
  

 

the same description as the 
London police provided the 
expense thereof does not 

exceed five guineas”. 
The clothes provided were the 
so-called Peeler uniform con-
sisting of a top hat represent-
ing authority. and an eight-
button, blue swallow tailed 

jacket representing servitude 
because, according to David 
Cross writing in the BBC Brit-
ish History website “although 
the police were considered 

public servants, they were also 
the public’s masters”.  

A leather stock, 10 cm deep, 
was worn around the neck as 
protection against attempts at 
strangulation with a piece of 

rope - a favourite trick of 
footpads. The uniform was 

completed by a broad belt with 
a large buckle bearing the 

Borough insignia, and a pair of 
heavy Wellington boots.  

Belt buckle of the Guildford Bor-
ough Police 

 The hat was 15 cm tall with a 
5 cm wide brim and reinforced. 
The upper part was of leather 

overlapping a beaver skin 
body; it was reinforced inside 
with cane. Supposedly a sym-

bol of authority, it has been 
suggested that the top hat was 

used for peering over stone 
walls in ‘covert surveillance’ 

operations. Whilst the uniform 
would have been very suitable 

for cold nights in winter, 
one can only imagine the level 
of discomfort in summer. Al-
though constables in some 
forces were allowed to pur-
chase light-weight trousers 

for summer wear.  

 Surrey Police—A Pictorial 
History 

The constable carried what 
were known as his appoint-
ments’: a truncheon, hand-

cuffs, rattle to raise ‘a hue and 
cry’, and at night an oil lamp 
suspended from his belt. The 

truncheon was hidden in a 
long pocket in the coat tails. In 
some areas of town the con-
stable would have carried a 
cutlass.  Borough policeman 
were on duty seven days a 

week without a break through-
out the year. After one year’s 

service they received ten days 
annual leave. According to 
David Cross “the Victorian 

policeman was very lucky to 
receive sick pay. However, if 
he had a hangover or injury 

caused by drinking, he might 
well receive nothing at the 

discretion of his Superinten-
dent” .  Many Boroughs pro-

duced a Rule Book for consta-
bles and in one of these writ-

ten in 1840 for the Birmingham 
Force it is stated that “on dis-
covering a fire, the constable - 
who doubled as a fireman - will 

spring his rattle and cry fire 
there for raising an immediate 
alarm”. The instructions cov-

ered not only operational mat-
ters and, for example, “night 

duty officers will grow a beard 
that will cover his throat to 

keep his tubes warm”.  Con-
stables usually lived just a few 

doors away from the police 
station. On parading for duty at 
6 am the day constables were 
marched to their beats.  Only 

at this stage was the night 
constable allowed to join the 
officers going on duty so he 
could march back to the sta-

tion and sign off. Had any 
incidents occurred he would 
have had to write up a report 

before going off duty.  
Simon Dell, in The Victorian 
Policeman, points out that 
“discipline was intolerably 

strict, Policemen were 
dismissed if a member 

of the public com-
plained about them or if 

they committed any 
offence, or kept bad company, 

or if they broke regulations 
such as being late on duty or 
being improperly dressed.” 

The usual cause for dismissal 
was “being drunk”.  In 1841, 

following a change in the 
structure of the Guildford Po-

lice Force, the Watch Commit-
tee “ordered that Charles Man-
deville, William Seabrook and 

James Wilkins be [re] ap-
pointed Watchmen and Police-
men of the Borough to perform 
the duties of those situations 
by day and night and to act 
under the Superintendent of 
the Police and Head Consta-
ble of the Borough and to be 

subject to the Laws and Regu-
lations to be made to their 

Government and to be subject 
to the same salaries paid to 
them as Night Watchmen”. 
Constables Seabrook and 
Wilkins did not last long in 

office. Both were discharged 
from their duties only a few 

weeks later for being absent 
without leave.  There was 

quite a high turnover of offi-
cers, some resignations and 
some dismissals. There are 
many references in the Min-
utes to the recruitment of re-
placements from the Metro-
politan Force in London in 

preference to appointing local 
men. The proceedings of the 

Watch Committee provide 
an insight into the misdemean-
ours of one officer. “Dismissed 
Thomas High for drinking with 

servants of Mr Elkins in his 
brewery at 4 am”. Not a 

smart move on the part of PC 
High as it appears that Mr 

Elkins was a member of the 
Watch Committee! 

