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Special Constable Jasper Jackson Mellett
By Mick Shaw
On the 1st August 1914 Britain declared war on Germany and so began―The Great War‖. Jasper Jackson Mellett, known as Jap, was 16 years old and working in his father‘s bakery at Wooburn Green in Buckinghamshire. Jasper
was born at the bakery on the 29th October 1898, the third of seven children born to William and Jane Joy Mellett.
William was a master baker and confectioner.
In 1917, with the war still raging,Jasper joined the Royal Flying Corps (RFC); he was 18 years old.
Men were recruited into the service for their skills as mechanics, carpenters and upholsterers. Jasper,
having a natural aptitude for anything mechanical,became a mechanic/dispatch rider with the service
which was originally formed in May 1912. His job as a dispatch
rider,serving in France, was to pick up and deliver information about
artillery placements, trench lines, etc. This information was sometimes
thrown out of balloons in pouches by observers and picked up by the
dispatch rider. As a mechanic he would have helped maintain the aircraft, working alongside the armourers, metal smiths and riggers who
dealt with the airframes. On the 1 st April 1912 the Royal Air Force was formed, merging the Royal Flying Corps and the Royal Navy Air Service and on the 11 th November
the same year saw the end of the Great War. Jasper stayed on in the service until he
was invalided
out in 1920.His service during the war earned him the War Medal
and Victory Medal.
Jasper met his future wife, Lavinia Linda Tyler, while collecting his service pension at Wooburn Post Office
where she worked. In 1921 Jasper started a cycle shop on the Green, very near his father‘s bakery. Not only did he
mend bikes but he also repaired radios and gramophones.
Jasper married Lavinia(who was always known as Linda) on the 2 nd April 1923 at St. Paul‘s Church
Wooburn. In December 1926 they moved to larger premises on the other side of the Green where they were the first to
have electricity in their house, installed by Jasper himself. They eventually had three daughters, and settled down into
running the business and raising a family.
Jasper‘s life was a busy one; he never went to bed on a Friday night. This was a
really busy night at his father‘s bakery, which was just over the road. He helped out
overnight, returning home Saturday morning with fresh bread and lardycakes for his
family‘s breakfast. He then went back to his shop where he worked all day. The bakery was eventually taken over by his brother Edgar.
In 1926 Jasper joined the Special Constabulary, being locally appointed to Wooburn
Green and High Wycombe. Issued with a police uniform, his powers would have been the same as a regular policeman but only locally,probably in the Wooburn Green, High Wycombe area- unlike now when a Special Constable‘s
powers extend to the whole of England and Wales. His uniform was the same as his regular colleagues but he would
not have been issued a helmet; instead he wore a flat cap and as you can see in the photograph he wore the insignia of
a Special Constable on his collar.As well as the ‗S C‘ the insignia shows the swan of Buckinghamshire and above the
King‘s Crown the same insignia was worn by regular constables but without the ‗S C‘. His warrant number was 4222
and unlike now, this number was not displayed on his uniform. His duties were to assist the local police at evenings
and weekends, reporting to the local sergeant or inspector. His training was mainly on the job but he would have had
evening classes on the use of his powers, law and arrest techniques. After nine years‘ service Jasper received his Long
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Service and Good conduct medal from the Chief Constable and you can see in the photograph of him taken in 1940 he
is wearing his medal ribbons from the First World War, from left to right the War Medal, Victory Medal and Special
Constable Long Service and Good Conduct Medal.
During the Second World War his duties increased to cover regular police officers who were re-called into
the army. Some police officers had seen regular service in one of the services prior to joining the Constabulary and on
the onset of the Second World War in 1939 they were re-called back into the service. Special Constables were called
upon to cover these officers. Like the Home Guard, he still worked at his regular job, in Jasper‘s case running the
shop, and in the evenings and weekends he donned his police uniform and patrolled the streets. In the event of an
emergency he was expected to close his shop and report for duty. Besides his normal duties he and his fellow Special
Constables were trained to deal with a range of eventualities such as first aid in case of injury, initial coordination of
the security of aircraft crash sites, clearing people from the vicinity of unexploded bombs, handling of unignited incendiary bombs and checking compliance with lighting regulations. At the end of the war in 1945 the Home Secretary
said of Special Constables"..........you have responded loyally to all the many calls which have been made upon you.
You have given generously of your time and energy..............." For his war service Jasper received the Second World
War Defence Medal. Persons entitled to this medal also included Regular Police, First Police Reserve, Police War
Reserve, Women‘s Auxiliary Police Corps, Police Auxiliary Messenger Service and in Jasper‘s case the Special Constabulary. Special Constables received no pay as is the case today; their duties were on a voluntary basis. Jasper received a certificate from the Chief Constable of Buckinghamshire T.R.P Warren stating ―Jasper Jackson Mellett of
Wooburn Green, High Wycombe served in the Special Constabulary during the World War 1939 – 1945. The thanks of
the County are hereby conveyed to him for loyal and efficient service rendered to the public”. This was signed by the
Chief Constable and the Chairman of the Standing Joint Committee for the County of Buckinghamshire.
His service in the ‗Specials‘ did not endthere ; he continued his duties as a Special Constable receiving a total
of three―bars or clasps‖ with the words ‗Long Service‘. These are issued at ten year intervals to add to the long service
medal and a silver rose is added to the riband when worn alone. In January 1951 Jasper was issued with his second
‗bar or clasp‘ and, unusually, in July 1955 he was issued his third. The reason for this is not known but it is most
likely that during the post war years the number of hours Jasper gave to the police service were such that the proportion of hours given during this period amounted to a normal ten year period a Special Constable was expected to do.
This would have been at the discretion of the then Bucks Chief Constable Brigadier Cheney.
Jasper retired as a Special Constable at the age of 60 in 1958 having been 32 years in the service.
Jasper continued to work in his shop, known by locals as ‗Melletts‘, repairing cycles, radios
and gramophones. He said at the time of his retirement “I started repairing radios in the days
when they were a very new thing. I didn‟t know much but I learned from experience”. His shop
was described by one local thus- “It looked like a bomb had gone off in it, but he knew exactly
where everything was if you needed a spare part”. Another said “He was very helpful and very
good at mending punctures, his shop looked like an Aladdin‟s cave”One of his side-lines was to
provide tannoy systems for local fetes and dances.
During his 48 years running the shop he never took a holiday and spent most Sundays mending the bikes and radios
that had been brought in for repair during the week. His large garden was his hobby, which included an orchard and
greenhouses, and he also ran an allotment. His family were never short of vegetables, but his pride and joy was his
greenhouse chrysanthemums. Jasper was a popular, kind, considerate hard working man.
Jasper‘s shop doors closed during 1968 when he retired at the age of 70 but to local children the doors were
always half open.For around five months he continued to repair their bikes- it didn‘t matter if the job was large or
small they all found a ready welcome. Jasper said “I love children, they are my best customers” When Jasper finally
closed his doors for good the local children made a collection and presented him with a box of cigars. Jasper never
had a holiday until he retired in 1970 when he took his wife on holiday to Scotland.
Jasper died on the 30th November 1988 at the age of 90 in a nursing home in Fifield, Maidenhead. He was
survived by his wife Linda and his three daughters Brenda, Daphne and Wendy".
*************************************
Footnote:
No records of Bucks Special Constables survived the amalgamation in 1968 and records of the issue of Long Service and Good Conduct medals to Special Constables were never kept by the Home Office. Jasper‟s story has been put together from letters and a certificate from the two Chief
Constables he served under, TRP Warren and Brigadier Cheney, also from local newspaper cuttings from the 1970s and information, medal ribbon
and bar/clasps supplied by his youngest daughter Wendy and online research.
Mick Shaw
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IT AINT WHAT YOU SAY ITS THE WAY THAT YOU SAY IT!
Heather English is a retired school teacher now living in Invercargill, she has been an avid amateur
genealogy researcher for about 35 years, whilst doing some personal work on her own family tree.
She discovered that her great-great uncle, Arthur English, was hanged for horse stealing and train
robbery in Melbourne in 1889. Both Heather and her cousin, (Finance Minister, Bill English) share this
common ancestor.
The only known photograph of Arthur shows him standing on the gallows at the Melbourne Gaol.
During her research, Heather obtained the old photograph, on the back of that picture is this inscription:
'Arthur English, horse thief, sent to Melbourne Gaol 1885, escaped 1887, robbed the MelbourneGeelong train six times. Caught by Victoria Police Force, convicted and hanged in 1889.'
Heather recently e-mailed Finance Minister Bill English explaining her interest in Geneology and asking for any information that he may have regarding their great-great uncle, Arthur without telling
him what she already knew.
Believe it or not, Bill English's staff sent back the following biographical sketch for her genealogy
research:
"Arthur English was famous in Victoria (Australia) during the mid to late 1800s. His business empire
grew to include acquisition of valuable equestrian assets and intimate dealings with the MelbourneGeelong Railway.
Beginning in 1883, he devoted several years of his life to government service, finally taking leave to
resume his dealings with the Railway.
In 1887, he was a key player in a vital investigation run by the Victoria Police Force. In 1889, Arthur
passed away during an important civic function held in his honour when the platform upon which he
was standing collapsed.."
=============================================================================

METROPOLITAN MATTERS 1893
From The Strand Magazine
Police Constable Wm. Pennett
"About one o'clock a.m., on the 25th November 1890 Constable Pennett, being on duty
at Tower Hill, saw a man throw himself into the Thames, apparently with the intention
of committing suicide. He at once divested himself of lamp and belt and without waiting
to take off his uniform jumped into the river, seized hold of the man, and gallantly rescued him. The magistrate who investigated the case strongly commended the constable's
courage and presence of mind. The Silver Medal was awarded to
Constable Wm. Pennett."
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THE METROPOLITAN POLICE SUPERINTENDENTS 1876

