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Richard Preston 
 
'The great map of Southampton': Plan of the Borough of Southampton surveyed in 1845-6 
by Sergeant W Campbell and a detachment of Royal Sappers and Miners under the 
command of Capt W E Yolland, RE 
 
The 1845-6 Southampton map was in its day the most elaborate plan completed by the 
Ordnance Survey. It paved the way for a generation of large-scale town maps which 
helped to transform the sanitary condition of the country. It is both a scintillating example 
of cartographic draughtsmanship and a product of those forces taking the country into the 
modern age. Figure 1 is a typical extract from the map. 

                         Figure 1.  An extract of the 1845-6 map centred on East Street  
 
The chief progenitor of the map was Colonel George Henderson, born in Aberdeenshire 
c.1784. A military engineer, he was commissioned in March 1800 into the Corps of 
Royal Engineers after training at the Royal Military Academy at Woolwich. He saw 
service in Ceylon (1807-12), the Peninsula (1812-14), Ireland and Canada before retiring, 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, in April 1825. He was elected an associate of the 
Institution of Civil Engineers in May 1837. As many retired members of the corps, 
Henderson moved into railway promotion. He was a prime mover of the first, abortive, 
project to link Southampton with the capital in 1830. He was equally active in the 
promotion of the more successful London and Southampton Railway, responsible for 
raising capital in London, the north of England and Scotland. After the enabling act was 
passed in July 1834, he was appointed general superintendent of the line, at an annual 
salary of £1,000, and resident director of the company in Southampton. He continued as 
resident director of its successor, the London and South Western Railway. Colonel 
Henderson became mayor of Southampton in November 1843. It was a technocratic 
rather than a political appointment. Although a Conservative by instinct, he was not part 
of the party machine. His appointment was virtually unanimous (31 votes v 1) with 
Richard Andrews the sole dissentient: making the point that the ward he represented, St 
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Mary's, had been passed over since the Municipal Reform Act of 1835. Henderson had 
never faced the electorate. He had been 'pitchforked' on to the aldermanic bench - ie 
directly appointed by councillors - in November 1841. 
  
The most pressing problem faced by the new mayor was the appalling and worsening 
sanitary condition of the town: a miasmatic horror that threatened both its welfare and 
prosperity. The epoch-making first report of the Health of Towns Commission into the 
state of large and populous districts published in June 1844 became his vade mecum. One 
specific recommendation could not fail to appeal to a former officer of engineers: the 
determination of the relative levels of the town by contour levelling. The establishment of 
accurate levels, ensuring that drains and sewers had the correct inclines, was a 
fundamental requirement of good drainage. It would also prevent the absurdity, not 
unknown under the unreformed system, of drains being constructed lower than the 
adjoining sewers. Relocation of the Ordnance Survey to Southampton in December 1841 
ensured that there was a body of men, under the charge of officers of his old regiment, 
who were ideally suited to the job. The decision to employ such surveyors, however, lay 
not with the Town Council but with the Southampton Board of Improvement, established 
in August 1844. Henderson was not an elected commissioner but, by virtue of his 
unelective aldermancy, he was entitled to attend board meetings as an  ex 
officio commissioner. Indeed, whilst he held the office of mayor, he was also ex officio 
chairman of each of its five constituent committees. Henderson gave notice to apply to 
the Board of Ordnance "to ascertain on what terms a system of contour levels might be 
obtained by their officers, for the purpose of accurately sewering the town" at a meeting 
of the improvement commissioners on 23 October 1844. Unable to attend in person, he 
sent a canvassing letter to Henry Page, clerk to the board (Southampton Archives D/PM 
18/2/5: 21 October 1844). He regretted his absence "more particularly as I am desirous of 
impressing on them [the commissioners] the expediency, & unquestionably the great 
economy, of having a complete set of contour levels taken & lines laid down for the 
future complete drainage of the town & neighbourhood. I am convinced that much 
ultimate expense would be saved by having this important preliminary clearly laid down, 
before we commence. The expense of a perfect system of contour levels & lines would 
probably amount to about £200 if carried on under civil surveyors; but, under the 
Ordnance Military Establishment, I have reason to believe that the cost would not exceed 
£100 - considering 3 or 4 feet to be the difference of each contour level. ... If it should be 
thought advisable to apply to the Board of Ordnance in this matter I shall be happy to 
give my aid in obtaining their assent for the levelling &c to be completed by the Survey 
department at the lowest possible scale of charge." 
  
There was initial scepticism, but Henderson prevailed. His motion to apply to the Board 
of Ordnance was passed unanimously at the Improvement Board meeting of 20 
November 1844 (with the new mayor, Captain Thomas Griffith, in the chair). Powerful 
allies amongst the specific (elected) commissioners spoke in his cause: Captain Peter 
Breton, George Laishley, Edward Palk (who offered to lend his volumes of the Health of 
Towns report to interested board members) and William Lankester. The only voice of 
doom was that of the board's own surveyor, John Doswell Doswell, a man who held 
almost in his very being the level of every street, lane and alley in the borough. A 
permanent set of levels - physically marked both by bolts of copper or iron set in the 
ground and by bench marks cut on buildings- was a threat to a man who held the virtual 
monopoly of public surveyorships in the town: surveyor to the Corporation (from 1813), 
to the Pier and Harbour Commissioners, to the Board of Waterworks, to the old and new 



Southmpton Local History  Forum 

5 

pier companies as well as to the Improvement Board and its immediate predecessor the 
Pavement Board. Henderson saw the dangers: "Mr Doswell was no doubt a talented man, 
but he could not live for ever; his successor would not be able to get immediately at the 
information he had obtained, and the whole thing must be gone over again. The 
Commissioners themselves ought to be in possession of documents of this kind [showing 
contour levels], which they might put into the hands of any surveyor." The work of the 
Ordnance Survey had a political element, an antidote to jobbing. Is it relevant that 
Doswell had been employed by Henderson to survey the original London/Southampton 
railway line in 1830: a survey that Henderson found so unimpressive that he appointed - 
after consultation with Royal Engineer officers - not Doswell but Francis Giles as 
engineer to the London and Southampton Railway established in 1834? 
  
The consent of the Board of Ordnance to the employment of its force at Southampton, at 
a cost of £120, was given in December 1844. The conditions were those laid down by 
Henderson, with the exception that, on the advice of Lieutenant Colonel Thomas Colby, 
the director of the Survey, contours were taken at slightly less demanding 5-foot 
intervals. The Improvement Board tried to spread the financial burden. The Board of 
Waterworks discussed the Improvement Board's request at a meeting on 27 December. 
Doswell was as ever cautious: "the town would be but very little benefited. The system 
was very well for persons beginning anew, especially to those who had no previous local 
knowledge. He thought the system was useless, unless the surveying was put into strange 
hands." But he admitted that the levelling was "the highest piece of science", that he 
could not himself do the work for the price, and in the end did not oppose a grant of 
£25. The Southampton Gas Company declined to contribute on the grounds that it was 
already in possession of levels sufficient for its purposes. The survey was begun on 4 
January 1845 by a section of the Corps of Royal Sappers and Miners based in 
Southampton led by Sergeant William Campbell. They were under the direction of 
Captain William Yolland, one of the most accomplished officers ever to work for the 
Ordnance Survey. Born in Plympton St Mary, Devon, in March 1810, the son of a land 
surveyor, Yolland was educated at the Royal Military Academy at Woolwich. He 
obtained his commission in the Royal Engineers in 1828, later being stationed in Canada 
(1831-35) and  Dublin. Appointed to the Ordnance Survey in May 1838, he served at 
their headquarters in the Tower of London before moving to Southampton in December 
1841. Here he was executive officer with charge of the triangulation of the whole 
country: a triangulation that reached Southampton in August 1844, the very month that 
the Improvement Board began work. Yolland was effectively deputy to William 
Colby: on his retirement in 1846, Colby recommended Yolland (although only in his 
mid-thirties) as his successor, a request overruled by the Ordnance Board. A 
mathematical genius, elected fellow of the Royal Astronomical Society in 1840, Yolland 
was responsible for many of the computations on which the work of triangulation was 
based. He was promoted from First Lieutenant to Second Captain in December 1843. It 
was on Yolland's suggestion that the sappers took not only the contour levels but the 
levels of the sewers themselves. This involved, much to Doswell's chagrin, 51 openings 
being made to access the sewers.  
  
The spectre of a new Ordnance Survey map did not arise until March 1845. As Colonel 
Henderson informed the Improvement Commissioners on 20 November 1844: "The 
Ordnance officer had told him that the contour lines might be laid down on the excellent 
map they already possessed (published by Mr Lewis) without the expense of a fresh 
survey." This was the map published on 1 September 1843 by John Theophilus Lewis, 
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land and timber surveyor, estate auctioneer, tithe surveyor and lithographer who had 
moved to Southampton from Fareham in August 1840. Within three months, however, 
Yolland had become convinced that a fresh map was necessary. The new map, on a scale 
of 60 inches to a mile, was commissioned on 9 April 1845. Lewis tried to save his 
cartographic rights by offering the commissioners his map on an extended scale. It was to 
no avail: the momentum was now with the government agency. Efforts were made by the 
Improvement Board to recoup some of the increased cost, estimated at £400 (roughly 8 
shillings an acre) for the levelling and the map combined. The Board of Waterworks 
subscribed £75, but both the Board of Guardians and the Gas Company refused any 
financial help. A Town Council meeting on 16 July considered a motion from Colonel 
Henderson (seconded by Joseph Lankester) that £50 be subscribed to the map, on the 
understanding that a tracing be furnished to the council. The vote was held amongst 
confusion. Both an amendment (moved by John Traffles Tucker and William Le Feuvre) 
to Henderson's motion and the motion itself were negatived by one vote: owing, it was 
said, to Councillor John Hole, who supported the motion, accidentally voting against it. 
The Board of Waterworks contribution was still unpaid in November 1847. 
  
Captain Yolland estimated that six to eight months were needed to complete the work. In 
fact, the work occupied 21 months. His evidence before the Metropolitan Sanitary 
Commission in 1848 suggests that between ten and twelve men were required for 
the Southampton survey. A staffing commitment it was difficult to maintain given the 
exodus, to all parts of the country, of Ordnance surveyors to work on the burgeoning 
number of railway projects. Rachel Hewitt (Map of a nation: a biography of the 
Ordnance Survey, published in 2010) calculates that 287 Ordnance Survey employees left 
during the 'railway mania'. Others were granted a two months furlough to profit from the 
windfall (Hampshire Advertiser, 18 October 1845). On an opposite tack, the demands of 
the 6-inch survey of Britain, then in full progress, caused the Southampton survey to 
evolve into a training exercise, it being, to quote Yolland's evidence in 1848, "principally 
done in the process of instructing a number of military men for the general survey of the 
country." Such exercises are invariably expensive of time.  
 
The work of the survey itself had an irresistible tendency to grow. An independent report 
on the sewerage of Southampton was made in May 1845 by John Roe, surveyor to the 
Holborn and Finsbury sanitary authority and an expert witness before the Health of 
Towns Commission. Colonel Henderson had been instrumental in the appointment, seen 
by many as an affront to John Doswell Doswell. It was a distraction for Yolland's 
stretched team that they were obliged to provide Roe with a tracing of Lewis's 1843 map 
annotated with the elevations and outlets of sewers, the situation of hydrants and 
acreages. The exact delineation of borough and parish boundaries proved further time-
consuming problems. Permission was given in January 1846 to consult the old maps, 
deeds and the manuscript of Dr Speed's history of Southampton in the corporation chest. 
Nevertheless, many of the town-centre parochial boundaries remained a mystery.  The 
most intractable was that between St Michael's and St John's. Written requests from 
Yolland to Doswell remained unanswered, although Doswell claimed rather 
unconvincingly to have replied in person. It was an unhelpfulness that led to calls for his 
resignation at the Improvement Board meeting on 20 January 1847 (Joseph Hill: "Mr 
Doswell was a servant of the Board, and if he did not perform his duty, some one else 
must"). Of more concern to the Town Council were Yolland's queries on the 
exact boundary of the borough, especially at Acorn Bridge in the west and around 
Bannister's Farm. They raised fundamental shibboleths. Letters written in April and 



Southmpton Local History  Forum 

7 

December 1844 were referred to the Lease Committee. The Town Clerk was instructed to 
search the corporation muniments, to uncover details (unsuccessfully) on a court case at 
Salisbury in 1651 on which the Bannister's Farm boundaries were thought to hinge and to 
consult the county authorities at Winchester. There was one expense, however, that 
Yolland refused to countenance. In January 1846 the Improvement Board took up the 
problem of inconsistency in the naming of streets and the numbering of houses: a 
confusion that saw, to take an extreme but not untypical example, four no.10's in St 
Mary's Street. In November, Captain Yolland offered to put the 60 inch map - a scale 
sufficiently large to show "the number of every house in the town" - at the disposal of the 
commissioners should they make a general review of the streets. The Board's response 
was that Yolland himself take on the responsibility. Fearing the expense Yolland refused,  
but did consent to insert house numbers wherever there was "any regularity in the 
numbering." 