In another instance PCs 
Wakefield and Barnes, “who 
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The Knobkerrie Killing   
 by Clifford Williams 

A knobkerrie, also variously spelt knobkerry or 
knobkierie, is a wooden stick with a round or 

oval shaped knob at the end used as a club by 
South African tribesmen notably the Zulu. A 
knobkerrie features on the coat of arms of 
South Africa.  Eighty-five year old Captain 

Charles Frederick Barrett had such an item 
hanging on the wall of his house in Belmont 
Road, Portswood, Southampton. The knob-

kerrie was a gift given to him by the author H. 
Rider Haggard who Captain Barrett had met in 

South Africa when he was a young man.  
There is speculation that the knobkerrie was 
the original club of the great Zulu Umslopo-

gaas, Haggard's character of fiction and, some 
say, a real person whom Haggard himself had 
met.  Today that knobkerrie is in the collection  

THE MURDER WEAPON 
 

of artefacts held by the Hampshire Constabu-
lary History Society as a murder weapon.    

On the morning of January 16th 1959, Captain 
Barrett was found lying on the floor in his bed-

room gravely injured about the head. There 
was blood on the switch of a table lamp “as if a 

blood stained hand had been used to switch 
the light on”. The knobkerrie was found by 
Southampton Police Detective Inspector 

Robert Masters under the bed. It was blood-
stained at the head and on the shaft, and the 
shaft was broken and splintered. Captain Bar-
rett was taken to the Royal South Hants Hospi-
tal where he died later that day. The knobkerrie 
which had hung with other trophies in the hall 
of the house had been used to kill him. South-

ampton Police at once started a murder investi-
gation.  Charles Frederick Barrett was a retired 

army Captain; he had been separated 
from his wife for several years, his wife 
being twenty years his junior. He had 

been living at 11 Belmont Road, a four  

THE MURDER SCENE 
 

bedroomed semi-detached house in a  
then respectable residential area of Southamp-
ton for about ten years.  For the past five years 
John Gerrard Finn, a dock worker, had rented 
two rooms in the house. Captain Barrett em-
ployed a housekeeper, Mrs Mary Theresa 

Tatum who had the use of a furnished flat in 
the premises, and who cooked and cleaned for 
Captain Barrett. Mrs Tatum started her employ-
ment with Captain Barrett in November 1958, 

and for the first couple of months, her husband 
Michael George Tatum and their baby were 

living together in the house. In December 1958, 
Mr. Tatum got a job as a fitter with the Fire-
stone Tyre Company in Southampton docks 

but the job only lasted three weeks as he was 
dismissed from his employment due to the 

unsatisfactory references received. Just prior to 
him being dismissed, the Tatums argued over 

the proposed buying of a motor-car. Mrs Tatum 
thought about going back to her native Scot-

land and she mentioned this to Captain Barrett 
on Saturday 10th January 1959. Captain Barrett 
did not want to lose her services and decided 

to speak to Mr Tatum and ask him to leave the 
house. Mrs Tatum also left the house on Satur-

day 10th January and went to stay with her 
brother at 107 Mansel Road, Southampton, 
returning to 11 Belmont Road the following 
Thursday 15th January.  John Gerrard Finn 

worked shifts in the docks. On Thursday 15th 
January, he was working on a night shift and 

left the house at 7pm. When Finn left the 
house, Captain Barrett was in his sitting room 
watching television. Finn returned home the 
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following morning at 7.30am, entering the gar-
den of the house by the back way by Westridge 
Road. Finn noticed that the conservatory door 
and window, and also the house door leading 

from the conservatory to the house, were open. 
This was most unusual. Finn entered the house 

and went into the passage when he heard a 
perculiar snoring noise. At first he thought Mr 

Tatum had returned. He went upstairs and no-
ticed that Captain Barrett's bedroom door was 

wide open, and the light was on. He entered the 
bedroom and saw the Captain lying on his stom-
ach on the floor, his head was covered in blood. 
Finn then called Mrs Tatum from her bedroom 

door. He then went and phoned the police. 
Police Constable Bushrod arrived and found 

Captain Barrett seriously injured but still alive. 
He was eventually moved by ambulance to the 
Aldridge ward in the Royal South Hants Hospi-
tal. Detective Sergeant Harry Ancill and Detec-

tive Inspector Masters went to 11 Belmont Road 
and made a thorough examination of the house. 
There seemed to be no forced entry. The draws 
of a writing desk in the corner of a front ground 
floor room had been pulled out and a weapon 

was missing from a number of war trophies dis-
played in the hall of the house. The bedroom in 
which Captain Barrett had been lying was thor-

oughly examined. There was a very large pool of 
blood on the floor near the foot of the bed. There 
was also a quantity of blood on the bed clothing, 
bedside table and also smears of blood on the 
built-in wardrobe near the table. In addition, a 

china urine bottle was heavily blood-stained and 
partially broken, with one of the broken pieces 
on the bed, and another piece under the bed. 