Attached is a copy of photograph showing twenty gentlemen. Below it is written
‗Supts Met. Police. Police Fete at Crystal Palace 1876‘ (or is it 1875?)
It came from some papers belonging to R.G.Fenwick, a detective in the Met before and during WWII, later Chief
Constable of Shropshire then H.M. Inspector of Constabulary in the Midlands. (The late Geof Floy was one of his
staff officers). Mrs Fenwick, in her mid-nineties, still lives in Shrewsbury and gave some papers to me recently.
I can find no reference to an 1876 fete on line but there is an account of the 1875 annual police fete in The Theatrical
Observer and Daily Bill of the Play (Volume 1875 v2 no 16586 (July 1 to Dec 31 1875) by Simon Henry Gage:
The Police Fete was held on 3 July 1875 at Crystal Palace, ‗an annual fete given in aid of the Funds of the Metropolitan and City Police Orphanage‘, founded as a charity five years before and housed at Twickenham. It was reported
that 33,326 persons attended the 1875 fete ‗ a large proportion of whom evidently belonged to the working classes,
proving their sympathy towards the London Police.‘! The proceeds of the fete went to the charity to help ‗lodge, feed,
clothe and educate 77 boys and 65 girls, many of whom were at the fete.‘
The event included popular music by eleven divisional police bands and the band of the Orphanage. ‗There were athletic sports by police, amusements, a double balloon ascent and on ‗the great stage‘ two ballets were performed as
well as ‗ the daring feats of the gymnasts known as ‗The Hanlon Midgets‘. Skills in swordsmanship were also on display and as the weather cleared ‗dancing parties formed in a hundred places, in spite of the wetness of the grass.‘
The Charity is the world‘s oldest police charity and when the Twickenham premises closed in 1937 the charity
metamorphosed into the existing Metropolitan and City Police Orphans Fund based in Putney, which continues the
work in looking after the needs of police orphans.
I am sure one or two Metropolitan officers will have further and better particulars of this worthy charity and may even
be able to name some of the superintendents!
Derek Griffiths.
Dated 17th Sept 2012
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Then in August 1894 while playing cricket for Division A he
took six wickets with six consecutive balls and The Birmingham
Daily Mail wrote in 1902:
―it was in a great measure due to his bowling feats that E Division won the cup last year‖.
Thomas Watson was born the seventh of eight children in 1869.
He also played football as an amateur for Small Heath (now
At the time his father John Watson, a Police Constable at Small
Heath Station, and his mother Elizabeth were living at 83 Back Birmingham City F.C.) in the Football League and in the 189495 Season he deputised for the regular Goalkeeper against
of Bywicks Lane Aston Birmingham. Sadly, however, when he
Blackburn Rovers and Derby County in the First Division. The
was five, his mother died.
next season he played for the Police Football team and used to
After leaving school Thomas was employed as a fitter by M.J.
police Small Heath‘s matches.* Ironically this commitment to
Hart and Sons and lived with his family at 165 Bradford Street.
his sport may have contributed to his death. As the story goes,
He joined the Birmingham Police Force and was stationed at
he insisted on attending a football match when he was unwell
Small Heath on the 17th January 1889 and in March1890 he was
and the weather was very cold and wet. He later contracted
promoted to Constable Third Class at 26 shillings.
th
pneumonia
and died in Queen‘s Hospital on the 10 th April 1902
On the 5 March 1891 a number of boys were chased down
at
the
age
of
33years. He was accorded a funeral with full PoBeak Street by four constables. During the chase a William
lice
Honours
and he was buried in Yardley Cemetery on SaturWhittaker was hit on the head and later died.
day the 12th April 1902.
In April, at the inquest held into his death Thomas Watson, toThe
Birmingham
Gazette April 12 1902 Page 6
gether with three other constables attached to A Division, were
The
funeral
of
Police-sergeant
Thomas Watson, who
charged with manslaughter and appeared at the Birmingham
died at the Queen‟s Hospital on Thursday from pneumonia took
Police Court before Mr T. M. Coleman.
place at Yardley Cemetery today. The deceased was accorded
Several witnesses identified Thomas as the constable who had
full police honours. The Chief Constable (Mr C.H. Rafter)
struck the blow and the coroner‘s jury returned a verdict of
Deputy Chief Constable McManus, Superintendents
guilty of manslaughter against him. He was committed to the
Moore,
Moorehead,
Monk & Clark and about 200 constables &
Assizes for trial. However, the Stipendiary said:
sergeants from various Divisions attended. The Police Band
―It was perfectly clear that no jury would convict Watson. The
evidence for the prosecution was contradictory and it was shown assembled at Small Heath Station and marched to the residence
he was not there. The accused would be discharged‖ [The Bir- of the deceased 110 Bordesley Park Road and from there to the
Cemetery. A large number of floral tributes from relatives and
mingham Daily]
friends including beautiful wreaths from A.B. C, D, E and R
Thomas was released on bail of twenty pounds with two sureties
Divisions and the caretaker of the City Arcade. Six sergeants
of ten pounds each. The trial was heard at the Assizes in July.
officiated as bearers. Extract from the Birmingham Daily Mail
The Prosecutor did not offer any evidence and the Lord Chief
Monday 14th April Page 2 Popular Officer Dead
Justice said ―there was no case against the officer‖ and as there
“Sincere regret is expressed throughout the Birmingham
was no evidence offered on the coroner‘s warrant the jury would
police
force
at the death of Police-sergeant Thomas Watson. He
return a verdict of ―not guilty‖ A verdict of ―Not guilty‖ was
was highly respected in the force”.
returned and Thomas left the court. [the Birmingham Daily] A
much relieved man, I‘m sure. The next year was a difficult year
He left a pregnant wife and five children, the eldest being 8
for Thomas as a police constable. He was disciplined a number
years
old. My Mother was born after his death in July 1902.
of times. For being absent from his beat and being on licensed
premises, misleading paperwork and on another occasion being After his death three of his children attended the Southern Provincial Police Orphanage/School at Redhill in Surrey. Frederick
on licensed premises during prohibited hours.
Thomas in 1903 (who was known as Thomas after his father‘s
Never the less he was promoted to Constable fourth class in
death) aged 8 years, James in 1904 aged 5 years and Maud in
October. The next year he married Jane Swain from Castle
1908
aged 11 years. Maud and James were still there, at school,
Gresley Derbyshire. They lived at 110 Bordesley Park Road
in 1911. At this time the rest of the family were living with their
Aston and his father John lived with them.
Mother and Grandfather John Watson at 154 Bordesley Park
Within twelve months a daughter, Hilda, was born and in 1896
Road
Birmingham. My Grandmother, Jane, was working as a
Frederick Thomas arrived. From then on Thomas‘ career in the
general cleaner at the Law Courts, Hilda was a warehouse assisPolice Force took an upward path and in March1896 he was
tant at a Chemical Manufacturer, Frederick was an apprentice
promoted to Police Constable First Class. He requested a transgas fitter and Herbert and Jane were at school.
fer to E Division in1898 and in January1899 he was promoted to
By
all
accounts
Thomas Watson was a good husband and father
Constable first long service class. When Thomas, along with
but because he died so young and left a very young family he
two other constables, stopped runaway horses in Arthur Street in
August 1900, the Birmingham Watch Committee awarded him a acquired a certain amount of ―legendry status‖ both as a Policeman and as a sportsman. One family story is that he was ingratuity of two guineas for his courageous action.
volved in helping Lloyd George escape the Birmingham
Then in July 1901 Thomas was awarded the third ―Stripe of
Riots
in December 1901 by dressing him in a constable‘s uniMerit for zeal and general efficiency‖ and in October the same
form. Whilst Lloyd George did escape dressed as a policeman
year he was promoted to Sergeant fourth class at thirty four
and Thomas was certainly there, as were all the Birmingham
shillings and he transferred to B Division. Thomas Watson,
Police, the truth of the story is open to question.
however, was more than just a policeman. He had grown up to
John Watson died in 1912 and in 1913 my Grandmother mibe an all-round athlete and as well as playing cricket and footgrated to Adelaide South Australia with all the family where
ball
they all had successful lives and where the legend that is P C
he was actively involved in organising local athletics meetings
Thomas Watson lives on.
in Small Heath. Just after joining the Force in July1889 he won
(Sometimes
I
can‘t
help but reflect on the impact Thomas‘ early
a marble mantle clock at the Police Band Sports Day by coming
death had on the Watsons of Birmingham.
a close third in the quarter mile handicap and first in the mile
I can only imagine what its immediate effect on his family must
handicap.***