            Figure 2.  The new Custom House on Canute Road, drawn as though it was completed 
 
The map was completed, as far as Doswell's evidence on parish boundaries and acreages 
allowed, in late January 1847. It was handed over to the Improvement Board by Sergeant 
Campbell on 31 March. The final delay stemmed from the decision of the board to have 
the 33 sheets of double elephant drawing paper bound into an atlas. The work was 
entrusted, under Yolland's supervision, to John Arrowsmith, a London-based 
mapmaker who in 1834 had published the monumental 50-sheet London atlas of 
universal geography. The final cost was almost £450:  £400 for the main contract; £15 
for extra work; 24 guineas for the binding (split equally between Arrowsmith and the 
Ordnance Survey); and - not paid until 1848/9 - £7.17s.6d. to Doswell for information 
provided to Yolland in 1845. An attempt to raise a subscription to reward the men 
responsible for the map - gravely underpaid in the view of many - failed as the intended 
honour was declined by the Ordnance authorities on grounds of military discipline. The 
map was not only a record of the existing state of Southampton. It also recorded building 
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works then in progress: a plan (including internal staircases) of the new Custom House, 
of which the foundations were hardly then laid (figure 2), a plan of the railroad then 
under construction round the graving dock and the Riding School on Bedford Place, not 
opened for instruction until 16 August 1847. A potential pitfall for the unwary historian. 
Contemporaries were in awe at what was regarded as the cartographic wonder of the age. 
"It is the most artistic display of ornamental surveying we have ever seen: the stone work 
of the pavement, the different styles of public buildings, the present and the outline of the 
removed town wall, the masonry of the graving dock, the very undulations of mud, and 
small runs of water into it from the coast, the gardens even of private houses, to say 
nothing of the magnificent trees and shrubberies on the Common, and all delineated with 
a minuteness of detail and beauty of colouring unexampled in any town map in 
England" (Hampshire Advertiser, 3 April 1847, in its report on the 31 March Board 
meeting). It fulfilled its original intent as a utilities map, showing contour levels, altitudes 
above the datum plane, fire plugs [water hydrants], sewer grates, the lids of water and gas 
pipes and lamp posts. The internal arrangements of places of worship were shown: a 
revealing complement to the 1851 religious census (figure 3). 

                  Figure 3.  St Peter's Church, Commercial Road, with its internal layout laid bare 
 
 John Rushworth Keele (chairman at receiving meeting) thought the map to be "the most 
valuable document the town possessed". And herein lay its vulnerability. It was not 
designed for day-to-day use. Failure of the Corporation to subscribe to the work in July 
1845 meant that there was no workable tracing of the map. A derived 6-inch map - to act 
as an index, to show the town in one extent, and on which new streets or other alterations 
could be drawn - would have answered the purpose. Captain Yolland urgently 
pressed this solution on the Southampton authorities, and Sergeant Campbell exhibited a 
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specimen 6-inch map at the 31 March board meeting. But neither the Board nor the 
Corporation was in the mood to sanction further expense. Their shortsightedness was 
exposed by the exhibition of a hand-drawn 6-inch version by one of the original 
draughtsmen (Charles Holland) as part of the Ordnance Survey's gold-medal winning 
contribution to the 1851 Great Exhibition. The reaction of the Hampshire Advertiser was 
no doubt typical: "We can only regret that our own superb map has not a similar one as a 
frontispiece [sic] and index, which would greatly enhance the value of the larger 
map." The map itself, bound in bureau folio, is enclosed in a magnificent velvet-lined, 
embossed leather and buckram presentation case. The whole is protected by a patent 
Bramah lock. It lay not in the surveyor's or the engineer's department but with other 
corporation treasures in the muniments room. It still lies in Southampton Archives, 
although modern black and white dyeline copies provide an acceptable alternative. Three 
town centre sheets are reprinted in colour, at a reduced scale of 51 inches to the mile.  
  
Six of those responsible for the 1845/46 map are known by name. Captain William 
Yolland was director of operations. Sergeant William Campbell superintended those on 
the survey. The draughtsmanship was the work of four men:  Second Corporals Charles 
Holland and George Vincent and civil assistants Patrick Joseph Hogan and Mr A 
Maclachlan. We can put flesh on the bones of four of these people. 
  
Captain William Yolland was, as we have seen above, a newcomer to the town in 
December 1841. Marriage on 18 July 1843, at All Saints Church, to Ellen Catherine 
Rainier gave him entry to the ruling elite of the town. A position which no doubt eased 
his relations with the members of the Improvement Board. Ellen (born April 1819) was 
the youngest daughter of the late Captain Peter Rainier, RN, a naval hero of the 
Napoleonic Wars, particularly of the Java Campaign of 1806-7, a captain at the age of 21, 
a Companion of the Order of the Bath (1815), naval aide-de-camp to William IV (1830) 
and commander (1831-5) of the Britannia (120 guns). Rainier was in Southampton in 
1820, the subject of an anti-Chamberlayne political satire (Southampton Archives D/Z 
1022/1/1). Taking a house in Rockstone Place, he became a member of the corporation: 
junior bailiff in 1827, senior bailiff in 1828, sheriff in 1829 and an alderman in 1835. He 
died in Southampton in April 1836, survived by his widow Elizabeth. Five daughters 
were born to William and Ellen in Southampton between June 1844 and January 
1852. William's subsequent career can be followed in the Oxford dictionary of national 
biography. He was director of the survey of London made between 1848 and 1850 for the 
Metropolitan Commission of Sewers, working closely with Edwin Chadwick. In 1854 he 
left the Ordnance Survey to become an inspector of railways under the Board of Trade, 
becoming chief inspector of railways in 1877. He was one of the three commissioners of 
enquiry into the Tay Bridge disaster of 1879. He was promoted to First Captain in the 
Royal Engineers in March 1847 whilst still in Southampton. On his departure to Ireland 
in November 1852, he received an address from Southampton Corporation 
acknowledging his work for the welfare of the town and his uniform readiness, courtesy 
and kindness on all occasions. He resigned from the army, with the rank of brevet 
colonel, in October 1863. Yolland was elected a fellow of the Royal Society in 1859 and 
a member of the Society of Arts in 1860. He died in September 1885. 
  
Sergeant William Campbell was born in Ireland c.1806. He joined the Corps of Royal 
Sappers and Miners in 1829. Although only a junior non-commissioned officer, 
Campbell was appointed instructor in surveying and levelling to the inspectors of national 
schools, part of the reform of Irish education under Lord Stanley. This was valuable 
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experience for his later training role in Southampton. He moved, with others of the Irish 
survey, to Southampton in the early 1840s. He became effectively deputy to William 
Yolland: in charge both of the correspondence, accounts and payment of those employed 
in the principal triangulation and of the calculation and preparation of the initial spirit-
levelling. Working again under Captain Yolland, Campbell had charge of the 
construction and preparation of the block-plan of London for the Metropolitan 
Commissioners of Sewers. He also had the superintendence, under Captain Beatty of the 
Royal Engineers, of the 10- and 12- foot plans of seventeen other towns surveyed for 
local boards of health. Away from cartographic matters, Campbell produced reports in 
November 1849 and April 1852 on the feasibility of supplying Southampton with pure 
water from Otterbourne Springs (Southampton Archives SC/AH 2/2/10). He gave expert 
evidence before the subsequent parliamentary enquiry into the Southampton Corporation 
Bill. He was discharged from the Ordnance Survey in July 1852 with a pension, an 
annuity of £10 per annum and a silver medal for 'meritorious service'. In civilian life he 
became cashier of the Peninsular and Oriental Steam Navigation Company, a plum job 
with a salary of £210 - later raised to £300 - per annum. 
  
Second Corporal Charles Holland of the Corps of Royal Sappers and Miners was the 
leading draughtsman on the 1845-6 map. Born in Ireland c.1808, Private Holland worked 
initially on the Irish survey. After transferring to England, he become a draughtsman, 
along with Private Hogan, on the prestigious survey of Windsor, 1843-5, commissioned 
by Queen Victoria. This became a blueprint for the Southampton map. Prince Albert took 
a personal interest in the project, frequently visiting the Ordnance Survey office in Castle 
Street. He presented each of the privates with a handsome, inscribed mahogany case of 
mathematical instruments, comprising compasses, circles, ivory-handled steel pens for 
ruling straight lines, ivory scales and rules, as "a mark of his approbation for merit, in the 
execution of a Survey and Drawing of Windsor and its vicinity". Holland was promoted 
Second Corporal in 1845. Pensioned in April 1847, he returned as a civilian draughtsman 
to the Southampton office. Quartermaster Thomas Connolly, author of a history of the 
Royal Sappers and Miners published originally in 1855 (second edition of 1857 found 
online at http://google.com/books) thought Holland "perhaps the best man of his class in 
the department; ... his drawings are always executed with fidelity and beauty. Frequently 
their neatness, and the richness of colouring and ornament, give them an effect truly 
artistic and pictorial." A talent that was exploited in the 6-inch map of Southampton 
displayed to an international audience at the Great Exhibition of 1851. 
  
Private Patrick Joseph Hogan, born in Ireland c.1805, had little of the military about him. 
A good, easy man, he served nearly twenty years - seventeen of them in Ireland - in 
the Corps of Royal Sappers and Miners without promotion: "unqualified to command" in 
the words of Quartermaster Connolly. He was discharged, with a pension, in January 
1845, being retained at Southampton as a civil assistant. Hogan was by temperament and 
instinct an artist. He had gained prizes as an artist at Trinity College, Dublin. Whilst 
working on the survey of Windsor, he produced two Indian ink sketches, Old oak above 
Adelaide Cottage (1843) and Queen Victoria's Tree in Windsor Forest (1845). Greatly 
admired by Queen Victoria, herself a keen etcher, both are still in the royal collections in 
Windsor Castle. The former was exhibited at the Paris Universal Exhibition of 
1867. Hogan emigrated to New Zealand in 1849. Ironically for a man of such little 
military bearing, he went on assisted passage in the Oriental Queen as a member of a 
detachment of Royal New Zealand Fencibles. He settled initially in Onehunga on 
Auckland Bay, one of a series of pensioner settlements created to protect European 

https://sccmail.southampton.gov.uk/exchweb/bin/redir.asp?URL=http://google.com/books
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settlers from the perceived Maori threat to the south. Here he became de facto a military 
artist, producing sketches of  military residences, army barracks, settlements of new 
arrivals and Maori camps. He advertised art classes in February 1850 and is believed to 
be the first person to have taught art in New Zealand. Hogan moved to Australia in 
March 1858, settling in Sydney. He took a position in the New South Wales Surveyor-
General's Department, but continued his love of drawing. He exhibited at the first 
exhibition of the New South Wales Academy of Art in 1872 and at the Metropolitan 
Intercolonial Exhibition in 1874. Patrick Hogan died in 1879 after a full life as surveyor, 
draughtsman, lithographer, artist and teacher. 
  
This vibrant colony of government surveyors, draughtsmen and engravers in north 
Southampton did much to enrich the scientific and cultural life of the town in the mid-
nineteenth century. 
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A. G. K. Leonard 
 
Daniel Day: old-time stalwart of Hampshire cricket. 
  

In loving memory of 
DANIEL DAY 

One of the 
All-England Cricketers 

Who died at Southampton 
Nov 22  1887 

Aged 81 
His end was Peace 

  
  This inscription on his gravestone in the Old Cemetery (G 109 243) recalls the player 
who gave strength and continuity to the Hampshire side in the early Victorian years 
preceding the formation of the Hampshire County Cricket Club in 1863. 
    The beginnings of Hampshire cricket at Hambledon a century earlier are rightly 
celebrated but this original impetus had petered out by 1800. 
    The next important phase came in the 1840s, which saw the transition from ancient to 
modern in cricketing history, characterised by the development of round-arm bowling, 
legalised in 1834, leading to the adoption of true overarm style in the 1860s. 
    The outstanding professional bowler of this period for Hampshire was Daniel Day - 
now little remembered but well worth recalling for his distinctive contributions, on and 
off the field. 

 
Daniel Day was born at Streatham, on 14 June 
1807, the seventh son of a builder who died 
when he was a baby. He learnt his cricket on 
the local common and at a school where his 
fellows included Alfred Mynn, the future "Lion 
of Kent". 
    In his teens he was engaged by the Lord's 
groundsman Cobbett as a practice bowler and 
went on to play for several leading Surrey 
clubs, notably the Camberwell Clarence side, 
through which he became friendly with the 
celebrated Nicholas Felix - a cricketing 
schoolmaster of many talents, whose 
innovations included a "catapulta" bowling 
machine and items of protective gear. 
    Probably with his help, Day patented about 
1827 his "tubular guard gloves", manufactured 
for him at Wilson's india- 
        Figure 1. Daniel Day’s Grave 

