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Foreword

There are few things more emblematic of England’s heritage than the great country houses which
grace our landscape. However, such properties are not to be viewed simply as objects of
architectural and curatorial or artistic interest. They are also expressions of wealth, power and
privilege, and as new questions are being asked of England’s historic role in the Atlantic world, and
in particular about slavery, new connections are being unearthed between the nation’s great houses
and its colonial past.

In 2007 English Heritage commissioned initial research by Miranda Kaufmann into links with
transatlantic slavery or its abolition among families who owned properties now in its care. This was
part of the commitment by English Heritage to commemorate the bicentenary of the abolition of the
British transatlantic slave trade with work that would make a real difference to our understanding of
the historic environment in the longer term. This scoping report surveyed 33 properties and found
26 which had some connection to slavery or abolition, and so stimulated many interesting questions
for further research. As a result, more detailed surveys of four sites (Bolsover Castle [Derbyshire],
Brodsworth Hall [South Yorkshire], Marble Hill [Twickenham, London] and Northington Grange
[Hampshire]) were commissioned in 2008.

Their findings and those of other scholars and heritage practitioners were presented at the ‘Slavery
and the British Country House’ conference at the London School of Ecomonics in 2009, which
English Heritage co-organised with the University of the West of England and the National Trust.
This conference brought together academics, heritage professionals, country house owners and
community researchers from across Britain to explore how country houses might be reconsidered

in the light of their slavery linkages and how such links have been and might be presented to visitors.

Since then the conference papers have been updated and reworked into a cutting-edge volume
which represents the most current and comprehensive consideration of slavery and the British
country house as yet undertaken. English Heritage is proud to be publishing work on which
historians, educators and heritage professionals can all build to develop new understandings

of this challenging and important part of our national story.

Baroness Andrews
Chair, English Heritage
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Notes on Measurements

Imperial measurements are used throughout the text; please see the conversion table below for
details of metric equivalents.

1ft 304.8mm
1yard = 0.914m

1 mile = 1.6km

1 acre = 0.4 hectares
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Introduction

The British country house, that symbol of refinement, connoisseurship and civility, has long been
regarded not only as the jewel in the nation’s heritage crown, but as an iconic signifier of national
identity.

It seems, then, at first sight tendentious to link such houses and the rural idyll they represent with the
subject of slavery. Until recently, most studies of such properties took a ‘connoisseurship’ approach,
focusing on their architectural features, the glories of their collections and the genealogies of the
families who owned them. And while an increasing number of historians were interested in the wider
significance of country houses, either with reference to the continuing influence of the landed elite

in mainland Britain or its internal social history, it is only in the last 20 years that the relationship
between landed wealth, British properties and enslaved African labour began to emerge.

Alaistair Hennesey’s short piece on Penrhyn Castle, and James Walvin and Simon Smith’s more
substantive research project on Harewood House paved the way for further academic work in this
field. Academic research takes time to feed through into the public domain, where such links had so
often been either studiously ignored or actively repressed. When they were acknowledged at all in
the heritage sector, it was usually done in a sanitised manner that rendered the connection a
historical curiosity of little significance.

We could characterise these various responses as symptomatic of what might be termed the
‘Mansfield Park complex’." But such one which became increasingly untenable as the political and
social landscape changed. Heritage policy from the 1980s was becoming more cognisant of the
need to involve the British tax-paying public in the way heritage was defined and funded. That public
was itself becoming more socially and ethnically diverse and began to include the descendants of
those who had been colonised and enslaved. As the internet revolutionised historical research, old
boundaries between the local and the global and the academic and the popular become increasingly
blurred and pressures mounted in some quarters to reinterrogate old narratives. The bicentenary of
the formal ending of the British slave trade in 2007 excited public debate on the legacy of Atlantic
slavery and encouraged heritage bodies, especially those in receipt of public funding, to look anew
at the history of the properties in their care.

This book grew out of a conference on ‘Slavery and the British Country House: mapping the current
research’ which was held in November 2009 and organised by English Heritage in partnership with
the University of the West of England and the National Trust (with assistance from the Economic
History Society). The conference proved popular, immediately attracting a large and diverse audience
of academics, heritage professionals, country house owners, community activists and independent
researchers. It built on the efforts English Heritage had been making since 2007 to reconsider the
ways in which its properties might be researched and represented.

This book, comprised of updated versions of the conference proceedings, asks two main guestions.
The first is: what links might be established between the wealth derived from slavery and the British
country house? The second is: what implications should such links have for the way such properties
are represented to the public today?

The contributions include two studies specially commissioned by English Heritage and one

sponsored by the National Trust. The rest are by independent researchers including academic
historians and geographers.

13



Four themes emerge from the papers contributed. The first is that wealth deriving from the trade in
and labour of enslaved Africans did affect the erection, renovation and occupation of a significant
number of Britain’s stately homes between the 1660s and the 1820s, but that there is also a web
of wider, more indirect slavery associations with such properties that also merit consideration.

The second theme is that both the merchants and the members of Britain’s landed elite who were
involved in the proliferation of country houses from the late 17th century (the latter to consolidate
their status and the former to gain entry into that elite) increasingly utilised notions of gentility,
sensibility and cultural refinement in part to distance themselves from their actual connections

to the Atlantic slave economy.

A third theme is that the very aesthetics of the country house in the period covered here, as
manifested in the classical motifs of their lavish interiors, the romantic styles of their landscaping and
their amassing of erudite collections of art and furniture, though so often represented as being a
world away from slavery interests, were in fact related and need to be understood as such.

The final theme explored has to do with how these links are variously presented to and interpreted
by the different constituencies that make up the British public today. When considering the stories of
those people associated with a particular property, curators make a judgement about whose stories
are sufficiently significant to merit recounting and how they might best be told. It is one thing to
make a reference to the fact that money financing a property was made from, say, a slave plantation,
but a more individualised treatment of the evidence might convey a very different message. The
identification of particular individuals of colour associated with that property might well have a
particular resonance for those members of the public for whom a visit to an historic property might
afford not merely a day out but an encounter with heartfelt questions of family history, identity and
belonging. And that personalised connection has an impact beyond those who count themselves
among the descendants of the enslaved and the colonised to reach into our very notions of who
‘belongs’ to Britain.

The methods and approaches of the contributors to this volume vary in scope as well as content.
Nick Draper’s chapter on ‘Slave ownership and the British country house: the records of the Slave
Compensation Commission as evidence’ discusses a new database whose preliminary findings
afford us a national overview of the proportion of slave owners who owned country houses on the
British mainland in 1834. It thereby sets the scene for the subsequent chapters, which go on to
address issues outside the database’s chronological and thematic reach.

For example, the two regional studies of slavery-related country houses that follow deal with
properties which, for reasons of chronology, might not necessarily be traceable through the above-
mentioned database. Jane Longmore’s ‘Rural retreats: Liverpool slave traders and their country
houses’ identifies over 20 such houses in the Liverpool area that had been built by slave traders,
plantation managers or merchants involved in slave-produced goods. The fact that most of these
houses have since been demolished reminds us how easy it is to forget the impact that slavery
originally had on a region’s architectural heritage.

Madge Dresser’s study of slavery and country houses in the West Country builds on her earlier study
of Bristol to consider slavery-related properties in parts of Gloucestershire and Somerset. It argues
that an eclectic study, based on place as well as family or individual buildings can help to establish
the multi-layered connections between local merchant and gentry families and the profits and
administration of the colonial slave economy.

14



Roger Leech’s chapter ‘Lodges, garden houses and villas: the urban periphery in the early modern
Atlantic world’ compares the second residences and villas of merchant and gentry owners in Bristol
on the British mainland with some merchant and planter houses in the British Caribbean, most
notably on Nevis and St Kitts. Utilising archaeological evidence on both sides of the Atlantic he
considers the links ‘between the housing cultures of British merchants and their Caribbean planter
counterparts’, their relationship to the profits derived from slavery and the ‘Georgianisation’ of
selected planter houses.

It is no accident that the opening up of Britain’s involvement in the Caribbean coincides with a
particularly intensive phase of country house building. Nuala Zahedieh’s chapter ‘An open elite”?
Colonial commerce, the country house and the case of Sir Gilbert Heathcote and Normanton Hall’
documents the history of that Rutland country house, arguing that a significant sample of those
who made their fortunes out of the slave-based plantation system in the late 17th and early 18th
centuries ‘were active and enthusiastic purchasers, and even builders of country houses’.

Simon Smith’s chapter adopts a Caribbean starting point to establish that over one-third of slave
plantations on the island of St Vincent were at one point connected to 26 country houses on the
British mainland. He goes on to query the significance of this relationship in his chapter ‘Slavery’s
heritage footprint: links between British country houses and St Vincent plantations, 1814-34".

The two specially commissioned studies funded by English Heritage for this volume focus on specific
case studies of selected properties on the British mainland. ‘Property, power and authority: the
implicit and explicit slavery connections of Bolsover Castle and Brodsworth Hall in the 18th century’
by Sheryllynne Haggerty and Susanne Seymour investigates the different ways in which the two
properties named in the title relate to slavery. South Yorkshire’'s Brodsworth Hall exemplifies a
straightforward instance of slavery’s explicit connections with a British prestige property, although
not a slave trader himself, Peter Thellusson invested in wide varieties of slavery-related commodities
and land. By contrast, Bolsover Castle in Derbyshire, owned by the third Duke of Portland between
1762 and 1819, seems at first glance unrelated to slavery until one considers the longstanding and
various roles the Duke played as Prime Minister, Secretary of Home Affairs, and more generally as a
member of the landed elite in the protection and maintenance of Caribbean slave regimes.

Slavery and country house aesthetics may seem poles apart, but two of our contributors make the
case that the two are intimately intertwined. Laurence Brown points out that the classical slavery-
related motifs employed in the lavish interiors of Marble Hill in Twickenham and Northington Grange
in Hampshire were not unrelated to the fact that both properties had financial ties to Atlantic slavery.
Using the example of Piercefield estate on the banks of the River Wye near Chepstow, Victoria
Perry’s chapter considers how slavery wealth underpinned the aesthetics of romantic landscaping
and ‘scenic tourism’ in late 18th-century Britain.

The final section of the book explores the links between history and heritage. Dodington house in
Gloucestershire (now famously owned by James Dyson) was for centuries the home of the
Codrington family, whose Caribbean sugar interests helped to consolidate their fortunes. After
considering the career of Christopher Codrington (1668-1710) Natalie Zacek offers a critical look at
the way in which Dodington House has ‘in recent decades, emerged as an important site of popular
memory for issues of slavery and its abolition within the British empire’.

Caroline Bressey'’s chapter contests the political legacy of slavery in England’s country houses
through a close examination of the way Kenwood in north London and Osborne House on the Isle
of Wight have informed their visitors about their respective links to slavery and empire. Cliff Pereira’s
piece considers the impact community activism has made on the way the London Borough of
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Bexley has presented the historic properties within its borders and the extent to which it has
acknowledged its West Indian and East Indian links.

The volatile link between history and memory is considered by Shawn Sobers and Rob Mitchell in
their record of a multimedia consultation exercise they undertook at the behest of the National Trust.
It breaks new ground in its examination of how various marginalised community groups, including
those of African-Caribbean origin, perceived Dyrham Park (Gloucestershire), Clevedon Court and
Tyntesfield (both North Somerset). It considers, too, the ways in which those responsible for these
properties have approached and might in future address the subject of slavery.

This volume, like the conference, is a work in progress. Its intention is to map current research,
provoke debate and stimulate new approaches to the understanding and representation of our

built heritage.

Madge Dresser and Andrew Hann
June 2013
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Slave ownership and the British country house:
the records of the Slave Compensation
Commission as evidence

Nicholas Draper

Introduction

Among the key challenges in tracing slavery’s physical and cultural imprint on the British country
house is the establishment of a systematic approach to screening the thousands of potentially
relevant properties in order to identify priorities for further study. This chapter introduces one
important source that offers the possibility of such an approach: the census of British colonial slave
ownership embodied in the records of the Slave Compensation Commission.' Under the Slavery
Abolition Act 1833 emancipating the enslaved in most of Britain’s colonies, the British state agreed
to pay £20 million compensation to slave owners and other beneficiaries of slavery such as
mortgagees and annuitants who had financial claims secured on the enslaved.? The administrative
process established to distribute this money provides a unique opportunity to identify every owner in
Britain holding ‘slave property’ in the colonies at the time the slave system ended. There are at least
three applications for the resulting data. First, known owners or occupiers of country houses can be
matched with known slave owners at the time of emancipation. Second, the Slave Compensation
Records themselves provide information on the addresses in Britain of some (although by no means
all) of the absentee slave owners, among them numbers of country house owners. Finally, the
records capture those in Britain receiving large sums of compensation money in the 1830s, raising
the possibility of identifying cases in which this influx of liquidity may have funded or partly funded
the building of new country houses or the rebuilding of old.