THOMAS WATSON
1869 – 1902
Judith Millar
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have been like, but it did not stop there, the long term impact on
future generations was dramatic. Because my Grandmother
chose to migrate to Adelaide with all the children (my mother
was 11 years old) they began a new life in very different surroundings from those of Birmingham. Adelaide was less than
eighty years old! A whole new and different set of descendants
resulted from those who might have been.
I can‘t help but think my Grandmother was ―one gutsy lady!‖
They made a good pair, she and Thomas.
Post Script
In 1915 Frederick Thomas joined the 10 th Battalion of the
Australian Imperial Force.
In Egypt, whilst on his way to Gallipoli, he was transferred to
the 50th Battalion and sent to France. He was promoted to Sergeant in the Field and was ―awarded the Military Medal for
conspicuous bravery for his action against machine guns at
Noreuil France on the 2nd April 1917‖.**
References
*Wikipedia Free Encyclopedia
Police Records
**Citation
*** The Birmingham Daily
English Census Records
Submitted by Grand Daughter, Judith Millar
======================================
THE BOROUGH POLICE WELFARE INITIATIVES
by
Richard Cowley
Because of a direct encouragement from the Inspectors of
Constabulary, from 1856 onwards the police had been steadily
assuming the administration of civil social legislation. And so
'successful' was this, that in some boroughs, the police seemingly came to be the major social agency in the town. For instance, in Godalming Borough in 1880, the Chief Constable, as
well as being the Billet Master and Chief of the Borough Fire
Brigade, was also Inspector of Nuisances, Inspector of Common
Lodging Houses, Inspector of the Explosives Act, Inspector of
the Petroleum Acts, Inspector of the Dairy and Cowsheds Act,
and also Inspector of the Food and Drugs Act.
And so seriously did some borough Chief Constables take on
this mantle of being the main civil social agency, that it was a
natural follow-on to turn their attention to the poverty within
their boroughs. Despite attempts by central government to
relieve poverty by measures such as the 1834 Poor Law Amendment Act, by the 1870s and 1880s, the realisation came that
the problem of poverty was still there, and was not going to be
eradicated easily. This led to the little known phenomenon of
the 1880s onwards, of the local borough police setting up and
running boys' clubs, welfare schemes and benevolent societies,
purely for the benefit of the poor within their boundaries.
The organisation of boys' clubs is perhaps understandable
however, as by diverting the energies of bored youth into more
acceptable channels, the possibility of them turning to crime is
lessened. But for the police to see themselves as the main providers of shoes and clothes for the needy families within their
boroughs, points to the conclusion that no other body was concerning itself with this problem, and therefore these police
initiatives were needed - and needed until the emergence of
the 'Welfare State' at a much later date.
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Little research has been done on these welfare initiatives, so
it is not known precisely how many of these there were. But
these are the ones that are known at the present :
Birmingham Police Aided Association for Clothing Poor
Children
==
Blackpool Borough Police Poor Children's Clothing
Fund
Burnley Police Youth Club
==
Cambridge City Police Fund for Assisting the Poor and
Needy
==
Great Grimsby Police Boot Fund
==
Hyde Police Lads' Club
==
Hull Police Boys' Club
==
Northampton Borough Police Good Samaritan Society
==
Norwich Police Lads' Club
==
Oxford Police-Aided Association (for clothing for poor
children)
==
Preston Borough Police Holiday Homes for
Poor Children
==
Shrewsbury Borough Police 'Boots for Bairns' Scheme
==
If any member can add any more names to this list, or has
any information on any of them, such as the starting and
finishing dates, the extent of their influence, their funding, and
so on, and so on, the author would be grateful to hear - e-mail
address is :
richardcowley@uwclub.net
=====================================
BRYNS PICS
Another shot from the Royal Gunpowder Factory.
The gateman searching staff for matches.
(Thanks to Bryn Elliott)
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SIR JOHN DUNNE. CHIEF CONSTABLE E
XTRAORDINAIRE…1825-1906
Alan Bryant
……….I wonder how many people have actually heard the
name John Dunne, and more importantly associate him with the
history of policing in this country ? Not too many I guess. Yet
John Dunne, later to become Sir John Dunne was to have animportant part in policing throughout the Victoria era, with many
of his ideas still being used to this day.
John Dunne was born on the 12th February 1825, and was the
son of William Dunne of Boley, Queen‘s County and Julia
Dunne. According to Dod‘s Peerage of 1900 we also learn that
he was educated at Montabuan and Dublin. In truth John originated from more humble beginnings, his father managed a small
Woollen Mill in Boley, Southern Ireland, and presumably he
was expected to follow in his father‘s footsteps, so we will
probably never know why he chose to leave his middle class
home in 1839 and embark on an adventure which would see him
joining the Manchester Borough Police at just 14. What we later
learn is that even at just 14 the young Dunne was never to be
satisfied with the life of a lowly constable and would have been
considering his future career options. For example when completing his application form for the post of constable with Manchesterpolice he stated that he was far older than his fourteen
years, that he came froma well- known and long establishedIrish
family, with ancestors which included at least two generals,
MP‘s ,High Sheriff‘s and Bishops; that he had been educated at
a private school in Montabuan, after which he had completed his
education at Dublin University, all of which was blatantly untrue….especially when you are declaring as he did later that he
was actually a police constable at the same time he was ostensibly furthering his education in Dublin. What is quite clear is
that within two years Dunne was realising that perhaps Manchester was not the best of places to be.Whatever his reason,Dunne on the 20th August 1842 was to find himself joining
the ranks of the Essex Constabulary as PC 150 which was then
under the leadership of Captain McHardy, who fortunately for
Dunne had the reputation of recognising and nurturing possible
senior officers. It was McHardy who first saw the potential in
Dunne and by the time he was 21 he had received his first promotion…to Inspector,though… as it turned out, this new position was only to last two years. A move to Bath Constabulary
followed, for they were looking for an Inspector to be appointed‗Relieving Officer for Vagrants‘, and though for Dunne
this would prove to be a short term appointment it was a move
nevertheless which would affect his career for the rest of his
life…especially so where vagrants were concerned. One year
later, in October of 1850, he was on the move again. This time
it was to take him to Bearsted in Kent, where he was appointed
Superintending Constable. However, thanks to both constant
interference by the Kent County Watch Committee along with
the fact that Norwich City Police were anxious to appoint a new
chief officer to replace the current incumbent, Dunne was
quickly on the move again…Like Kent, this posting too was to
prove relatively short term, though it was not without incident,
for in two short years he did more to develop and reform policing than his predecessor had done in almost twelve. Notwithstanding the need to replace most of the existing police officers,
who he stated were ‗rotten to the core‟ he also had to contend
with a Watch Committee and a group of magistrates who in the
main owned and ran the hundreds of drinking houses across the
city and were certainly not going to accept prosecutions against
their licensed premises. It was clear that his position was untenable and thus destined to be short-lived. It was around this time
…early 1853, that Dunne‘s career was to go one further step up
the ladder, when along with other senior police officers he was
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ordered by the coalition government to report his views on policing to a Select Committee which we now know would eventually lead to the County and Borough Police Act of 1856. All the
while he was spending time in Parliament things were moving
continually upwards for Dunne, for he received a letter advising
him that out of a total of 70 applicants he had been accepted as
Newcastle‘s Chief Constable, and as before he was to bring the
force into an acceptable position. Dunne‘s ‗baptism of fire‘in
Newcastle,would have been the Great Fire of Newcastle and
Gateshead which started on the 6th October 1854 just three
months after he had taken up the reins of the new force. A total
of53 people died that night and some 500 people wereinjured.
Dunne himself was lucky to escape with his life, for during one
horrific explosion a young army officer and a 25 year old architect standing alongside him were both blown to smithereens.
The years 1856/7 were to herald in a number of new police
forces across the country and the newly formed Cumberland and
Westmorland Constabularies were but two of them. At a meeting of both these counties Selection Committees in 1856 they
had, somewhat unusually,both opted for having one chief constable to head up their two forces. Dunne upon hearing of this
immediately applied for the position and would have been surprised to learn that he had been offered the job without the need
for an interview and subsequent short-list. Once again, regardless of lack of education,age,and humble origins he was selected
out of 120 applicants. However, this time round things were
going to be different. No short term career moves anymore, this
was to be a post which was to last until his retirement in 1902.
There was just one little hiccup whenhe did seriously consider
leaving the joint forces, and that was in 1865 when he applied
for …and was short-listed…. for the post of Chief Constable of
Gloucestershire. He would probably have got the job too if it
hadn‘t been for the fact that a certain Captain Henry Christian
had also applied for it, and as he had recently been the Captain
of the Royal Yacht, and Queen Victoria herself had given him a
glowing reference …..guess who got appointed ? It is perhaps
indicative of his character when we learn that among Dunne‘s
first jobs with the Cumberland and Westmorland Police was the
writing of what was possibly the first training and instruction
book for police officers, along with the introduction of Merit
Badges, plus interestingly, calling all policemen under his command , regardless of rank… ‗officers‘…something which is
normal these days…but not in the mid 1850‘s. This was in addition to personally selecting his first police force of 74 men to
patrol a population of close on 270,000 people, over an area of
1.5 million acres…… meaning that each officer had to patrol
some 20,270 acres each…daily!.... His was to be an interesting,
exciting and enjoyable police career in the new force encompassing all sections of the predominantly rural community and at
times stretching his skills to the extreme, particularly with his
involvement in numerous murder trials, in which he was often to
leave his own mark on the case. One trial for example, that of
William Charlton in 1861, came to fruition almost solely on a
plaster cast footprint of the suspect…an idea introduced by
Dunne; another was the murder trial of George Cass in 1862
when Dunne was the only one to notice that this was not a case
of suicide as everyone else insisted,but one of murder, as the
victim Ann Sewell was right-handed and the knife was clearly
shown to be held in the victim‘s left hand. Instances of cattle
disease took up a lot of his time for there were many serious
outbreaks during this era, and Cumbria was no exception. For
this problem Dunne developed what were then novel counter
measures which involved the slaughter, confinement and disinfection of cattle …methods which following discussion in the
Houses of Parliament, were quickly used nationwide not just for
swine-fever but to combat other contagious animal diseases …
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and are still in use to this day. Another of his innovations was
his procedure for police control of tramping vagrants which
drastically cut the number of associated crimes. So insistent was
he that this was the root cause of all crimes, he even persuaded
Parliament that this was indeed the case. It would be true to say
that Dunne by this time was highly regarded in Parliament …..
not just for his views on cattle disease and vagrancy on which he
was now considered to be an expert, but over the years he had
submitted proposals on the Game Laws, which changed the laws
on poaching significantly…….as well as being instrumental in
the setting up of the Licensing Act of 1872, and having a degree
of input in the Police Superannuation Act of 1875, the Reformatory and Industrial Schools Act of 1866…..along with several
other Acts of public interest. From a financial point of view,
Dunne, by 1868 was never an especially rich man, his salary
was £300 per annum, and he was living in bachelor accommodation. However his marriage to Mary Barnes at age 43 that year
was to change his life and fortunes forever. Mary came from a
very wealthy family, her father was a local JP and surgeon…
namely Dr Thomas Barnes of Bunkers Hill, Carlisle, and also
Tring Park in Hertfordshire. Her dowry included valuable property which she had inherited just three years earlier following
the death of her uncle. In addition Mary‘s grandfather was a
certain John Ismay, of White Star Line fame,and he too was to
bequeath Mary a substantial amount of money. This new wealth
was further increased just four years later when his wife inherited the Manor of Brunstrux, In Berkhamstead , Hertfordshire, a
not insubstantial property, following the death of her father. His
career not only culminated in his attendance at Buckingham
Palace in 1897 to be invested Knight Batchelor, but also this
same year his career was recognised by his peers when the Lord
Lieutenant of Cumberland conferred upon Dunne the appointment of Deputy Lieutenant of Cumberland . Later that year,
somewhat unusually, he was also appointed a Senior Justice of
the Peace for Carlisle. 1897 being the year of Queen Victoria‘s
Diamond Jubilee, Dunne was also honoured to be asked to make
a presentation to Her Majesty on behalf of the Police of England
and Wales, he being recognised as the most senior police officer
in the country.Earlier in the year he had alsochairedmeetings of
the police security committee… planning arrangements for the
Diamond Jubilee celebrations
Dunne finally retired on the 31st August 1902, aged 77.He had
been a policeman in total for 63 years, 52 of them as a chief
constable…he was arguably not only the youngest police officer
ever when he joined in 1839, as well as being the youngest chief
constable on record at just 25 years of age, but additionally the
longest serving when he retired…not overlooking the little matter of him heading up two police forces at the same time. For
the next four years he concentrated his efforts on being a magistrate along with the day to day running of his farmsand his various properties. He died on the 5 th January 1906, aged 80, at his
home at Eden Mount, Wetherall, and was buried in a local
cemetery.In his will published shortly afterwards, he left the
equivalent today of £8.5 million pounds…not bad for a policeman.
======================================
The Murder of a Tudor Constable
April 22nd 1507 - 28th January 1547 is a wide span of time but
this is the date of a Star Chamber document about the murder of
an Uxbridge policeman in the National Archives at Kew. Unfortunately the date cannot be narrowed down further except from
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the phrase ‗26th day in October‘ and details of a trial - if there
was one - have not been found.
The document, a single piece of parchment, is an appeal to the
King, almost certainly Henry VIII, by Eleanor Clynton, late the
wife of ‗Richard Clynton, Kings constable of Peace of the towne
of Woxbridge‘ (this is an old spelling for Uxbridge but might be
a recent transcriber suggested Weybridge). Richard Clynton was
killed on duty by a number of men in concert with the Bailiff of
Colham Manor. Colham Manor is an area now in the London
Borough of Hillingdon first mentioned in 1086 as a significant
agricultural part of Middlesex. Hillingdon was the other local
manor but Uxbridge gradually became the more important town
and market: Colham in local usage is now limited to a green,
some streets, a recently demolished office ‗Colham House‘ and
a school. consisting of about four hundred closely written words
in Tudor English it is clear that Richard Clynton was standing at
his own gate when the attackers approached, was murdered by
six persons gathered together and armed ‗with hawkberkes,
billies, swords and other weapons‘. They made ‗a great assault‘
and ‗gave him deadly wounds, murdering and slaying him in his
own house.‘ However the parchment cannot be read end to end
and there are no clues about the background to the incident,
what happened to the offenders or his widow. After that phrase
the parchment is hardly legible but the ‗great horror of the inhabitants‘ of Uxbridge is mentioned and it continues that ‗all
(the attackers) went to the house of Richard Colyn, drank and
made joyous as though they had done a good deed‘. Specifically
named and involved are John Colrand of Colham, Bailiff to the
Lord of the Manor of Colham, James Thomason, yeoman of
Uxbridge, Henry Wolff of Uxbridge, Henry Longfellow
(Longsrader?) tailor of Uxbridge, Thomas Rayner of Colham
husbandmen, Richard Knottying and others to the number of
(something). After the murder someone spoke to John Colrand,
‗Alas may what hast thou slay this man (something) but he replied ‗I shall kill .. of them‘ which raises the possibility the
criminals involved were an unsavoury group perhaps with a
longstanding dislike of constables. The concluding sentences
are an appeal by Eleanor Clynton ‗may it please your highness
to cause the said murderers to be sent for‘ and ‗a promise to
daily pray to God for the prosperity of your most noble Lord‘.
What happened then is a mystery; one can only hope there was a
trial and some provision for Eleanor.
Policing at that time was organised by the parishes and the position of constable was held by a local person, ideally of some
standing, as an unpaid role for one year. The parish constable
was responsible for organising local watchmen and it had become a duty that was often avoided not sought. In the earliest
written history of Uxbridge by Redford and Riches, they refer to
three local citizens 7 paying £5 each to the Parish Vestry on the
29th April 1747 to be spent on three apprenticeships for local
lads. In return the Vestry granted them life exemption from the
duty of constable. From all this one might conclude Richard
Clynton was doing the job, perhaps unwillingly, but to the best
of his ability. However like the aftermath of the murder we will
probably never know any more.
Paul Dew 8th March 2013
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CRIME, CORRUPTION AND MALFEASANCE IN THE EARLY MODERN POLICE FORCE
TOM ANDREWS
There have been numerous histories of the British Police charting its growth from 1929 and before to today. None of these
works however take an in-depth look at when officers failed to live up to the high standards expected of them in that time. The aim
of this study is to therefore examine crime, corruption and malfeasance in the first hundred years of the police force since the
Metropolitan Police Act.
Definitions and perceptions of wrong and right have shifted over the years, and therefore it is more complicated than simply studying the number of dismissals from forces to examine malfeasance. In the period in question, officers could be dismissed for numerous ‗offences‘ as Simon Dell tells us in his book The Victorian Policeman. “Policemen were dismissed if a member of the public
complained about them or if they committed any offence, kept bad company or broke police regulations such as being late on duty
being improperly dressed or absconding from a beat.‖ To highlight the scale of dismissals, between the years 1830 – 1838 nearly
5000 men were dismissed, and 6000 resigned from the Metropolitan Police, many compulsorily. In its first year, 42 men of Yorkshire‘s East Riding Constabulary were dismissed, equivalent to the total number of officers, and ―in Ipswich in August 1842 the
force was dismissed en masse”. Figures of dismissals alone are not enough to study rates of malfeasance, as they do not explain
why officers were sacked. It is therefore necessary to look at specific actions and offences are and how prevalent they were.
Too much cannot be read into some reports of officers behaving poorly, as Capt. Melville Lee points out in his History of Police in
England. ―The routine duties of a constable were, and are necessarily, performed in the eye of the public, and every bystander is
free, through the columns of newspapers, to tell the rest of London what he has seen.‖. This is particularly relevant during the police‘s early years as they were not well liked by the general public, and people would take opportunities to discredit them. This can
be seen in rhetoric following the infamous ‗Bloody Sunday‘ riots in 1887. One article afterwards read ―I saw repeated charges
made on a perfectly unarmed and helpless crowd: I saw policemen not of their own accord, but on the orders of their superiors,
repeatedly strike women and children; I saw them invariably choose those for assault who seemed least likely to retaliate‖. Even
future Prime minister Herbert Asquith wrote "[There is] No doubt the police lost their heads and acted in a most brutal and unjustifiable manner". The police were also frequently the subject of satirical cartoons criticising their duties and roles. It is therefore
important to consider any contemporary anecdotal evidence with a certain degree of bias.
The social historian Richard Storch has argued that the reason for this anti-police sentiment was that they were viewed by
the proletariat as lackeys of the upper classes, whose role was to maintain the social hierarchy. This is supported by the observations of the historian William Woodruff in his autobiography detailing his childhood in 1920‘s Blackburn:
―For us [the police] had a stigma; we were brought up to distrust and avoid them. We distrusted them because
they defended the rich. We avoided them because they used their truncheons rather than words. We got the ‗short end of
the stick‘.‖
If this were the case then it could be argued that the whole police system was a form of corruption by not being impartial. Richard
Cowley counters this, arguing that the laws the they were accused of abusing existed prior to the new police, and that the officers
merely provided the first pro-active enforcement; before Peel, law and order was solely reactionary. Cowley‘s argument seems to
be the more likely, as Storch fails to take into account that any more stringent enforcement of rules is going to be viewed with
hostility by those whom it affects. He also fails to account for the new police dealing equally with the gentry as with the lower
classes as Clive Emsley demonstrates, when he details the policing and arrest of duelling aristocrats. Woodruff‘s opinion can also
be approached with the view that even today, people recall the village bobby giving misbehaving children a ‗clip round the ear‘. As
for supposedly discriminating against the poor, the rich have less reason to commit ‗acquisitive‘ crimes, and also represented a far
smaller percentage of the population, so were less likely to regularly fall foul of the police. It seems more appropriate therefore to
examine specific categories of misconduct by individuals or groups, rather than whether the police as an idea was institutionally
corrupt.
Drunkenness, on and off-duty, seems to have presented the biggest problem during the period, and so seems the best place to begin.
The first commissioners of the Metropolitan Police confessed that 80% of dismissals were due to drink. In 1863, 215 officers were
dismissed from the force for drunkenness, and this statistic is not an isolated example. Police Orders from the Metropolitan Police
of 6th January 1859 state ―It is a great gratification to the Commissioner that the number of police guilty of the offence of drunkenness during the late Christmas holidays has been much lower than last year...‖. Police officers‘ drinking habits also drew the
attention of foreign tourists, with German travel writer Max Schlesinger commenting that constables on night patrol seem overly
confident, and he suspects that ―a glass of brandy now and then may contribute to produce the above effect‖.
The problem was not limited to London either with two Middlesbrough officers in the mid 1880‘s who were overlooked for
promotion turning to drink, initially punished by fines and reprimands when first caught drinking on duty, they ultimately lost their
jobs. Supporting Schlesinger‘s assertions, in 1875 the entire Birmingham Police Force petitioned to the Watch Committee for their
‗right to a glass of ale,‘ arguing that ‗the work they had to do could not properly be performed unless they did have some refreshment‘. It seems that policing in the cities led officers to stopping for drinks, with the Manchester Watch Committee in April 1897
thinking it necessary to send a copy of section 16 of the Licensing Act 1872 – that forebade licensees to supply alcohol to any
police constable on duty – to all licensed premises, suggesting that the issue was widespread there too. Histories of rural forces are
also littered with examples of officers discovered drunk and being sacked. Nor it seems did the problem diminish over time; as late
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as 1922 Commissioner Horwood of the Met highlighted the problem of young in service officers being troublesome due to
