be unpainted in the photograph referred to above. Did
Hubert Lidbetter (the architect, who designed Friends House in Euston Road
London) visit all the Quaker Meeting Houses he writes about and, if not, what
were his sources? In three places he gives date of Chichester Meeting House as
1698, which is not correct.

Of the five benches which remained after the 1967 rebuilding, three have
standard mortise and tenon joints and two have top joints for the upper-back rail.
Four have mortise and tenon joints for the centre-back rails. One of these is
wedged. The other bench (with a mortise and tenon joint for its back rail) has a stub
mortise, which is more difficult to construct, for its centre-back rail. The Appendix
provides details of the joints and some other information on each bench.

It is not easy to distinguish the types of joints used to fix the arms, side
stretchers and side supports for the seat to the legs. None show tenon tips, or
other evidence of the rail timber, on the ‘other’ side of the stile. They all appear
to be stub mortise joints. In contrast, the front seat support is fixed by a very
simple “T-halving joint’ (Fig. 3) at each end.
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Many of the joints on these benches have thin wooden wedges and wooden
pegs. The one which remains in Chichester has two pegs (at each end) of the
upper back rail, one (at each end) of the centre-back rail, and one to most of the
arms, side stretchers and side supports for the seat. In contrast, the two front
seat support’s T-halving joints are additionally secured by three small, round-
headed nails. It is not easy to see these through the paint, but their ferrous
nature can be demonstrated with a magnet. One of the benches now in Brighton
Meeting House has similar nails; the other has two screws at each end.

The bench remaining in Chichester also has what appears to be a square-
headed nail strengthening the centre-back rail joint. However, 1 found no
ferromagnetic response so, presumably, it is a square-headed wooden peg. It is
most likely that all these nails (and screws) date from when the centre-back rails
were added in the 1960s. It would have been tempting to add a few nails to make
the renewed joints more secure, rather than attempt to replace the wooded pegs.

The bench remaining in Chichester (and one of the Brighton ones) has filled-in
through-mortise holes on both uprights just above the centre-back rail. This
suggests that either it was decided to fit the rail slightly lower than originally
intended - or that the workmanship of the 1960s was less-professional than in 1700!

Conclusion

As might be expected, new seating would have been constructed for the ‘new’
Meeting House in 1700. With the lack of any documentation, but no evidence for
the contrary, one can conclude that the benches were specially made ¢.1700.
They were almost certainly made of Scots pine from a local source and to a plain
design for reasons of both cost and the Quaker testimony to simplicity. They
would have been made by local craftsmen of different abilities and, possibly, in
different workshops. That five of them have lasted for over 300 years and are
still serviceable is evidence of their sound design and construction.

Appendix

The fate and location of these five benches is given overleaf. Chichester District
Council Museum was offered one of the benches, but declined because of a lack
of storage space for large objects. All five benches were still present in
Chichester in 2008, but since then four have found new homes — see over for
their locations, and for details of the main joints of each bench.
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Location of Upper rail Centre-back rail Seat support
the 5 benches strengthened by
1. Brighton QMH mortise and tenon  mortise and tenon  screws
2. Brighton QMH top mortise mortise and tenon  nails
3. Chichester QMH top mortise mortise and tenon  nails; very rough

underside to seat
and back of front
seat support

4. Stansted House no evidence the
bench has been
repainted since
its arrival

mortise and tenon  stub mortise

5. Weald & Downland
Open Air Museum

mortise and tenon  mortise and tenon  nails

wedged
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RICHARD BUCKNER (1700-1777),
TWICE MAYOR OF CHICHESTER AND ...
DUKE'S NATURAL SON?

by Ken Green

[Editor's note: what may be conjecture today may well become fact tomorrow ..

1. Richard Buckner

Richard Buckner is often described as having been the Steward and Agent to the
Dukes of Richmond from 1731 until his death in 1777. However, his origins do
seem to be shrouded in some degree of mystery. It has been stated, without any
compelling evidence, that he was born in Westphalia, Germany, and that the 2nd
Duke of Richmond (1701-50) brought him back to England after one of his visits
to the Continent.

Richard was a very accomplished man; this is clear from his correspondence
which is preserved in the Goodwood Estate archives. In addition to his estate
duties, he was appointed to the Royal Household of King George Il in 1737 as Page
of the Backstairs at the Mews. In 1746 he became a Royal Purveyor and Granitor,
ie. the person responsible for keeping the Royal Stables supplied with grain.