 
rubber factory, Streatham. Initially water-filled, later air-inflated, neither form provided 
sufficient protection for batsmen's hands and they were superseded by the solid rubber 
strip type of glove associated with Felix. 
    Encouraged by his mentor, Day moved to Southampton in 1842, to take the tenancy - 
from the brewer Edward Cooper at £100 a year - of the Antelope Inn in St Mary's Road 
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(then still called Love Lane) and the cricket ground beside it, opened three years before, 
south of what became the Royal South Hants Hospital.  
    Day became the leading professional bowler for the South Hants Club, then the 
mainstay of Hampshire cricket, its members including Thomas Chamberlayne of 
Cranbury Park, Sir John Barker Mill of Mottisfont and Sir Frederick Harvey Bathurst, 
whose estate was near Salisbury. 
    Wykehamist Sir Frederick was the outstanding Hampshire amateur of this period, a 
strong hitter and fast round-arm bowler, with whom Day operated for a decade in 
effective partnership, often bowling unchanged - likewise on other occasions with 
Richard Bodle, the other long-serving pro with the South Hants Club. 
    In 1842 Day was 35, standing 5 feet 9½ inches, weighing 14½ stone, at the height of 
his cricketing powers. Twenty years later a contemporary expert assessed his career in 
these terms: "As a batsman Day was never considered much but he made some good 
scores (especially for the South Hants Club), playing steadily and well in a good forward 
style. As a bowler, he was first rate, with a high delivery, his balls getting up quick from 
the ground. He fielded generally at short slip, where he was very good." 
    Round-arm bowling had been officially permitted since 1834; Day contributed to the 
transition to the overarm style, legalised by the MCC in 1864. 
    He made a memorable first appearance at Lord's on 30 June -1 July 1842 for 
Hampshire against MCC. In their second innings of 283 Day and Bodle each scored 70, 
while Day also took 10 wickets, skittling MCC to a 235-run defeat. In subsequent 
encounters, although Hampshire lost or drew, Day again distinguished himself as the key 
wicket-taker, in tandem with Bathurst. 
    Best remembered of Day's contemporaries is today N Felix, the elegant left-hander 
who played all over England between 1828 and 1854. He adopted this pseudonym partly 
due to the arkwardness of his surname, Wanostrocht (of Flemish origin) and partly 
because serious cricket was not then considered wholly respectable for a schoolmaster. 
Author of the classic Felix on the Bat, he was an accomplished artist, who depicted Day 
in a painting which he presented to him. 
The original 16" x 12" painting (later reproduced as a limited edition lithograph) 
remained in Day's family until 1915, when a descendant sold it into the Lord's collection 
- for £5, which was little enough but all the MCC would then offer on a £15 asking price! 
    When Day was moving to Southampton, Felix wrote him a letter (which the recipient 
treasured until the end of his days) giving good advice - "act under the kind guidance of 
Mr Chamberlayne ... keep well in with the magistrates in complying with what they 
appoint about late drinking hours ... avoid having gambling parties ... never let a sharper 
take you in or come into your house." 
    In 1844 Felix enabled Day to stage "a most interesting and entirely novel match" at the 
Antelope Ground, involving his bowling machine, a development of the ancient Roman 
siege engine. This "great curiosity" was set up on 30 September, when "11 players of the 
county of Hampshire" met 13 gentlemen of the South Hants Club, with the Catapulta." 
    The gentlemen had only to bat and field, for all the bowling against the professionals 
was done by the machine - whose "straight and powerful fire" they found it hard to play. 
Day was caught out for 2. Top scorer, "b. Catapulta 13", was his colleague Bodle. Shorter 
and slighter than Day, Bodle (1816-69) was a man of seemingly constant "mournful 
countenance" who rarely smiled during his twenty successful seasons from 1839 with the 
South Hants Club, as a steady, slow-medium round-arm bowler and a careful batsman. 
He was still described as "cricketer" in Southampton directories of the 1860s but by then 
leg injuries had obliged him to retire from the field, which he then took as umpire. He 
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also earned his living as baker and draper and wrote cricket reports for the Hampshire 
Independent. 
 

 
The Catapulta match had to be left as a nicely 
poised draw when evening fell on the 
Antelope Ground. 
    Day doubtless found that occasion 
profitable. His venture at the Antelope 
Ground was based on the South Hants Club 
renting it at £5 a year, while he took all the 
gate money. 
    In 1844, soon after he married the widow 
Mrs White, he was obliged to give it up 
because the Earl of Guilford, the pluralist 
Rector of St Mary's, whose glebe land it was, 
proposed to offer it for building. In the event, 
this did not occur until the end of the century, 
after four decades as the centre of Hampshire 
cricket - transferred to new headquarters at 
Northlands Road in 1885. 
    Day then took from John Bell's brewery the 
lease of the Woolston Hotel and the field 
beside it, where "he made a capital wicket" 
for the 1845 season. The South Hants Club 
played there, Day staged single wicket 
matches and games with teams from 
Winchester College (where he coached) as 
well as major attractions like "14 of 
Hampshire v the All England XI". 
Figure 2. Daniel Day - "drawn and presented by  

N Felix Esq  (from the original in the MCC  
                collections at Lord's) 
 
On their first visit in September 1848, William Clarke's men were shot out in their second 
innings for 22 by Day and Bathurst; the match was drawn, with the home side needing 19 
from its last pair at the wicket. The next year, Day and Bathurst again bowled unchanged 
through both innings - but could not prevent the tourists winning by two wickets. 
    In 1850 Day was selected for the Players against the Gentlemen at Lord's. From 1846, 
when its county club was reformed, he also played for Surrey - more often than for 
Hampshire, which had a lesser county programme of matches - and for Dorset, as well as 
for South Hants and other local clubs requesting his services from time to time. 
    County cricket qualifications were then conveniently vague. The great Fuller Pilch 
played for Hampshire in the 1840s, likewise Surrey and Sussex, as well as for Kent, 
while Alfred Mynn also appeared for Hampshire in 1844, probably through Day's 
connection with him. 
    "Expending in cricket in the county from £1,000 to £1,200", Day remained at 
Woolston until 1851, when he found support insufficient to merit renewing his lease. Big 
matches produced gates worth over £100 (4,000 at sixpence) but receipts "suffered 
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considerably when inclement weather prevailed, owing to the distance from town" - 
people were reluctant to travel to Woolston unless the sun was shining! 
    Day then took the East Hants ground at Southsea for two years. A highlight of the 
1852 season there came in August, when the United All England XI (formed by John 
Wisden, of Almanack fame, seceding from William Clarke's somewhat autocratic and 
parsimonious management) played their first match - against "Twenty Gentlemen of 
Hampshire, with Day". Wisden took 20 for 42 to give his side victory. His XI won again 
in 1853, despite being dismissed for 70 and 42, mainly due to Day claiming 12 wickets: 
the Gentlemen fell 16 short, their modest totals including no less than 22 ducks! 
    In 1855 Day brought a dramatic conclusion to Surrey's match with Kent at Kennington 
Oval. In a three-day game, Kent needed one to win, with three wickets in hand; Day 
bowled them all for nought, to make it a tie. 
    Day spent two seasons at Newcastle-upon-Tyne, where he managed a hotel and 
coached and played for the Northumberland club. 
    His absence from the Southampton scene seriously weakened Hampshire cricket, 
which languished through the 1850s without representative county matches, until there 
was a revival, leading to the formation of Hampshire Cricket Club at a meeting held at 
the Antelope Inn on 11 September 1863. 
    Cricket continued to be played on the Antelope Ground after Day left. His successor as 
landlord was Francis Brooks, who died about 1853; management was taken over for the 
next ten years by his widow, Mrs Ann Brooks, aided by her eldest daughter Charlotte - 
who attended to the horse that drew the pitch roller as well as binding up players' injuries 
and protecting her younger sister from flirtatious approaches. 
    In the 1860s Day was again involved with arrangements at the Antelope Ground, 
where the newly formed Hampshire CCC played until 1884 and matches were staged 
between 22 of the Southampton Union Club or Gentlemen of Hampshire and the visiting 
All England elevens - several of them won (with, rather than against, the odds) by the 
local sides. Day and Bodle often provided expert umpiring on these occasions.  
    Although his cricket took Day away from Southampton in the 1850s, he kept up his 
interests in the town. From 1853 he was listed as an inn-keeper in Terminus Terrace, 
where he took a site from Queen's College, Oxford, and built Day's Hotel at a cost of 
some £1,500 - investing his savings and the £360 proceeds of the North v South match 
played for his benefit in 1852. He was obliged to sell out at a loss after a few years but 
continued as landlord of local inns - the Cobourg and the Ship at Northam jointly in 
1859, then the Britannia Hotel, Chapel and briefly, around 1863, the Red Lion at 
Bitterne. 
    "Day's Hotel" kept his name until taken over by R J Parker about 1880 and Day 
resumed his connection with it from 1865 until about 1878. He is also said to have kept a 
shop selling tobacco and cricket gear.  
    In the 1870s he lived at Millbrook in a house called Gothic Lodge or Cottage, then 
spent his last years at 9 Derby Road, the home of George Doswell - who played the role 
of grandson, although actually the son of the George Doswell who married Daniel Day's 
sister Mary Ann in 1855. 
    At 80, he caught a chill watching cricket at the old Antelope Ground with which he 
was so closely associated. A few weeks before his death on 22 November 1887 he gave a 
bedside interview to a representative of the Hampshire Independent, which later 
published his wide-ranging reminiscences of a long cricketing life, primarily devoted to 
Hampshire. 
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    Daniel Day was buried in the Old Cemetery, near the boundary with the Common, still 
the scene of informal cricket. Interred with him, at his special request, were his walking 
stick, batting gloves and favourite old bat, worm-eaten with age. 
  
Postscript 
    The headstone on the grave of Daniel Day also records the burial there of "Charlotte 
Doswell who died Oct 19, 1932 aged 70, also of her beloved husband George Daniel 
Doswell, reunited April 19, 1947, aged 87." 
  
© 2012.  AGK Leonard 
  
Footnote 
    Previous articles in Hampshire magazine (April 1974 and September 1980 
respectively) told the full stories of the 1844 "Catapulta" game and the All-England v 
Southampton matches. 
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Alec Samuels 
 
The Itchen Navigation: The Legal History 
 

The canal era ran from the later part of C18 until the earlier part of the C19, as the 
industrial revolution was getting under way.  The roads were poor, industry needed water 
for the mills, and a cheap method of carrying bulky commodities and aggregates such as 
coal, iron, timber, stone, and chalk, and goods.  The advent of the railways in mid C19 
"killed" the canals.  Those canals that have survived are today used for recreation such as 
holiday barges, canoes, kayaks, swimming and fishing, and pleasurable walking 
alongside.   

The history of the River Itchen is unusual.  The River rises near Alresford and 
flows into Southampton Water at Southampton.  The Romans used their excellent roads, 
not the rivers, for troop movements.  The Normans may have used the Itchen to bring 
Caen stone up to Winchester for the building of the cathedral.  In the late C12 Bishop of 
Winchester Godfrey de Lucy is believed to have constructed a sort of pond or reservoir at 
Alresford to supply the Itchen between Alresford and Winchester for navigation 
purposes, for the fulling and weaving industry.   

By C17 the people of Winchester were agitating for a canal to transport cloth to 
Southampton and the sea.  With the surge in economic activity following the Restoration 
in 1660, Parliament passed the 1665 Itchen Navigation Act, authorising the construction 
of the Navigation for the passage of boats, barges, lighters and other vessels for the 
transport of goods, with a commercial monopoly for seven grantees.  A navigation is a 
form of canal "straightening out" the bends and shallow parts of a river to form a 
navigable passage.  Some 10-12 miles long (depending upon the point to which it is 
measured in Southampton), the rights over the land were authorised by magisterial order 
in 1701 and the Navigation finally opened for business in 1710 or thereabouts.  There are 
17 locks: St Catherines, Twyford Lane End, Twyford, Shawford, Compton Malm, 
College Mead, Brambidge, Allbrook, Brambridge, Allbrook, Withymead, Bishopstoke, 
Conegar, Lock House, Decoy Pond, Sandy, Mansbridge (originally the first bridge 
crossing the Itchen) and Woodmill.  During C18 there were continuing complaints about 
exorbitant charges, for the use of the boats, and the water, and the wharfs.  There were 
usually only six barges available, alleged to be insufficient, and delays.  The owners were 
alleged to give preference to their own goods, and even to refuse to take the goods of 
rivals.  The 1767 Act appointed managing commissioners and gave access to all traders, 
though the monopoly remained. 

The 1802 Act broke the monopoly, gave to the public the right of public 
navigation for commercial purposes, the use of the towing or hauling paths, and access to 
the quays and wharfs.  The charges on tolls were prescribed, for the purpose of raising 
revenue for maintenance of the Navigation.   

The Napoleonic wars led to considerable increases in inflation, as so often 
happens in wars, and the 1811 and 1820 Acts further fixed and controlled the charges.  
Also the riparian owners were entitled to open the sluice gates or hatches for the 
important purpose of irrigating their "water meadows", especially in the Twyford area.  
Providing summer drainage was also important. 

Incidentally the River Itchen is a most important source for water abstraction by 
the water companies, and today there is a dispute over the amount of abstraction to be 
permitted by the Environment Agency, conservationists claiming that excessive 
abstraction can harm the flow and the wildlife, the water companies pointing to the 
growing demands of the public for water.   
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The Navigation always needed water for the barges, for irrigation, and for 
abstraction; and to take excessive drainage water.  There were several mills along the 
length, such as a brickbuilt timber sawmill at St Catherine's Lock, making blocks for the 
Navy, and mills for cornmilling.   

1840 the railway arrived in Southampton, and the Navigation soon fell into 
decline.  The last barge unloaded its cargo of coal at Blackbridge Wharf in Winchester in 
1869.  The Navigation fell into decay.  Parts are still used, for boating, swimming and 
fishing, but some parts are now dry and seriously overgrown.  The owner of a navigation 
is under no obligation to maintain it unless the enabling Act says so or public rights have 
been acquired  Simpson v Attorney General [1904] AC 476.  The 1802 did require the 
owners to keep the Navigation in order.  The company failed in the 1860s, the owner of 
the 160 shares one Hollis became bankrupt; the company was heavily mortgaged, the 
debts were never paid.  The income was a mere £400 a year, from tolls, warehouse rents, 
and a small fee from Winchester College for swimming for the boys.  Who now owns the 
shares is unknown.  The six Acts have never been repealed and are still to this day 
technically the law in force.   

The law requires passage for barges not exceeding 14 feet beam and 70 feet long, 
20-45 tons.  Over the years railways and roads have been built across the Navigation.  
The two railway bridges at Allbrook and the bridge at Winchester give plenty of 
clearance, statute requiring the railway company to "properly arch" crossings of the 
Navigation.  The Hockley Viaduct (itself now in need of protection) respects the 
Navigation.   

The A27 at Mansbridge gives adequate clearance, but the B3335 and B3037 in 
Eastleigh and Brambridge do not give minimum clearance.   

The M3 in the Hockley area provides appropriate clearance, and the M27, by way 
of providing a diversion of the Navigation, also provides appropriate clearance.  The 
Department of Transport gave an undertaking in both the M3 and the M27 decisions to 
restore the banks of the Navigation so far as necessary in the event of the Navigation re-
opening.   