drunkenness. Not all senior officers were so against drink, as the Head Constable of Bury St. Edmunds showed in 1845 when he
was dismissed for drunkenness. It is possible to garner from this evidence that police officers drinking on duty was contrary to
regulations, and could result in dismissal for those caught, regardless of rank. It also seems likely however that social attitudes
towards this practice by officers and the public were relaxed, particularly in cities.
It is possible that drinks provided to officers were seen as a perk, and intended to sweeten-up the recipient; or that the officer was
simply a part of the local community, and the drink was a method of thanks. In an interview with a police officer who served between the 1920‘s – 1950‘s, Clive Emsley was told that when young in service, the constable was advised to never go out without a
bag on his bicycle handlebars, because if the local gentry liked you, they would drop a few eggs or perhaps a chicken into it. These
gratuities were not limited to rural officers, with city counterparts expecting free tram travel, and tickets to music halls, theatres or
cinemas on their patch. This seems to have been as acceptable to the public as police officers drinking, with even Mr Marks (of
Marks & Spencer), handing out cigars and gifts to officers. Some perks were not merely goods but payments of money, as in the
case of Inspector William Fairbrass, who in 1848 whilst off-duty saved an eminent citizen caught up in the middle of a riot, and
was rewarded with a box of sovereigns. These perks were most likely seen as acceptable in a time when strict rules governed officers‘ work and private lives, and their pay was little more than a farm labourer‘s and less than a miner‘s. This low pay could lead to
officers finding alternative sources of income, with one contemporary observer noting that ―Policemen are but men, their pay but
scanty, their situations precarious, and it would be too much to expect that all are so pure as to decline to make a little money when
favourable opportunities present themselves‖. Their ‗precarious situation‘ was the ease at which officers could be dismissed, which
created a catch-22; expected to be pinnacles of integrity but not sufficiently rewarded to be so, officers sometimes resorted to illegal methods to supplement their income. Not all their extra-curricular activities would necessarily be seen as illegal or massively
corrupt however. Officers working night shifts in industrial towns and cities for example could earn pennies from workers by acting as ‗knocking-up‘ men, banging on doors to wake residents.
A whole other range of making extra money existed which were clearly illegal. This included officers selling information
on individuals to people for a fee, such as the Chief Constable of Bedford in 1857 who was known to have provided information
on an individual to their prospective employer. In 1863, the Chief Constable of Lincolnshire stated that many officers had received
letters requesting information about the character, respectability and monetary value of private individuals from prospective employers or neighbours. He suspected that many officers had provided this information, and that the practice was commonplace nationwide. This may have been regarded as unacceptable by many senior officers, but it is conceivable that officers thought that by
providing such information, they may prevent respectable business owners from employing potential criminals. They may have
considered themselves to be upholding the police‘s founding philosophy that the ―principle object to be attained is the Prevention
of Crime‖.
A less obvious moneymaking scheme was that officers acted as prosecutors in some cases. Before the introduction of any
form of standardised criminal prosecution service, victims had to prosecute offenders at their own expense, winning the costs back
following a guilty verdict. Many poorer victims could therefore not afford to bring prosecutions, or the guilty party could not afford
to pay. In such examples, along with ‗victimless‘ crimes, the police would prosecute and be awarded costs. This provided scope for
profiteering activities though, and ―There were … stories reported to the mid-[19th] century Select Committee on Public Prosecutors of policemen supplementing their low wages by engineering malicious or trivial prosecutions to win the costs that the courts
awarded…‖.
Other officers were far more blatant at making money. In 1868, PC John Gillings of Ipswich Borough Police accepted money for
allowing two men to visit a prisoner in the cells, and in 1850, a Superintendent in Shropshire was dismissed for embezzlement.
Other officers were dismissed for simple theft offences, such as PC Owen Thomas of the Worcestershire Constabulary, who gluttonously helped himself to sandwiches at a fair in Bath in 1880. In 1892 PC 379A Best was forced to resign from the Metropolitan
Police after being found with a tea-can ―the property of another constable, obliterating the owners number, substituting his own
name and number, telling a deliberate falsehood in connection therewith; and considered unfit for the police force". In Coventry in
1861 the Chief Constable no less, absconded with £56 from the police fund. Officers did not limit themselves to one type of criminal enterprise either, with Superintendent Joseph ‗Jack the Lad‘ Young, who retired in 1872, a poster-boy for police malfeasance.
Throughout his career he was found guilty of drunkenness, withholding information, falsifying accounts, forging other officers‘
signatures, loaning out his police horse, and perhaps most bizarrely of all, working in a local butcher‘s shop in full uniform! Somehow he appears to have kept his job through all this, and received a pension, at a time when officers‘ pensions were sporadically
awarded, and mostly based on good conduct.
The above cases are a handful of examples of constables acting on the fringes of petty crime, and have been cited as the
kind of offences that officers of all ranks were involved in. Some officers however became deeply involved in criminality, bringing
the whole new police into disrepute. Perhaps the most famous of these is the ‗Turf Fraud‘ scandal in London in 1877. Three senior
detectives were implicated in a conspiracy revolving around receiving bribes to tip-off criminals about upcoming police action.
Three detectives stood trial at the Old Bailey, and were sentenced to two years imprisonment. As a result the Detective Branch was
re-organised and re-christened the Criminal Investigations Department. Almost half a century later, in 1922, these circumstances
were repeated, but even more wide-spread. In London, the wholly corrupt Sergeant George Goddard, was investigated for participating in illegal gambling rings, and more importantly taking and distributing bribes around his station, again aimed at tipping off
the bookmakers. He was exonerated, and in a cruel twist the police officer who reported him was dismissed for doing so falsely.
Goddard appeared to be unperturbed by this, continuing his practices, even expanding them. He was eventually caught and dis-
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missed in 1928 and prosecuted, receiving 18 months hard labour, a fine of £2000 and ordered to pay costs. In the resulting fallout,
two Sergeants and two PCs were dismissed for accepting free meals and associating with brothel keepers, and a short time later an
inspector and 26 constables were fired for accepting money from bookmakers, and another inspector and 23 PC‘s moved to other
divisions.
Other officers became involved in the criminal underworld, such as PC Charles King of the Met who was dismissed in 1854
and sentenced to 14 years transportation for theft after it emerged that he had been running a criminal gang of children, somewhat
akin to Oliver Twist‟s Fagan. Only one year later in 1855, PC Jesse Jeaps was dismissed after rumours linked him to the criminal
underworld where he was known as ‗Juicy Lips‘. It was believed he was supplying confiscated stolen goods for re-sale and arresting competitors to his gang‘s criminal enterprises. He had previously been hailed as an exemplary detective as a result of his high
number of arrests of offenders, and retrieving of goods from burglaries.
Such instances appear to be comparatively rare, and perhaps received a lot of publicity due to their extremely corrupt nature. Particularly prevalent was the sentiment against plain-clothed officers, who were viewed as spies. The public were warned
that non-uniformed officers were being run as a state secret police, out to ‗inform‘ on people. This was scare-mongering by the
socialist press, but two cases heightened the fears and played into the hands of the detractors. The biggest scandal during the police‘s early years were of the actions of Sergeant William Popay of the Met, who infiltrated the radical National Political Union in
1833. Ordered by a superior to attend the meetings in plain clothes to gather intelligence, Popay went above and beyond his r emit,
getting heavily involved and even becoming a key agitator. He was eventually spotted sitting in a police station by a NPU member.
When the news of this ‗spying‘ police infiltrator hit the press, a petition arrived at the House of Commons alleging they had:
“seen those whom they know to be policemen disguised in clothing of various descriptions, sometimes in the garb
of gentlemen, sometimes in that if tradesmen and artizans [sic], sometimes in sailor jackets, and sometimes in ploughmen‟s frocks: thus feeling themselves living among spies, seeking their lives, and sorely feeling the taxes heaped upon
them for the maintenance of those spies, they make this appeal to your honourable house.”
Believed to be exaggerations and generally a lie, it was still investigated by a Select Committee, who examined the actions
of the entire new police force. The Metropolitan Police was cleared of institutional wrongdoing, but it was held that Popay had
gone beyond his orders and was dismissed. Plain clothed patrols were allowed to continue too, with the Detective Branch being
formally established in 1842.
The actions of detectives in 1880 however showed that whilst the use of plain-clothed officers may have been ratified, their
actions could still be controversial. In a case that would clearly constitute entrapment today, the wife of an officer was sent into a
chemist‘s shop suspected of illegally supplying abortion drugs. The lady claimed to want the medication for her daughter, but the
chemist was apparently suspicious and refused her; and again a second time when she went in with a letter written by an inspector,
purporting to be the father. It was only on the third attempt when the woman went in with a sergeant masquerading as the father
that they managed to buy the drugs, at which point the chemist was arrested and prosecuted. He was found guilty, but there was
considerable public outrage at the underhand tactics of the police. Generally however, plain clothes officers proved a success, and
as with uniformed officers, the shock and outrage of the public and the press at such incidents of malfeasance would suggest that
these instances were the exceptions and not the norm.
Perhaps the most oft-cited example of misconduct arises in the general category of ‗police brutality‘. The press was full of
tales of officers being heavy-handed in their use of force, particularly at protests. The first protest to be ‗policed‘, was at Coldbath
Fields on 16th May 1833. The rally had been banned by the Home Secretary, who warned that any persons attempting to attend
would be prevented from doing so by the police. The 70 preventative officers deployed could not prevent the meeting from happening, and so they and 400 reinforcements then attempted to disperse the crowd. A large disorder ensued in which three officers were
stabbed, one fatally. One contemporary socialist account leaves no uncertainty as to the cause of the disorder;
“The speaker was here interrupted by the cry of “Police!” who had arrived at the end of Calthorpe Street, and
formed right across it, whet, they advanced in double-quick-time upon the meeting. Another party came up by a side
street, and also attacked those assembled.
The Chairman made some few further remarks, and called out to the meeting to “stand firm;” but with these
words in his mouth, he jumped down from his position, and escaped by the back of the House of Correction. The police came on, and used their staffs pretty freely, their object evidently being to catch the Chairman, and those connected with him in the meeting”.
Such rhetoric has to be interpreted with bias however, as one of the opening lines demonstrates when it claims that 3000
officers were present, at a time when the entire force numbered no more than 3500. It is widely acknowledged though that after the
police had initially dispersed the meeting, officers then pursued participants from the scene for some distance unnecessarily. There
were also allegations that some officers were drunk; had attacked innocent passers-by; and even set upon women who had fallen
over in the melee with truncheons. The police were fully exonerated by an inquiry, but apparently not by the public. A coroners
inquest jury returned a verdict of ‗justifiable homicide‘ regarding the slain officer. This shows the perceived infringement by the
police on people‘s right to protest, suggesting that police actions were over-zealous, and, if the coroners jury are to be believed,
illegal in their use of force.
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Lessons were apparently not learnt from the Coldbath Fields incident by a detachment of 90 Metropolitan officers who in
July 1839 were requested by Birmingham Magistrates, who had no new police of their own, to help with the policing of a series of
protests. The superintendent in charge commanded the crowds to disperse. When they took no notice of him, the police were ordered in with truncheons drawn, and a large disorder broke out in which the police were bested. Two days of rioting followed, and
order only restored by the military and police armed with cutlasses. The magistrates said afterwards that they regretted requesting
the police aid, believing that they had made the situation worse. This did not stop the government passing emergency legislation
allowing it to form its own police force, which the magistrates did in November of the same year.
Almost 25 years after Coldbath Fields, at protests in Hyde Park, after being heckled by crowds, the police charged them with the
liberal use of truncheons, and even a bull-whip by one mounted Superintendent. This incident resulted in officers‘ collar numbers
changing from being fancifully embroidered to block numbers following allegations that officers had attempted to hide them. November 1887 saw perhaps the most infamous example of protest policing at ‗Bloody Sunday‘ in Trafalgar Square. Three protestors
were killed and hundreds more allegedly assaulted by the police. It is interesting to note the view taken by mainstream press, that
seems to have been unbridled support of the police, with The Times reporting that London was celebrating the police‘s victory. It
included examples of various organisations showing their support, such as stockbrokers who collected £400 for the police. It can be
assumed that by this time popular sentiment was in favour of the police and their actions at protests; particularly those organised by
radicals. It does not alleviate the possibility of criminally heavy-handed policing tactics however, as it does not escape the deaths
and injuries of the protestors.
The Metropolitan Police were not the only force facing brutality complaints either. Nottingham‘s police were accused of baton
charging crowds gathering in the town for the 1885 general election without provocation. The subsequent inquiry ruled against the
police, concluding that officers had failed to obey orders to stand firm, and used their truncheons most inappropriately. Liverpool
too had its own ‗Bloody Sunday‘ as late as August 1911, when officers attempted to deal with a large strike resulting in two days
of rioting, during which two people were killed and many more injured. The Met also continued to generate criticism in the early
twentieth century, when in 1907 officers dispersed a crowd of some 800 suffragettes, with further allegations of brutality being
made.
It could be argued that the new police, who had no experience of policing demonstrations, needed to learn and develop
tactics, and that mistakes were part of the learning process. It must also be remembered that prior to Peel‘s newcomers, demonstrations had generally taken place without any fear of reprisals unless they got out of hand, when local militia would be called in, or
special constables sworn in prior. Now protestors faced censure and the prospect of their meetings being prevented. The police
however were only acting in most instances under the Home Secretary‘s orders to prevent prohibited meetings; particularly
‗Bloody Sunday‘, where the protestors were demonstrating specifically against the banning of public assemblies in Trafalgar
Square. It is also plausible that protestors sought to divert attention from their own aggressive behaviour, by shifting focus to
‗police ruffians‘ trying to violently suppress legitimate protest. With appropriate legal warning given however that crowds would
be dispersed using whatever force necessary, it cannot be concluded that police were acting illegally.
Clive Emsley has an alternative theory of why accusations of police brutality were common, with the idea of a ‗tough copper‘. He
argues that Victorian officers were expected to patrol with simply a truncheon and rattle through the slums of the industrial towns
were the men were tough, so officers had to be tougher. As Emsley puts it, ―a policeman‘s beat could … be a dangerous place, and
it needed a tough man to walk it.‖. Assaults on police officers were common throughout the period as David Taylor demonstrates
with the shocking statistic that even as late as between 1903-1906, 2500 Metropolitan officers were assaulted, equating to approximately one-in-four constables being attacked each year. In 1860‘s Middlesbrough, statistically a policeman might expect to get
assaulted twice a year; these only being the ones that got recorded, which an officer was unlikely to do if he lost, for fear of perceived weakness. Officers would therefore have felt the need to ‗prove themselves‘, especially in the face of popular culture that
often perceived them as dandies. This need could manifest through violence and apparent heavy-handedness, to demonstrate control in a language the criminals understood. It would therefore be hard to conclude that officers were institutionally corrupt, when
they were simply products of their society.
What this theory fails to take into account is the actions of officers towards detainees, or individuals who were not the hard men of
the slums. The need to stand together to prove strength may have in fact proved misconduct, as the memoirs of constable John
Monk suggest. He speaks of a Detective Sergeant who assaulted a prisoner in the cells in front of an inspector and five other constables who did nothing. At a subsequent trial the officer was found not guilty, but the judge remarked that he strongly suspected
the officers of perjury to cover the incident up. The idea of the ‗tough copper‘ even extended to the relations between colleagues,
with disputes often settled by violence. Between men of equal ranks, this was intended to resolve the dispute, but if the loser complained he could well be ostracised. The rank structure did not necessarily prevent officers from using physical violence either,
although it tended to have more dramatic outcomes. When PC‘s Thomas Taylor and Jewitt Hardy of the Middlesbrough police in
the 1860‘s assaulted their sergeant they were dismissed, as was Oldham‘s John Bottomley after striking the Chief Constable. These
examples are but a few of many, and support the idea of the policeman having to not only prove that he was physically capable of
handling himself, but also the view of ‗manliness‘ at the time. Other officers attempted to prove their masculinity through womanising, even though simply associating with women of ill-repute could mean trouble. A popular opinion in satirical publications and
songs throughout the period, was one of the ‗bobby‘ who took time out of his patrol to chat with maids. This problem appeared
serious enough to warrant its repeated inclusion in the Metropolitan Police‘s General Orders in 1830, reminding officers that to be
caught doing so was to face dismissal. Such ‗community engagement‘ could hardly be considered corrupt by today‘s standards, but
other officers took it further. PC Cook of the West Suffolk Rural Police allowed a prostitute to stay in his room at Mildenhall Po-
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lice Station, and even left his keys with her when he went on patrol; and Oldham constable James Brook whose one-week career
saw him both ‗misbehaving‘ with a married lady and ―taking indecent liberties with the daughter of Inspector Winterbottom‖! One
officer from Worcestershire was dismissed in 1880 after being caught having intercourse with a woman twice on duty in broad
daylight, in view of nearby children. Interactions with women on a larger scale were also a cause for allegations of corruption,
such as when the Met Commissioner ordered a crackdown on prostitution in 1883. Officers on patrol seemingly believed any
woman out after dark on her own was ‗up to no good‘. This resulted in numerous complaints from women claiming to have been
falsely arrested. It also led to claims of widespread corruption by officers blackmailing women, for money or ‗favours‘. This
clampdown resulted in the wrongful arrest for soliciting on 28 th June 1887 of Elizabeth Cass. At court PC Bowen Endacott testified
that he had seen Cass loitering numerous times previously on Regent Street. Cass though called to her defence her employer, who
testified that Cass had only been in London a short time, and had never been out late at night. Cass was acquitted, and her case
raised in Parliament. PC Endacott was investigated and fired, before being tried but cleared of perjury. The ‗Cass‘ case marked the
end of this clampdown, but did not stop another, equally unsuccessful and controversial one being attempted less than twenty years
later. The crackdown on prostitution in London also highlighted the potential for Chiefs and watch committees to abuse their authority according to their own values. The Met commissioners had targeted prostitution, as did the Watch Committee of Liverpool
in 1890. Others imposed their temperance views on their boroughs, such as the Chief Constable of Birmingham who in 1880 decided to prosecute all drunks, regardless of their being disorderly. The Watch Committee of York encouraged similar firm action
against drunks, and any form of associated activity such as street gambling. Superintendent Heaton even launched the
‗Huddersfield Crusade‘ in an attempt to improve the morals of the whole town, clamping down on public houses, animal fights,
Guy Fawkes celebrations, and even attempted to prosecute (unsuccessfully) three men for watching cricket having been ordered to
attend church. Such actions that ran counter to the desired impartiality of the police could be deemed a form of corruption, and one
that could only be perpetrated by the higher ranks.
The cited examples could be taken in one of two ways; either indicative of the whole, or as isolated examples of ‗bad apples‘. It would be unjust to conclude that the actions of a few represent the actions of the many, as a study today would also find.
Similarities can be drawn between the main scandals in the first century of policing, and those of the twenty-first century. It would
be wrong for example to criticise the ‗brutality‘ of the early police‘s public order tactics, when in 2009 a man was killed during a
demonstration in London, and several days rioting followed the police shooting of a man in 2011. Officers tipping off organised
criminals can be similarly linked to the actions of DC Charles Fletcher of Nottingham, who supplied information to the Gunn family of criminals. The case of Sergeant Popay is very similar to the infiltration of environmental protestors by PC Mark Kennedy and
even cases of officers providing information about people in exchange for money has found an echo with officers selling information to the News of the World newspaper. Other inquiries into policing such as Macpherson‘s have returned verdicts such as the
police being ―institutionally racist‖, or the Hillsborough tragedy highlighting the widespread amending or colluding of statements.
With such examples occurring today, it would be easy for a future historian to conclude that officers now are generally corrupt, but
our experience shows this is not true. The ‗bad apples‘ theory would therefore seem more likely, with the actions of rogue officers
making headlines and selling newspapers. It is interesting to note that perhaps the most widespread issues of police malfeasance
during the period in question – drunkenness and receiving perks – have undergone a paradigm shift. Drunkenness on duty particularly is unheard of, and it‘s unlikely that any licensee would serve a police officer in uniform. The expectation of gratuities and
perks is also dwindling. The uncertain early days of the new police seems to have provided enterprising officers more opportunity
to devise extra-curricular income streams, before it was codified against. The ease and frequency with which officers were dismissed from forces however would suggest that only those officers of the very highest calibre maintained a career as a ‗Peeler‘, and
as such it cannot be concluded that corruption, criminality or malfeasance were in any way widespread. Moreover that the early
‗Bobbies‘, patrolling on foot without pause, for long shifts in all weathers, in ill-fitting clothes with little in the way of personal
protective equipment and facing animosity from a broad sector of society, can be held as an example to their counterparts of today.
==========================================================================================================