More locally, he became an Alderman on Chichester City Council, and twice
served as Mayor of Chichester in 1753 and 1773. He died on February 22nd 1777,
and was buried (together with his wife Mary who had predeceased him in 1770)
in the churchyard of 5t Andrew’s Oxmarket, just off East Street. A memorial
tablet to him used to be visible inside the church on a wall of what is now the
city’s Arts Centre, but this was removed some years ago. The tablet gave his age
at death as 77, indicating a birth date of roughly 1700.

2. Richard Buckner's sons and grandsons

Just as remarkable were the careers of Richard Buckner's offspring. His eldest
son John (1734-1824) was educated at Charterhouse and Clare College
Cambridge, and followed a clerical path. At various times he was Tutor and
Chaplain to the 3rd Duke of Richmond (1735-1806). He then held a succession
of clerical offices — Rector of West Stoke (1765), Vicar of Boxgrove (1775),
Prebendary Canon of Eartham (1785). By 1792 he was the Archdeacon of
Chichester and finally was appointed Bishop of Chichester in 1798.

It was Bishop Buckner who was chosen in 1808 to conduct the wedding, at
5t. James’ Piccadilly, of Colonel John Dorrien to Henrietta Anne Le Clerc. She
was undoubtedly the love child of the 3rd Duke by some still unknown French
lady. The duke, who had no legitimate children by his wife, gave West Lavant
House as a home to his natural, and much loved, daughter.
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The Right Reverend Jolm Buckner, Lovd Bishop of Chichester (1798-1824).

In 1824, having almost reached his 90th birthday, Bishop Buckner died in
office, having been Bishop for 26 years.

His second son Charles (1735-1811) was born a year after his elder brother.
He became a naval officer, and rose to the rank of Admiral of the Red, which is
the fourth highest in the Navy. He commanded HMS Prothee during Lord
Rodney's defeat of the French (1782) in the West Indies, even managing to
capture two large privateers to windward off Barbados. Fifteen years later,
during the Napoleonic Wars, it was he, as commander in chief at the Nore in
1797, who had to suppress the famous naval mutiny. Several of the ringleader
sailors on board HMS Sandwich were hanged. Just as his father had done before
him, Charles became an alderman, and Mayor of Chichester in 1783.
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Charles’ son, Richard (1772-1837), i.e. Richard Buckner's grandson, became a
Colonel in the Royal Artillery, a Companion of the Bath, and Deputy Lieutenant
for Sussex. There is a large memorial to him in the Cathedral, on which it can be
read that ‘he died at his house at Whyke’ aged 64 in 1837.

His son, also Richard (1812/83), became a well known portrait painter,
initially from his studio at the family home at Whyke House, Rumboldswhyke.
He painted no less a person than Queen Victoria; one can only wonder whether
he ever knew that he may well have been distantly related to her!

It seems at the least surprising, not to say incredible, that Richard Buckner
should have reached such high rank from such relative obscurity, and that his
offspring should be so well educated, and achieve such success in their careers.
Can there be some explanation that does not simply rest on their innate abilities?
Let us start with his family origins.

3. Ann Buckner of Eastergate

Records show that there was a Buckner family living locally in the late 17th
century. Nicholas and Susannah Buckner (née Trot) lived at Eastergate. They had
two daughters, one of whom, Ann, was born in 1679. Does she hold the key to this
story? Two questions, scurrilous maybe but inescapable certainly, must be posed:

Could Ann Buckner, aged 21 in 1700, be Richard Buckner's mother?

Could Charles, 1st Duke of Richmond, aged 28 in 1700, be Richard
Buckner's father?

4, Charles, 1st Duke of Richmond
Before dismissing such hypotheses as idle speculation, bear in mind these facts.
Young girls at this time often went ‘into service’. They usually lived at the home
of their employer. The 1st Duke (1672-1723) was known as a womaniser;
perhaps not surprisingly, as he was one of King Charles II's numerous
illegitimate offspring (by Louise de Keroualle, his first mistress, later created the
Duchess of Portsmouth). Indeed a later Duke of Richmond, the 8th, somewhat
unkindly described his predecessor the 1st Duke as being ‘good looking but
good for nothing”. He is said to have followed a career of “debauchery and debt’.

S0, looking after natural sons could be said to have come naturally to the
Richmond household, taking their lead from the first natural son of the line, i.e.
the Duke. As for Richard’s surname, if Richard Buckner was indeed a natural
son, he would have followed the convention of retaining the surname of his
mother, Le. Buckner.