A public right of way for walkers exists along the entire length of the Navigation; 
and also by law for towing and hauling horses.  Over the years some diversions and 
encroachments have taken place from the original towpath, e.g. at Chicken Hall, 
Shawford, Hockley and Blackbridge, either by custom and practice or by magisterial or 
local authority order.   

The owners of the Navigation do not own the bed of the Navigation, they simply 
have the right to navigate on the water. There is no general legal public right for the 
public to take boats on rivers, though in respect of individual rivers there may be and 
often is a statutory right by special Act of Parliament or a right based upon long usage.  
The 1665 Act expressly protected existing rights of navigation, granting a commercial 
monopoly to the Navigation owners, and the subsequent Acts opened up commercial 
navigation to the public.  In the canal era legislation regarding tolls, especially for 
commercial goods passing through locks, was very common.  Boats are seen on the 
Navigation, e.g. the rowing boats of the boys from Winchester College.  The owner of the 
bed of a river or navigation is entitled to navigate on the water directly above his land.   

In resolving an issue over proposed compulsory acquisition of part of the Malms 
near Winchester the Southampton Corporation Act 1931 c 99 cl 43 expressly required the 
Winchester Council to maintain a grid in the Navigation and to compensate the owner of 
the land  Mr Alfred Bonker for the loss of bathing rights and also protected all his rights 
of boating and navigation.   
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Riparian owners enjoy the right to fish from their own river banks, and this right 
may apply to the Navigation also, based on the proposition that a navigation is in reality 
an extension of its river.  Whereas a canal is an entirely artificial construction carrying no 
common law rights to fish for the riparian owners.  Fishermen often object to boats, 
because of disturbance to the fish, and object to outsiders fishing from public banks 
without a licence.   

 
The future 

In an ideal world the Navigation would be restored to its pristine glory.  But that 
is unrealistic for the foreseeable future.  The two crossing roads at Eastleigh and 
Brambridge would need to be raised over the Navigation.  Huge investment would be 
needed.  Recreational use would be highly unlikely to yield much in the way of income.  
However, the line of the Navigation still exists, albeit with some minor variations, and 
fortunately no building has been built across the line.  So full restoration is technically 
possible.   

A substantial grant of public money has financed the Itchen Navigation Heritage 
Project and a considerable amount of most repair and restoration commendable work has 
been done to strengthen and restore the banks, to repair the locks and to improve the 
footpath.  The visual and recreational amenities have been markedly improved.   
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Vicky Green and Richard Preston 
 
John Malachi: a man of colour in nineteenth-century Southampton 
  
The life of John Malachi would be largely hidden from us were it not for his very public 
appearance before the House of Commons in March 1853, giving evidence on corruption 
in the 1852 Southampton parliamentary election. Newspaper coverage, both local and 
national, presents us with a simple fact: that this witness is a "man of colour." That fact, 
invisible in most documents, brings him out of the shadows and gives us a reason to tell 
his story. 
  
John Malachi was born in Africa c.1790. He married Ann Elizabeth Mascoe in St Mary's 
Church, Southampton on 10 February 1828. She was born in St James's, London, c.1803 
(according to the 1851 census), and may have had an illegitimate child before her 
marriage to Malachi: Robert Frederick Mascoe, son of Ann Elizabeth Mascoe, of Great 
Ormond Street, was baptised in St Pancras Old Church on 4 April 1823. At the time of 
his marriage, John was living in All Saints parish. An exchange between John and the 
barrister Edwin James, QC before the 1853 inquiry suggests they were a feisty couple: 
  
    Mr James:  When Mr Tucker called upon you did not Mrs Malachi say, "John is going 
to vote one and one?" 
    Witness:  She never calls me John; she calls me Malachi (laughter). 
    Mr James:  Except when she is particularly fond of you. 
    Witness:  She is always fond of me (great laughter). 

       Figure 1  Winchester Street from Ordnance Survey map of 1845/6, 60 inches to 1 mile, sheet 21 
 
 One daughter is recorded: Catherine, who died in April 1841, aged 7 years. For most of 
their time in Southampton, the Malachis lived in a house owned by John in Winchester 
Street (the number being variously given as 22 or 23), Kingsland Place (figure 1). He is 
recorded there in the July 1831 St Mary's rate book. It was a sizeable property, with a 
gross estimated rental of £11.12s.6d. (1844), a frontage of 32 feet and a garden. It 
contained two sitting rooms, four bed rooms and a wash house. As such, it was ideal for 
taking in lodgers. The 1851 census records four 'boarders': two labourers, a messenger 
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and a dressmaker. In 1859, the family is living at 27 Union Street, Orchard Place, and in 
1861 sharing 29 College Street with the Hoad family. Ann died in 1862, followed by 
John, buried on 16 April 1867, aged 77 years, in the parish of St Mary's. He died in 
Southampton poor house. 
  
Rent from lodgers supplemented Malachi's uncertain income as a waiter or servingman in 
a series of inns and hotels, of which the Star Hotel in High Street, under Thomas Swyre, 
and the Bell and Crown in Melbourne Street, Chapel, under Thomas Bell, can be 
identified. In September 1857, Malachi sued the latter in Southampton County Court 
for nine days’ unpaid wages and for five shillings promised for moving goods to a 
taphouse. Bell counter-claimed a set-off of 15s.6d. for 6 1/2 gallons of beer alleged to 
have been drunk by Mr and Mrs Malachi, and for a quart pint lost. A revealing 
interchange between Malachi (the plaintiff) and Bell (the defendant) is reported in the 
Hampshire Independent (12 September 1857): 
  
    Plaintiff, by Mr Pocock [attorney]: Could not drink that amount of beer in the time. 
    Defendant: Him and his wife could empty a nine-gallon any night after dark. 
    Plaintiff: Why, you has'nt [sic] bin sober dis fortnight. 
    Defendant: He can do that in brandy nearly. 
    Plaintiff: Ditto, brother bung [loosely translated as fellow innkeeper]. 
  
John Malachi was a political animal. In 1832 he possessed a vote for both the borough of 
Southampton - a scot and lot voter (paying borough rates) on the pre-Reform 
qualification - and the South Division of Hampshire. He was in normal times a supporter 
of the Tories. In September 1832 he was a signatory to a petition to John Fleming of 
Stoneham Park to stand at the forthcoming election against the Whig Lord Palmerston. 
His voting preference within the borough constituency was likewise Tory. In 1832 he 
plumped for John Barlow Hoy. He voted for Charles Cecil Martyn and Lord Bruce in 
1841 (figure 2) and for Humphrey St John Mildmay and George William Hope in 1842. 
He was one of the first to plump for Sir Edward Butler in the by-election of February 
1857. He survived Whig objections to his votes before the borough revision courts of 
October 1837 and September 1839. 
  
The 1852 borough election was an exception. Malachi, out of work for over a year and 
desperate for money, was ripe for turning. He declined to give his customary promise to 
the Tories on their initial canvass. This left open the way for a rapprochement with the 
Whigs. Four or five days before the election, John Traffels Tucker, auctioneer, alderman 
(elected sheriff later that year and mayor the following year) and one of the Whig 
election managers (responsible for the payment of expenses to the out-voters) called on 
Malachi, ostensibly to offer him temporary employment as a porter at a forthcoming 
auction. Malachi was not at home, but his wife seized the opportunity to importune a 
place for her husband, referring to the recent vacancy as attendant on the Royal Pier 
caused by the retirement of George Perkins: "her husband wanted a permanent situation, 
and would like some light description of employment". The situation was in the gift of 
the Whig-dominated Pier and Harbour Commission (of which Tucker, as a member of 
Southampton Council, was an ex officio member), and was a place worth having: a salary 
of 15 shillings a week, with "many a sixpence to be made", and light work, handling 
ropes and sweeping the pierhead. On the day of the election (8 July) Tucker gave Malachi 
a draft letter of application, which Malachi, at an expense he could ill afford, had printed: 
'he would endeavour to give satisfaction to the Commission and the public at large, so far  
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as lay in his power, if he should be 
fortunate enough to succeed in his 
application'. Malachi took a copy of the 
application to the mayor Richard 
Andrews, controller of political 
patronage in the town, no doubt to 
verify the genuineness of the offer. 
When asked about Perkins's place, 
Andrews replied (according to Malachi's 
testimony) that "he would interest 
himself if he could to get it for me".  A 
partiality that ill became the official 
neutrality of the returning officer. 
Alderman Tucker was content that 
Malachi merely split his vote between 
Augustus Vansittart, the least popular of 
the Tory candidates, and Sir Alexander 
Cockburn, who as a London lawyer was 
the more vulnerable of the sitting Whig 
candidates. On election day itself, 
however, Malachi fell under the 
influence of Thomas Swyre, another of 
the Whig election agents, who had been 
active in the Whig canvass of the 
borough. Swyre had previously 
employed Malachi as a live-in waiter at  

        Figure 2  Southampton pollbook, July 1841. 
 
the Star Hotel for two years. Ann had accompanied her husband to the Star, whence he 
was escorted by Swyre to the poll. Discovering that his charge intended to vote one and 
one, Swyer counselled a more radical approach: "---- it all, John, don't vote in that way; 
lay it all on one side". And so he did, voting for both Whig candidates, Cockburn and 
Brodie McGhie Willcox. 
  
Malachi quickly found that promises made in the frenzy of an election campaign are 
rarely kept. The cold douche of reality came when he took his piece of paper round 
individually to the Pier and Harbour Commissioners and, as he told the parliamentary 
inquiry, "I found at the house of one of the Commissioners eight waiting in the hall" 
(laughter). In the event, four applicants were considered: Malachi, William Cole (a 
mariner), Richard Hardy (a porter) and John Luscombe. The latter was successful - a 22-
year old sailor born in Portsmouth of a sea-faring family living with his widowed mother, 
on poor relief, in Bugle Street. The motion for his appointment was made by Alderman 
Tucker. Malachi was again reduced to part-time jobbing and taking in lodgers, with the 
transient salve of three days work as a porter at Tucker's auction house. He was in the 
mood to turn Queen's evidence. Even before the day of the appointment (27 July) he had 
visited John Zimmerman, landlord of the St George's Inn in Bugle Street and a Tory 
political bruiser of the first order. A brief biography is given below in an appendix. 
Malachi later recalled, under examination by Edwin James, their first conversation: "He 
asked me what I wanted, and I said I had called about Perkins's place. He said, 'You ---- 
fool, you won't get it' (laughter). He then took a book out of his pocket, and put down my 



Southmpton Local History  Forum 

26 

statement. I had a glass of beer, which I paid for, and then he gave me another". Malachi 
was later visited in his own house by William Henry Mackey, a Tory attorney and 
solicitor who had cut his political teeth in the bruising borough election of 1842 and who 
was seeking evidence to support an appeal against the return (Serjeant Kingslake, 
attorney for the sitting members before the parliamentary enquiry, stated that it was 
William's younger brother, Bryan Mackey, who made the approach, but it was William 
who was the more active in the fishing expedition). Malachi was 'pumped' for half an 
hour: "He wanted a great many things that I could not tell him, and he suggested several 
things to me". The hope was that he would confirm rumours that he had been directly 
bribed - sums of ten shillings, two sovereigns and five pounds were mentioned - , but 
Malachi resisted, fearing no doubt liability to legal proceedings. He admitted nothing but 
the promise of a place on the pier. The Southampton petition was subsequently heard 
before a select committee of the House of Commons. Malachi was an ideal witness to put 
before the committee, feeling a deep sense of betrayal, personally unscrupulous, clearly 
intelligent and not one to be overawed by the paraphernalia of the occasion. He was 
accompanied to London on the eve of the enquiry by John Zimmerman and the following 
day (5 March 1853) gave his evidence with spirit and bravado. That Malachi was one of 
only three local witnesses to give evidence on the first day shows the importance given 
by the Tory managers to his testimony. It was, however, all for nought. The select 
committee found for the sitting members.  
  
The impression we receive of John Malachi is of a man accepted in the local community. 
Southampton newspapers refer to him as 'a man of colour' or (Hampshire Advertiser) "a 
little elderly man of colour", but there is no sense of alienation or prejudice. It is the 
national press which tends to stress his ethnicity. The London-based Lloyd's Weekly 
Newspaper (13 March 1853), in its account of the parliamentary investigation, describes 
Malachi in a way which no Southampton paper did: 'a negro of a most singular 
physiognomy - a low retreating forehead, with protuberant lips and a lower jaw'. It is a 
travesty of this sense of normality that Malachi should be caricatured in a work of 
fictionalised propaganda: The slaveholder abroad; or Billy Buck's visit with his master, to 
England: a series of letters from Dr Pleasant Jones to Major Joseph Jones, of Georgia. 
Published anonymously in Philadelphia in 1860, the author has subsequently been 
identified as Ebenezer Starnes, a member of the Georgia Supreme Court and sometime 
state attorney general. The work fits into that genre of 'anti-Tom' literature which 
followed publication of Uncle Tom's cabin in 1852. Its intention was to discredit the 
British anti-slavery campaign, reinvigorated by the release of Harriet Becher Stowe's 
novel in England the following year, by portraying Britain as socially, morally and 
politically derelict. In Starnes' work the plantation slave Billy Buck, in company with his 
master Dr Jones, meets Malachi, 'a brother negro', in Southampton during the reception 
of Louis Kossuth in late 1851. Buck is subsequently invited by his new friend back to 
Southampton to witness the shananigans of the 1852 election. The account of the 
election, given in the dialect of the southern states, can be read online at  
http://www.archive.org/. Allegedly an eye-witness account, it is based solely on 
newspaper accounts of the House of Commons enquiry.   
  