In addition to outlining the source and its potential uses, illustrated by examples from owners of the
enslaved on Antigua, this chapter highlights limitations to the compensation data of which users will
need to be aware. It ends by discussing some conceptual and methodological challenges which
face historians collectively in tackling the legacies of slavery as these are specifically expressed in
the British country house.

The full records of the Slave Compensation Commission significantly extend the data previously
available in the Parliamentary return made in response to Daniel O’Connell’s request for details of
those receiving slave compensation and published in the 1837-8 Parliamentary Papers.2 That list,
organised by colony and for Jamaica by parish, includes the date of the award, the unique number
of the claim by colony or parish, the name of the recipient, the amount of compensation and the
number of enslaved for which the award was made; it also distinguishes between uncontested
awards, contested awards (where two or more rival individuals laid claim to the compensation)

and awards which were paid into existing lawsuits in the Court of Chancery in Britain or in the
colonial courts.

The Parliamentary Papers list, however, omits three pieces of information that are critical to an
analysis of how slave ownership permeated metropolitan Britain. First, it does not include the name
of the estate for which the award was made — a critical part of relating knowledge about ownership
to knowledge about the enslaved and often, of course, highly suggestive of linkages between places
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in Britain and the slave economy. For example, the Meldrum and Craigston estates on Carriacou,
one of the Grenadines, had been bought in the 1770s and renamed by two branches of the
Urquhart family of Meldrum and Craigston in north-east Scotland. It was the Urquharts who
received slave compensation for the Carriacou estates in the 1830s. Craigston Castle, outside
Turriff in Aberdeenshire, is still owned by the family.*

Second, the Parliamentary Papers list itself carries no indication of whether the recipient of an award
was resident in the colonies or an absentee resident in Britain: the Urquharts appear alongside
Creole slave owners in the Grenadines who never set foot in Britain. Finally, the list does not record
the capacity in which the recipient was awarded compensation. This is a critical omission. ‘Slave
property’ was subject to the same techniques of transmission that characterised landed property in
Britain — entail, marriage settlements, annuities — as well as to a range of financing instruments such
as mortgages. As a result the Parliamentary Papers list contains an undifferentiated mass of
trustees, executors and creditors, as well as owners themselves, each in a different relationship to
the enslaved (and hence to the slave compensation) underpinning the whole structure (Fig 1.1).

Two of these missing pieces of information — the estate and the capacity of the awardee — have
now been incorporated into the database from the underlying records of the Slave Compensation
Commission, which include correspondence between the Commission and claimants, the
background to contested claims, the names of unsuccessful claimants and (in the Registers of
Claims) most of the names of estates tied to awards of compensation. The third missing piece,
residence (and hence identity) has been pieced together for the awards over £500 from some limited
indications in the Commission records supplemented by extensive work on secondary and
genealogical sources.® In addition, although the list in the Parliamentary Papers captures more than
90 per cent of all the awards eventually made, it does not by definition include the thousand or so
awards (including some of the larger and more complex awards) made later in the compensation
process, after the Parliamentary Papers list was compiled in early 1838.

The full compensation database therefore now includes both information and individuals not present
in the Parliamentary Papers. For example, Edward Gregory Morant Gale, whose family name is
embedded in the history of Jamaica and the wider history of colonial slavery at Morant Bay, whose
own name is engraved also on the Chapel of the University of West Indies at Mona, and who was
associated with at least three British country houses (the National Trust’s Upton House near Edge
Hill, Warwickshire, Upham House in Upham, Hampshire, and Brockenhurst House in West
Lyndhurst, Hampshire) does not appear in the Parliamentary Papers, although he was certainly a
slave owner.® The underlying records show that he in fact claimed the compensation for 732
enslaved on the Mount Hindmost, Gale’s Valley, York and Crawle estates and the St Jago and
Paisley pens in Jamaica, but in each case lost out to other members of the family who held a
mortgage or other prior claim over the estates.” Again, the slave-owning family of the Earl of Dudley,
for whom Witley Court (now an English Heritage site) was purchased in 1837, does not appear in
the Parliamentary Papers: instead, the underlying records demonstrate that a group led by the
Bishop of Exeter, shown in the Parliamentary Papers to have been awarded the compensation

for 665 enslaved in Jamaica, were in fact trustees of the Earl of Dudley.®

Some limitations of the Slave Compensation records

Rich as the Slave Compensation Commission records are, they have two important limitations as a
basis for comprehensive mapping of slavery on to the British country house. First, the records are
about slave ownership and other financial claims to ‘slave property’ and therefore cannot provide
more than a partial account of linkages to slavery. English Heritage has deployed a 12-point
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programme of sites’ linkages to slavery or abolition (developed with Madge Dresser) designed to
capture the concentric circles of involvement in the slave economy, from slave ownership and the
presence of servants of African descent at the centre, to links with holders of colonial office and with
abolitionists.® Of these 12, the slave ownership records capture comprehensively only two (being a
colonial proprietor and marrying an heiress to a slave estate if she brought the estate into the
marriage with or without a marriage settlement); they identify systematically a third (investing in slave-
produced goods) only where the merchant had a credit relationship with the slave owners secured
on the estate and the enslaved people upon it.”® But the records can offer no help on the other
linkages defined by English Heritage: on holders of colonial office, for example, unless they were
slave owners too (as many became, of course, until the metropolitan authorities discouraged them
from the mid-1820s onwards); or on investors in slave ships, unless again these investors or their
descendants became slave owners. The compensation records only very rarely provide clues to the
presence of African servants, and they are colour-blind as to slave owners who were themselves
descendants of white slave owners and women of African origin. Nathaniel Wells, perhaps the best-
known such case, appears in the records as the recipient of slave compensation on the Fahies and
Astons estates on St Kitts, but is not identified in the records as a man of colour. Wells was the son
of the St Kitts slave owner William Wells and an enslaved African woman known as Juggy. Nathaniel
Wells came to England, married the daughter of King George II’'s chaplain and bought Piercefield
estate in Monmouthshire in 1802 for £90,000. He was Sheriff of Monmouthshire in 1818 and
subsequently served as deputy lieutenant of the county. It is not possible from the records to
establish whether he was unique or representative of a broader group of absentee slave owners

of such heritage.

The second limitation flows from the periodisation of the compensation records. These capture slave
owners and other beneficiaries only at one point in time, at the end of slavery. It is striking how
longstanding the rhythms of slave ownership often were: the records pick up many families that first
established ownership in the early 18th century or even the late 17th century. But there is of course
a dark figure, of families who shifted wealth out of the slave economy entirely by the 1830s. The
Heathcotes of Normanton Hall, Rutland (whom Nuala Zahedieh discusses in her chapter in this
volume) are one example of such a family, as are the Thellussons of Brodsworth, South Yorkshire
(whom Susanne Seymour and Sheryllynne Haggerty discuss in their chapter). There are people in
the Slave Compensation Records connected (if remotely) to both of them. The slave owner Langford
Lovell, who received compensation in Antigua, married the daughter of Sir William Heathcote, the
third baronet in the other Heathcote baronetcy descended from the same brothers as the
Heathcotes of Normanton. Lovell was living in the 1830s at the home of his wife’s family, Hursley
House in Hampshire, which the first baronet had built. Arthur Thellusson, the son of Lord
Rendlesham and grandson of Peter Thellusson who had bought the original Brodsworth Hall estate
in 1790, married the daughter of another Antigua slave owner, Sir Christopher Bethell-Codrington.
But the Heathcotes and the Thellussons themselves do not appear in the records directly. In the
case of the Heathcotes, whose merchant fortune was accumulated in the early 18th century, their
absence might be expected, but the Thellussons had been slave owners in Grenada and Montserrat
as late as 1820.

National elites in the Slave Compensation records

With these two limitations acknowledged, some preliminary results of the analysis of this corpus of
material on slave owners can be tabled. The analysis suggests that 5 to 10 per cent of the national
elites in Britain were close enough to slavery to appear in the Slave Compensation records. This
proportion is fairly constant across the peerage, the baronetcy, sheriffs and MPs in the Commons
between 1820 and 1833. For example, of the 616 members of the English, Scottish and Irish
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peerages, 37 (or 6 per cent) were involved in the compensation process, 25 beneficially and the rest
as trustees or executors to family and friends. Again, of 904 active baronetcies, 73 individual title-
holders appear in the Slave Compensation Records, of whom 54 were beneficially interested,
representing 6 and 8 per cent of the universe, respectively.'?

These numbers are national totals within which there were significant local and regional
concentrations. Although merchants with slave-owning interests were by 1833 a small minority in
London (some 150 individuals or firms from the many thousands of merchants active in the City) they
were disproportionately wealthy and therefore influential. One-quarter of the directors of the Bank of
England in the years before emancipation appear in the Slave Compensation Records.'® Liverpool’s
local oligarchy predictably also shows a concentration of slave owners. Over one-quarter (some 11
of 41) of the members of Common Council in 1833 received slave compensation.™ Work on the
geographical analysis of the rentier slave owners is still underway but preliminary results indicate that
the south-eastern, southern and south-western counties of England are over-represented, as is the
North-West. Scotland as a whole is very significantly over-represented among the slave owners,
while the West and East Midlands, Wales and the North-East are under-represented and East Anglia
appears to be in line with national averages.

Hence across Britain as a whole, the slave-compensation data suggest that in the 1830s 5 to 10 per
cent of all British country houses would be expected to have been occupied by slave owners and
that in some localities and even some regions the figure would be much higher. What is not yet
available is a dynamic picture, one that captures movement of people both within a generation and
across generations: not every family resembled the Harewoods of Harewood House, West Yorkshire,
as a single-site family. In order to identify both specific linkages with slave ownership and patterns of
movement of such linkages over time, there are two approaches to bringing the slave ownership
data together with the country house. One is to start with the properties and work forwards, as the
initial study by English Heritage did. The second is to start with the slave owners and work
backwards (as Simon Smith does in his chapter about the St Vincent absentees, in this volume).
The two approaches are complementary, and combining the two could greatly accelerate our
collective cataloguing of the legacies of slavery in the built heritage.

The Slave Compensation records and the country house: a case study
from Antigua

As an example of how the Slave Compensation Records can feed into the study of the country
house, the slave compensation data for Antigua have been combined with a desk-top review of
country houses associated with individuals appearing in the Register of Claims for Antigua. There
were 1,027 awards in total for the island, of which 151 were for £500 or more; 120 of these were to
absentees in Britain. As noted above, the Slave Compensation Commission records do not
consistently give addresses for awardees of compensation. In general, there is at most a designation
of ‘England’ or ‘Great Britain’ for absentee owners, but if there is either correspondence with the
Commissioners by a slave owner or a contested claim (ie a formal dispute about who should receive
the compensation) then an address may well appear in the records. In the case of Antigua, some
three dozen country houses are readily identifiable with slave owners or other beneficiaries of slave
compensation (see the Appendix). The list includes well-known sites of slave ownership such as
Dodington Park in Gloucestershire, the family home of the Codringtons (discussed by Natalie Zacek
in her chapter in this volume) as well as major houses such as the National Trust’s property at Greys’
Court in Oxfordshire belonging to the family of the Stapleton baronets of the Leeward Islands, and
Brentry House in Gloucestershire, built by Humphrey Repton in 1802 and owned by John Cave in
the 1830s. But interrogating the database in this way also throws up further sites for investigation,
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such as Farley Hall in Berkshire, the current home of Viscount Bearsted but in the 1830s occupied
by John Proctor Anderdon, a connoisseur, collector and recipient of slave compensation; another
example is Stocks in Hertfordshire, one of several houses owned by James Adam Gordon and the
famously louche site of part of the Playboy organisation in the 1970s. There is a clear preponderance
of southern English addresses in the sample, reflecting what we believe to be the wider pattern of
rentier ownership by absentee owners with no direct involvement in the mercantile aspects of trade
in tropical produce, but also perhaps reflecting regional networks in Britain specific to what Sheridan
called the ‘rise of a colonial gentry’ in Antigua.'