Although conjectural, is it not possible to surmise, given the proximity of the
birth date of both Richard Buckner and the 2nd Duke of Richmond, that this
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liaison between Ann and the 1st Duke occurred while the Duchess was
indisposed, either just before or just after her period of confinement with her
baby son, the 2nd Duke? To those who feel that this is unfairly besmirching the
1st Duke, it was widely suggested at the time that the 1st Duke had also fathered
another natural son, Robert Webber, who became Chaplain to the 2nd Duke of
Richmond.

5. The links between the Richmond and the Buckner families

The continental explanation of Richard’s origins is not credible. Surely he was
too young, too well spoken, and too educated to have simply appeared from
nowhere, and then straightaway become the Duke’s agent? An examination of
his correspondence indicates that his English usage was that of a native.

What is quite clear is that both Richard and his sons relied on the patronage
of the Richmond family for their rapid advancement. Richard’s appointment as
Royal Page of the Backstairs at the Mews in 1737 is remarkable, given that this
position was almost always reserved for members of the aristocracy. In this post,
he reported directly to the Master of the House ... who was none other than the
2nd Duke of Richmond, ie. his possible half-brother?

The Mayoralty of Chichester was often filled by members of the Richmond
family, and all the Dukes took an interest in the City’s affairs; this is evident
from reading the Duke’s correspondence with the 1st Duke of Newcastle. Who
better, then, than Richard Buckner, and later his son, to serve as the City's
Mayor, and be able to report back on relevant issues to the Dukes at Goodwood?

More links between the Buckners and the Duke emerge. It has already been
mentioned that Richard's eldest son, John, was schooled at Charterhouse; it is
interesting to note that in 1740 the ?2nd Duke was a Governor there. And then
what about Richard calling his second son Charles? Was this to make the link to
the boy's possible great-grandfather, King Charles 117

As for Richard’s grandson, Richard, the account of his death in the London
Magazine is most enlightening. The entry for May 1st 1824 reads as follows: ‘At
the Episcopal Palace, Chichester, aged nearly 90, the Rev. Dr Buckner, Bishop of
that see. His Lordship was the son of Richard Buckner, for many years steward
to the Duke of Richmond, to whom the Bishop and his brother, the late Admiral
Charles Buckner, owed their advancement in life.” The link between the Duke
and the Buckners was obviously widely recognised.

Remarkably, there is extant a visual image of Richard Buckner, alongside
members of the Richmond family. This is one of the famous Goodwood equine
paintings by George Stubbs. Its lengthy title is *Racehorses belonging to the Duke
of Richmond Exercising at Goodwood' (1759-60). It shows three people seated on
horseback watching three frock-coated riders galloping over the Downs, their
horses hooded and blanketed, to make them sweat while exercising. The riders
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Richard Buckner (left) with the Duchess of Richmond and her sister-in-law.
(Detail from George Stubbs” “Horses exercising al Goodwood® 1759-60)

are wearing the clear yellow of the Richmond livery, touched with scarlet. The
central figure in the painting, mounted side-saddle, is Mary, Duchess of
Richmond, wife of the 3rd Duke. To her left is her newly wed sister-in-law Lady
Louisa Lennox, wife of George Lennox; rather excitingly, while Stubbs was at
Goodwood painting this picture, the couple had eloped to Scotland and married
on Christmas Day 1759. Both ladies are wearing the dark blue livery of the
Charlton Hunt. These colours can be seen on the Journal front cover.

And who is that man, dressed in green livery with gold frogging,
immediately to the right of the Duchess? Yes, none other than our Richard
Buckner, a man whose life surely deserves both to be both celebrated and — more
importantly — clarified as to just exactly who he was! With yet further research,
no doubt conjecture will lessen, and indisputable fact emerge.

The author is very grateful to James Peill, the Curator of the Goodwood Collection, for
his valuable assistance in the preparation of this article.
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WILLIAM HUSKISSON (1770-1830), THE ROMAN SENATOR
by Greg Slay

t the western end of the Visitor Information and Display Area, installed in
2005 in the north aisle of Chichester Cathedral, and now almost totally
obscured by it, there is a marble statue by ].E. Carew of a Roman senator dressed
in a toga. Many people coming across the statue are mystified — and perhaps

rightly so — as to who this eminent person was, and what was his connection
with Chichester. In fact the statue depicts William Huskisson, a former ML.F. for
for Chichester!