 
 
 
 
 

https://sccmail.southampton.gov.uk/exchweb/bin/redir.asp?URL=http://www.archive.org/
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Appendix 
John Zimmerman: a political maverick in nineteenth-century Southampton 
  
John Zimmerman was a man who lived on the margins of Southampton society. His life 
would be little more than a collection of bare facts were it not for his involvement in the 
most raw forms of political electioneering. It is in this way that he crossed paths with 
John Malachi. 
  
John Zimmerman had exotic origins. Baptized on 11 May 1804 in All Saints Church, 
Southampton, he was the son of Jacob Zimmerman, a cavalryman in the 20th Light 
Dragoons then stationed in the barracks between foreign assignments. His mother was 
Juliana Zimmerman. John was twice married. His first wife, Mary, was born in 
Southampton c.1800. She died on 5 May 1859. Eight children were born between 1827 
and 1855. None lived beyond the age of 30 and four perished under five years old. Seven 
family addresses are recorded during this period, most in the St Mary's district: Queen 
Street, Union Street, Pardy's Buildings (Lower Canal Walk), Briton Street, Armour 
Street, Bedford Place and Bridge Street. John married his second wife, Ann, born in 
Bitterne c.1809 and sister of the fly proprietor William Hunt, in 1863. 
  
The list of John's early occupations would be similarly sparse were it not for the report in 
the Hampshire Advertiser (27 July 1844) of his cross-examination by the barrister 
Charles Saunders in a trial at Winchester in July 1844 (referred to later). It is a one-sided 
exchange for all we have is Zimmerman's replies to the questions fired at him. "He got 
his living honestly, and worked hard for it; he was an agent - could be an agent for Mr 
Saunders - anything to get money honestly. Was not able to work; was a cripple; had two 
limbs broken; was a porter seven years ago when he fell off a coach; was a book-keeper; 
was never a cad; did not know what a cad was; gave up his book-keeping because the 
Railroad unfortunately began. He did everything he could to get an honest living". This 
hand-to-mouth existence is confirmed by his occupations recorded between 1827 and 
1844: tapster, porter, mariner, book-keeper, toll collector and agent. 
  
A veneer of respectability was achieved when Zimmerman, then in his mid-40's, took 
over the licence of St George's Hotel in Bridge Street in November 1849. He held the 
licence until late 1860, interrupted only by a brief interlude as licensee of the Clarendon 
Hotel in Bernard Street between August 1858 and November 1859. These were two 
important hostelries in the town. In order to supplement his income, Zimmerman 
acquired the right in 1856 to graze sheep and cattle on the Common Fields of the town. 
He clearly believed that this corporation contract 'to rent the grass' was a passport to 
wealth, for his tender (£50) in April 1857 to renew the contract (held for nine months) 
was over twice that of other bidders. It was a miscalculation. The common lands were 
being transformed from an essentially agricultural resource into a sterile urban park. The 
cricket ground carved out of Hoglands in 1857 significantly reduced the scope for profit. 
The further condition that the contractor was to feed and mow the grass if grazing alone 
did not produce the good turf demanded by the corporation was increasingly irksome to 
Zimmerman. In June 1857 his contract was temporarily cancelled for his failure to keep 
the sward in good condition. He was also obliged to pay for any damage caused to trees 
and shrubs by his work. In 1858 Zimmerman lost the contract. Two years later, in 
November 1860, he applied for bankruptcy in Southampton Insolvent Debtors' Court 
owing debts of £288.3s.7d., mainly to local tradesmen. He had no assets. His total profits 
from November 1859 to November 1860 amounted to no more than £30. 
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Bankruptcy was a temporary setback to a man of Zimmerman's resilience. In 1862 he was 
awarded the contract to provide refreshments at the grandstand during the July race 
meeting on the Common. 'The Wines and Spirits are of the choicest qualities, and the 
Refreshments from the well-known cuisine of Mr  Brixey, High Street'. The contract 
went elsewhere the next year - lost to a higher tender - but as lessee of the grandstand 
Zimmerman personally supervised the victualling department run from No.1 Pavilion in 
the immediate rear of the grandstand, serving luncheons, wines, spirits, Bass, Guinness 
and Allsopp's ales and stouts. Two years later, in 1865, he returned to the innkeeping 
trade as licensee of the Fish and Kettle Tavern in French Street, which he briefly renamed 
the Market Tavern. On his death on 30 May 1868, aged 68 years, the licence was taken 
on for a few years by his widow Ann. 
  
John Zimmerman had a largely hidden life as a political manipulator. It was a role 
revealed in a series of legal and parliamentary enquiries into the electoral practices of the 
borough. The case of Bray v Andrews, heard before the Undersheriff of Hampshire, 
Charles Seagrim, in July 1844, casts light on his role in the pivotal parliamentary election 
of July 1841. Charles Bray of the Wheat Sheaf tap in Bridge Street sought to recover 
£19.16s.0d. from Richard Andrews for breakfasts, lunches, dinners, grogs and suppers 
supplied to friends of the Liberal candidates E J Hutchins and Captain Charles Mangles. 
John Zimmerman and Richard Ray, the latter of the Wiltshire Eating House in West 
Street, - both former Tory supporters and both without a vote - had been empowered to 
open the Wheat Sheaf and "take there the doubtful voters whom it was likely that they 
could secure for Mangles and Hutchins". The voters were provided liberally with 
refreshment and escorted to the poll on election day to ensure that there was no 
backsliding. Their puppet master was Richard Andrews, in perhaps his first election as a 
Liberal operator. Charles Saunders - counsel for Andrews - argued the impossibility of 
such a man employing Tory apostates like Zimmerman and Ray. The court disagreed, 
giving a verdict in favour of the plaintiff and awarding damages against Andrews of 
£9.14s.0d. In the words of the Undersheriff, Zimmerman and Ray "were men who made 
money how they could and that they had gone to Richard Andrews and offered to commit 
unlawful acts". Or more explicitly in the testimony of John Zimmerman, under cross-
examination, "Went to Mr Andrews because he paid for it". Evidence given by Richard 
Andrews before the House of Commons election committee in July 1842, investigating 
corruption in the 1841 election, reveals a further service performed by Zimmerman. He 
admitted having given him £10 so that he could "pay 20 men on the nomination day 
[who] were to go to the hall [Guildhall]  to secure a hearing for our candidates": ie 
political enforcers. 
  
Zimmerman had a vote at the next parliamentary election in August 1842. He exercised it 
- as he did in 1852 and 1865 - in favour of the Conservatives. He was by now a member 
of the Grand Protestant Association of Loyal Orangemen, one of whose meeting places 
was the St George's Hotel. In 1852  he became one of the first investors in the 
Southampton Freehold Land Society, in its early days an exclusively Tory organisation. 
We have already met Zimmerman in 1853 as one of those who encouraged John Malachi 
to give evidence against Richard Andrews and his fellow Liberals before the 
parliamentary inquiry into corruption during the borough election of the previous year. 
Malachi testified that it was Zimmerman who took down his statement about being 
offered Perkins's place. The exchange is recorded above. Zimmerman acted as a whipper-
in to the Tory witnesses before the 1853 inquiry and accompanied Malachi to London in 
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March 1853 where, despite Malachi's too insistent denials to the contrary, he clearly 
pumped the witness on how to respond to the questions he was to be asked. A fellow 
coach was the Tory solicitor - and member of the Loyal Orange Association - William 
Henry Mackey, who later represented Zimmerman before Southampton Insolvent 
Debtors' Court. 
  
A foot soldier for most of his political life, Zimmerman made a public and controversial 
intervention in the 1856 municipal election for the ward of Holy Rood. The contest, to fill 
the vacancy caused by the retirement of John Henry Cooksey, became a fratricidal battle 
between two Tories of a very different hue: William Henry Rogers, well-known 
nurseryman and pledged to obtain the benefits of the Hartley Bequest for the ward, and 
John Zimmerman, landlord of the St George's Hotel and intent on making mischief. To 
the Hampshire Advertiser (11 October 1856), 'the game has been carried out during the 
week with immense zest. Addresses have appeared in the name of certain celebrities, 
some of which to the townsmen are full of point, and one or two exhibit very trumpery 
spite and inane threats, which only damage the party they are meant to serve'. The 
Hampshire Independent believed that 'the accession to the Council of John Zimmerman 
was no means considered to be desirable'. Unsuccessful appeals were made to two Tory 
stalwarts - John Coupland, editor of the Advertiser, and William Le Feuvre, who had 
some time since resigned from the council in despair of its work - to break the impasse. 
But neither Rogers nor Zimmerman was prepared to concede. The day of the poll saw a 
reversion to the politics of the 1830s, with intimidation and at least three cases of 
impersonation. The poll was neck-and-neck until noon, but in the end Zimmerman lost by 
65 votes to 55. He claimed that seven of his promised supporters had voted against him 
and that twelve had kept away. It is an ironic footnote that in March 1857 Zimmerman 
was appointed one of the two ward assessors for All Saints. It was the job of assessors to 
maintain the purity of the burgess lists, deciding who was and who was not eligible to 
hold the municipal franchise. 
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David Moody 
 
Bitterne Park: the origins and growth of a Victorian suburb 1882-1901 
 
Bitterne Park is a suburb of Southampton on the east bank of the river Itchen, dating from 
the 1880s. The medieval town was situated on a headland at the top of the Southampton 
Water between the rivers Test and Itchen, and by 1880, when the population had passed 
60,000, the town had expanded along the west bank of the Itchen as far north as St 
Denys, and the river had been traversed by a toll bridge at Northam and a railway bridge 
further north, on the route of the Southampton-Netley branch line. Bitterne Road railway 
station, renamed Bitterne in 1896, served the village of Bitterne and the ribbon 
development on the eastern approach to the Northam toll bridge. In 1880 the river Itchen 
was the eastern boundary of the borough.  
 
The instigator of the suburb was the newly founded National Liberal Land Company 
(NLLC), incorporated in 1880. With a capital flotation of £100,000, of which £72,500 
had been subscribed by April 1883 and for which an interim dividend of six per cent had 
already been declared for the first half of 1882i, it quickly acquired a number of sites for 
suburban development, at Bowes Park (Wood Green), Beaumont Park (South Acton) and 
Southborough Park (Surbiton) in London, and also in Chatham, Leeds, Newcastle upon 
Tyne, Portsmouth and the Potteries  as well as Bitterne Manor Farm, which it bought for 
£26,415 in 1882 and mortgaged to the Gresham Life Assurance Society in 1884ii. The 
purchase consisted of 317 acres of farmland and woodland adjacent to the Itchen on 
ground rising to a height of 200 feet, on gravelly soil favoured by suburban developers. 
The  NLLC was an untypical developer, in that it had an express purpose of furthering 
the interests the Liberal Party. Six Liberal MPs were numbered amongst the directors, 
trustees and standing council. The chairman was Professor James Edwin Thorold Rogers 
(1823-90), MP between 1880 and 1886, disciple and friend of Richard Cobden and an 
economic historian still celebrated for his work on agricultural wages and prices.  The 
dubious rationale of the company, as set out in its prospectus was that 'nothing is better 
calculated to extend the voting power of the Liberal Party in boroughs and counties than 
the encouragement of small freehold tenure, urban and agricultural'iii.  This Liberal 
strategy was based upon a belief, shared by some modern historians, that the arrival of 
the lower middle class in suburbia by the 1880s favoured the Liberals, for they were more 
likely to vote Liberal than the wealthier élites who had initiated the suburban revolution.iv 
But even before  the company had time to test its thesis, the ground was to some extent 
cut from under its feet, for the Conservatives' 1884 Representation of the People Act 
extended male suffrage to all  householders and lodgers paying £10 rent a year for 
unfurnished accommodation, thereby enlarging the electorate to 5.5 million, an estimated 
40 per cent of men. Other historians have argued, on the other hand, that  suburbanites 
favoured the conservatives. In the case of Southampton, the post-1884 parliamentary 
borough took in suburbs and villages around the town including Freemantle, Millbrook, 
Shirley, Itchen, Woolston, Sholing and Bitterne as well as the southern section of Bitterne 
Park, and Patterson (1975) believed that 'apart from Millbrook and perhaps Woolston, 
which contained many working-class voters, the large number of newly enfranchised 
householders in these districts were mostly typical suburbanites and mainly Conservative 
inclined...'v  
 
The evidence from elections supports the latter view. The 1885 election was a clear 
Conservative victory with its two candidates topping the Southampton poll. Their 
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majorities were reduced in 1886 and in a bye election in 1888, the Liberals did manage to 
win one of the two seats. The seats were again split in 1892, but in 1895 the 
Conservatives won both, a feat which they repeated in 1900. The northern part of Bitterne 
Park, where properties had lower rateable values, might have seemed more promising 
territory for the Liberals but this part of the estate was placed in a different constituency 
under the 1884 Redistribution Act, that of Fareham or Southern Hampshire. However, 
this seat proved no more fertile territory for the Liberals, being held solidly by the 
Conservatives from 1884 to 1918. In local politics, it is equally difficult to perceive 
positive effects, in fact the reverse. The Liberals predominated in Southampton 
Corporation for most of the 1870s, had a narrow majority in 1879 which they lost in 
1881, and for the middle part of the decade they shared power with the Conservatives 
under an arrangement whereby an equal number of candidates from each party were 
returned unopposed. Southampton became a county borough under the County Councils 
Act of 1888, and following boundary reform in 1890, the Liberals gained a substantial 
majority which they held until 1895. However the extension of the borough boundaries in 
that year, including the incorporation of Bitterne Park and other suburbs, had the reverse 
effect to that envisaged by the Liberals fifteen years before, for the Conservatives won 
control and held it into the twentieth century.vi By that time the NLLC had abandoned its 
political agenda, and in 1890 had reconstituted itself as the National Land Corporation 
(NLC), distancing itself from the Liberal Party and the mandate of extending suffrage.  
 