Under the bed was a knobkerrie. There were no 
fingerprints found at the scene. The detectives 
interviewed Mrs Tatum and Mr Finn and then 
Detective Sergeant Ancill together with Detec-
tive Sergeant O'Sullivan started to look for Mi-
chael George Tatum.  Captain Barrett died that 
afternoon and on Saturday 17th January, a post-
mortem examination was carried out by Doctor 

Goodbody. The examination revealed three 
fractures of the skull on the right side.   At 

2.45pm on Friday 16th January, Michael Tatum 
was located in Tennyson Road, Southampton. 
He was taken to the Police Headquarters and 

found to have in his possession a wallet contain-
ing £7 and a purse containing two keys. One of 
these keys was the key for 11 Belmont Road. 
Tatum tried to explain his movements saying 

that on the evening of 15th January, he'd been in 
the Royal Oak public house until about 9.45pm, 
he then went to another public house where he 

met a man called Derek. When the pub 
closed, Tatum said that Derek took him to 
his house somewhere in the Swaythling 
district. When asked about the £7 which 

was in his wallet, Tatum said Derek for no 
reason at all had given him £8 when at the 

house. Tatum went on to tell the detectives that 
he thought Derek was “a queer” and that he 

(Tatum) had promised to go to Derek's house on 
the Sunday.  The detectives then took Tatum in 
a police car to visit places he said that he had 
been the previous evening.  First they went to 
the Royal Oak public house in Lodge Road. 

Outside the Royal Oak, Tatum sat in the police 
car while the detectives asked the licensee and 
his wife one at a time to see if they recognised 
Tatum. At first the licensee said that he had not 
seen Tatum in the bar the previous evening but 
the licensee's wife said that she had seen him. 
She then changed her mind stating that she'd 

been confused when looking into the car. Tatum 
was then asked to show the detectives the pub-

lic house in which he had met Derek. Tatum 
directed the detectives along Portswood Road to 

the Wagoner's Arms. At the Wagoner's Arms, 
both the licensee's wife and a customer who had 

been in the public bar the previous evening 
looked at Tatum in the police car and were both 
convinced that he had not been in the premises 

the previous evening. Tatum was then taken 
back to Police Headquarters where he changed 

his story saying that he had gone to Donald 
Russell's house at 96 Portswood Road after they 
had been drinking in public houses in the centre 

of the city. Tatum said he left Don's house at 
12.30am and it was then that he met Derek who 

was by his motor-car. Tatum insisted he had 
been to Derek's house.  The police went to see 

Donald Russell and Trevor Toghill and they 
confirmed they had been out drinking with 

Tatum the previous evening. Tatum had in fact 
borrowed some money from Donald Russell. 

They said that Tatum left Don's house at 
11.40pm. Donald Russell then said that at 

10.30am the following morning (16th January) 
Tatum had come to his house and refunded the 
money that he had borrowed, stating that he had 
been paid. Tatum was kept in Police Headquar-
ters that night and throughout the following day.  
Tatum changed his story a number of times and 
eventually admitted to being in Captain Barrett's 
house when the fatal assault took place. How-

ever Tatum claimed an associate committed the 
assault. No other evidence of any other person 

being involved was found in the assault and 
Tatum was charged with the murder.  
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earn a living and not become a 
drain on parish resources.  

The indenture of apprentice-
ship would have stipulated that 

Charles “should not commit 
fornication, nor play at cards or 

dice, tables or any other 
unlawful games, and should 

not haunt taverns or play 
houses”. The master would 
provide working tools and 

allow the apprentice “sufficient  
meat and drink”. 