William Huskisson was borm on
11th March 1770 at Birtsmorton Court
in Worcestershire. His family were
originally from Staffordshire and it
was to that county as well as to
Shropshire and Leicestershire that he
was sent for his schooling. At the age
of thirteen, after his father had
married for the second time, William
was sent off to Paris. Whilst there he
lodged with his maternal great uncle,
Dr Richard Gem, who had settled in
the city in 1762 and who was the
physician to the British Ambassador.
William received a somewhat
unorthodox education from his great
uncle and was, through him,
introduced to the Société de 1789 - a
group of prominent people who
favoured a constitutional monarchy in
France.

Following the Revolution, William

Statue of William Huskisson in Chichester Huskisson remained in Paris for a
Cathedral by |.E Carew

further three years during which time
he became the protégé and private Secretary of the Marquess of Stafford, the
then British Ambassador. When the Marquess was recalled to England,
Huskisson travelled with him and took up residence in his house. Through the
many contacts of the Marquess, Huskisson was able to cultivate a range of
contacts none more important than that of the then Prime Minister, Willam Pitt
the Younger.
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Huskisson was elected Member of Parliament for the first ime in 1796,
representing Morpeth (Northumberland) for seven years. Over his lifetime he in
fact represented five different Parliamentary constituencies — Morpeth (179-
1802), Liskeard (1804-07), Harwich (1807-12), Chichester(1812-23), and finally
Liverpool (from 1823 until his untimely death in September 1830).

He was one of two Members of Parliament for Chichester — the second was
the Earl of March, later the fifth Duke of Richmond and Lennox - as the
Chichester constituency was not reduced to only one M.P. until 1868. Whilst
representing Chichester, Huskisson lived at Eartham House which had been
bequeathed to him - together with £10,000 — on the death of Dr Gem in 1800. It
had been previously owned by William Hayley, the poet, who had moved to
Felpham

There seems to be very little written about Huskisson’s time as M. for
Chichester that focuses on his work in the constituency. Garfield (2002, page 77)
notes however that ‘his representation of the community's commercial concerns
earned widespread respect for a decade; the lack of warmth for which he was
often associated in the House of Commons was not in evidence as he strolled the
Cathedral City." He took an increasing interest in the commercial advancement
of the port of Liverpool, making many trips there, where he looked after the
business interests of Canning, his fellow M.F. and recently appointed British
Ambassador to Portugal.

In recognition of Huskisson's financial acumen — and the high regard in
which he was already held (although some of his views on free trade were not
always shared by his political party colleagues) — he was appointed to the
Cabinet in Movember 1823 when he took up appointment as President of the
Board of Trade and Treasurer of the Navy in the Government of the Duke of
Wellington. During the seven-year period in which he held this office he
deployed a reforming zeal to the Government's free trade policies. He was
largely responsible for the abolition of the Navigation Laws in 1828. He also put
the Government's finances onto a sound peacetime footing for the first time in
many years and secured the place of London as the world’s chief financial
centre. In August 1830 he was re-elected to Parliament but found himself
without a Ministerial post.

On Wednesday 15th September 1830 Huskisson, then aged 60 years, and in his
capacity purely as the local MLF. for Liverpool, was present for the official opening
of the new Liverpool and Manchester Railway. Also present were the Duke of
Wellington — the Prime Minister — and George and Robert Stephenson, father and
son, the engineers responsible for the project. Not to mention a whole host of other
civic dignatories and their guests, who assembled at Edge Hill Station in
Liverpool on 15th September to board one of eight trains, each decorated with
flags, for the 30-mile journey. In total there were thirty-two carriages.
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About an hour after leaving Liverpool, Northumbrian stopped on the
embankment at Parkside (17 miles east of Liverpool and near to Newton-le-
Willows) to take on water. The stop was intentionally planned so that the other
trains would pass slowly by and could be reviewed by the Prime Minister's
party.

With the line believed to be clear, Huskisson and fifty or so other guests
decided to step down from their carriages in order to stretch their legs. This was
despite the clear instructions they had earlier been given about not getting off
the train during the journey. Seeking to make amends with Wellington, with
whom he had fallen out a couple of years previously, Huskisson walked
forward to the front carriage to seek out the Prime Minister. But, just as the two
men started to talk, it was noticed that the train headed by Rocket was fast
approaching on the other line. Some managed to get back on in time, some were
able to press themselves tightly up to the side of the carriages, and others
managed to get to the embankment sides. Huskisson was not so lucky: his
physical health had been poor for some time and he had a gammy leg.