The NLLC purchase of the estate was immediately followed by development of the 
infrastructure, water, drainage, roads and an iron bridge over the Itchen from St Denys at 
a cost of £20,000 named after Thorold Roger's mentor, Richard Cobden. The bridge, free 
of tolls and presented as a gift to the town of Southampton, was the cause of complicated 
and protracted litigation with Hampshire County over responsibilities for its maintenance, 
with the courts finally finding against the NLLC.vii  
 
The marketing of the estate emphasized the advantages of suburban living found in the 
literature of the day,  – rural seclusion, sports facilities, health, transport links, and, for 
the cherry on the cake, the absence of high urban rates, suburbanites notoriously being 
heavy users of municipal services whilst avoiding having to pay for them. In 1886 
auctioneer Mr Tewson boasted that 'the rates in that parish did not amount to more than 
3s in the pound, while in the town of Southampton they were 6s 8d or 7s, and they all 
knew that in large towns there was a temptation to gradually increase them'.viii Liberal 
borough councillors may not have been too pleased. These themes made their appearance 
in the first Bitterne Park prospectus of 1883, which spoke of the 'picturesque character of 
the scenery of the district',  'sylvan beauty', 'a capital supply of the purest drinking water', 
the 'close proximity to London and Southampton' and  the 'immediate neighbourhood of 
the sea and a navigable estuary' for those 'seeking rural and yachting retreats'. Sport was 
to be promoted through the provision of a 'magnificent site of upwards of eight acres, 
reserved for … a cricket and lawn tennis ground' situated between Whitworth Crescent 
and Bullar Road. At the lunch to celebrate the launch, the Company expressed its desire 
'to banish the jerry builder' and to 'provide homes with proper sanitary arrangements, thus 
promoting health and increasing longevity'.ix

 
The development of the estate occurred in two stages, the first, from 1882 to 1890 
concentrating on the southern end of the site, on the higher ground and the land adjacent 
to Bitterne railway station. First to be developed was the wooded grounds of Cobden 
Bridge Road, Midanbury Lane and Thorold Road where large villas were envisaged. 
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Plots in Midanbury Lane were over an acre, in Cobden Bridge Road half an acre and in 
Cobbett Road about a quarter of an acre.x Today the villas are mostly gone or converted, 
but many of the trees remain. Next to be developed was the middle- middle and lower-
middle class area around Bullar Road and Whitworth Road, on plots of 400-500 square 
yards, targetted at  the white-collar workers whose numbers increased from 150,000 in 
1851 to 900,000 in 1911, representing 2.5 per cent and 7 per cent of the workforce 
respectively.xi They included the 'army of clerks', whose numbers had risen 
'geometrically' after mid-century, firstly in London and then elsewhere.xii  
 
Initial sales figures appear satisfactory, for of the first 43 sites auctioned on 27 June 1883, 
all but a handful were soon sold, and of the next 62 offered for sale on 15 November 
1883, 43 were taken, realising £1761. For comparison, however, in an auction of another 
NLLC estate, Beaumont Park in South Acton held in April 1882, all 70 plots offered 
were sold. At Bitterne Park, 78 plots were auctioned at the third sale, held at the end of 
April 1884, but on this occasion 'there was no demand for plots in the higher part of the 
estate', whilst those in Cobbett Road realised £300 per acre and Whitworth Road £450 
per acre. Shop plots fetched around £700 per acre. At the sale of 54 lots held on October 
14 1886 'the biddings were anything but spirited', and only 18 were sold. Some 46 lots 
were auctioned on 7 December 1886 and a few more in 1887, after which sales activity 
appears to have ceased until 1892.xiii At the time of the 1891 census, there were just 32 
habited properties on the estate, Bullar Road accounting for nearly half. General Manager 
of the NLC Mr Dorrell admitted in 1894, reviewing the first 14 years of the company's 
existence, that 'things were dull at first'xiv, a state of affairs which political opponents had 
noticed and enjoyed from as early as 1885. Conservative MP Mr Alfred Giles, addressing 
the Conservative Association in Shirley in October of that year spoke of 'the fashion of 
the Radicals to say men could not get land, and he would point to one little estate in their 
own neighbourhood which to his certain knowledge had been in the market for several 
years, and the head of it was a very liberal-minded man indeed – Professor Thorold 
Rogers. (laughter). He alluded to the Bitterne Park estate, and it could not find purchasers 
on tolerably easy terms. It showed the folly of the Radical saying that land could not be 
purchased'.xv The joke appears not have staled with the conservatives, for as late as 1899 
(nine years after the NLLC had transformed itself into the NLC), Mr S.Leighton, MP for 
Oswestry, Shropshire, during the debate on the Small Houses (Acquisition of Ownership) 
Bill regaled the House of Commons with quotations from the NLLC prospectus, to 
further laughter.xvi

 
The difficulty in attracting buyers was felt most strongly with some of the larger and 
more prestigious sites, in Thorold Road for example. Here the NLLC had themselves 
constructed two mansions, seemingly the only two they built on the whole estate. They 
were described as in the Queen Anne style with, on the ground floor three reception 
rooms with bays. On the first floor were four bedrooms, a w.c., and dressing and bath 
rooms (hot and cold), and on the second floor two large bedrooms.  The houses were 
fitted with electric bells and mains water and were set in half-acre well-planted gardens. 
The rent or lease was £85 and freehold sale price was £1,600. or £1,400 on a 999 year 
lease with ground rent of £9 per year. They were first offered for sale in April 1886 and 
subsequently in September 1886.xvii Other plots in Thorold Road also proved 
problematic, and a large plot of two roods 29 perches was eventually bought by Thorold 
Rogers himself, and made over as a site for a parish church. Rogers had been an ordained 
priest. 
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One of the reasons for the desultory growth of Bitterne Park was that the NLLC's dream 
of expanded owner occupation proved illusory, even in the most expensive parts of the 
estate. Building societies and freehold-land societies before the 1930s almost invariably 
limited loans to 75-80 per cent of the purchase price, putting owner occupation beyond 
the means of 90 per cent of the population.xviii Data from the first surviving rate book for 
Bitterne Park, covering the period 1st April 1914 to 31st March 1915 confirm that owner 
occupation was at a low level, and that, as was normal elsewhere, most of the houses 
were in the hands of small investors. The process of financing a project began with 
solicitors or estate agents acting for these private investors. The 43 plots sold at the end 
of 1883 for example included seven plots bought by Bance, surveyors and estate agents 
in Southampton, and five plots bought by Richard Eve, solicitor, Aldershot. Eleven plots 
went to Williams of Fenchurch Street, London, four to Frederick Arthur Alexander 
Rowland, solicitor for the NLLC, and three to a third in London, Charles Jenkins Jones. 
James Lumber/Lumby, auctioneer, mortgage broker, house and estate agent, bought one 
plot. A second major group of purchasers came from the building trade, five plots taken 
by Doggrell, a Southampton house decorator and plumber, two by Blake Pemberton, 
brick merchant, and one by George Franklin, builder's foreman. A third category of buyer 
was the small investor looking for a direct income in preference to the mediation of a 
solicitor or estate agent. In this Bitterne Park sale of 1883, this group was represented by 
Fanny Aslett, spinster, who bought two plots for £80. The census enumeration return for 
Bullar Road in 1891 showed Asletts in residence, but not Fanny.xix

 
The second phase of the development of Bitterne Park occurred after metamorphosis of 
the NLLC into the National Land Corporation Ltd (NLC), which coincided with the death 
of chairman Thorold Rogers in 1890.xx  With the distancing of the company from the 
Liberal Party. perhaps one can detect a more business-like approach. Captain Ivory, 
general manager of the company, claimed in 1894 that 'his Society had done something 
for Southampton, and although people said they came there to make money, they did so, 
but honest, commercial enterprise was the backbone of the country.xxi The vanity of 
naming the streets after themselves (Cobbett Road after Pitt Cobbett Esq, Thorold Road 
after James E Thorold Rogers, Whitworth Road after Benjamin Whitworth Esq, Harcourt 
Road after Sir William Harcourt, Dalhousie Road – later renamed Station Road and 
subsequently Macnaghten Road– after the Rt Hon the Earl of Dalhousie) gave way to 
names marketed with a whiff of ruritania and garden suburb, Manor Farm Road, Ash 
tree, Oak Tree, Hillside Avenue, though there was an exception  in Bond Road, named 
after the then chairman Edward Bond. More significantly, a more realistic marketing 
strategy targetted the investor as opposed to the owner occupier.  It was land 'which 
would rapidly increase in value' said Wheatley the auctioneer in 1892; the estate afforded 
'an opportunity for the safe investment of small amounts' claimed the auction sale notice 
in 1893; and in 1895 the company made their appeal directly to 'builders, merchants, 
investors and others – for occupation or investment'.xxii

 
The change of focus was also reflected in efforts to tailor their product for the newly-
emerging lower- middle class tradesmen, even prosperous labourers. Colonisation of 
suburbia by blue collar and labouring classes was a new phenomenon, encouraged by cut-
price public transport, advancing real incomes due to a major fall in world commodity 
prices, greater security of employment and shorter working hours (permitting longer 
travel-to-work time).xxiii Their arrival in suburbia, armed as  many of them were with 
their recent enfranchisement, was a cause of anxiety for the middle classes. A ditty in 
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Punch in 1892 raised the spectre of the working man invading their seclusion with 
parliament impotent to prevent him, for 'his vote, his demagogues, protect him'.xxiv

 
To attract this clientele,the 70 freehold plots offered in July 1894 were described as being 
of various sizes 'to suit different classes of buyers'xxv and on average they were smaller 
than those sold in the 1883-8 phase. Whether this constituted a change in policy or had 
been envisaged by the NLLC from the start, the consequence was a distinct difference in 
the profiles of the pre- and post-1890 parts of the estate. Astutely or fortuitously, the 
NLLC developed the estate top down, so that each new wave of colonists was generally 
less affluent than the preceding. The new colonists would have been  happy to brush 
shoulders with those already in place, those 'seeking rural and yachting retreats'; and the 
existing suburbanites could find some solace in their geographical separation – to a large 
extent, these were not streets of mixed housing.  The plots in the southern half of the 
estate were mostly sold in the 1883-8 phase, with the exception of Station Road, where 
smaller plot sizes were now offered. The 1909 1:2500 Ordnance Survey map gives a 
graphic illustration of the small Station Road plots squeezed between the more generous 
portions in Bullar Road and Whitworth Crescent. Valuations in the County Borough of 
Southampton rate book for 1 April 1914 to 31 March 1915 for Thorold Road range from 
around £24 to £64. Typical valuations for Bullar Road were between £14 and £19. In the 
new northern part valuations in AshTree Road were between £9 16s and £12.16s, in 
Newton Road mostly £11 4s and in River View £10 8s. 
 
The suburb has been described as 'an invention for accentuating and even refining class 
distinctions' and 'an arena for a many layered class war...'.xxvi Perhaps mindful of such 
anxieties, the NLC made a divide between the older and newer part of the estate, and left 
clear spaces in the approaches to the Cobden Bridge, where the Congregational church 
was dedicated in 1899, and where the Church of England Church of the Ascension later 
came to face it. The original temporary iron church, also dedicated in 1899, was situated 
higher up Thorold Road.xxvii Symbolically the more modest Baptist chapel was situated in 
Oak Tree Road, in the new part of the estate. The houses themselves mirrored the social 
divisions. Before 1914, it has been suggested, the typical lower-middle class family lived 
in a terraced house, the middle-middle class boasted a semi-detached and the upper-
middle a detached.xxviii Examples of all three are found in Bitterne Park, though very few 
terraced –  one row constituting Manor Terrace and another at the southern end of Station 
Road. However, some of the semi-detached and detached houses were built in such close 
proximity that it is difficult to squeeze between them. The style of housing, apart from 
the Queen Anne and other mansions in the prestigious part of the estate, was uniformly 
Victorian two storey,with bow windows. There are no examples of bungalow from this 
period, still considered too bohemian and risqué. Some of the houses may have been 
architect-designed, but more often jobbing builders adapted or copied standard designs. 
George Blake, builder of Aberdeen Street, St Denys was prosecuted by architect Edmund 
Walter Evans in 1884 for alledgedly using a set of his plans for his Bitterne Park houses 
without authority. The builder promised to pay.xxix House names encouraged suburban 
fantasies, with a plethora of 'villas' and 'cottages' inaccurately attributed to semi-detached 
houses. Apart from the extensive floral names – acacia, lilac, daisy, pansy, violet, rose, 
laburnum, woodbine and so on with infinite variety - , there were dreams of far-off exotic 
places, such as South Africa (Mafeking and Transvaal) and romantic Scotland (Rothesay, 
Rosslyn). Others reflected a literary bent (Bronte Villa, Valkyrie) or philosophical 
preoccupations (Spero Villa, Perseverance, Utopia). Many of these names remain, etched 
as they were in the stone or plasterwork of the buildings. The prosaic Appleton Road and 
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Manor Terrace for the lower-middle classes and working classes confined themselves to 
house numbers. 
 