Methodological issues

Thus the compensation material can efficiently identify for further investigation sites that are by
definition linked to slavery. The records cannot define the whole terrain, for the reasons given above
on periodisation, but can map out a very substantial landscape within it. What the records do not
do, of course, is analyse those links, and the remaining part of this chapter raises a number of
conceptual and methodological issues in framing the analysis of the sites once identified. These
issues certainly bear on the work of the Legacies of British Slave-ownership project but are also
relevant to the wider collective endeavour on slavery and the British country house.

The first question is a simple one of scope: does the phrase ‘the British country house’ include Irish
country houses too? There are no papers in this volume dealing with Irish houses. But the Irish elites
were part of the numerator and denominator in the figures provided earlier, of the 5 to 10 per cent
rule of thumb for the elites. A few hundred of the successful or unsuccessful claimants across the
colonies as a whole were resident in Ireland, where a number had landed estates. Sir Harcourt Lees,
for example, the Protestant Ascendancy pamphleteer of Black Rock House Co Dublin, wrote to the
Commissioners to intercede on behalf of the family of his younger brother William Eden Lees, who
was absent from Ireland but had a claim on Heldens in St Kitts.'® Andrew Henry Lynch, the Irish
Catholic MP with family estates at Galway including Lynch’s Castle and Lydican (or Lydacan) was a
mortgagee on the Pembroke estate in Tobago.!” Edward Hoare (later fourth Baronet of Annabella,
Cork) claimed compensation for the enslaved on three estates having married Harriet Barrit of a
slave-owning family in Jamaica.'® Hyacinth George Burke of Killimor Castle, Loughrea, wrote to the
Commissioners in March 1834 under the impression that the compensation had been distributed,
and again in December 1836, when he confirmed that he had received what he thought was the first
instalment of his compensation from the £15 million loan floated by Rothschilds and wanted to know
when to expect the second instalment.™ He owned 43 enslaved on the Retreat estate in St Thomas-
in-the-East. Charles McGarel, a native of Larne in County Antrim, left his slave-derived fortune to his
brother-in-law James MacNaughten Hogg in 1876 on condition that Hogg changed his name (which
he duly did): one of James MacNaughten McGarel Hogg's first acts after Charles McGarel’s death
was to build a new house, Magheramorne House, on the estate he inherited near Larne and which
had been bought by McGarel in 1842.

Nevertheless, despite these and other examples, given the size of the Irish population (it was one-
quarter of the combined total for the United Kingdom in 1841), and the size of the Irish elites, the
proportion of slave owners appears lower than that of England and certainly lower than in Scotland.
The Legacies of British Slave-ownership project intends to complete its work on the Irish slave
owners, but will have to be realistic about its ability to trace their impact on the development of
modern Ireland in the same way as the project aspires to do for the impact of British slave owners
on the formation of modern Britain.
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A second issue embedded in the notion of ‘the British country house’ is of course the question as to
what constitutes a country house. Should the category include, for example, The Cedars, the house
built in Wells by the Tudway family, long-term slave owners in Antigua that is now part of Wells
Cathedral School? Despite the suburban connotations of its name, the house stood in extensive
grounds and gardens: however it was built within the boundaries of a town and did not represent

an estate. Again, Gunnersbury Lodge in West London, extensively remodelled by the London West
Indian merchant Thomas Boddington after he bought it in the 1840s, did not fit the mould of a
country estate, but nor was it a townhouse.? Clarifying the criteria would allow the establishment

of boundaries for projects devoted to the linkages of such houses with slavery.

Beyond questions of geographic scope and category boundaries, there are other more far-reaching
issues faced by all scholars working in this area. The compensation records can help to identify
linkages between slavery and specific people, and hence between slavery and specific sites. But
what is the significance of those linkages? In other chapters in this volume, this question of
significance has been worked through in the course of assessment of specific sites. But, even
working together, the historical community does not have the resources to build case studies on
every slave owner or every country house: it is impossible. So it is necessary to get beyond what
Christopher Leslie Brown called the game of ‘gotcha’, of simply establishing a slave linkage, to
providing a framework for evaluating that linkage sufficiently to determine whether more resources
should be invested in investigating it further. Sometimes that decision is made for the historian: the
owners or trustees mobilise resources as with English Heritage or the Harewood House Trust. But
scholars cannot depend on that mechanism and those resources for thousands of people and
thousands of properties.

There is a second reason for poring over this issue of significance: the risk of tarring a property with
the ‘slave taint’ if we treat all connections as equivalent. Simon Smith and James Walvin have made
an evidence-based case for Harewood House as the expression of the slave economy, but this will
not be true of many sites that we can link in some way with slave ownership. Linkages may be only
tenuous, and even those members of British elites who appear in the Slave Compensation Records
were not necessarily uniformly steeped in slave ownership. Unless academic historians and
independent scholars can differentiate between different levels of intimacy of specific houses with
slavery, and are willing to do so, it is not legitimate to expect the wider audience to do our work

for us.

Accordingly, there are several dimensions (perhaps obvious) of these linkages between slavery and
the British country house which, if applied, would allow the creation of a hierarchy and the setting
of priorities.

Incidental versus substantive slave ownership

Money is fungible, and one of the challenges of Legacies of British Slave-ownership that the project
is still coming to terms with is to isolate wealth flowing from slavery from other sources of wealth.
This is a complex task made the more difficult when wealth originated in slavery and was then
transformed into other types of wealth over two or three generations. With mercantile wealth, there
is sometimes a self-definition: a ‘West India’ merchant, a ‘Russia merchant’, and so on, which gives
the dominant trade. But in many cases a merchant is simply recorded in directories and probate
records as a merchant. Occasionally, we have balance sheets that classify the various assets of
family or firm, but often only when a merchant has been bankrupted. Papers and account books
have survived only for a small minority of merchant firms and slave-owning families, some of which
have formed the basis for invaluable secondary studies.
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While the true source of wealth in many cases may therefore be indeterminate, in specific instances
we can be confident that slavery was the source of wealth. The evidence appears overwhelming, for
example, that Charles McGarel, the Anglo-Irish merchant cited above, became rich from slavery: he
arrived in the late 1790s in the Dutch territories, which became British Guiana, as an economic
refugee from Larne, returned to London in 1818 with capital sufficient to establish a West Indian
mercantile partnership, collected almost £100,000 in compensation in the 1830s, dissolved his

firm around 1840 (his partner died in 1844 leaving £200,000 in personalty), diversified his interests
and left £500,000 in personalty in 1876 after substantial in vivo philanthropic donations and the
purchase of land in County Antrim.

However, sometimes it may be that slave ownership was incidental. This does not mean that it was
accidental. James Walvin’s aphorism that people were not rich because they owned slaves, but
owned slaves because they were rich appears to obscure the fact that where wealth preceded
slave owning, generally only people who had become rich through other involvements in the slave
economy came to own slaves. This was certainly the case with the Harewoods. There is very little
evidence of ‘portfolio’ investment in slave ownership in the colonies by wealthy Britons, partly
because there were few collective vehicles for such investment. Rich people came to slave
ownership by affinity. But slave wealth could be incidental in the sense that other sources of wealth
appear to dwarf it in the composition of an individual’s overall net worth. For the Duke of Cleveland,
for example, bequeathing personalty of over £1 million when he died in 1842, his ownership of
Lowthers estate in Barbados appears incidental to his wealth, which was derived primarily from the
accumulated profits of landownership in England. It has to be recognised that both the mother and
wife of the Duke of Cleveland were members of the Lowther family and brought a currently unknown
amount of slave wealth into the family of the Duke, but it is not plausible to see slave ownership as
the primary source of wealth. The Duke’s estates in Durham and Shropshire alone were said to be
worth £50,000 per annum, 10 times the level of his slave compensation.?! This is not to minimise,
but only to place in context as a source of wealth, his ownership of enslaved men, women

and children.

Rental versus ownership

The identification of individual slave owners with specific sites based on addresses may elide
potentially important differences in the relationship between slave owner and house. The Slave
Compensation Records and other sources of the 1820s and 1830s show the Antiguan slave owner
Langford Lovell as of Hursley, near Winchester.2? As noted above, this was in fact the house of his
wife’s family, the Heathcotes: Lovell himself had a house at Wendover Dean in Buckinghamshire, but
his contemporary identification was with Hursley, where presumably he was a long-term guest or
tenant. Again, another slave owner at the time of slave compensation was John Rock Grosett, who
sat as MP for Chippenham between 1826 and 1830; he was also an anti-abolitionist pamphleteer,
who later went to Jamaica at the time of emancipation. He is identified in Judd’s Members of
Parliament 1734-1832 as ‘of Lacock Abbey’ and himself gave his address as Lacock Abbey in
formal contexts, but Lacock Abbey has been in the hands of the Talbot family for centuries. Grosett
was in fact a tenant: he rented the house and estate, apparently for 17 years, until his departure in
June 1827.2% His ‘slave-linkage’ to the house seems not trivial, but to be of a different order than

an owner-occupier: hence we need to record and analyse it differently.

Buy versus build

The most dramatic linkage is the building of a house with wealth demonstrably derived from slavery.
Harewood House is one example. In many cases, of course, slavery-related wealth bought its way
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into landed society through the purchase of an existing house. Then did the owner rebuild, as with
the Codringtons’ Dodington between 1796 and 1817, or not? Was the house transformed or
significantly modified with major works or landscaping”? Spending could also encompass minor
works (redecoration, the laying out of gardens, the building of estate cottages, the addition of land)
that cumulatively transformed slave wealth into the fabric of the British estate. There appears again
to be a hierarchy here, at least as far as the physical legacies are concerned, in terms of the extent
to which slave owners repositioned or redefined each site rather than simply occupying it. Simple
occupation may not preclude profound political, social and cultural influence and impact on the part
of the slave owner (through electoral activity, conspicuous consumption, local philanthropy, the
employment of large staffs of servants) but these need to be demonstrated by different forms of
evidence. In the context of physical legacies, one of our own tasks at Legacies of British Slave-
ownership is to try to identify major deployments of the compensation money itself. Direct links with
compensation are of course also difficult to establish. There is the clue of sequencing, however.
William Hudson Heaven, for example, bought the island of Lundy in the Bristol Channel in 1834 for
9,600 guineas, and began to build on it in 1836; he had received £11,700 in compensation for 636
slaves in Hanover in Jamaica in 1835. Again, John Tollemache built the faux-medieval Peckforton
Castle in Cheshire between 1842 and 1851; he had received £12,667 for 822 slaves on Antigua in
1839.24 But he is reported to have spent £60,000 on Peckforton and his compensation awards
appear to have been shared in an unknown proportion with the holders of a debt secured on the
estate. His father, Vice Admiral John Richard Delap Tollemache, had himself built Tilstone Lodge,
also in Cheshire, around 1832. The Vice Admiral had taken his mother’s name, and the family
represented the union between slave wealth from the Delap Halliday family of Antigua and the landed
English wealth of the Tollemaches. In cases such as these, we have to find ways to look at the
totality of wealth or of spending to contextualise the compensation: wills are the obvious places to
start, and we are benefiting from the generosity of Bill Rubinstein in sharing with us his unpublished
data on British wealth-holders based on decades of work on probate records.

Extant versus demolished

It is tempting to focus in the context of the British country house, or indeed of the built environment
more generally, on the legacies of slavery expressed in houses still standing, still visible and still
visitable. In setting priorities for work, especially involving heritage bodies, we need to continue to
find room for those houses that are gone. From the Antigua sample, for instance, William Alexander
Mackinnon’s Portswood House near Southampton was demolished in 1852, as was the Molineux-
Montgomerie’s Garboldisham in Norfolk in 1955; the Brooke family’s Mere New Hall, Cheshire (built
in 1834) burnt down in 1975; and Justinian Casamajor’s Potterells in Hertfordshire collapsed in the
1980s. The slavery heritage no longer has an intact physical site, but in terms of the social, cultural
and economic transmission of slavery into England there is no reason to see these properties as less
significant for the hundreds of years they stood than those that are still extant.