We have to remember that the train had not stopped alongside a platform
and to get into one of the carriages necessitated using a flight of moveable steps.
To Huskisson's particular misfortune, the moveable steps for this particular
carriage had not been brought round to the side that he was attempting to
alight. He managed to get his good leg in but it seems that whilst the other
passengers dithered about pulling him aboard precious seconds were lost and
Huskisson was left holding onto the carriage door. Unfortunately this could not
take his weight and the door swung open into the path of the oncoming train,
with Huskisson holding on for dear life. Rocket, which did not have any braking
mechanism, struck Huskisson, toppling him from his position and crushing his
left thigh both above and below the knee — and leaving him bleeding copiously
from a severed artery.

Huskisson was immediately attended to at the scene and a tourniquet
applied. The doctors on board the train were otherwise at a loss to know what
to do: they had never before witnessed such an injury. So, the engine and first
carriage of Northumbrian were uncoupled from the rest of the train and, with
Huskisson aboard, sped away at the unheard of speed of 36 miles per hour to
Eccles vicarage. Despite the arrival of physicians summoned by Stephenson
from nearby Manchester — they had to travel on the turnpike road by coach and
horses — there was nothing that could be done to save Huskisson and he died,
heavily sedated with 240 drops of laudanum, at 9 pm precisely. He thus has the
unwanted distinction of being the first person to be killed in a railway accident.
His funeral took place in Liverpool and his body buried in the cemetery at 5t
James’ Church. The street which now bears his name, to the east of the Anglican
cathedral, had not yet been completed at the time of his death.
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In 1831 a memorial tablet was placed on the railway embankment at
Parkside marking the spot of the tragedy. For many years it was easy to miss but
it was enlarged in 1931. Still today in Chichester Cathedral, the fulsome civic
tribute to his abilities, all in capitals beneath his toga-clad figure, can be read.
Sadly, the stained glass window installed in his memory later fell victim to a
wartime air raid.

As for his wife, she also has a Cathedral memorial in the form of a classical
wall tablet, showing a female figure kneeling at a desk. No doubt it had been
thought demeaning to add anything about her under her husband’s memorial.
Eliza Emily Millibanke was the youngest daughter of Admiral Mark Millibanke
of Portsmouth, and she had married William Huskisson in April 1799. There
were no children. She was with him on that fateful day, and lived on until 1856;
she died at Eartham, and was buried there. Her tablet in the cathedral can be
found on the east wall of the north transept.

Memorial Tablet o Eliza Huskisson, Chichester Cathedral.
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SO JUST WHO WAS MRS. DORRIEN (1773-1846)
OF LAVANT HOUSE?

by Terry Carlysle

esearching the history of Lavant House it is impossible to miss references to

rs John Dorrien (née Henriette Anne Le Clerc) who lived there from 1806

until her death 1846. Before that time she lived at Goodwood House and her life,

and her connections with the Dukes of Richmond, makes an interesting study
for any local historian.

Henriette was brought to Goodwood from France by the Third Duke of
Richmond’s sister, Lady Louisa Conolly, in 1778 when she was aged five.! There,
she was educated and treated with affection by the Third Duke (1735-1806) and
his Duchess, Mary. By the time that she was eight she was advanced enough to
read Moliére's plays® and was to receive tuition for the harpsichord, singing and
dancing.? The ducal account books show the large amounts of money that were
specifically expended upon Henriette each year. In 1780, aged seven, she
received £41 and for the next nine years it varied from £107 to £460, until 1789,
when she was granted a quarterly allowance of £120.4 This of course did not
include the costs of her housing, food or such items as horses for riding to
hounds, so it is clear that she led a very privileged life.

Like the Third Duke she was very keen on horses and indeed her taste for
riding may have helped initiate a very important event at Goodwood as we
learn from the Journals of John Marsh, in April 1801:

On Monday the 27th comenc’d some races at the back of the plantations
at Goodwood where the Duke had to gratify Miss LeClerk (as “twas
thought) made a course & given a £50 prize w'ch with a sweepstake was
this day run for by gent'n who mostly rode their own horses’ > She was a
passionate fan of hunting and her determination and skill was remarked
upon in a retrospective article on hunting in Sussex published in 1847
which stated the late Mrs. General Dorrien, formerly Miss Le Clerk, was
the most wonderful personage. She was one of the best riders to hounds in
the whole county of Sussex. No distance to cover, no fence ever stopped
her; and it was wonderful to witness with what strength of nerve she
galloped down some of the steepest hills on the South Downs. This lady,
who has been immortalized in verse and print by her daring feats, only
died last Christinas twelvemonth at an advanced age

Various newspapers relate her attendance at the Royal ‘drawing room’ at St
James' on certain occasions. She also attended such events as that in October
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