Despite the new focus, sales in the 1890s continued to be patchy. The auction held on 21 
November 1893 was described as successful 'on the whole'  whilst the newspaper report 
of that held exactly a year later less one day suggested that 'considering the very bad 
weather and other circumstances, the sale was considered satisfactory, the total amount 
sold realising between £1300 and £1400'. At the auction held six weeks previously 
several plots had been withdrawn. Despite this, general manager Mr Dorrell claimed that 
'latterly the estate had gone off well, and whereas in 1892 they had 250 acres of land for 
sale there they now only had 150 acres left, which showed something of the building 
development which was going on in and around Southampton'.xxx

 
One of the main planks in the marketing of the suburb, the avoidance of high borough 
rates, was rendered null and void  with Bitterne Park's annexation, along with a number 
of other suburbs, by Southampton County Borough in 1895. There was some vociferous 
opposition in the press, both from some residents and from South Stoneham Rural 
District Council, which was set to lose around £2500 income from rates.xxxi A more 
positive response saw the establishment of a Bitterne Park ratepayers' association; and in 
return some positive moves from Southampton local authorities on policing, public 
transport and lighting, but most notably with the building of Bitterne Park School for 900 
children at a cost of over £14,000 and for which the foundation stone was laid in 
1900.xxxii  The ratepayers' association can serve as a paradigm of the suburb's underlying 
social tensions. Of the 15 members elected as office bearers and committee members in 
1897, eleven were registered in the 1901 census, three each in Bullar Road and 
Whitworth Road, two in Manor Farm Road and one each in Cobden Bridge Road, Oak 
Tree Road and Station Road. Two were living on their own means, two were master 
tradesmen (employers), and there was a brewery manager, a laundry proprietor, a master 
mariner, a civil servant, a retired naval officer, an estate agent and a postman -  far from a 
representative cross-section. 
 
A profile of the new suburb's inhabitants can be constructed from data recorded in the 
census enumeration books for 1901. Table 1 compares the age profile of Bitterne Park in 
1901 with those of Southampton as a whole and of Hampshire. The differences are 
striking. Southampton and Hampshire are almost identical, but Bitterne Park has a 
markedly younger profile, with 48 per cent of its inhabitants aged under 20, against 40-41 
per cent in the others. The suburb was clearly the desirable abode for young families. It is 
also possible, though not verifiable from the data in this study, that the death rate among 
children was lower in Bitterne Park, thanks to its modern systems of water supply and 
drainage and its lower population density than the older parts of Southampton, where 
over 150 people had died in a cholera outbreak in 1865.   
 
Table one: age groups, Hampshire, Southampton and Bitterne Park 1901 (percentages) 
 Ages 0-

19 
Ages 
20-9 

Ages 
30-9 

Ages 40-
9 

Ages 
50-9 

Ages 60-
9 

Ages 70-
9 

Ages 80 
plus 

Hampshire* 40.63 18.41 14.22 10.59 7.65 5.15 2.61 0.74
Southampton County Borough 41.14 18.61 14.72 10.67 7.26 4.68 2.31 0.60
Bitterne Park 48.04 16.67 14.82 9.78 6.55 2.97 0.90 0.22
*County of Southampton together with County Boroughs and Isle of Wight 
Sources: census enumeration books Bitterne Park 1901 RG13/1068 
Census of England and Wales 1901: County of Hants (Southampton) Table 23 p 60; Table 24 p 63 
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Table 2, in which Bitterne Park age profiles are broken down by street, shows a wide 
variation amongst the 0-19 age group, ranging from 39 to 73 per cent of the population. 
However the two highest scoring streets, Appleton Road and Manor Terrace, had small 
total populations, so their percentages may not be statistically significant. On the other 
hand, there does appear to be some correlation between the percentages of the 0-19 age 
group and social class. The more middle class streets on the whole have lower 
proportions of young people, which may be due to the fact that they were the first to be 
developed and therefore more of their children had left home, but it may also be partly 
the result of family planning. By late Victorian times, the middle classes were practising 
the rhythm and withdrawal methods and using condoms and a variety of diaphragms and 
caps. Douching was effective, but depended upon access to bathrooms with running 
water, as provided in Bitterne Park. 
 
Table two: age groups Bitterne Park, by street, 1901 
street populati

on 
0-19 
age 
group 

Per 
cent 
0-19 

20-9 
age 
group

Per 
cent 
20-9

30-9 
age 
group 

Per 
cent 
30-9

40-9 
age 
group

Per 
cent 
40-9 

50-9 
age 
group

Per 
cent 
50-9 

60-9 
age 
group 

Per 
cent 
60-9 

70-9 
age 
grou
p 

Per 
cent 
70-9

80-9 
age 
grou
p 

Per 
cent 
80-9

Appleton Rd 60 44 73 4 7 4 7 7 12 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0
Ash Tree Rd 206 116 56 31 15 21 10 22 11 12 6 2 1 2 1 0 0
Bond Rd 92 39 42 16 17 13 14 16 17 5 5 3 3 0 0 0 0
Bullar Road 237 101 43 39 16 32 14 16 7 27 11 13 6 7 3 2 1
Cobbett etc* 130 55 42 25 19 13 10 14 11 15 12 5 4 1 1 2 2
Harcourt Rd 72 37 51 9 13 13 18 11 15 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0
Hillside Ave 104 45 43 21 20 24 23 5 5 5 5 3 3 0 0 1 1
Manor Farm Rd 231 98 42 42 18 37 16 22 10 19 8 10 4 3 1 0 0
Manor Terrace 88 55 63 9 10 8 9 10 11 3 3 2 2 0 0 0 0
Newton Rd etc+ 85 47 55 9 11 14 16 8 9 5 6 1 1 1 1 0 0
Oak Tree Rd 320 158 49 63 20 44 14 31 10 12 4 12 4 0 0 0 0
River View 73 37 51 16 22 14 19 2 3 2 3 2 3 0 0 0 0
Station Rd 402 192 48 61 15 71 18 46 11 26 6 3 1 3 1 0 0
Whitworth Rd 176 69 39 35 20 26 15 17 10 15 9 10 6 4 2 0 0
Woodmill etc° 45 22 49 7 16 10 22 0 0 5 11 1 0 0 0 0 0
Total 2321 1115 48 387 17 344 15 227 10 152 7 69 3 21 1 5 0
*Cobbett Road, Cobden Bridge Road, Midanbury Lane, Thorold Road 
+ Newton Road, Wellington Road 
° Woodmill Lane, Brickyard, Diamond [sic] Rd 
Manor Terrace was part of Manor Farm Road, but has been treated separately because of its distinct social and 
economic character. 
Whitworth Road was split into Whitworth Road and Whitworth Terrace after 1901. 
source: census enumeration books Bitterne Park 1901 RG13/1068 
 
Details of household composition are given in Table 3. As expected, the incidence of 
living-in servants was heavily weighted towards the upper-middle class streets, which 
also showed stronger propensities for multiple and extended households. Once again 
Appleton Road and Manor Terrace are distinguished, this time by their high proportion of 
nuclear households, 78 and 87 per cent  respectively. There was clearly no room in these 
smaller homes for in-laws and ageing parents. As in Young and Willmott's classic study 
of the working class in the East end of London, relations lived, where possible, in 
proximity, but not in extended households.xxxiii Evidence for such clustering is difficult to 
establish in Bitterne Park because it would require considerable research in the civil 
registers, which are notoriously unsuitable for the task. In substitution, a general 
impression of clustering can be obtained from the 1901 census enumeration books, 
through an analysis of duplicate surnames and shared places of birth. Sixteen possible 
family clusters were identified, three with three households and 13 with two households. 
In nine instances they were next-door neighbours and in most others living no more than 
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two or three doors apart, the highest concentration being in Oak Tree Road and Station 
Road, with four examples in each. Caution is needed in interpreting these data, as there is 
no proof that those sharing surnames and birthplaces  were necessarily related. On the 
other hand, it is likely that there were a number of hidden relationships. The exercise was 
only applicable to those with relatively uncommon surnames, and in the case of shared  
birthplace, it was almost impossible to link married women to siblings and parents in the 
neighbourhood if they all hailed from Southampton (i.e. 43 per cent of the population). 
Taking these factors into account, it would seem that family clustering was a feature of 
the suburb, but not on the scale found, for example, in London's East End. 
 
Table three: household composition, Bitterne Park, 1901 
street No of 

house
holds 

Avera
ge 
house
hold 
size 

House
holds 
with 
serva
nts 

Nucle
ar 
with 
childr
en 

Per 
centa
ge 

solita
ries 

coup
les 

Multi
ple 
house
holds 

With 
board
ers, 
lodger
s 

Thre
e 
gene
ratio
ns 

Two 
famili
es 

With 
pare
nts 

With 
siblin
gs 

With 
niece
s, 
neph
ews 
etc 

With 
gran
dchil
dren 

With 
marri
ed 
child
ren 

Serv
ant 
hous
ehol
ds 

With 
more 
than 
one 
previou
s 

Appleton Rd 9 6.7 0 7 78 1 1    1
Ash Tree Rd 35 5.9 1 20 57 4 11 3 5 1  1 1
Bond Rd 20 4.6 1 11 55 3 6 1 1  1 1 2
Bullar Road 46 5.2 7 19 41 1 2 24 6 3 3 2 1 3 1 1 4
Cobbett etc* 24 5.4 13 8 33 1 3 12 1 1 2 3 1 4
Harcourt Rd 15 4.8 0 7 47 2 6 2 1  1 1 1
Hillside Ave 24 4.3 2 13 54 1 4 6 2 2   1 1
Manor Farm Rd 54 4.3 5 30 56 2 5 17 4 2 3  7 1
Manor Terrace 15 5.9 1 13 87 2 1    1
Newton Rd etc+ 18 4.7 1 11 61 1 3 3 1 1   1 
Oak Tree Rd 62 5.2 3 34 55 7 21 5 2 4 3 2 2 3
River View 14 5.2 0 10 71 4 1 1 1  1
Station Rd 89 4.5 2 61 69 1 7 20 5 2 1 5 1 1 5
Whitworth Rd 36 4.9 5 17 47 6 13 2 3 1 2 2 3
Woodmill etc° 9 5.0 0 5 56 4 1  1  1 1
Total 470 4.9 41 266 57 7 47 150 31 9 25 14 17 21 4 1 6 22
Source: census enumeration books Bitterne Park 1901 RG13/1068 
 
Table 4 compares the birthplaces of the Bitterne Park inhabitants with those of 
Southampton as a whole and of Hampshire. The profiles for Bitterne Park and 
Southampton were very similar, and indicate low rates of mobility, 67 per cent of the 
inhabitants being natives of Hampshire (including Southampton). By contrast, the 
inhabitants of Hampshire were more mobile, under 59 per cent having been born in the 
county. A small amount of the difference (around two per cent) can be accounted for by 
the fact that Southampton was located in the centre of Hampshire and therefore short-
distance migrations would be from within the county and not from neighbouring counties 
as would be the case in some other parts of Hampshire. Independant migration amongst 
the 0-19 age group was limited, most of them having moved with their parents or having 
been born in Bitterne Park itself. Some 633 persons or 58 per cent of this age group living 
with their parents were natives of Southampton and a further 20 per cent of Hampshire, 
as against 43 per cent and 24 per cent respectively for the whole population of Bitterne 
Park. If those in the 0-19 age group living with parents are excluded from the 
calculations, only 30 per cent of the remainder of Bitterne Park residents were from 
Southampton, and 29 per cent from Hampshire (365 and 353 individuals respectively). 
Thus 40 per cent of Bitterne Park's adult population had made a more substantial 
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migration, though, as the figures for the 0-19 age group indicate, many outsiders had 
migrated more than once, firstly into Hampshire or Southampton, and then to Bitterne 
Park. 
 
Table four: birthplaces, Hampshire, Southampton and Bitterne Park, 1901 (percentages) 
Place of birth Hampshire 

inhabitants 
Hampshi
re  per 
cent 

Southampto
n 
inhabitants 

Southam
pton per 
cent 

Bitterne 
Park 
inhabita
nts 

Bitterne 
Park per 
cent 

Hampshire 467,951 58.67 71,012 67.74 567 67.43 
Berkshire 9649 1.21 692 0.66 14 0.60 
Dorset 26,747 3.35 3868 3.69 55 2.37 
Surrey 13,400 1.68 850 0.81 30 1.29 
Sussex 17,777 2.23 1309 1.25 36 1.55 
Wilts 18,492 2.32 2461 2.35 66 2.84 
Bordering counties 86,065 10.79 9180 8.75 201 8.66 
London 50,763 6.36 5339 5.09 157 6.76 
Kent 12,107 1.52 1157 1.10 30 1.29 
West Country 27,700 3.47 3649 3.48 71 3.06 
E.Anglia 15,406 1.93 1648 1.57 43 1.85 
Midlands & Wales 44,513 5.58 4565 4.35 104 4.48 
North & Scotland 29,127 3.65 3385 3.23 67 2.88 
Overseas 31,840 3.99 4100 3.91 46 1.98 
CI and IOM* 2993 0.38 990 0.94 34 1.46 
Not specified 3 0.13 
Total 797,634 104,824 2321  
*Channel Islands and Isle of Man 
East Anglia: Cambridgeshire, Essex, Norfolk, Suffolk 
London: London, Middlesex 
Midlands: Bedfordshire, Buckinghamshire, Cheshire, Derbyshire, Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, Huntingdonshire,  
Leicestershire, Lincolnshire, Northamptonshire, Nottinghamshire, Oxfordshire, Shropshire, Staffordshire, Wales, 
Warwickshire 
North: Cumberland, Durham, Lancashire, Northumberland, Scotland, Westmoreland,Yorkshire 
West Country: Cornwall, Devon, Somerset 
sources: Census of England and Wales 1901: County of Hants (Southampton) Table 36 p96; 
census enumeration books Bitterne Park 1901 RG13/1068 
 
Table 5 sets out the detail of Bitterne Park birthplace data. One would perhaps have 
expected that the highest proportion of  Southampton and Hampshire birthplace would 
occur in the streets with a  higher working class contingent. For labourers, the 
uncertainties of a long migration would have been compounded by there being no 
promise of secure employment, which would more likely have been offered to blue collar 
and white collar workers. However, the evidence does not altogether support this thesis. 
For though the highest percentage of Southampton and Hampshire births was recorded 
for Manor Terrace, River View has a low score. On the other hand, most of the southern 
streets have lower scores than the northern ones. 
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Table five: Bitterne Park inhabitants 1901, place of birth 
County of birth  