Cultural accumulation

The last question that we recognise we have to tackle in looking at physical legacies of slave owners
in the context of the British country house is that of the contents of the house. Was there cultural
accumulation and was that funded in part with ‘slave money’? As with the house itself, the question
must be raised as to the significance of slavery in the provenance of items in the collections of slave
owners. ltems of colonial or Caribbean provenance or the manifestations of a slavery-related
aesthetic occupy one tier. Among European objects and paintings, there appears to be a worthwhile
distinction between an item first brought to Britain by a slave owner from Europe, and one acquired
by a slave owner from an extant collection in Britain. Equally, there appears to be a distinction
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between an intact collection formed by a slave owner and one that has been dispersed, as was the
case with John Proctor Anderdon, cited above in connection with Farley Hall, whose pictures were
auctioned by Christies in 1847 and 1851. It is possible to track some individual items from dispersed
collections (Anderdon’s Andrea del Sarto painting La Carita is in America, at the National Gallery of
Art in Washington, for example) but it would be impossible to trace all such items. Nevertheless, the
analysis of cultural accumulation appears an integral part of the study of the country house in the
context of slavery, and part of the Legacies of British Slave-ownership project is the recording of the
major collections amassed by the slave owners: in many cases these collections are associated,

of course, with country houses.

Conclusion

As far as the wider remit of this volume is concerned, which is taken to be a comprehensive
mapping of the legacies of slavery on to the British country house, then the umbrella of Legacies
of British Slave-ownership offers an opportunity to start a complete inventory of the connections
between slavery and the country house. ‘Comprehensive’ and ‘complete’ are charged concepts,
and rightly so; but unless there is a striving towards a systematic empirical base, then the
opportunity will be lost to provide an adequate framework for all the excellent case studies that are
being produced on individual properties, and ultimately there will be no basis for a judgement as to
how significant slavery really was to the British country house.

The Legacies of British Slave-ownership database can thus become a repository for data collected
from many sources, repackaged and made available to users both inside and outside the academy,
and this database would be a major resource for almost everybody interested in the British country
house and slavery. This kind of cataloguing is not a substitute for analysis nor provides a proxy for
assessing the legacies of slavery (not only physical but also social, cultural, political and commercial)
as expressed in the British country house. It is also worth reiterating that slave ownership, where the
Legacies of British Slave-ownership project is focused, is only part of the process of transmission of
slavery into the British country house. The issues of the heritage and legacies of slavery in the
country house are far too complex to be reduced to grids of data. But the dataset described here
can not only help accelerate individual pieces of work, but can also contextualise the analysis,
provide a sense of the scope of what is being done and help identify priorities. It will only reach its
potential as a collective tool, however, if users are persuaded of the value of contributing data, as
well as drawing information from it. This chapter was intended to help begin that process.
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Appendix: Co-ordinates of British country houses associated with
awards of slave compensation in Antigua

Individual House Owned? Built [B] or Extant? Co-ordinates
Remodelled [R] (Using Google
with slave-wealth Earth WGS84
[N] Neither coordinates))

William Shand Springwood, B Y 53°21'49.61"N,

Allerton, 2°53'4.90"W
Liverpool
John Proctor Farley Hall, N Y 51°22'32.45"N,
Anderdon Berkshire 0°565'25.04"W
Beech House, R N 50°46'36.40"N,
Bransgore, 1°42'51.13"W
Hampshire
Henlade House, B Y 51°0'8.90"N,
Somerset 3°2'15.83"W
Sir Henry W Martin Lockinge N N 51°34'56.93"N,
Park/House, 1°23'0.48"W
Wantage,
Berkshire
Gen Sir John Watergate House, N Y 50°54'5.25"N,
Gustavus Crosbie nr Petersfield 0°563'14.27"W
Barnham Court, N Y 50°49'25.63"N,
Barnham, Sussex 0°38'39.87"W
Peter Langford Mere Old Hall, R Y 53°19'49.53"N,
Brooke Cheshire 2°24'57.19"W
Mere New Hall, B N 53°19'55.83"N,
Cheshire 2°24'23.22"W
Jonas Langford Theobalds Park, N N 51°41'18.33"N,
Hertfordshire 0° 3'23.44"W
William Alex Portswood house, N N 50°565'14.90"N,
Mackinnon nr Southampton 1°23'37.31"W
Newtown-park, N Y 50°46'15.88"N,
nr Lymington 1°30'49.80"W

John Cave Brentry House, R Y 51°30'19.43"N,

Gloucestershire 2°36'45.47"W

John Tollemache Helmingham, N Y 52°10'25.73"N,

Suffolk 1°11'48.12"E
Peckforton Castle, B Y 53° 7'3.51"N,
Cheshire 2°41'564.01"W
Tilston[e] Lodge, B Y 53°3'156.51"N,
Cheshire 2°48'11.65"W
Bethell Walrond Dulford House, Y N 50°51'22.13"N,
Devonshire 3°19'17.89"W
Edward Codrington Dodington Park, Y 51°30'17.90"N,
Gloucestershire 2°21'1.37"W
Thomas Boddington Gunnersbury R N 51°30'8.44"N,
Lodge, London 0°16'568.96"W
Langford Lovell Hursley [House], N Y 51°1'36.07"N,
nr Winchester 1°23'565.97"W
continued »
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continued

Individual House Owned? Built [B] or Extant? Co-ordinates
Remodelled [R] (Using Google
with slave-wealth Earth WGS84
[N] Neither coordinates])

Thomas Molineux Garboldisham Hall, Y N N 52°24'4.86"N,

Montgomerie Norfolk 0°56'45.37"E

Garboldisham Y B N 52°24'16.05"N,
Manor, Norfolk 0°56'52.17"E
Rowland E Williams Newlands, Weston Y N Y 51°23'5.47"N,
Grove, Surrey 0°20'38.19"W
James Adams Gordon Naish House, Y R Y 51°27'26.03"N,
Portbury, 2°45'5.81"W
Somerset
Stock-house, Y N Y 51°48'34.50"N,
Hertfordshire 0°36'7.48"W
Knockespoch Y N Y 57°18'15.14"N,
and Terpersie, 2°45'27.86"W
Aberdeenshire
57°16'9.20"N,
2°44'15.75"W
Sir William Abdy Chobham Place, Y N Y 51°21'52.47"N,
Surrey 0°36'56.35"W

Hardman Earle Allerton Tower, Y B N 53°22'21.25"N,

nr Liverpool 2°53'14.33"W

John Lyons St Austins, Boldre, Y B Y 50°46'49.06"N,

Lymington, Hants 1°33'37.67"W

Thomas Daniel Stoodleigh, Devon Y B Y 50°57'26.74"N,

3°32'34.15"W

George Lodowick Purley Hall, Y N Y 51°28'38.18"N,

Wilder Berkshire 1°4'15.57"W

Justinian Casamajor Potterells, Y B N 51°43'37.06"N,

Hertfordshire 0°12'46.96"W

Inigo Thomas Yapton Place, Y R N 50°49'24.50"N,

Sussex 0°36'29.19"W

Freeman Thomas Ratton, Sussex Y R N 50°47'27.98"N,

0°15'6.90"E
Alexander Millar Dalnair, County 56° 2'39.23"N,
of Stirling 4°25'3.72"W
Earnock, Y N N 55°46'13.33"N,
Lanarkshire 4° 4'5.44"WN

Clement T Swanston Holly-house, Y N N 51°26'51.73"N,
Twickenham, 0°19'66.31"W
Surrey

Sir Thomas Stapleton Grey’s Court, Y N Y 51°32'41.50"N,

6th Baronet of the Oxfordshire 0°57'22.20"W

Leeward Islands, and

16th Baron Le Despencer

Hon Anne Byam Mereworth Castle, Y N Y 51°15'13.64"N,

Stapleton, the awardee

Kent

0°23'24.69"E
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continued

Individual House Owned? Built [B] or Extant? Co-ordinates
Remodelled [R] (Using Google
with slave-wealth Earth WGS84
[N] Neither coordinates])

Revd Horace Kingston House, N N Y 50°43'5.64"N,

George Cholmondley, Dorset 2°24'17.20"W

annuitant

William Maxwell Carriden, Linlithgow Y N Y 56° 0'37.52"N,

3°33'564.70"W

Sir Christopher Dodington Park, Y B Y See Edward

Bethell Codrington Gloucestershire Codrington

entry

Note: Entries in italics are tentative
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Slavery and West Country houses

Madge Dresser

This chapter examines the links between selected historic houses in England’s West Country and the
Atlantic slave economy. It grew out of research originally undertaken about the city of Bristol and the
slave trade. Slavery Obscured,’ published in 2001, first charted the unexpectedly close relationship
between Bristol’s urban renaissance of the early 18th century and the slaving interests of its
mercantile elite.

What also emerged from this work was the way slave-related wealth seemed to have stimulated the
building and renovation of many of the surrounding area’s country houses. Not only did Bristol’s
merchants begin to move out of the city itself into grander and more rural residences as the century
progressed, but more established gentry families in the area also seemed to have benefited from
slavery, either as colonial office holders or plantation owners, sometimes renovating or purchasing
properties as a result.?2 Using Benjamin Donn’s® 1769 ‘map of the country 11 miles around the city
of Bristol’, which claimed to list all seats and houses of note in the area, no fewer than 42 such
properties whose listed owners had West Indian or African associations were identified (Fig 2.1).

Intrigued by this, | have continued to investigate the provenance of these houses, along with a
selection of those further afield in the adjoining counties of Somerset, Gloucestershire and elsewhere
in England’s West Country. Country houses or ‘prestige residences’ are defined for our purposes

as those surviving buildings which have Grade | or Il listings from English Heritage and those
demolished buildings which were identified by contemporaries as country seats or were otherwise
noted for their architectural and decorative merit.*

The criteria | originally established to judge whether or not a property could be said to be linked
to the Atlantic slave system, and which has since been refined by researchers at English Heritage
and University College London, is provided as follows.®

A owner is assumed to be linked to slaving interests:
1. by directly investing in slave ships or insuring them;

2. by indirectly investing in slave trading by buying shares in the Royal African Company or the
South Seas Company;

3. by the providing trade goods to Africa or the slave plantations or dealing in slave-produced
goods from the plantations;

4. by plantation ownership directly purchased or inherited, or obtained through marriage or even
by lending money to a defaulting planter;

by holding colonial office or otherwise being involved in the administration of slave colonies;

by ‘employing’ enslaved people either at home or in the colonies.

Using this typology, | have here distinguished more broadly between ‘slavery-based’ properties and
those with more general ‘slavery associations’. The first category comprises those houses whose
erection or renovation was based in significant measure on wealth derived from slavery. The second
category includes those properties linked to slavery in a wider variety of ways, including those whose
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owners were involved in the administration of, advocacy of or opposition to slavery and those whose
households included people of African descent.

The Economic and Social Research Council (ESRC) Legacy of British Slave-ownership project
discussed earlier by Nick Draper, focusing as it does on the wealth derived from slave ownership,
has established that the proportion of British country houses in 1830 owned by slave-holders
averaged between 5 and 10 per cent. The project has also concluded that south-west England was
one of the regions where that national average was exceeded. My own findings (based on the wider
criteria of slave-derived wealth and slavery association) so far seem to confirm this.

A systematic survey of all the region’s historic country houses is well beyond the brief of this chapter,
which focuses on selected properties in the counties of Somerset and Gloucestershire and
specifically excludes two Gloucestershire houses (Tutshill and Dodington) discussed elsewhere in
this volume.® However, though partial in scope, its eclectic and regional approach has the advantage
of being able to delve into the period preceding the Slavery Compensation Act 1833 and thereby
pick up links with slavery that might otherwise have vanished from view. Moreover, it considers
demolished as well as surviving properties. Its starting points are various, sometimes beginning with
the investigation of individual houses and sometimes individual owners. In one instance, it proceeds
by researching the provenance of all the major houses in a single parish to determine which, if any,
had links with slavery.

Such a flexible but spatially concentrated strategy can identify new types of associations not always
discerned elsewhere. It allows us to consider how the slavery links of these houses differed over time
and variously involved a shifting alliance of families. It also enables us to identify the existence of
clusters of such properties in particular areas. The very existence of such clusters is significant in
itself, for it indicates that both categories of houses (ie the ‘slavery-based’ and the merely ‘slavery-
associated’) were related through those ‘gentry capitalist networks of kinship and regional affiliation,
matrimonial alliance, mercantile expertise and public service’ which Simon Smith has shown to be
so central to the development of the British colonial economy in this period.” What seems to be
emerging from my investigation is the existence of a very pervasive and multi-layered pattern of
involvement of country house proprietors in Atlantic slavery interests. It is evident, too, that some of
these landed families lost or diversified their slavery-derived wealth by the time of emancipation and
that the changing political climate had made others more reticent about owning up to their slavery
interests. This subsequently led to an implicit consensus that slavery was of little relevance to
understanding the evolution of the country house in this region.