William Smith died in 1821 and 
the indenture was transferred 
to Charles Eade. The appren-

ticeship would have been 
completed in 1826 with 

Charles a journeyman plas-
terer although as Charles 

married in 1825 it is possible 
that he was released by his 

master before that date. As a 
journeyman he would have 

been able to seek employment 
as a skilled workman and 
eventually set up business 

himself as a master plasterer. 
Guildford High Street  

in Victorian times 
 

Plastering is an ancient craft 
and Charles would have been 
expected to become proficient 
not merely in the layering of 
interior walls but the creation 
of decorative plasterwork for 
large houses, churches and 
public buildings. Up to the 
middle of the 19th century, 

plasterers used lime and sand 
for basic work of covering 

walls and ceilings. The plaster 
took two weeks to set under 

favourable conditions. Gypsum 
plaster set faster but was 

costly and used mainly for 
ornamental purposes. For 
plain work the apprentice 

would have required few tools, 
but a workman efficient in all 
branches of the craft would 

have needed a large variety of 
implements.  Materials would 
have included wood laths and 
lath nails; lime, sand, and hair; 
plaster of Paris, and a variety 
of cements and colourings. 

 
The NightWatchman 

Charles was employed in the 
early 1830s as a night watch-
man before becoming a bor-
ough constable. Night watch-
men, known in earlier times 
as bellmen, were paid for by 

property owners to supplement 
the system of Parochial Con-

stables in towns such as 
Guildford. The Surrey Police 

website refers to a watchman, 
James Barrat in Godalming, 

who in 1820 received a salary 
of £15 2s 6d per year. The 

sum of £2 15s was paid out for 
a watchman’s hat and 4s 3d 
for a ‘lanthorn’, a candle-lit 
lantern with a horn window. 
In 1833, the employment of 

night watchmen in towns was 
regulated by the passing of the 

Lighting and Watching Act. 
Inspectors were appointed and 
a rate was levied on property 
owners to pay for the service. 

 
The Borough Constable 

Modern policing dates from Sir 
Robert Peel’s Police Act of 
1829 when the Metropolitan 
Police Force in London was 
formed although long before 

that date there were rudimen-
tary police forces; in fact, “the 
ubiquitous  Parish Constable 
was to be found everywhere”. 

The creation of a Borough 
Police Force in Guildford re-

sulted from the passing of the 
Municipal Corporations Act in 

1835. 

In the Minutes of the 
Council Watch Commit-
tee of  18th January 
1836, it was ordered 
that “James Wilkins and 
Charles Mandeville be contin-
ued watchmen and night con-
stables of this borough at the 
salary of 18s in summer and 
21s in winter”.  

The policemen of the 1830s 
were known as ‘Peelers’ 

  
On the following day they were 
sworn in as constables before 

the Mayor, Mr John 
Smallpiece, Gentleman. On 

1st February, six pairs of 
handcuffs were ordered for the 

night constables.  Some 
Watch Committee proceedings 

are reported in the Surrey 
Police - A Pictorial History 

1851-2001. At a meeting on 15 
January 1836, it was resolved 
to appoint nine constables for 
the borough. Three days later 

the  
appointments were made and 

the officers became opera-
tional shortly  

afterwards. Richard Jarlett was 
appointed superintendent at 

£15 per year; 
he was only part-time and was 

in fact a baker in the High 
Street. The Minutes also re-

cord the appointment on 14th 
July of a day policeman,  Phil-
lip Clarke, at a salary of 17s 
6d.  The Watch Committee 
later decreed “that a newly 

appointed constable in 
addition to his salary …. 

be provided with clothes of 
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The exploration of the Mande-
ville branch of my wife’s family 
tree has been - over several 
years - a fascinating journey 

which led back to Henry 
Mandefeild who died in 1600. 
Henry was a wheelwright in 

the village of Dunsfold in Sur-
rey. His descendants re-

mained in the area until the 
19th century before migrating 
to other villages in Surrey, and 
to Guildford, Godalming and 

London.  Along this journey we 
met Charles Mandeville, the 

first policeman in Guildford. He 
was the 2xgreat- grandfather 

of my wife, Margaret.   
The spelling of the surname 
has varied widely over the 

years, Maundefeild, Mander-
field, Mandeville, Manvell, 

Manville and so on. The spell-
ing became more or less stan-
dardised as Mandeville in the 

mid-19th century. 
Charles Mandeville was the 
youngest child of John and 

Rose Manvell.  There were six 
sons and three daughters; the 
first child was baptised in King-
ston-on-Thames in 1782 and 
the others in the Church of St 

Nicholas 
in Guildford. John and Rose 

lived in Guildford, in Park 
Street. The 1801 

population census records the 

household as “John 
Manvell, 3 males, 2 

females.                John 
Manvell was a labourer 
- probably a seasonal agricul-
tural worker.  The family was 
poor and John was in receipt 

of parish relief. The St 
Nicholas Parish Rate Book 
shows that he was ill during 

1793 and 1794, and received 
a number of small sums from 
the parish. One entry, for ex-
ample, records 3s 6d paid out 
for “a new hat” for one of the 
children. John died in 1825 

and his wife, Rose, in 1842 at 
the age of 83, a pauper 

in the Union Workhouse in 
Guildford.   Charles Mande-
ville, who was born in 1805, 
married Catherine Holt at St 

Nicholas in 1825. There were 
nine children and twenty-three 
grandchildren (see page 14). 