CAN YOU WRITE A STORY ABOUT YOUR SERVICE.
WHETHER YOU SERVED AS A POLICE OFFICER OR NOT,
THE JOURNAL EDITOR IS INTERESTED IN ANYARTCLE ON
CURRENT OR HISTORICAL MATTERS RELATING TO
POLICING.
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FORTUNATELY THE ONLY ONE?
APPARENTLY NOT!
From Derek George, Orpington, Kent
Dear Chris
Regarding the article in No.14 issue of ‘The Peeler’ and PHS Journal No 25 Headed ‘Fortunately the only one?’ About
1970 I was Duty Officer at Croydon Police Station’ and took a charge of murder against a P.C. I can’t remember his
name, but I know he was stationed at Wallington Police Station. I think the arresting officer was Det. Supt. HENDERSON of the Murder Squad. The P.C. had killed his wife, a nurse and subsequently pleaded guilty to manslaughter. He
had apparently buried her body in a field and although he tried to show the arresting officer where this was, as far
as I know her body was never found.
I hope that this memory is of interest to you.
=============================
And another report
Re the short item by Derek George on page 11 of Peeler No. 15 2012 and PHS Journal No 25.
I was an Inspector at Wallington during the 1960s. The P C who murdered his wife came to my notice because he
was rather odd, lie did not mix or socialise with the other officers. He always seemed to be sitting alone during meal
breaks and never spoke unless spoken to. He had a thing’ about car revenue licences, Hardly a shift went by without
him handing in a process book for an offence of no revenue licence; Often more than one. In those days it was
thought a car had to be driven on a road before it committed an offence of no revenue licence. He would wait hours
to catch a driver moving a vehicle without a current tax disc, even used his own time off duty, if necessary. He did
not show interest in any other Police work, but his mania to look at every revenue licence often turned up offences
of forgery, altered.or stolen licences and led to the discovery of a ringed stolen car on one occasion.
In the area of Woodmansterne on Wallington section there were a number of small holdings set up by a charity for
ex-servicemen after WWI. They were usually one man concerns raising goats,pigs, chickens and the like. Many of
them had a Heath Robinson type of vehicle to carry swill etc. to different parts of the holding. They were amateurish
and dodgy constructions and although driven by an old vehicle petrol engine they were not registered as a motor
vehicle or taxed. They were frequently used on the public roads locally. The PC knew all the rules and regulations
about ‘off road’ vehicles requirements for tax, and often kept observation and personal records to report them for
tax evasion. The station officers did not like taking his reports because they were complicated and sometimes
needed long reports to the Revenue authorities. He also caused bother by not being on his beat but off somewhere
trying to catch an offender. He started to come to me with some of his cases as I did not discourage him.
When I heard later he had murdered his wife I was surprised as he did not seem the sort tor violence, I never saw
him lose his temper or get annoyed.
The story I heard about the murder was that his mother in law reported her daughter missing. When questioned the
P C said she had run off with another man, but eventually admitted killing her during a quarrel. I don’t think it was
found out how. He had driven around with the body one night and left it in one of the trenches opened up for the
natural gas pipeline which was being laid everywhere. As it was in a strange area to him he claimed not to know
exactly where.
The cause of the quarrel was never known by me, hut I guessed it was because she had not taxed the family car!
Unknown Author
=============================================================================
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PICTURE PAGE
MYSTERY PICTURES
The picture on the left is described as a picture of a police officer. I do not believe that this
is so. He looks rather like a messenger of some sort, maybe the Corps of Commissionaires.
He has two medals and the picture is dated 1879 and was taken in Greenwich, London.
Any guesses?