It is difficult to challenge this consensus and convey the complexity of such slavery associations
without lapsing into a descriptive list of individual properties. The task is made more difficult by the
lack of a definitive list of historic houses that would take account of all those built or renovated during
the slavery era. For Gloucestershire | have depended heavily on the research of Nicholas Kingsley,
whose voluminous and scholarly study of Gloucestershire country houses devotes an entire volume
to those built between 1660 and 1830.8 Yet although Kingsley’s survey contains invaluable
contextual historical material for each house, any connections with slavery-related wealth remained
to all intents and purposes outside his brief. Moreover, there is no such survey of comparable quality
for Somerset, so my account for that county is more partial still, depending on contemporary
accounts and references, and on modern architectural surveys such as Pevsner’s and Cooke’s.?
The accompanying map of country houses for these two counties (Fig 2.2) is derived from these
sources and the houses discussed here are highlighted therein.
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The first part of this chapter takes a topographical approach to consider four neighbouring North
Somerset houses nearest to Bristol (Ashton Court, Leigh Court, Ham Green and Clevedon Court).
It does so in order to illustrate how longstanding and intricately connected were the slavery links of
landed and mercantile families in a particular area. Two of the owners of these properties do not
feature at all in the Slavery Compensation Records, which shows that as valuable as these records
are, they do not chart the full extent of slavery associations with country houses. Leaving the
immediate Bristol area, there follows a speculative investigation of notable houses in a single

North Somerset parish, that of Wraxall, which uncovers a web of previously undocumented
slavery associations.

Still in Somerset, the chapter goes on to consider how tracing a particular family not included in the
Slave Compensation Records — in this case, the Brickdales — can yield results which an exclusively
topographical or property-oriented approach might miss. Our investigation of Somerset concludes
with a discussion of five other properties in the county — King Weston House near Somerton, Coker
Court, The Cedars in Wells, Hadspen House and Earnshill — four of which have Bristol connections,
to illustrate the point that mercantile wealth fanned out from the port to the depths of the
countryside. Thus the link between slavery-derived wealth and gracious country living became
increasingly invisible by the early 19th century.

Part two of the chapter turns its attentions to Gloucestershire, and again illustrates, this time through
the case study of Kingsweston House near Bristol, how slavery associations reach further both
backwards and forwards in time than has been previously recognised, and encompass both
economic and political linkages. It goes on to discuss how the presence of a black servant at

one property (Oldbury Court, a demolished property, also near Bristol) signalled further slavery
connections with a property elsewhere in the county.

The slavery links considered in the ensuing section on Gloucestershire are arguably more disparate
and complex than those described earlier for the Somerset properties. Slavery associations,
including those of a more political kind, are pointed to in our consideration of selected major
Gloucestershire properties (Dyrham Park, Cirencester Park, Lydney Park, Badminton House,
Barrington Park, Lypiatt Park and Frampton Court), all but the first of which are now in private hands.
It seems clear that the commercialisation of these and more minor properties such as Tracey Park
and Badgeworth Court, has generally discouraged any nuanced representation of these properties’
histories, let alone their links with slavery. Significantly, as we shall seg, it was left to a voluntary
community group to resurrect the slavery-related history of one now-demolished Gloucestershire
house, Farmhill Park.

The systematic excavation of indirect slavery associations may seem tendentious at times, but such
an exercise is a bit like the aerial mapping of archaeological sites where the penumbra of vanished
structures become newly visible. In other words, such associations alert the investigator to the
possibility of deeper linkages. In the case of Badminton House, for example, the discovery of the
Beaufort family’s involvement in the proprietorship of slave colonies led to the investigation of how
slave-derived wealth accrued to that property through marriage. Even where such direct linkages
cannot be established, the indirect associations are often still worth articulating, for they stimulate
new questions about the role and function of the country house in the wider world.

Despite its limitations, then, it is hoped that this work in progress stimulates other researchers to

look anew at surviving and demolished properties in this region with a view to documenting the
role that Atlantic slavery played both in their construction and their subsequent use.
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Revisting the properties near Bristol

Benjamin Donn’s map (see Fig 2.1) enabled the identification of individual property owners with
slavery interests at a particular moment in the late 18th century, which complements the later picture
afforded to us by the Slave Compensation Records. For Donn provides his readers not only with an
overview of notable houses but of the owners who subscribed to have their houses included in his
map. While not necessarily comprehensive, the sheer number of names listed suggests that Donn,
who had an intimate knowledge of the local elite, was well placed to provide a reasonably accurate
record.’® However, we should be mindful that such a map can only provide us with a snapshot of
properties’ slavery links at one moment in time and does not capture the links that such properties
might have had to slavery before or after this point.

North Somerset properties

The renovation of Ashton Court near Bristol (Fig 2.3) came after the marriage in 1757 of John Hugh
Smyth to the Jamaican heiress Rebecca Woolnough. The marriage settlement of £40,000
comprised properties in England and Jamaica (including the Spring plantation in Jamaica) and
substantially improved the fortunes of the Smyth estate. Indeed it was estimated by one local
historian that the profits made by Sir John Hugh Smyth from the Spring plantation and the sale of
its sugar amounted to some £17,000 over the period 1762—-1802."" However, subsequent research
suggests that the family’s association with the Atlantic slave economy pre-dates this marriage, as
Sir Hugh Smyth’s father, Jarrit Smith, a Bristol solicitor, was also a member of the Bristol Society of
Merchant Venturers — the elite body which actively lobbied on behalf of Bristol participants in the
African, American and West Indian trades.

The recent purchase by the city’s Museum Service of a portrait, which originally belonged to the
Smyths, suggests that Ashton Court’s slavery links might go back even further (Fig 2.4). The portrait
in question, that of a young aristocratic girl and her equally young African servant, had been
previously assumed to be that of the early 18th-century heiress, Arabella Astry (connected

through her sister to the Smyth estate) and herself the heiress of nearby Henbury Great House

in Gloucestershire.'?

However, when the portrait was acquired by the city in 2008 (less than a year after the bicentennial
commemorations of the ending of the British slave trade), its provenance was reassessed. It

now seems that the girl depicted with her African servant was most probably one Florence Smyth
(1634-92), the second daughter of Thomas Smyth of Ashton Court and his wife Florence, née
Poulett. If true, the presence of the young African servant strongly indicates that the connection
between the Smyths, a family long noted for their mercantile interests, and the African trade might
stretch as far back as the 1630s, well before Bristol’s formal entry into the slave trade in 1698. This
supposition ties in well with the Astry family’s own associations with the Caribbean from the early
17th century.™

Investigation shows that a cluster of notable houses in that part of Somerset neighbouring Ashton
Court are similarly associated (Fig 2.5). For example, in the adjoining parish of Abbots Leigh is Leigh
Court, a Palladian style mansion built in 1814 by Philip John Miles and subsequently noted for
containing an extensive art collection personally amassed by its owner. Now a private conference
centre, Leigh Court’s website detailing the history of this Grade Il listed building makes no mention of
the source of Miles’s wealth.™ Yet Miles built on his father William’s success as a planter and trader,
to become Bristol’s first sugar millionaire and its largest West India merchant. Family business
papers contain mortgages dating from the 1760s and 1770s for the Vallay, Rhodes Hall and other
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Jamaican plantations containing hundreds of enslaved Africans.'® By the 1830s John Philip Miles
appears as a major claimant in the Slave Compensation Records, seeking over £36,000 for over
1,700 enslaved Africans at plantations in Jamaica and Trinidad."”

Nearby Ham Green House (now the Penny Brohn Cancer Care centre) was originally erected by
slaving merchant and West Indian trader Richard Meyler and passed by way of marriage to Henry
Bright (1715-77) Bristol MP and Lord Mayor.'® His son Richard Bright (1754—1840) merchant and
amateur scientist, made Ham Green his chief residence and continued his father’s commercial
interests in the Caribbean, owning three extensive Jamaican plantations (Meylersfield, Beeston
Spring and Garredu). These were transferred on his retirement in 1818 to his younger son Robert
Bright, who received substantial monies in slave compensation. The house, now most associated
with Robert’s elder brother Richard Bright (who discovered Bright’s disease) still has a mooring for
the Bright ships that voyaged regularly to the West Indies.™®

Further south is Clevedon Court, now a National Trust property still inhabited by the Elton family with
whom it has been associated for over three centuries. Though its slaving associations were
mentioned in passing in the National Trust’s short guide published in the 1980s, all such references
were avoided in the 2003 guide, co-written by Julia Elton. Nor was this silence redressed when the
guide was revised in 2007, the bicentennial year of the abolition of the British slave trade.?® Yet the
evidence that slave-related wealth was central to the history of Clevedon Court is overwhelming. It
was partly documented in the early 1990s by Margaret Elton who penned an authoritative history of
the Elton family, and has since been implicitly recognised by the National Trust itself, as discussed
by Rob Mitchell and Shawn Sobers in Chapter 13.

Clevedon Court was purchased by Sir Abraham Elton | (1654-1727) in 1709, and its restoration
under his watch was ‘the first major reconstruction since that of Sir John Wade in the 1560s’.

His involvement as Master of Bristol's Merchant Venturers, as Mayor and as MP, along with his
investment in the brass industry, links him to the Guinea trade. So too does the production of salt

on his Clevedon estate, which Elton and Company apparently used ‘to barter with African chiefs for
slaves’.?" One Abraham Elton is listed as directly investing in the slave ship the Jason Galley in 1711,
but this may have been Abraham Elton’s son, Abraham Elton Il (1679-1742) who, with his brothers
Isaac and Jacob invested directly in slave ships. All three brothers petitioned Parliament as both
South Carolina and West India traders against proposed slave duties in 1731 and 1738, respectively.
The Eltons reportedly had estates in Jamaica which they held throughout the 18th century and were
involved in the Bristol sugar refining industry. By the late 18th century, the Eltons were still receiving
monies from plantations and sugar refining of slave-produced sugar, but must have diversified their
wealth by the time of emancipation as they are not listed in the Slave Compensation Records for
either Bristol or Somerset.?? Readers of the official guide are certainly told more about the sixth
Baronet, Sir Charles Elton’s (1778-1853) involvement in romantic culture than the economic activities
of his forbears, and so the history of Clevedon Court is further disassociated from the slave-derived
wealth which helped to establish it.2® By the mid-19th century, the process continues as the Elton
name is associated with James Frederick Elton (1840-77) who is primarily celebrated for his efforts
to eliminate slave traders from Zanzibar and Mozambique.?

Wraxall: a case study of the main houses in a North Somerset parish

A few miles away from Clevedon Court, in the parish of Wraxall (whose manor was in the possession
of the Smyths) was the house of the West Indian proprietor James Gordon (1758-1822). Naish
House (now demolished) was described in 1829 as ‘a substantial mansion delightfully situated’,
commanding ‘extensive views of the surrounding country’ and containing ‘some good paintings
particularly some portraits by the Stuarts’ and a ‘handsome mahogany staircase’. By this time, the
house was in the possession of James’s son James Adam Gordon (1797-1854) who is featured as
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a prominent claimant in the Slave Compensation Records for several thousands of pounds for
plantations in Antigua and St Vincent. (James Gordon himself had been involved in the slave trade.)?®

Along with Naish House, Wraxall House, Wraxall Lodge, Charlton House, Tyntesfield and Belmont
are also cited in a late Victorian gazetteer as the parish’s chief residences (Fig 2.6).2° All of these
seem to have some associations with families involved in one way or another with the Atlantic slave
economy. We do know that Wraxall House was the seat of the Gorges family and so by 1568
probably the birthplace of Ferdinando Gorges, the then Lord Edward’s second son.?” Ferdinando
Gorges (1568-1647) best known for his pioneering work in the early colonisation of Maine, was also
involved in the slave colonies of Virginia and Bermuda and was a member of the Guinea Company,
an early precursor to the Royal African Company. In 1629 he married his fourth wife, Elizabeth
Smyth, the widow of Hugh Smyth of Ashton Court. Though it could not be said that Wraxall House
directly benefited from slave-related wealth, Gorges’s widow lent money to Bristol’s first refinery of
Caribbean sugar, and Sir Ferdinando’s grandson and namesake was a Barbados planter and
merchant with Bristol connections. By the 1660s he was an active lobbyist for free trade in African
slaves, and built a fine house in Eye in Herefordshire from the proceeds of his slave trading

and plantation.?®

Wraxall Court, also in the possession of the Gorges family, was rebuilt in 1720 by John Codrington
who married Samuel Gorges’s granddaughter. This branch of the Codringtons had had close
connections with Barbados since the early 17th century, but the extent to which slavery wealth
was responsible for the rebuilding of Wraxall Court is unclear.?®