Charles and Catherine lived at 
Park Street in Guildford; there 
are records of conveyances 
that mention Charles and 

Catherine and members of the 
Holt family, and of a small plot 
of land possibly in Godalming 

where the family went to live in 
the 1850s.  Catherine died in 
1854. Some few years later, 
Charles married Mary from 
Shere in Surrey; there was 

one child of this second mar-
riage. 

 
The Tradesman 

At the age of 14, Charles Man-
deville was apprenticed by 

officers of the 
Parish of St Nicholas (church 
warden and overseer of the 

poor) as a 
plasterer to William Smith of 

Guildford.   Charles was a so-
called pauper apprentice. The 
Poor Law Act of 1601 allowed 
the parish to place children of 

destitute parents with a master 
who would teach them a trade, 

and ensure that they could 
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Tatum's address was given as 36 Cambridge 

Road.  Southampton.  He was found guilty at the  

Hampshire Assizes in Winchester and sentenced 
to death. His appeal to the Court of Criminal Ap-

peal was dismissed in April 1959 and he was exe-
cuted at Winchester Prison. Tatum was one of the 

last persons to be hanged at the Gaol. The last 
criminal hanged at Winchester was Dennis John 

Whitty in 1963. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The AA versus Surrey Constabulary:  
The advent of the Motor Car and speed-

ing in Surrey 1900-1910 
Luke Franklin 

 Archives Officer Surrey Police 
 
It seems that a day does not go by without hearing a complaint 

from the motorist about the ‘tyrannical’ regime of speed en-
forcement on the roads of the UK. The arrival of speed (or 

safety) cameras over the last 10 years has greatly increased the 
ability of the Police to detect the speeding offences of the 
British Motorist, despite the numerous signs warning of a 

‘safety’ camera ahead. The older motorist would hark back to a 
time when freedom ruled the roads.  However, historical re-

cords strongly indicate that this is not the case. Since the advent 
of the motor car during the early 20th Century speed enforce-

ment on the road met with uproar from the motorist and battles 
on the road and in the press between the motorist and the local 

constabulary. In the midst of this struggle, the Automobile 
Association (AA) was formed to fight on behalf of the growing 
motorist gang. For the first time the Constabularies of the UK 
would have to enforce the law against the upper classes and 

their new love of the motor car.  
The Origin of Policing 

The formation of uniform police during the early to mid 19th 
Century was largely the result of a growing urban working 
class and an increasingly fearful middle and upper class, 

alarmed at the apparent rise of crime and disorder. Despite 
initial unwillingness to fund a new and expensive constabulary, 
local boroughs saw the need to set up a police force to combat 
what they saw as growing unrest amongst the urban poor that 
seemed to manifest itself in the form of the chartist movement 

and increasing attacks against property. The reaction of the 
working classes to the new police force was hostile since the 
duties of the new force was limited to dealing with petty of-
fences such as drunkenness, theft and fighting-crimes mostly 
committed by working people. Many amongst the working 

classes objected to police tactics during marches and demon-
strations, especially chartist marches that often led to rioting. In 
contrast it was unusual that a member of the upper class would 

ever encounter the police. 
 

The beginnings of motoring legislation  
During the 19th century the upper class elite had legislated to 
control much of the leisure activities of the working classes, 
leaving its own, similar pursuits alone: the obvious examples 

being the prohibition of cruel sports involving animals, except 
fox-hunting, beagling and shooting, and the prohibition of 
street betting and gaming while similar behaviour, in more 
genteel surroundings or on the race course, was permitted. 

However, concern about excess speeding by affluent  motorists 
began to fill the correspondence columns of The Times, reach-
ing parliament by the early 20th century, forcing anti-motorist 

legislation to be passed. This was the Motor Car Act 1903 
which set a speed limit of 20 miles an hour.   

 
The Automobile Association 

According to Hugh Barty-King in his History of the AA, 
“police trapping had grown to such proportions by the time of 
20th century broke the motoring fraternity regarded themselves 
as the victims of organised persecution”. It was in Surrey along 

the Ripley road between Guildford and Ripley that Police 
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