This is a group of people at some event possibly in a village. The five young ladies in the centre are all in white, could this
be a confirmation? There is some sort of structure over the group with banners and flowers. I don't recognize the badge on
the policemans helmet, could it be Kent?
===================================================================================

METROPOLITAN MATTERS 1893
From The Strand Magazine
Policeman Admits Deliberate Fatal Blow
The magazine found a little known cemetery for dogs in Hyde Park where a stone bears the legend ―Topper- Hyde Park Police
Station 9th June 1893.‖ The reporter wrote ―A very different picture is presented from the enviable memory of many of the loved
and virtuous inhabitants, such as the good tempered and intelligent "Prinnie." A darker reputation lives on after the death of the
insufferably vulgar "Topper", whose deplorable self-indulgence was the cause of his untimely end. "Topper" was a common, disreputable fox-terrier, and belonged to the Hyde Park Police-Station, which has its local habitation next to the guard house, and
north of the Serpentine. To the gallant custodians of the peace of Hyde Park "Topper" stood very much in the relation of a daughter of the regiment. He would turn out with them on inspection, and was frequently sent down for punishment on account of his
disgraceful habits. He did not possess that instinct of personal cleanliness that every well-bred dog displays. He used also to accompany the men on their march to King Street police station, Westminster. He had his favourites, and with these he loved to turn
out on night duty. For he had Bohemian tastes, and delighted in roaming about at night, when all well-conducted dogs are in bed
and asleep. But he was not a genial animal: there was a bad strain in him which seemed to run through every line of his character.
Policemen whom he did not like he would still pretend to be fond of, and he would accompany them on night duty, and then get
lost, and come back disconsolate to the police station. He was a snob. too, and a snob of the lowest and most contemptible kind.
When marching with the men, he would sometimes become ashamed of his honest companions, and would leave them to walk
behind some elegant gentleman of fashion in the Row, to whom he would pretend to belong, until he was ignominiously kicked
away by the disgusted promenader. A greater contrast to the celebrated firemen's dog, who used to save the lives of children from
burning buildings, could not well imagined. But his gravest fault was his greediness. He has been described by a policeman as an
"avaricious dog," for although, owing to his dissipated habits, his appetite was not, on ordinary occasions, hearty, he would eat
ravenously if watched by a kitten or another dog. It was through over-eating that he got ill, and in pity he was appropriately killed
with a truncheon. We have seen and talked with the policeman that did the deed.‖
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SUDDEN DEATHS
John Solway (Metropolitan, Warrant No 131271)
Posted to Paddington in 1947 as a probationer I seemed to keep running into sudden deaths! On my first early turn out alone on a
beat off the Harrow Road I was stopped by a young man who said they were worried about the old lady living next door. They
could smell gas but could get no reply from knocking.
The premises concerned were a small two up two down house. The young man helped me force the sash window facing on the
street. The house was full of gas, so taking a deep breath I climbed in and ran round to open the front door. Another deep breath
and I went through to the kitchen. On the floor next to an overturned chair by the small table was the old lady. She was not breathing. After opening the back door into the small garden and the window, I turned the gas oven off. It was turned on but not lit. I
carried the old lady out to the front and a neighbour put down a blanket and pillow to lay her on. I asked a bystander to go to a
nearby public telephone box and call an ambulance and the police Station. Then I started to give the lady artificial respiration.
(Mouth to mouth had not come in at that time‘) A fire engine turned up having been called by someone. The firemen asked if I
would like them to take over the resuscitation. Leaving them to work on the lady I went back to check the house, no one else there.
in the oven I saw there was an uncooked rice pudding. The inquest verdict of accidental death came to the conclusion she had put
the rice in the oven, turned it on but not lit the gas, there were matches on a shelf nearby. She had sat on a chair by the table and fell
off when overcome by the gas. Whilst looking round the kitchen I found a large black cat curled up in a basket, it was not breathing. I picked it up and went out to the front of the house where the firemen were still working on the old lady. With my hands I
pressed in and out on the cat‘s chest. Surprisingly it started to breath and wriggled to be put down. Just at that moment the duty
officer, an Inspector came round the corner. He was furious to find me resuscitating a cat whilst firemen were working on the lady.
The story soon went round the station the new PC lost the human victim but saved the cat!
The next week on early turn I was in a residential street in Maida Vale. At about 9-30 I saw a woman standing at her front gate
waving frantically at me. I went across and she informed me one of her B & B lodgers was dead in bed, she had dialled 999 and
was waiting for Police to turn up. Whilst we were talking the wireless car turned up. After finding out what the score was it was
agreed I would deal with the case and the car could go back on the air. They said they would get the station to send the Divisional
Surgeon and Coroners Officer. The story from the landlady was that the man, in his early twenties had turned up the afternoon
before with a large suitcase, he wanted a room for about three days but said he might stay longer. He did not come down to breakfast at 8 am and at about 8-30 she knocked on the door and reminded him he would miss breakfast. Half an hour later she knocked
again. Receiving no response she used her pass key unlocked the door and went in. He was laying in bed as though asleep but when
she went to shake him she realised he was dead. The doctor arrived and between us we uncovered the body carefully. He was in
pyjamas with no sign of injury or disturbance; the doctor said he had been dead for some hours. I searched the room. A smart suit
was hung in the wardrobe. A good watch was on the bedside table with a wallet containing quite a bit of money in notes. There
was also some loose change. In the jacket pocket I found a National Identity card with an address in Yorkshire, the last date
therein about 18 months ago, also a note hook with what looked like phone numbers and names but difficult to decipher with a
cursory examination. The suitcase contained clothes and toiletries you would expect a man to carry around when away from home.
After the body had been removed to the mortuary I took all the possessions back to the station. A message to the Yorkshire Police
brought back the following information. It was the address of his parents he had had a medical and been found fit for National Service but his call up had been deferred because he was studying for some sort of diploma. Having gained the diploma, he was instructed to report to a military establishment. A couple of days before the date he was to report, he drew out all his savings, packed
a suitcase and left without saying where he was going to anyone, this was nearly a year before. The parents and his friends had
heard nothing from him. Both civil and military police had searched the house a couple of times. A check of the police circulations
showed him as wanted for failing to report for National Service. The Detective Sergeant dealing with the case asked me if I would
like to come to the autopsy the next morning. When we arrived the Mortuary assistant had laid out the body and taken off the pyjamas. The pathologist came in and as he walked towards the table, he said. ‗I think I know why he died. Look at that very dark
staining at the hack of the head and neck; you don‘t get that much blood in the head unless a blood vessel is still pumping.‖ The
top of the head was sawn off and the brain extracted. (The C I D officer disappeared outside) The pathologist in triumph showed
me and the assistant where a small artery was split. He said this was a fault the victim was born with and the artery could burst at
anytime. He was puzzled by the fact the deceased was lying in bed presumably asleep because it normally happened when their
blood pressure was raised like when running or playing a vigorous sport, he presumed he might have had a nightmare.
Back at the station I asked my sergeant if I could make some enquiries using the notebook to see what he had been up to whilst
missing but was told no. It was death by natural causes. His property would be handed over to the parents who were coming down
to identify the body and take it home. I have often wondered what I might have turned up.
The next lot of early turn produced another death!! I was walking past a petrol service station in Marylebone Road at about 7-30
am when this young chap stopped me. He said he was an employee at the station. Normally at this time another employee who
lived in a room next to the office had opened up the business. He could see this employee through a window lying on the bed but
could not raise him by knocking or shouting. I went to the window and the chap who looked to be about 30 was lying fully dressed
on the single bed. Nothing would rouse him. The man who had called me went across to a telephone box and called the manager
who turned up very quickly in his car. With his key the room was opened and on examination of the body I could see the man was
dead. From the office I called the station for the divisional Surgeon. Coroner‘s Officer etc.
The Manager said the employee lived in this room as part of his salary. He opened up in the morning and locked up at night Monday to Saturday (closed on Sunday) and generally acted as caretaker. He also served the customers on the forecourt. He had been
working there for about two years, never been away on holiday, or had visitors. His meals were usually takeaways or in a local café
nearby. He was a very quiet man, rarely spoke unless spoken to, but was very reliable and willing. Whilst waiting for the doctor, I
searched the room for any information on next of kin. I found only his discharge paper from the army in 1946. However, what
disturbed me I found small envelopes containing money all over the place. When I showed these to the Manager he said they were
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his pay packets. Some were unopened. Clearly he had just lived
on the tips he received serving on the forecourt and hardly used
his pay. I called the station again and asked for assistance. My
reporting sergeant turned up and we checked all the money and
he said he would take over the case. The cause of death was a
heart attack. The enquiries to trace next of kin was unsuccessful
so the couple of thousand pounds we found, a lot of money in
the 1940s went to the Crown.
Three sudden deaths in as many weeks; I dreaded early turn!
==================================
WHO REMEMBERS?
Richard Cowley
The meteorologists had been keeping an eye on 'Low Z' since
midnight on Thursday 29 January 1953. Although the pressure
was falling steadily, there was nothing menacing at this stage, as
the direction was north easterly, away from the British Isles.
However, at midnight on Friday 30 January, now being driven
by north westerly and then northerly winds, 'Low Z' was pushed
south into the North Sea, and at 6am on Saturday 31 January,
was just to the east of the Orkney Islands, with the lowest recorded pressure of 968 millibars.
Meanwhile, to the west of the depression, 'High A' was building to 1032 millibars, and moving relentlessly east. This resulted
in the isobars being squeezed into an unusually steep pressure
gradient, resulting in unprecedented wind speeds. At 6am at
Grimsetter on Orkney, a gust of 125 miles per hour was recorded - Hurricane Force 12 on the Beaufort scale is 75 miles
per hour!
All through that Saturday, 'Low Z' continued inexorably
south down the eastern coast of Scotland and England with no
change of pressure. To make matters worse, an abnormally high
full moon spring tide was occurring. The combination of this,
coupled with the unusually vigorous depression, caused the most
devastating storm and flooding this country has ever known much, much worse than the 'Hurricane' of October 1987. The
total death toll was to be 531, with 307 people being drowned in
the counties of Lincolnshire, Norfolk, Suffolk and Essex; and a
further 224 sailors drowning in shipwrecks around the coast.
In Lincolnshire flooding occurred from Mablethorpe to
Skegness and stretched two miles inland. In Suffolk, 38 people
drowned at Felixstowe. In Essex 58 people died on Canvey Island, and another 37 died when the village of Jaywick was
washed away.

The progress of the storm - Midnight on Friday 30 January, and
Noon on Saturday 31 January 1953.
So it is utterly amazing that this most devastating natural
disaster is hardly remembered, and only one book has been has
been written about it, and that for only one county.(1) But what is
remembered, is during that one night, an incredible 30 police
officers were decorated - 19 for gallantry and 11 for meritorious
service - a phenomenon that was unprecedented, even during
The Blitz, and has never been matched since.
The gallantry awards appeared in the London Gazette of 28
April 1953 (Number 39834), and the Meritorious Service
awards (given mainly for rescue co-ordination), appeared in the
Birthday Honours List in the London Gazette of 1 June 1953
(Number 39863).
NORTH RIDING OF YORKSHIRE CONSTABULARY
For Meritorious Service :
BOWLING, Harold, awarded the British Empire Medal as
Constable.
LINCOLNSHIRE CONSTABULARY
For Gallantry :
DEPTFORD, Leonard Charles, awarded The George Medal
as Constable.
The sea defences on the Lincolnshire coast were breached in
several places resulting in serious flooding. At Chapel St Leonards, PC Deptford searched a bungalow which had collapsed
into the sea, but finding nobody, made his way across the remains of a sea bank to a two storey house where many elderly
people were sheltering in upstairs rooms. The foundations had
disintegrated and the building was on the point collapse. He
roped the persons together and led them to safety across the
remains of the sea bank which was being pounded by mountainous waves. All reached safety.
PC Deptford then improvised a raft with empty fuel barrels
and rescued an elderly bed-ridden couple from a threatened
house by strapping them to stretchers on top of the raft. From
another bungalow, he rescued several more elderly persons by
leading them across the broken sea-bank, and at one point had to
carry two infirm persons across the breaches in the bank. He
then continued to assist for the next 24 hours.
'Constable Deptford displayed gallantry of an exceptionally high
order in crossing the broken sea wall at the
height of a very strong gale and in the face of mountainous seas,
and successfully led a most hazardous enterprise'.
LEWIS, Charles, awarded The George Medal as Inspector.
When a sea bank collapsed, Mablethorpe police station was
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flooded by several feet of sea water, and all services were put
out of action. Hearing cries for help, Inspector Lewis opened a
window, climbed out, and waded towards the cries. The gale
lashed the water to head height, but he reached a garage drive
where an elderly couple were in danger of drowning. Inspector
Lewis got the woman onto his shoulders and struggled across
the street with them to shelter in an upstairs room. He then
flagged down a lorry and went to Sutton-on-Sea where the
promenade and sea defences had been carried away, leaving the
main street under two to eight feet of water A hundred people
were sheltering in the cinema, and Inspector Lewis arranged
evacuation of them and of nearby old peoples' bungalows. He
then went to Trusthorpe, where in very hazardous circumstance
he rescued seven elderly men and women from threatened bungalows, despite being up to his neck in sea water.
'Inspector Lewis returned to Mablethorpe and continued
with the
evacuation of the inhabitants until 10.30 pm on
Monday 2 February, having been continuously on duty for 54
hours, for 26 of which he
was constantly in and out of ice
cold sea water.'
BRAY, John Geoffrey, awarded The British Empire Medal
for Gallantry as Sergeant.
When the sea defences had been breached at Sandilands, PS
Bray went to the spot, where he tried to reach an elderly lady in
a bungalow below the sea bank, but was driven back by the
strong debris-strewn current. On reaching another house, he
helped a man up to his bedroom for shelter, but was then trapped
in the house himself because of the water. After some time, the
water receded and PS Bray made his way to a hotel where residents had assembled. He then visited the houses of the residents
who were unaccounted for, and rescued many people, taking
them all back to the hotel.
'Sergeant Bray was completely out of touch with his
senior officers, but he continued to use his initiative and to work
without ceasing
for 46 hours until the worst of the danger
had passed. He had been
wet through the whole time and
the icy wind had served to intensify the cold.'
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TROUT, Arthur, awarded The Queen's Commendation for
Brave Conduct as Sergeant.
WALKER, Charles William, awarded The Queen's Commendation for Brave Conduct as Constable.
'For rescuing people trapped by the floods at Sutton-on-Sea'.
For Meritorious Service :
BARNES, Sidney George, created a Member of the Order of
the British Empire (MBE) as Superintendent.
GREENWOOD, Ronald Berry, created an Officer of the Order of the British Empire (OBE) as Assistant Chief Constable.
NORFOLK CONSTABULARY
For Gallantry :
BUNNEY, Gerald, awarded The British Empire Medal for
Gallantry as Sergeant.
In attempting to gain access to Snettisham beach, PS Bunney
managed to get to a mile from the sea, but seeing torrential flood
water rushing towards him he turned and raced the floods back
to Dersingham to warn the local inhabitants. He then went to
Snettisham where he organised rescue parties, and at the head of
a rope life line attempted to get to a house about a mile away,
the water constantly reaching up to the necks of the rescuers.
The current was so strong, that the team split up after threequarters of a mile. PS Bunney and his contingent continued to a
house where 18 people were rescued. During this rescue one of
the rescuers who was carrying a young child was attacked by
cramp and fell into the water, but PS Bunney managed to rescue
both of them and take them to safety. PS Bunney then organised
more rescues throughout that night and well into the next day.