Nearby Charlton House was listed as the residence in 1827 of Thomas Kington (1771-1827), Philip
John Miles’s nephew, business associate and co-claimant of slavery compensation monies.=°
Charlton House originally belonged to the Spanish merchant Antony Gibbs (1756-1815), the father
of William Gibbs (1789-1875) himself the owner of Tyntesfield House, the Grade | Victorian pile
acquired by the National Trust in 2002. Though the National Trust characterises Tyntesfield as being
built more or less entirely on the sale of bird guano,®' recent research has clearly established how
this business grew directly out of the social networks and business dealings the family had with the
West India and African trades. William'’s paternal uncle George helped his brother and nephew in
their business dealings and briefly employed the young William as a clerk in his firm Gibbs, Bright
and Gibbs, which was a West Indian trading house. George Gibbs, married to the daughter of
Richard Farr a leading slave trader, was a member of the Bristol Merchant Venturers and had
extensive investments in sugar and plantations as well as partnerships with other Bristol and
Liverpool West India merchants. These included such Bristol West India merchants as Samuel
Munckley and Richard Bright. (Both Munckley and Robert Bright received substantial slave
compensation monies for plantations in Barbados and Jamaica in the 1830s.) The close connection
between George Gibbs and his Bristol associates and Antony and William is indicated by the fact
that in 1881 Antony Gibbs and Company merged with ‘two associated business houses, which had
previously been separate firms: a company in Bristol originating in an 18th century partnership and
trading from 1801 as Munckley, Gibbs and Richards, from 1802 as Gibbs, Richards and Gibbs, from
1808 as George Gibbs and Son, and from 1818 as Gibbs, Son and Bright.”*? Clearly, the source of
the Gibbs’s family wealth is not quite so disconnected from slavery as has been represented.

Renowned for its beautifully landscaped setting, Belmont House, the last property in our case study
of Wraxall parish, was improved by 1778 by its then owner William Turner (born in 1715). A merchant
noted for his cultivated tastes,* Turner’s precise connections, if any, with the Atlantic slave economy
remain unknown, but it is worth noting that he was Hannah More’s notorious suitor, who having
famously delayed marrying her, settled an annuity on her for life. This annuity allowed Britain’s most
celebrated female abolitionist the financial wherewithal to pursue her career as a writer and religious
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campaigner. Belmont subsequently was the residence of George Gibbs of Belmont (1779-1863),
Antony Gibbs’s nephew and a business associate of Richard Bright who bequeathed him part
interest in the Meylersfield, Beeston Spring and Garredu planations in Jamaica on his death

in 1835,

The Brickdales of Bristol, Somerset and Devon

The case of the Brickdales illustrates the importance of tracing slavery-related wealth through
families as well as through properties. The Donn map indicated notable residences under the
Brickdale name closer to Bristol in 1769, but records held elsewhere confirm that they moved further
and further out into the county and beyond as the century and their genteel aspirations progressed.

The Reverend John Collinson in his 1791 The History and Antiquities of the County of Somerset
describes the Court House in West Monkton (Fig 2.7), Somerset as an ‘elegant building’ built on
the site of an older mansion of the Marquis of Winchester, ‘but which is now the seat of Matthew
Brickdale Esqg one of the representatives of the city of Bristol in the three last Parliaments’.3®
Brickdale, who is listed as a woollen draper and undertaker, is reported to have inherited £100,000
from his father John, who is himself variously listed as a Bristol merchant or woollen draper. His
involvement in foreign trade is documented from 1708, where John Brickdale and Company is
recorded in the port books importing Spanish raisins on 31 December 1708.%

John Brickdale’s associations with Bristol’s slave economy are manifold. In 1714 he married the
daughter of Philip Freke (a slave trader and one-time Sheriff of Bristol). By the 1730s Brickdale
acted as executor to Philip’s son Thomas. Thomas Freke, by then one of the city’s leading slave
merchants, was part owner of a Bristol sugar house. During the ensuing decade John Brickdale and
Co owned Withers Galley, which by 1732 had delivered slaves to Jamaica and Guinea grains back
to Bristol, and also made a similar voyage delivering to Virginia in 1735. John Brickdale was also
listed as co-owner of the Phoenix in 1736 and the Marlborough bound for Calabar and Virginia in
1740.%3 A member of the Company of Merchants trading to Africa in 1759, Brickdale was also a
member of the Society of Merchant Venturers in Bristol, both of which groups regularly lobbied for
Bristol’s share of the slave trade.

The family’s ambitions to some sort of gentility are clear. But while his father’s death in 1765 meant
that Matthew Brickdale was wealthy enough to retire from his woollen goods and undertaking shop
and become an MP, he still maintained business interests linking him to the slave economy.

Best known for losing to Edmund Burke in the 1774 Parliamentary election, Matthew Brickdale
purchased the Court House in 1775.%8 We know he was listed that same year as a co-partner in the
John Freeman and Copper Company — a company the other partners of which consisted largely of
African and West India traders and whose production of copper goods was at least in part geared
to the Guinea trade via the export of manilas and guinea pots to Africa and the sheathing of

slave ships.

On his return to Parliament Brickdale was noted for his assiduous pursuit of his city’s commercial
interests, and was second in opposing the motion in 1788 for the regulation of the slave trade.

By 1792 we know he had a second country house in Stoodleigh in Devon (now demolished) which,
along with Court House, he intended to bequeath to his son John.®®

However, Matthew’s expenditure on elections reportedly left him in financial straits by the early 1790s
when he left politics. Between 1797 and 1807 he mortgaged the estate to a succession of Bristol
merchants — the Pinneys, the Baillees and James Gordon — all of whom had longstanding
investments in slavery.*® By this time Stoodleigh estate in Devon seems to have been acquired
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by the Bristol sugar refiner Thomas Daniel, who later features as one of the most substantial Bristol
claimants in the Slave Compensation Commission records.

However, the Brickdales do not feature at all in these records since both father and son faced
bankruptcy in 1819 and Matthew died in 1831, well before the Emancipation Act, after a long career
as Bristol councillor, MP and county magistrate. Yet as the family papers show, their wealth had
derived from slavery, not only from their father’s inheritance or from their investments in the brass
industry, but also from plantation ownership.

Particulars to the sale of the Court House in the Brickdale bankruptcy records held at the Somerset
Record Office contain references to their Caribbean plantation holdings from which they had been
receiving annuities since 1774. They had plantations on the Isle of Nevis and Jamaica.*' There is
documentation regarding the estates and slaves held on the Hampstead and Retreat estates in
Jamaica*? and there is also a reference to ‘the 90 negroes at St Andrew on Isle of St Vincent’.*3

A brief examination of five other Somerset properties will serve to illustrate the pervasiveness of the
links in that county between slavery-related wealth and country house building: namely that of King
Weston House near Somerton (not to be confused with Kingsweston House in Gloucestershire),
Coker Court, The Cedars in Wells, Hadspen House and Earnshill.

Though technically not a country house, being within the precinct of Wells, the Cedars merits
inclusion in our discussion as it was built in 1759 by the Tudway family, whose extensive interests in
slave plantations in Antigua are evidenced by their claim for some £9,000 in the Slave Compensation
Records.** The fact that it was designed by William Paty, the craftsman associated with many of the
properties of slaving merchants in Bristol, also reminds us of the continuing role of the Tudways in
the Bristol sugar trade in this period.*® The links between Coker Court, near Yeovil — owned by the
Helyar family — and the Caribbean, which go back to the 17th century, have been extensively
documented by various scholars.*®

Henry Hobhouse, who acquired Hadspen House near Castle Cary, Somerset, in 1785 illustrates yet
again the way in which Bristol mercantile wealth transmuted itself over the generations into a more
genteel version of itself. The house (built by William Player in the 17th century) itself had longstanding
associations with both Bristol and slavery, being purchased some time before 1747 by Vickris
Dickinson (a West India trader engaged in the Bristol sugar trade) and probably remodelled in
1750.4” Hobhouse came from a family involved for three generations in the Bristol slave trade and
slave-related trades and industries.*®

The Dickinson family is also associated with another Somerset house, King Weston, now
incorporated as part of a campus of Millfield School. It was Caleb Dickinson, Vickris’s brother, a
Quaker merchant trading in Bristol, who purchased King Weston near Somerton in 1740.%° His son,
William, became a MP, rebuilding King Weston House, and according to one source, acted ‘with the
arrogance of power that characterised the nobility and gentry of England at the time, by diverting
roads and removing a village in order to create a park’.%° The Dickinsons were involved in the Bristol
brass trade (which was in part devoted to producing Guinea trade goods and sheathings for slave
ships) as well as the sugar trade, and had inherited plantations in Jamaica.®'

Earnshill, a Palladian mansion, is on the Somerset Levels. It was built just before 1720 when its
owner, Francis Eyles, MP for Devizes was prosecuted as a director of the South Sea Company after
its bubble so famously burst. The South Sea Company, in which his extended family was all too
heavily invested, was of course a company devoted to the supply of slaves to Latin America. The
property was eventually sold by Francis’s son to Richard Combe (1728-80) the son of the 12th
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richest merchant in Bristol, Henry Combe (1658-1752). The Combes were deeply involved in the
slave plantation economy: Henry Combe had a slave plantation in Nevis and invested in slave ships,
while his wife was a wealthy heiress whose father had been a Bristol Virginia merchant. Richard
himself was a merchant venturer and an African trader.%?

Country houses in Gloucestershire

Nicolas Kingsley’s work on country houses in Gloucestershire identifies 17 surviving houses in the
immediate Bristol vicinity of the county built between 1660 and 1830. Of these, at least 10 have links
to slave-generated wealth. Kingsweston estate, for example, belonged to Sir Humphrey Hooke
(1629-77). Hooke was a merchant and MP, a man with ties to Barbados and Virginia whose widow
Florence was none other than the sister of Sir Hugh Smyth of Ashton Court. This was the same
Florence whose probable portrait showing her in the company of a black servant is discussed
above.%® Robert Southwell, the Bristol MP, purchased Kingsweston in 1679 and his son Edward
commissioned Sir John Vanbrugh to build the present house by 1708. Both Robert and Edward
Southwell were involved as government officials in the administration of West Indian affairs® and
Edward’s son, Edward Southwell (1705-55) was Tory MP for Bristol from 1739 to 1754, during
which time he directly promoted the interests of Bristol’'s Africa, Carolina and West India merchants.
To this end he was in frequent contact with his fellow MP Sir Abraham Elton of Clevedon Court, and
with such slave traders as John Brickdale and James LaRoche.®® It was his son, a third Edward,
who became Lord de Clifford, who developed so much of Kingsweston’s striking interior. By the
19th century, Kingsweston was purchased as the second residence of Philip John Miles, whose
slavery interests we have already outlined in connection with Leigh Court in Somerset.%®

Kingsweston’s longstanding associations with slavery were further evidenced in 2002. In that year,
an exhibition at Bath’s Holbourne Museum®” displayed private collections from some of the West
Country’s stately homes. One of the more striking portraits then briefly put on public view was by an
early 18th-century artist Charles Philips (1708-47) (Fig 2.8). Described in the catalogue as portraying
Edward Southwell (1705-55), his wife, a female friend and his son Edward (later Lord de Clifford),
they appear to be standing in front of what looks like a naive depiction of Kingsweston House.
Unmentioned is the fact that they are shown with a black male servant in attendance.

There were other such servants at stately homes elsewhere in Gloucestershire, servants whose slave
status was never properly overturned even after the Somerset judgement of 1772. One such
servant, ‘Jasper’, lived at the Oldbury Court estate, in the parish of Stapleton, near Bristol in the
1750s. The more one looked into this property, the more its slavery associations came into view.