Appl
eton 
Roa
d 

Ash 
Tree 
Road 

Bond 
Road 

Bullar 
Road 

Cobbe
tt 
Road°

Harco
urt 
Road 

Hillsid
e 
Avenu
e 

Manor 
Farm 
Rd 

Man
or 
Terra
ce 

Newt
on/W
elling
ton  

Oak 
Tree 
Road 

River 
View 

Station 
Road 

Whitw
orth 
Road 

Woo
dmill 
etc 

Total 

Southampton 30 71 53 92 39 25 42 105 42 26 145 39 204 72 13 998
Hampshire 13 53 9 51 26 26 23 52 28 42 95 8 91 39 11 567
% So'ton/ Hants 72 60 67 60 50 71 63 68 80 80 75 64 73 63 53 67
Berkshire 2 2 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 3 1 0 3 0 0 14
Dorset 0 6 2 8 3 6 3 12 0 1 7 2 0 0 5 55
Surrey 0 1 2 4 3 1 0 6 1 0 2 0 8 0 2 30
Sussex 0 0 0 11 8 0 3 8 0 1 1 0 2 2 0 36
Wiltshire 0 8 0 9 4 4 5 4 8 0 10 1 8 3 2 66
Bordering counties 2 17 4 33 19 11 11 31 9 5 21 3 21 5 9 201
London 1 32 3 20 7 4 13 12 2 4 17 12 19 10 1 157
Kent 0 5 3 2 1 3 0 2 3 0 4 1 2 4 0 30
West Country 3 0 5 7 3 0 0 9 1 4 10 0 15 13 1 71
East Anglia 1 4 1 4 11 1 1 4 1 0 3 1 9 2 0 43
Midlands 9 15 1 14 9 1 2 5 1 2 8 3 13 15 6 104
North 0 3 2 3 12 0 3 8 0 0 2 1 20 12 1 67
Overseas 1 5 6 1 3 1 0 3 0 0 12 3 8 2 3 48
Channel Isles 0 1 5 10 0 0 9 0 0 2 3 0 0 2 0 32
Not known 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 3
Total 60 206 92 237 130 72 104 231 88 85 320 73 402 176 45 2321
Source: Census enumeration books Bitterne Park 1901 RG13/1068 
 
Table 6 compares parts of the employment profile of Bitterne Park with that of 
Southampton as a whole, and some salient differences are evident. The proportion of 
females working as domestic indoor servants was much lower in Bitterne Park, 6.86 per 
cent against 10.27 in Southampton as a whole. Similarly, the proportion of households 
with servants was 8.72 per cent in Bitterne Park as against 19.3 per cent for Southampton 
County Borough. The figure for the Municipal Borough of the City of Winchester was 
35.5 per cent, and for Bournemouth County Borough 56.9 per cent.xxxiv It could be that 
the local demand for servants was reduced because of labour-saving devices in the new 
houses,the water closets and the running hot and cold water for example. There was also 
a slightly higher proportion of laundry workers and charwomen in Bitterne Park. On the 
other hand, there was obviously a demand for outdoor services, as 20 Bitterne Park 
gardeners are recorded. The very high figure for employment category VI in 
Southampton, Conveyance of men,goods and messages at nearly 22 per cent, is explained 
by the importance of shipping in the town's economy, the impact of which would have 
diminished at a distance from the town centre. Nevertheless, 72 Bitterne Park inhabitants 
were recorded as engaged in shipping activities, both in conveyancing and construction, 
and the true figure was probably higher, as some of the absent husbands were probably 
away at sea. Twenty four Bitterne Park residents were employed by the Ordnance 
Survey, whose UK headquarters had been established near the town centre in 1841, in 
capacities varying from draughtsman to engraver, manager to labourer. The 'army of 
clerks' populating the suburbs was very evident, 83 individuals representing 10.55 per 
cent of the work force against 3.43 per cent for Southampton as a whole. The percentage 
of teachers was more than double that for Southampton. Building trades (employment 
categories XII and XIII) were by far the most important source of employment in Bitterne 
Park, constituting nearly 17 per cent of the work force. The figure was significantly 
higher than in Southampton as a whole, where just under eleven per cent of the work 



Southmpton Local History  Forum 

41 

force were similarly employed. The ongoing construction of the suburb itself was 
probably a factor. Thirteen apprentices were recorded. One of the master builders, John 
Clark, a 27 year old resident of Thorold Road, was to become the major player in Bitterne 
Park's twentieth-century development. 
 
Table six: Southampton County Borough and Bitterne Park, employment profile, 1901 
Employment categoery Southampt

on 
numbers 

Southam
pton 
percentag
e   

Bitterne 
Park 
numbers

Bitterne 
Park 
percent
age 

Total engaged in occupations 43295 100 787 100 
III.4 teaching 663 1.53 26 3.30 
IV.1 female domestic indoor servants 4447 10.27 54 6.86 
IV.3 laundry and washing 843 1.95 21 2.69 
V.2 commercial or business clerks 1487 3.43 83 10.55 
VI conveyance of men, goods and messages 9461 21.85 60 7.62 
X3 engineering and machine making 1465 3.38 45 5.72 
X8 ships and boats 779 1.80 20 2.54 
XII and XIII building construction, fitting, decorating 4717 10.90 132 16.77 
XVII paper, prints, books & stationery 598 1.38 23 2.92 
XIX dress 2947 6.81 47 5.97 
XX food, tobacco, drink and lodging 3855 8.90 56 7.12 
Sources:Census of England and Wales 1901: County of Hants (Southampton) Table 35A pp 94-5; 
Census enumeration books Bitterne Park 1901 RG13/1068 
 
 
Table 7 presents a street by street occupational survey. The primary purpose of the 
employment  categories developed by the General Register Office from 1851 onwards 
had been to assess occupation-specific mortality rates, not to identify social and 
economic classes.xxxv To throw light on the latter, some of the categories have been 
modified, to identify for example shop workers and labourers, irrespective of their sphere 
of employment. Employers ( e.g. master tradesmen, shopkeepers) have been noted within 
their spheres of activity – these are the figures in brackets. The numbers of those in 
domestic service differs markedly from those in Table 6 because they included males as 
well as females, hotel servants, outdoor servants such as gardeners and other service 
providers such as laundresses. Table 7 shows that clerks was overwhelmingly located in 
the southern half of the suburb, principally in Bullar Road, Station Road and Whitworth 
Road, which among them accounted for 53 of the 83 clerical workers. Professional 
occupations were also concentrated in the southern half, with convenient access to 
Bitterne railway station for the 8.10 commuter train to Southampton. Station master Mr. 
Strickland claimed that there were between 80,000 and 90,000 users of the station per 
annum.xxxvi Those taking the horse drawn omnibuses were provided with 'a convenient 
waiting room' and by 1900 an extension of Southampton tramways to Bitterne Park was 
proposed.xxxvii Almost half of the living-in servants were found in Cobbett Road, Cobden 
Bridge Road, Midanbury Lane and Thorold Road. Eighty three per cent of labourers were 
resident in the northern half of the estate developed after 1892 (436 occupations are 
recorded in the northern half and 380 in the southern). Domestic servants living at home 
also predominated in the northern half, with 72 per cent of the total. Professionals were 
mostly in the southern half, Bond Road being the only street strongly represented in the 
northern sector.  
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Table seven : Bitterne Park employment 1901 
  Professio

nal 
Commercial Industrial     

street Own
mea

ns 

 govt/
arme
d 
force
s 

Oth
er 
prof
essi
onal 

 
agen
ts/sa
lesm
en 

cleri
cal 

Conv
eyanc
ing  

Boo
ks, 
print
s 

Mac
hine 
make
r/fitte
rs 

Buildin
g 
trades 

shipb
uilder
s/wri
ghts 

Food 
and 
lodgi
ngs 

Dress other
s 

shop
work
ers 

Labo
urers 

Dom
estic(
place 
of 
work)

Dom
estic 
( at 
home
) 

Total

Appleton Rd     1 1 1 5(1) 1   1 2 12
Ash Tree Rd 3 4 3 2 4 12 1 3 17(2) 1 1 4   8 1 6 70
Bond Rd 4  8 2 5 2 1 1 2 2 3 3  1 1 35
Bullar Road 6 2 12 3 20 4 3 3 14(3) 4 6 6 5 4  6 1 99
Cobbett etc* 4 1 6 1 1 1(1) 1 6(2) 4 1 1   27 54
Harcourt Rd  1   2 1 3 1 2 2 1 2 6 21
Hillside Ave 1 1 3 3 7 3 2 1 2 1 2  5 1 1 33
Manor Farm Rd 5 2 1 2 6 6 2 5 17(1) 1 2 6 6 3 7 4 20(1) 95
Manor Terrace     3 1 6(1) 1   13 2 2 28
Newton Rd etc+     1 2 1 4 1 2 3 2 3 1 5 25
Oak Tree Rd 4 4 5 5 4 8 4 7 20(2) 1 6 4(2) 11 4 9 2 10(3) 108
River View    1 2 5(1) 3(1) 2  2 2 17
Station Rd  4 5 2 18 9 3 17 25(1) 5 6 8 8 5 7 5 9 136
Whitworth Rd  2 7 1 15 8(4) 3 4 6(1) 2 6 6(1) 1  1 6 2 70
Woodmill etc° 2   1 5(1) 1 3 1 13
Total 29 21 50 23 83 60 22 45 132 20 39 42 45 27 58 56 64 816
 
categories of occupation  
government and armed services:  army officer, civil servant, civil servant (ordnance survey), customs officer, domestic navy, naval, 
navy, navy carpenter, navy inspector of machinery, policeman, prison officer  
professional (other): barrister, clergyman, congregational minister, evangelist, artist, sculptor, photographer, engraver, school 
teacher, piano teacher, nurse (hospital), medical profession, civil engineer, surveyor 
commercial: assurance agent, commercial traveller, contractor's director, emigration agent, estate agent, insurance agent, life 
assurance inspector, salesman, servants agency, trade protection agent, traveller, travelling salesman 
clerical:  clerk, bookkeeper, secretary, office lad, typist 
conveyance/distribution: brewer's drayman, carman, coal hawker, donkey man, messenger, nautical mail service, postman, railway 
guard, railway porter, railway signalman, railway station master, tramway conductor, storekeeper, counter rep shipyard, storeman, 
warehouseman, seaman, marine superintendent, mariner, master mariner, purser, yacht captain, telegraphist, attendant telephone 
office, night inspector of ships, ship's steward, stevedore, steward (club), yacht steward,  proprietor stable, 
printers: bookbinder, draughtsman, foreman O.S.,marine draughtsman, printer, sign writer 
machine makers, fitters:  boilermaker,coat wheeler, furnaceman foundry, gunmaker's assistant, iron driller, pattern maker, water gas 
maker, engine cleaner, engine driver, engine fitter, fitter, gas operator, gas stoker, machinist, mechanic, saw sharpener, ship's fireman, 
stationary engine driver, stoker  
building trades: bricklayer, builder's merchant, carpenter, french polisher, gas fitter, hot water fitter, house decorator, house painter, 
joiner, master builder, plasterer, plumber, polisher stone mason, upholsterer,  
shipping : , sail maker, shipbuilder, ship's engineer, ship's joiner, shipwright, yachtbuilder, yacht engineer  
food and lodgings: baker shopkeeper, baker, baker's assistant, brewer's manager, brewery manager, butcher assistant, butcher's boy, 
contractor refreshments, dairyman, fishmonger, fishmonger's boy,  fish salesman, greengrocer, greengrocer's assistant, grocer 
shopkeeper, grocer's assistant, grocer's cashier, grocer's packer, grocer's porter, grocer's manager, hotel manager, milkman, milk 
vendor, miller, barman, cook, potman, publican, waiter   
clothing: bootmaker, draper's assistant, dressmaker, mantle maker, milliner, outfitter, shoemaker, tailoress, tailor,  
other: assistant florist, blacksmith, brass finisher, brassworker, brick burner, brickmaker, chemist, dealer (general), dyer, florist and 
seedsman, foreman brickyard, general shopkeeper, ironmonger's assistant, lady florist, oil and wood merchant, sawyer, smith, 
wheelwright, electrical engineer, gas engineer, shopkeeper sub post master, timber merchant,  
labourers: labourer, wood chopper 
domestic service: butler, charwoman, coachman, companion, cook, gardener, general servant, housekeeper, page boy, parlour maid, 
barber, hairdresser, carpet/window cleaner, ironer, laundress, laundryman, laundry owner. 
 
Source: census enumeration books Bitterne Park 1901 RG13/1068 
 
Notwithstanding the setbacks of the first two decades and a depression of property values 
in the  1890sxxxviii, Bitterne Park entered the twentieth century as a sizeable community, 
with 2321 persons in 470 households recorded for the census of 1901. Further expansion 
was envisaged, for the NLC had purchased adjoining land, the Bitterne Manor estate 
between Northam Bridge and the railway line, in 1899.xxxix Social structures were 
developing too. For the dedication of the Ascension Church in 1899, 'the seating capacity 
[of 400-500] was severely tested'xl. Two public houses had been established early in the 
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site's development, a football team was formed, concerts were held, two piano teachers 
were operating in the southern half of the estate (census 1901) and a Glee Society was 
foundedxli, though the cricket and lawn tennis grounds between Whitworth Road and 
Bullar Road promised in 1883 and again in 1886 failed to materialise.xliiWalter Besant, 
discussing in 1909 the pros and cons of suburban life, which for a long time had been 
without any society, social gatherings or institutions, where 'the man went into town 
every morning and returned every evening; they had dinner; they talked a little; they went 
to bed' noted that sports clubs, bicycling, dances, dinners and physical fads had taken 
hold, especially for the wives left behind in the suburb all day.xliii  
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