NOBBS, Henry Ernest, awarded The British Empire Medal
for Gallantry as Constable.
At Snettisham, PC Nobbs organised a rope line and entered
the flood waters to rescue a man clinging to a telegraph pole
some distance away. Because of the current and waves being
whipped up by the severe gale, progress from telegraph pole to
telegraph pole was slow. The man was reached, and was on the
point of exhaustion and about to slip into the water. PC Nobbs
MIDGLEY, Francis Joseph, awarded The British Empire left the rope line, grabbed the man and brought him to safety. PC
Medal for Gallantry as Constable.
Nobbs then remained on duty and at one point rescued three
PC Midgley was at home, off duty, when he learnt of the more people from a flooded holiday camp.
breach of the sea defences at Sandilands, Sutton-on-Sea. He
waded into the street, and brought three people to the safety of DONNE, Noel Edward, awarded The Queen's Commendahis own home. He then returned and rescued two elderly ladies tion for Brave Conduct as Constable.
who were struggling in the water. Going out again, he saw an SKERRITT, Raymond Yorick, awarded The Queen's Comelderly couple chest deep in water. PC Midgley managed to mendation for Brave Conduct as Constable.
reach them and was taking them along his garden path, when the 'For rescuing people trapped by the floods at King's Lynn'.
water washed them into a deep hole which had been scoured out
by the floods. PC Midgley managed to reach the couple and For Meritorious Service :
after a struggle, managed to get them and himself back to the DANIELS, Graham Fredrick Flaxman, awarded the British
garden path.
Empire Medal as Detective Inspector.
'At 11pm. the water receded somewhat, and Constable GARNER, William, created a Member of the Order of the
Midgley
waded out of the house to assist with the evacua- British Empire (MBE) as Superintendent.
tion'.
GREAT YARMOUTH COUNTY BOROUGH POLICE
BOND, Douglas Arthur, awarded The Queen's Commenda- For Gallantry :
tion for Brave Conduct as Constable.
BAUMBER, George William, awarded The British Empire
RAWSON, George Charles, awarded The Queen's Commen- Medal for Gallantry as Constable.
dation for Brave Conduct as Constable.
PC Baumber was on motor patrol when he was told of
'For rescuing people trapped by the floods at Mablethorpe'.
trapped persons on a caravan site on the banks of the River
Yare. He left his car about 20 yards from the floods, took off his
COOKE, John Charles, awarded The Queen's Commenda- jacket and entered the floods. Despite the strong current, he
tion for Brave Conduct as Constable.
waded to the caravans which were surrounded by five feet of
NEEDHAM, Dennis Clifford, awarded The Queen's Com- water. At the first caravan, he helped a woman onto the roof. At
mendation for Brave Conduct as Constable.
another caravan despite a collapsing pile of logs, he broke the
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caravan window and got the persons onto the roof. Wading back
to the bank, PC Baumber tried to construct a raft, but because he
was numb with cold was unable to do so. However, he obtained
a boat and by this means, rescued those people who had escaped
to roof tops.
EAST SUFFOLK CONSTABULARY
For Gallantry :
DUNNETT, Leslie George, awarded The Queen's Commendation for Brave Conduct as Sergeant.
'For rescuing people trapped by the floods at Felixstowe'.
REEVE, Lewis William, awarded The Queen's Commendation for Brave Conduct as Constable.
'For rescuing people trapped by the floods at Wherstead'.
For Meritorious Service :
LING, Leslie George, awarded the British Empire Medal as
Special Constable.
ESSEX CONSTABULARY
For Gallantry :
BATCHELOR, Joseph, awarded The British Empire Medal
for Gallantry as Special Constable.
SC Batchelor reported for duty at Jaywick in the early hours
of the morning and throughout the day he helped to man the
boats and assist in the rescue operations. On many occasions he
carried survivors to waiting ambulances through the water,
which was chest deep. He continued to carry out rescue work
under appalling conditions until sent to hospital for treatment.
HARMER, Donald Percival, awarded The Queen's Commendation for Brave Conduct as Constable.
' For rescuing people trapped by floods at Jaywick'.
For Meritorious Service :
HOWES, William Edward, awarded the British Empire
Medal as Sergeant.
WOOD, Norman John, awarded the British Empire Medal as
Inspector.
KENT CONSTABULARY
For Meritorious Service :
BROWN, James Charles Frederick, awarded the British Empire Medal as Chief Inspector.
FOWLER, Norman William Frederick, created an Officer of
the Order of the British Empire (OBE) as Assistant Chief
Constable.
SETTERFIELD, Charlie William Thomas, awarded the British Empire Medal as Inspector.
And what then? By the early hours of Sunday 1 February, the
storm was on the Dutch coast, with a central pressure of 972
millibars. It rampaged through Belgium and The Netherlands,
where an incredible 1,864 people, and an estimated 30,000 animals were drowned. And it is this enormous death toll which
ensures that the 1953 storm is permanently etched into Dutch
folk memory as the 'Watersnoodramp' - 'The Great Flood Disaster' - in complete contrast, it seems, to that of the British.
Reference :
1.
Grieve, Hilda The Great Tide : The story of the 1953
flood disaster in
Essex Essex County Council, 1959.
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Polar Policeman.
Paul Dew
Edward McKenzie joined the Metropolitan Police just before the
First World War on 1st December 1913 as a PC 475 on Y div
with the warrant number 103469. The Y Divisional Ledger
entry provides more details, he was 25 when he joined, born at
Winterton near Great Yarmouth, 5' 7½'' tall and his previous
occupation was seaman.
His career with the police began in the Seven Sisters Road area
but shortly after the outbreak of the First World War he joined
the Guards and served for 6 months in a machine gun regiment
until a special transfer brought him back to the Met. At the end
of the war he transferred to Mounted Branch at Limehouse then
in 1920 to North Woolwich.
As befits a former seaman he joined Thames Division in 1930
(as PC 'TA 140') serving at Wapping, Blackwall and Erith until
his retirement 1938. However in 1939 he rejoined as a War
Reserve PC, staying until 3rd January 1941 when he retired on
medical grounds. His home was in Sheerness and it was there,
next door to his son's house, he died in 1973.
These 'bare bones' of a police career however exclude his claim
to fame, revealed in a January 1942 issue of Police Review. In
the article it says that McKenzie was a member of Scott's famous expedition to the South Pole (1911 - 1912). The story of
this, Scott's journey to the South Pole, return towards the coast,
death before reaching safety and the suicide of Oates who feared
being burden on his companions is quite well known.
McKenzie's part in the expedition (he was a Leading Stoker on
the expedition ship Terra Nova) is not often mentioned in books
but in the film Scott of the Antarctic Sam Kydd took the role of
McKenzie who asks Scott if the ship's cat can be taken to the
pole. However, indirectly he is very famous as he was the
model for the melodramatic painting, now at the Cavalry and
Guards Club in Piccadilly, by John Charles Dollman (1851 1934) of Oates leaving the tent during a blizzard. Immediately
before then Oates had said 'I am just going outside and might be
some time' and it is this painting and incident that, to many,
epitomises the spirit of the pre First World War polar explorers.
Why McKenzie was chosen is a mystery; although the painting
does not show the face in detail presumably it was thought
someone who had been to Antarctica would add a touch of authenticity, know exactly what it as like to move against high
wind in the bitter cold and snow and be familiar with the correct
clothing.
In common with the other members of the Scott Expedition he
was awarded the Polar Medal. Finally it is worth adding that he
was skilled at making models of ships and a model of the Terra
Nova (the expedition ship) made by him was presented to the
Science Museum.
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THE METROPOLITAN POLICE – preparing for war.
Welfare.
One of the attractions of belonging to an organisation such as the police is that there has always been a strong element of support for its officers including issues relating to health, housing and general well being. The planning for a war situat ion carried
out by the police from 1936covered a vast range of issues and these included the welfare officers of all ranks from Constable to
Commissioner. As an example it was realised that there needed to be a rota of Senior Officers on duty at night so that decisions
could easily be obtained for situations covering a wide area of the Police District. It was therefore decided that the Deputy and
Assistant Commissioners, of which there were four, and the Commandant of the Police College, would work a rota to cover out
of office hours, a note on the papers pointed out however that there was a need for these officers to be relieved for meals, a
reasonable statement, and that 3 hours should be allowed for dinner! As the senior officers would often take their meals away
from Scotland Yard a condition of this arrangement was that they would leave contact telephone numbers.
Arrangements were also put in hand to ensure that all divisional officers were able to have access to a canteen, often open 24
hours a day, and stocks of food were allocated for this purpose. These arrangements were particularly put in place so that local
officers could be fed at their place of duty, it did however cause some concern when other officers, not locally based, tried to
have access to the meals provided. These meals were not free but costs were kept down. At the same time divisional officers on
routine duties were allowed a 30 minute break in an 8 hour tour of duty, initially this was to be extended by 30 minutes, before
or after the refreshment period, when the officers would be on reserve. This extra half hour was cancelled in 1942.
Scotland Yard, being on the river and very close to parliament and government offices, was considered to be a target and arrangements were put in hand to move as many staff as possible to other locations. One of the suggestions was Hayes in Kent but
it was pointed out that this would be directly under the main flight path of bombers and was not therefore such a good idea.
Instead a girl’s school in Putney, which was vacated, was taken over and used by several of the administrative branches of the
police. Londoners will know that this latter location is on the river which was itself used by enemy pilots as an aid to navigation;
it did however have the advantage of easier access. In the event Scotland Yard was itself bombed and the Commissioner’s office
badly damaged, fortunately there were no casualties.
As far as beat constables were concerned it was suggested that a system of ringing in (reporting from Police boxes or posts)
every two hours, as against one in four, should be adopted. This had several advantages, one was that such regular reporting
could assist in providing a regular supply of up to date information regarding damage, traffic conditions etc and also it wou ld
enable supervisory officers to monitor the well being of those performing duty on the streets. Additionally it was decided that,
for officers posted to fixed locations and vulnerable points, there should be easily access to shelter in the case of air attack. In the
majority of locations was already available but, in the case of twenty-three situations, special arrangements had to be made. In
general terms beat offices were expected to remain on their beats during air raids but were encouraged to take precautions for
their safety.
It was anticipated that officers might well be caught up in bombing raids and that some could be so badly injured as to make
identification difficult. All officers were therefore issued with an identity disk which, suspended on a piece of string, was to be
worn underneath the shirt.
Family Welfare.
The well being of police families, especially those living in the East End of London, was of concern and a suggestion was made
by the Chief Constable of Surrey that they could be re housed in vacant properties in his area. In this way it was thought that
officers would be able to work free of worry about the safety of their families. Whilst the original idea concerned London it was
clear that similar arrangements could be made regarding other cities subject to heavy bombing. This suggestion was not formally
adopted; it was pointed out that police officers were not the only ones with families in danger areas and that it would have been
wrong to single them out from those of others such as Firemen etc.
During the war however many families of Metropolitan officers, for at least part of the time, were able, in addition to a system of
‘self help’ within the force, to shelter with police families living in less dangerous areas. This was invariably at the suggestion of
police families outside London particularly in 1944/5 when London was being attacked by V1 and V2 rockets. On many occasions
this was the result of individual approaches although some offers were made on a force wide basis.
In order to assess the views of officers in October 1939 a survey regarding possible relocation was taken on 3 District Metro politan Police then comprising E, G, H,J, K and Thames Divisions. It was found that many officers were prepared for their families to
be relocated, and that many Police officers had already made private arrangements. Further offers of assistance came from
with the civilian branches at Commissioners office and it was suggested that to assist with the cost of travel, e.g. train fa re to
Scotland at £10 per person, Sub Divisional Inspectors could issue rail warrants the cost being later reclaimed from the officer’s
salaries. It must be repeated that in general the Home Office was against the idea of any such organisation from within the force.
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Permission was also given for officers whose homes had been destroyed or badly damaged to be given hotel accommodation in
extreme cases for up to forty-eight hours; in the case of Constables and Sergeants the costs to be paid by the Commissioner.
It would appear that to a degree this state of affairs had not been considered prior to the war. It was brought to a head by the
case of a PC on Thames Division whose home had been completely wrecked in 1940 and who had to apply for public assistance, a
state of affairs that the Commissioner wished to avoid. A Confidential Memorandum of 23 October 1940 spelt out the Commissioners views on this subject. He stated that he particularly wished to avoid officers having to go to public shelters or as k for
public assistance. He suggested that officers bombed out might be accommodated by other officers and that other police premises could be equipped to assist in such circumstances; he further suggested that the sports club at Imber Court might be such a
place.
Special arrangements were also put in place to deal with the financial situation of officers, perhaps purchasing their own homes
and receiving rent allowance, if their properties were destroyed or badly damaged. The Metropolitan Police had a variety of
ways in which it could assist officers in difficulties. The two main ones were the Relief and Loan funds. There was a degree of
flexibility between these funds and on one occasion 2 officers from W division were reluctant to accept assistant from the Loan
fund as this would put them further in debt, the loan having to be paid back, and instead were provided with funds from the Relief fund which was normally reserved to assist officers or their families in difficulties through death or illness
The above is a very small part of current research into war preparations which may one day be published in book form. In the
meantime details can be found in documents at National Archives particularly under the MEPO 3 and 4 sections.
Dr. Terry Stanford
Ex 146956 G.K and T divisions.
==================================