In a parish fraught with West Indian connections® Oldbury Court (of which only the extensive Park
now remains) was owned in the early 17th century by a member of the Whitson sugar refining family
in Bristol, and the house was purchased in 1667 by Robert Winstone, a Bristol glover in trade with
Barbados (there are Winstones in Barbados).?® Winstone proceeded to extend the Oldbury Court
estate but lived and worked in Bristol. His son Thomas (to whom Abraham Elton was apprenticed)
continued to prosper through the Atlantic trade, and his own son, also Thomas, moved to reside

as a gentleman at Oldbury Court. Jasper was ‘the black servant’ of Thomas Winstone IlI's wife,
Albinia Hayward.®°

Albinia Hayward, who married Winstone in 1723, came from Quedgeley near Gloucester.®" She
brought a handsome settlement with her, which seems to have derived at least in part from slave
plantations. Albinia Hayward was the daughter or granddaughter of William Hayward who built
Quedgeley House in 1672.52 Deeds from the Quedgeley estate dated from 1690 include papers
concerning a 200-acre slave plantation called Brewer’s Bay in Tortola, and records showing that
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Albinia had a fortune of at least £30,000. When she died in 1760 she left Jasper £5 ‘out of regard
for his faithful service’ and left instructions that ‘in case he shall live to be old and incapable of
service he shall not be deserted or exposed to poverty and want’. Moving as this sentiment was, it is
notable that her other servants were awarded larger bequests of between £10 and £50 while her
friends received diamonds, gold snuff boxes and the like.®® By the 1790s Albinia Winstone’s nephew
and heir, the extravagant William Hayward Winstone, fell into debt and leased Oldbury Court to the
sugar baron Thomas Graeme who purchased it in 1799. The following year, Graeme, the son of a
Barbadian sugar planter who had inherited slave estates in Grenada and Barbados,® called in
Humphrey Repton to landscape the gardens.5®

Slavery associations of a somewhat different kind obtain at Dyrham Park, now a National Trust
property. Its 18th-century owner was William Blathwayt, a great friend of Robert Southwell of
Kingsweston house. Perhaps better known as Secretary of State for both James Il and William 1|
and as MP for Bath until 1710, Blathwayt is described on the National Trust website as a ‘hard
working civil servant’ who owned a beautiful baroque building.5®

Blathwayt certainly was hardworking, but it is pertinent too that he was an energetic advocate of the
slave trade and took a personal interest in the Caribbean through his posts as Clerk and later Head
of the Plantation Office, Secretary to the Lords of Trade and Surveyor and Auditor General of the
Royal Revenue in Virginia, Jamaica, Barbados, the Leeward Islands and other colonies. His position
as a ‘central figure in the plantation office’ reportedly made him well placed and willing to take bribes
from those merchants and planters who wished him to use his influence on behalf of their slaving
interests. He inherited Dyrham Park in 1686 (which he proceeded to renovate in 1691) through his
marriage to Mary Wynter, daughter of William Wynter (whose West Indian connections go right back
to the 16th century).’” This tendency to play down such colonial connections at Dyrham and its
implications for the way the property is read by contemporary visitors is discussed by Rob Mitchell
and Shawn Sobers in Chapter 13.

Commercial considerations as well as political ones may have reinforced the tendencies of private
proprietors of stately homes to offer the public an even more deracialised version of their past
history, when that history is offered at all. Take, for example, a grand country house belonging to
the Bathurst family and one associated now more with horses than slavery. Yet the Bathurst family
involvement in the world of Atlantic slavery is both longstanding and politically diverse. The father
of the first Earl of Bathurst, Benjamin Bathurst (died 1704), whose seat was Cirencester Park,
purchased the estate in 1700. Benjamin Bathurst was Deputy Governor of the Leeward Islands in
the late 17th century and a high-ranking official and shareholder in the Royal African Company.®®
The house was built between 1714 and 1718 for his son Alan, the first Earl, and the grounds
designed with the help of Alexander Pope. The family were related through marriage to the Byams
of Antigua.®®

Cirencester Park’s association with the West Indies and Africa continued — the third Earl Henry
Bathurst was MP for Cirencester until he became earl in 1783 and then was Secretary of State for
War and the Colonies from 1812 to 1827. The third Earl was at first friendly to the anti-slavery cause
— but covertly so, for by the 1820s his brief was to convince the increasingly fearful and intransigent
Caribbean planters to countenance some idea of the eventual end of slavery. The capital of Gambia
(now Banjul) was actually called Bathurst in his honour after abolition — it had long been a slaving
port and there are many Bathurst place names throughout the Empire, especially in Jamaica.

A collateral branch of the Bathursts took over Lydney Park from the Winters in 1723,7° a family

whose links with slave-related wealth have been mentioned earlier. The original Lydney Park was first
built in the 1670s by one Charles Winter, but a century before that in the 1570s his ancestor William
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Winter of Lydney who had bought the two Lydney manors built a house there. This William Winter
had been a partner and later rival to James Hawkins and both were involved in slaving voyages
between Guinea and the new world, thus linking (as noted earlier) Lydney to Dyrham Park.™

The Bathurst who purchased Lydney Park (Fig 2.9) was another Benjamin Bathurst, the son of

Sir Benjamin Bathurst of Cirencester.”? He was MP for Cirencester, Gloucester, and Monmouth
(1713-67) and as such a supporter of the slave trade. It was Charles Bragge Bathurst (the owner
of the now demolished Cleeve Hill House in what is now South Gloucestershire) who took over and
refurbished Lydney Park in 1833. As | have shown elsewhere, the history of Cleeve Hill House was
itself steeped in slavery associations.” The estate papers of Lydney Park at the Gloucestershire
Record Office contain accounts for Barbados, Tobago and Antigua sugar sold in Bristol at the
beginning of the 19th century.™

Badminton House, now best known for its horse trials, is associated with the Beaufort family. Henry
Somerset, later the first Duke of Beaufort refashioned Badminton House, according to Nicholas
Kingsley, between 1664 and 1691, finishing the grand interior by the late 1680s. It seems significant
that in 1682, the first Duke had married Rebecca Child, the daughter of the London merchant Josiah
Child, whose marriage portion was estimated at £25,000. Her father, best known as the director of
the East India Company, was involved in the Caribbean slave trade before going on to become a
founder member, director and major shareholder of the Royal African Company.” Their son, Henry
Somerset, Duke of Beaufort (1684-1714), who may have completed the House’s western front, and
who reportedly commissioned £20,000 of furniture to make the interior of Badminton ‘very fine’,
was one of the six Lord Proprietors of the Bahamas.’”® He was also one of the Lords Proprietors of
Carolina, and the city and county of Beaufort, South Carolina are named in his honour.”” A slave
colony from the beginning, Carolina’s profitability took some time to establish and the proprietorship
was sold after his death. But other sources confirm that Henry Somerset the fifth Duke of Beaufort
(1744-1803) was the executor and heir of Norborne Berkeley (1718-70), Lord Botetourt who was
the penultimate colonial Governor of Virginia. On Botetourt’s death in 1770, Beaufort was in close
correspondence with the leading planter families of Williamsburg over the contents of the Governor’s
Palace there, arranging to send some of its contents back to Badminton via leading Bristol tobacco
merchants. Badminton’s gardens were also noted along with those of Dyrham and Kingsweston

for their outstanding array of Virginia plants.”® The very multiplicity of such linkages establish the
significance of both slavery-derived wealth and slavery associations for Badminton House.”™

Slavery associations of a more exclusively political nature are evident at Barrington Park, a Grade |
listed property to the south-east of Cirencester near the Oxfordshire border. Charles Talbot
purchased the estate in 1734, a year after he was elevated to the peerage and became Lord
Chancellor. The house itself, built in the Palladian style, was completed in 1738. What his entry in the
Oxford Dictionary of National Biography omits to say is that, as Attorney General, he had been the
joint author of the influential judgement on the status of slaves in England, the so-called York/Talbot
judgement of 1729. Their opinion, given to a deputation of West India planters, was that a slave in
England was not automatically free, could be forced to return to the colonies from England and that
Christian baptism did not confer freedom to a slave.®° This judgement, though almost casually given,
deeply influenced legal opinion up until Lord Mansfield’s judgement of 1772.

Lypiatt Park near Stroud (cited in Kingsley’s list) was not built out of slavery wealth, but is associated
with slavery through the person of Samuel Baker and his son. A wealthy ship-owner, slave plantation
owner and West India merchant with both London and Bristol connections, Samuel Baker
purchased Lypiatt Park in 1838. Baker, who was in Jamaica in 1831 and testified as an expert
witness to the 1832 Select Committee on Slavery was awarded (along with his associate Thomas
Phillpotts) over £8,000 for 410 enslaved Africans on the Bogue and Twickenham Park Estates in
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Jamaica around the time he moved to Lypiatt Park. Instrumental in the development of ‘Bakers
Quay’ in the Gloucestershire Docks, he was the first chairman of the Gloucester Chamber of
Commerce in 1839.

After emancipation Baker bequeathed his sugar plantations in Mauritius to his son, Samuel White
Baker, and made him a partner in his West India trading company. Samuel White Baker (1821-93)
went on to become a well-known African explorer, who travelled with a redoubtable Hungarian (later
to become his second wife) whom he had famously purchased from a Bulgarian slave market. He
was knighted in 1866, one year after his triumphant return to Britain. Hailed at the time as an
opponent of the African slave trade, he went in 1869 to Egypt to work for its suppression. In 1874
he purchased Sandford Orleigh, Highweek, a Grade Il 40-room mansion near Newton Abbot in
south Devon, noted for its picturesque gothic style. The source of his family’s wealth and the deeply
racist views he held about non-European peoples do not affect his popular image on local websites
as an explorer, big-game hunter, and abolitionist. The case of the Bakers again exemplifies the way
in which the slavery-derived wealth underpinning many such country houses became increasingly
invisible after emancipation.®’

The associations of Frampton Court with slavery are harder to determine with precision but were
almost certainly connected to Bristol. A major country house built in 1730 on the site of ‘the antient
family mansion of the Cliffords’ (Fig 2.10), it was described by Samuel Rudder in 1779 as ‘an elegant
free stone house with large offices and gardens, suitable to the fortunate dignity of a nobleman’.
The new mansion had in fact been built by Richard Clutterbuck, who made his fortune as the Bristol
Controller of Customs and whose father seems to have served in the more lowly office of customs
server before him. Given his role of regulating the merchandise going in and out of the port at the
height of Bristol’s involvement in the African trade, it is virtually certain that Richard Clutterbuck
profited from it, either directly or covertly through loans, bribes or emoluments. Other Bristol
Clutterbucks appear in Bristol records as tobacco and sugar merchants and the unusual nature of
the name suggests a family linkage.® By the 1820s Frampton Court was owned by Henry Clifford,
and it is interesting that among the estate papers in the Gloucestershire Record Office are papers
relating to a share of the estate of William Austin in Demarara and Essequibo.%®

Properties elsewhere in Gloucestershire remain to be researched. Certainly more than one Bristol
merchant relocated deep into the countryside to play or to ensure his heirs could play the role of
squire. Tracey Park (Fig 2.11) a Grade |l listed building located in Wick in South Gloucestershire, is
now a hotel and golf club, and again little seems to have been written about its history for the wider
public. Robert Bush, the Bristol pewterer, brasier and brass founder purchased the estate in the later
part of the 18th century. He was an active figure in Bristol’s political scene and his shop in the high
street supplied goods for the Virginia trade. He was also involved in supplying trade goods to slave
ships. A member of the West India Association, in 1789 he publicly opposed abolition, and in 1791
Robert Bush and Co is listed as supplying the Bristol slave trader James Rogers with £101 worth
of copper manilas or currency bracelets used in West Africa for the slave ship the Sarah.®* It seems
to have been his son Robert Bush Jr who was responsible for the enlargement and improvement in
1808 ‘at very considerable expense’ of the existing ‘Well House’ which was subsequently renamed
Tracey Park House.®®

Other properties have more tenuous but still suggestive associations with Bristol merchants.
Badgeworth Court Care Centre, a home for elderly people near Cheltenham, originally known as
Badgeworth Court, was built in the late 1820s by Joseph Ellis-Viner. Its gabled facade has a neo-
Gothic feel and there is little on the surface to associate it with slavery. Some of the family records
have since been permanently withdrawn in January 2008, including the will of W Viner Ellis, 1888;
but in a separate cache of records (deposited by a firm of Bristol solicitors) we find a mortgage
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associated with Badgeworth Court for the Rose Hill plantation, complete with a list of slaves. This
may have post-dated the Viner’s involvement, as the estate was in 1867 purchased by the Russell
family, who were connected by marriage to the Paynes, prominent West India merchants from
Bristol. This is an example of how ‘slavery associations’ may or may not indicate the estate’s
deeper connections to slavery.®®

Other names recall those of Bristol merchants but more research needs to be done to establish the
connections. For example, Frampton Court aside, other Clutterbucks are associated with Newark
Park and Ozleworth Park. Sarah Clutterbuck, the wife of Rev Lewis Clutterbuck of Newark Park,
features as a minor claimant to the Slave Compensation Records, claiming 12 slaves. The fact

that she is a Clutterbuck by marriage neither precludes nor proves the family’s involvement with
plantation investments.®” Just to the north of Gloucester stands Wallsworth Hall, the residence

of Samuel Hayward of Gloucestershire, who remodelled the Tudor building in 1740 and who has
been identified as a merchant with slavery interests.