METROPOLITAN MATTERS 1893
From The Strand Magazine

Constable John Jenkins
(E Division, Metropolitan Police Force.)
"Constable John Jenkins was on duty on Waterloo Bridge at 2.45 a.m., on the 14th July 1882, when he saw
a
man mount the parapet and throw himself into the river. Without hesitation, the constable unfastened his belt and
jumped from the bridge after him. Notwithstanding a determined resistance on the part of the would-be suicide,
Constable Jenkins succeeded in seizing the man and supporting him above water until both were picked up some
distance down the river by a boat that was promptly sent from the Thames Police Station. The danger incurred in
this rescue may be fairly estimated when it appears that the height jumped was forty-three feet, the tide was running out under the arches at the rate of six miles an hour, and a thick mist covered the river, so much so as to render
it impossible to see any object in the centre of the river from either side. The place where the men entered the water was a hundred and seventy yards from shore."
=====================================================================
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The Aylesbury Association for the Protection of Persons and Property
A Personal Perspective
Introduction
The definitive document to date detailing the history of the Aylesbury Association‘s activities has been Elliott Viney‘s booklet
published in 1985.
Viney‘s source material on the Association mainly came from a study of the Minute Book which recorded the first meetings at the
George Inn Aylesbury in September 1785 which proposed the Agreement and Resolutions of the Association. The pamphlet goes
on to detail some of the prosecutions conducted, the rise in membership and the monies contributed by the members over the next
200 years. The Association still exists today with over 300 members and meets for an annual dinner.
It was was formed in response to ‗Mischief and Nightly Outrages, which have been lately done and committed in the said Town
and parish by many illdisposed and disorderly persons‘. 1 p3 However there is no detail in the minutes as to who these ‗persons‘
were, why such problems were occurring, and what were the underlying causes of said ‗outrages‘.
This paper attempts to explain the social and economic background to the formation of the Association and the factors behind the
rise in crime.
at the time of the formation of the Association England was a country of acute social contrasts. On the one hand was the nobility
and the land owning gentry who enjoyed increasing prosperity. The key to power, patronage and wealth was land ownership.
On the other hand were the labouring class and the poor who suffered immense hardship.
In addition there were the professional class such as bankers, lawyers, doctors, the clergy and then tradesmen such as brewers shoemakers, drapers, and tailors. It was from this ‗middle class‘ sector that the Association was formed although some members were
also landowners.
It could be argued that the rich and powerful had the means to protect themselves by the employment of servants and watchmen.
The poor had nothing of worth to steal or damage, so what was going to be the response of the middle class in the protection of
their property? Their occupations, relative wealth and possessions made them a target for such crimes as theft, forgery, fraud and
property damage.
As Lea explained ‗crime rates were rising under the impact of the decay of traditional rural forms of economy and society …The
countryside was the place where these changes were taking place:‘ 2
Purpose of the Association
When the Association was formed policing as we know it today in England was non existent. There would be a local warden or
Bellman to keep the peace but they were ineffectual in investigating a crime. There was no detection and certainly no CSI style
investigation, and a county police force would not be in place until the 1850s.
However a comprehensive legal and judicial system was in place although the state did not provide public prosecutors. The onus
was on the victim to take a private prosecution against someone identified as committing an offence against them. Such prosecutions could be expensive for one person to undertake, so the Association members contributed annually or as and when required
sharing the cost of prosecution. In essence the Association became the prosecutor on behalf of the victim.
Monies were also available to publish and distribute a broadsheet detailing the reported crime and the offer of a substantial reward
for information that would lead to a prosecution. For example a witness or informant could expect to receive up to £5, 5s for a murder, burglary or for the killing, stealing or maiming of livestock. 1 p19 This amount was equivalent to 5 times the weekly wage of a
skilled worker.
The Aylesbury Association was by no means unique. Thousand of similar bodies were formed across England. In London they
were called Societies for the Prosecution of Felons.
The Economic Environment in England – 1785
The 18th century was marked by a radical change in the way commerce and trade was conducted in England. This was the time of
the moral philosopher and political economist Adam Smith with his radical ideas to shift from national protectionism to deregulation with free trade and capitalist market forces.
Smith is sometimes misunderstood as the champion of free market self interest with no consequences for those less well off. His
argument was everyone should be better off with a truly open market, high productivity and no coercion of the workers.
The forces of supply and demand, free movement of goods, maximising profit and the exploitation of labour now influenced the
domestic economy in relation to land, labour and production.
This was further driven by two key developments: The Agricultural Revolution and The Inclosure Acts better known as Enclosure.
Agricultural Changes
The Agricultural Revolution had been going on for over 30 years before the Association was formed and would continue until
1900. Aylesbury was predominantly a rural community so it would have been very much affected by changes in farming methods.
Before the 18th century farming had not changed much since the Middle Ages and was based on subsistence farming (what you
grew you ate). Crops were sown in high banked strips of land and therefore much of the land was unused. The same crops would
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be grown in the same field which led to land being left fallow or unused for up to 4 years. The population was rising rapidly and
mainly reliant on home production so farming methods had to change.
Crop rotation was introduced so that different foods could be grown in one field. Woodlands and upper grasslands were cleared for
more acreage and fenced off to keep out livestock.
Low yielding crops were replaced with high yielding such as wheat and barley, and nitrates were introduced to further increase
yields.
These developments and many more made farmlands efficient, productive and a valuable asset to whoever had ownership. This
was to be aided by an Act of Parliament.
Enclosure
The Aylesbury Inclosure Act of 1771 changed the ownership of the surrounding farmed lands around Aylesbury. Commissioners
were appointed by Act of Parliament and were responsible for hearing petitions from those who wanted ownership of what had
been common land. In Aylesbury the commissioners allocated large tranches of land to approximately eight landowners with
around a further thirty individuals receiving smaller plots.
Those who had used common land to grow their own crops or to graze livestock were dispossessed with little or no compensation.
They were made redundant or worked as farm labourers for the new owner.
The effect on the countryside of Enclosure is contentious amongst historians as to the rights and wrongs of making common land
private. On the positive side it accelerated the efficient growing of crops and in turn higher productivity. On the other hand the loss
of common land by the working class and poor had a devastating effect on their livelihoods.
It may also be argued that Enclosure accelerated the move of people from the countryside to the cities because better farming methods and increasing mechanisation would mean less workers required on the land. The Industrial Revolution was starting to take
shape with large factories in urban locations attracting more and more workers.
The Plight of the Poor
The changes to farming, land ownership and prices heaped more distress on the poor already trying to deal with much deprivation.
The population was rising along with food costs but wages remained low. Although starvation was rare, families were seldom able
to ‗gorge themselves‘ and farm workers lived on a subsistence diet. The majority of what was earned was spent on essential foodstuffs like bread and grain.
Overcrowding was rife with little or no sanitation. With no inoculation smallpox and typhus outbreaks were common. The death
rate among the poor was significantly higher than the middle and upper classes.
Those who could not fend for themselves depended on handouts from the local Parish under the Poor Law, and the last resort for
the homeless, the sick, the old and the young was the Workhouse. By 1776 England had more than 1800 workhouses with a capacity to house 90,000 men women and children. 3 Mortality rates in these places were high especially for infants.
The workhouse in Aylesbury was originally in St Mary‘s Square.
Criminality and the Poor
The change to the private ownership of land and what it produced also had the effect of criminalising the poor. Activities practiced
for centuries such as hunting game was now poaching, and the gathering of wood was an offence.
Farm workers were used to taking the remains of wheat after harvest as a perk of the job, but as bread prices soared the practice of
taking any of the landowner‘s produce was classed as pilfering or theft.
Another factor that must have caused the founding members of the Association great concern was rioting.
Riots tended to be relatively small affairs, which would start off with a few people having a grumble or argument over some grievance. Poor people had very little formal representation to deal with their issues (the only people allowed to vote were landowners).
These gatherings would sometimes escalate in size and ferocity to the point where the local militia may have to turn out to disperse
the mob and crack a few heads in the process.
Local historian of the time Robert Gibb recorded an incident in April 1785 in Aylesbury where the Buckinghamshire Yeomanry
was summoned to deal with 80 rioters at the county elections.
Bread riots were commonplace due to rising price inflation. The problem was also exacerbated by local farmers either hoarding
grain at harvest time to wait for market prices to increase, or selling their stocks outside of their local area to the highest bidder
causing local shortages.
The Outcomes of Association Prosecutions
The Association pursued prosecutions such as property damage, wood stealing, assaults, maiming of livestock and theft.
The Minute Book is very detailed in the types of crimes and prosecutions the Association dealt with but not the outcomes. As
Viney points out at the peak 1835 – 50 there were no more than 5 prosecutions a year. 1 p6
As the cost of prosecution remained very expensive it may be the prosecution was not pursued although the offender was known,
or the case was settled out of court.
England was governed by a ‗Bloody Code‘ (1688 – 1815) i.e. the sanction for those found guilty of a crime was in nearly all cases
death by hanging, and was introduced mainly for the protection of property. The main gallows in Aylesbury were on the Bicester
Road until a ‗new drop‘ was built at County Hall Market Square.
By the end of 1700 the number of offences punishable by hanging in England reached 220, 4 including theft of goods worth more
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then 12 pence (5 new pence or equivalent to around £6.50 today).
However not all death sentences were carried out and could be commuted to flogging, branding or transportation. In the late 1700s
transportation to Australia had not started so it was more likely convicts were shipped to the colonies like Jamaica.
Prison was also used but for minor crimes or civil cases like bankruptcy where you might languish until friends or family settled
the debt. Aylesbury gaol had a reputation of being a grim place and Gibbs records a ‗putrid fever‘ 5 in 1780 sweeping across Aylesbury which is reported to have started at the gaol.
An investigation of Aylesbury Assizes and Quarter sessions records has revealed the penalties imposed on some of the successful
cases brought by the Association:
Offence

Sentence

Date

Thomas Oddcroft

Breaking into a counting
house in Aylesbury and
stealing Mr Dell‘s hop
bagging

1 year‘s imprisonment with hard labour and to be publicly whipped

1801

Sarah Paton

Receiving stolen goods at
Marlow

Transportation for 14 years

1805

Needle Chamberlain

Forging an acceptance of
£26 5s with intent to defraud

Death by hanging

1810

Note: first person to be hung at the
‗new drop‘

Conclusion
The Association was formed to combat crimes against its members who collectively had the financial means to pursue private
prosecutions. The occupations of the ‗middle class‘ made them prone to a range of crimes.
While the members were no doubt seeking justice and reparation, there is no evidence the Association had any motivation for
vengeance or indeed vigilantism. The relatively small number of prosecutions per year may also suggest the Association activities
were more to do with it being a deterrent as opposed to a relentless litigator.
The prosecutions were mainly against the poor. This is not surprising, as (I) there was more of them and (ii) their personal circumstances would in many cases drive them to offend.
There was also a backlash to perceived injustices to do with loss of land and work, pay and living conditions. Traditional pastimes
and practices were now criminalised causing further resentment and tension between the classes.
Beattie wrote of England after 1750
„Crimes against property in the 18th century arose primarily from problems of employment, wages and prices… They increased
when men found themselves squeezed by rising prices, of lower wages or lack of work‟ 6
Beattie went on to demonstrate a direct correlation between the rise in crime and the rise in the cost of food.
It may be argued that the formation of so many associations and societies and the expense incurred was very much influenced b y
the price of the poor‘s staple diet – bread.
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