Demolished houses are of less interest to bodies like English Heritage whose focus is understandably
on surviving properties, but they are important to chart if we wish to understand the reach and depth
of slavery’s legacy on the shaping of the British landscape.

The anti-slavery arch at Paganhill near Stroud is a case in point. It was originally the entrance to
Farmhill Park (now demolished) (Fig 2.12). The arch has only recently been refurbished by a new
generation of grassroots campaigners, having languished, un-provenanced and virtually forgotten on
what is now the grounds of Stroud’s Archway school.

Erected by anti-slavery campaigner Henry Wyatt, Farmhill Park’s new owner, to celebrate the Slave
Emancipation Act of 1833, the arch was reportedly the only emancipation monument of this size in
Britain. Allowed to fall into decay by subsequent owners, it is ironic that the original wrought-iron
gates that first graced it now hang at Dodington House, whose slavery associations are detailed
by Natalie Zacek elsewhere in this volume. Its recent refurbishment attests to a changing political
climate further encouraged by the anti-slavery commemorations of 2007.

Conclusion

The profits made from slave plantations, the slave trade and the trade with slave colonies enabled to
varying extents these West Country proprietors of stately homes to play increasingly genteel roles as
magistrates, MPs and patrons of the arts. The wealth of some Bristol slave traders and planters
found its way into properties beyond the adjoining counties of Somerset and Gloucestershire, as in
the case of Edward Colston whose final resting place was at Mortlake in Surrey and whose heirs
resided in Oxford. The Pinney family of Bristol and Nevis went on to build Bettiscombe Manor and
Racedown House in Dorset. The former famously housed a ‘screaming skull’ which legend ascribed
to that of a former black servant.

Within the counties under consideration in this chapter we noted the close connections between
many families with interests in slavery and saw how, for example, the Gorges, the Smyths and the
Codringtons were interrelated through marriage, as were the Wynters and the Blathwaytes. Both
families and properties were closely associated. John Philip Miles lived at Naish House while he was
building Leigh Court®® and it was Miles who bought Kingsweston House from the Southwells in
1832. The Brickdales and the Eltons were Merchants Venturers together, and John Brickdale and
Abraham Elton Il were political associates of Edward Southwell MP, who proclaimed himself a ‘slave’
to his demanding Bristol constituents. The Gibbs and the Brights were business associates. Patrons
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employed the same artists to improve their properties. Thus did the Smyths, Winstones and Miles’s
all commission Humphrey Repton to landscape their gardens as did other West Country estate
owners with slavery links. The Miles and the Eltons encouraged artists and writers.

But precisely how important was the wealth derived from the labour or indeed the sale of enslaved
Africans to the construction, renovation or landscaping of these beautiful properties? Funded as they
were by a multifarious range of economic interests, interests embedded in a genealogical maze of
bewildering complexity, it is more often than not impossible to gauge the specific contribution that
slavery-related wealth made to a particular property. But even when we can ascertain only less
quantifiable ‘slavery associations’, the very fact that such connections existed and did so in such
profusion is significant in itself.

Unearthing these ‘slavery associations’ property by property, establishing the development of such
associations through time and noting the way regional proximity to slaving ports relates to the
pattern of country house building and renovation adds an additional dimension to the more
synchronic picture afforded to us by the Slave Compensation Act database. But to do so in a
comprehensive way is a gargantuan task which needs the joint efforts of both amateur and
professional historians. Incorporating the findings into the way such properties are publicly
represented and responsive to the sensibilities of a diverse public is the next task and one equally
worth doing. To do so will enrich our understanding not only of England’s architectural heritage
but also of our own place in history.
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Rural retreats: Liverpool slave traders
and their country houses

Jane Longmore

Introduction

Liverpool has wrestled with its uncomfortable past more than any other British port involved in the
slave trade. Approximately 1.17 million Africans were transported into slavery in ships belonging to
the port. No wonder it was dubbed ‘the metropolis of slavery’ in 1806." The location of the
International Slavery Museum in Liverpool, part of the ‘maritimisation’ of British transatlantic slavery,
is also tacit recognition of the city’s sense of shame.? This discomfort was already evident within a
half-century of the abolition of the British slave trade: a local antiquarian writing in 1853 noted the
biblical condemnation of slavery, then added consolingly:

It is a remarkable fact, that of the large number of Liverpool persons who made fortunes in the African slave trade,
and some of them acquired by that odious traffic considerable wealth, it only remained, in very few instances, in
their families, until the third generation, and in many cases it was dispersed or disappeared in the first generation,
after the death of the persons acquiring it.

The apparent transience of wealth derived from the slave trade prompted this study. Although the
immediate profitability of the trade has received much attention from historians, it has been more
difficult to trace the long-term investment of these profits. Madge Dresser offered a pioneering study
of the re-investment of funds generated by the slave trade in urban development and the
construction of country houses in and around Bristol,* but surprisingly little similar research has been
undertaken for Liverpool, Britain’s premier slaving port. Did Liverpool’s merchants also spend the
profits of slavery on rural retreats?

Liverpool’s role in the slave trade may be notorious but remarkably little has been known about its
slave-trading community until recently. This has been partly redressed by David Pope’s preliminary
examination of the social mobility of Liverpool’s late 18th-century slave merchants.5 Pope examines
the extent to which the social aspirations of the leading Liverpool slave traders were fulfilled through
entry into a higher social class by marriage, by the promotion of their children’s education, marriages
and careers and by the purchase of landed property. He suggests that few of Liverpool’s leading
slave merchants left great wealth, with approximately three-quarters of his sample leaving personal
estates and effects valued at under £10,000 for probate purposes and more than one-half leaving
under £5,000. Significant slave-generated wealth appeared to be concentrated among a minority of
Liverpool merchants, although Pope acknowledges that this might be questionable, as probate
records of this period are silent on the value of landed possessions. Using the Land Tax
Assessments of 1798 for Liverpool and the surrounding townships he pinpoints a number of houses
and other types of property owned by slave merchants, casting further doubt on conclusions based
on probate records alone.

This study approaches the issue from a different angle by examining the country houses built in the
18th and early 19th centuries outside Liverpool in an attempt to determine the extent to which the
profits of slave trading underpinned their construction. It will examine the individual histories of the
builders of a number of these houses in order to explore the relationship between the slave trade
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and the construction (or reconstruction) of the country house. The main emphasis is on those who
were involved directly in the slave trade, although it is clearly recognised that a number of Liverpool
mercantile families also built fortunes from involvement in slavery through plantation ownership or
management.

Whether these homes were occasional rural retreats from business or country seats for subsequent
generations, there is insufficient evidence to pinpoint the exact relationship between their
construction and the profits of slavery. There is, however, ample evidence of the scale and type of
participation in the slave trade by Liverpool merchants and this makes it possible to move towards a
more sophisticated understanding of the relationship between these activities and the construction
of country houses. Three different types of involvement have been identified in order to offer more
precise categorisation of the links with investment in property:

1. those who were specialists in the slave trade;

2. those who engaged in the trade as an extension of other activities directly related to slavery,
such as plantation management;

3. those who traded in slaves as an adjunct to their other commercial ventures, which were either
indirectly related or unrelated to slavery.

A key methodological challenge is immediately apparent: many of the houses have disappeared
without trace under the suburban sprawl which surrounds the modern city. In his original 1950s
survey of South Lancashire, Nikolaus Pevsner noted that it was ‘the most difficult area | have had to
describe’ with heavy urbanisation and rapid redevelopment leading to significant architectural
losses.® This view was echoed in a guide to the country houses of the North West, published in the
1990s: ‘more fine old houses have been demolished in south Lancashire than in any other part of
England in the 20th century’.” Liverpool had a particularly poor record for preserving the houses con-
structed by the 18th- and 19th-century mercantile and industrial magnates.

This was not, however, a simple act of cultural vandalism. The City of Liverpool’s Information Officer,
describing a number of these mansions in 1957, remarked crisply:

Of these houses ... it is too easy to wax sentimental over their passing, but it must be remembered that a surfeit of
such properties is indeed an embarrassment to any authority. What are vast houses by any modern standards,
built only for the specific purpose of displaying Victorian families to the best advantage, can seldom be adapted to
any other purpose, and the care and maintenance of such establishments must inevitably become an
insupportable burden to any community. Where no useful purpose can be served by their continued existence
these houses are far better demolished and forgotten rather than they should be left to stumble into a degrading
and pitiable decay.®

Although it is tempting to link the disappearance of so many houses with mounting guilt about
Liverpool’s slave-trading past, this statement suggests a more straightforward reason: the problem
of maintaining the former homes of the wealthy seemed utterly irrelevant in a city desperately
awaiting the massive slum clearance programme of the 1960s.

Given the extent of these losses, historical maps are invaluable for the historian trying to reconstruct
the relationship between the profits of the slave trade and the construction of mansions in the
countryside around Liverpool. Yates and Perry’s map of 1768, for example, shows country seats
within a 6-mile (10km) radius of the town.® When compared with Bennison'’s large-scale map of
Liverpool and its environs in 1835 it is possible to reconstruct the scale of construction during the
period of Liverpool’s predominance in the slave trade.'® Several dozen country houses surrounded
by a mixture of parkland and formal gardens can be identified within a 6-mile radius of Liverpool; the
detail from Bennison’s map in Figure 3.1 shows three such houses in close proximity.
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Pope’s study identifies 201 Liverpool slave merchants in the period 1750-99 but he lists only 16 with
country homes at a distance from Liverpool and a further 23 with large homes in the countryside
surrounding Liverpool.' Furthermore, he does not distinguish between construction and ownership.
While it is recognised that the profits of the slave trade might have been invested in renting or buying
a country home, this study focuses mainly on the heavier investment involved in building or
reconstructing significant houses close to Liverpool. Only 14 of the 23 houses around Liverpool
listed by Pope can be identified as having been built or rebuilt by a slave trader. A further 10 homes
built by slave traders are not included in Pope’s list but have been identified from local studies. This
gives a total of 24 country homes built or rebuilt by slave traders within a 6-mile radius of Liverpool,
10 of which were constructed in the 1770s. More details of these 24 houses are provided in the
Appendix, although the residential patterns of their owners remain under-researched. They may have
been ‘rural retreats’, similar to the weekend or summer residences maintained by London merchants
in the 18th century.™

Of course, not all of the rural retreats near Liverpool in this period were constructed by slave traders,
offering a cautionary perspective on the argument of Eric Williams that Liverpool owed its growth
and prosperity to the slave trade.’ A number of country properties were the seats of long-
established noble and gentry families, such as Croxteth Hall (the Earls of Sefton), Knowsley Hall (the
Earls of Derby) and Speke Hall (the Norris family). These ancient estates fared better than the rural
retreats built by the slave traders: of the 24 country homes of slave traders identified from local
studies and Pope’s analysis, only four remain standing (Fig 3.2).

Fortunately, the photographic passion of a Victorian warehouseman, James Alfred Waite, ensured
that there is at least a visual record of some of the lost mansions. Waite was head of the
warehousing department of Lamport and Holt Ltd in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. In his
spare time he travelled around Lancashire taking photographs of ‘architectural antiquities’ and
compiled 10 volumes of (undated) images between 1888 and 1921.'* Waite’s photographs are
occasionally annotated by a later hand which provides a melancholy record of the dates of
demolition ‘in the public interest’. Finch House, Finch Lane, West Derby is a good example of one of
the lost houses photographed by Waite: a four-storey late-Georgian house which reputedly took
seven years to build using bricks ‘of superior quality’ (Fig 3.3). This was the property of the Gildart
family whose patriarch, Richard Gildart, had interests in salt and slaves. The family had pretensions:
Gildart had been the subject of a magnificent portrait by Joseph Wright in 1769. The earlier Finch
House with 41 acres of adjoining land was purchased by Gildart from the Earl of Derby in the early
18th century. It was rebuilt in the 1770s by Gildart’s son, Francis, who had been the town clerk of
Liverpool since 1742 and had a town house in Church Street.'® Finch House offers an example of
one of the rare occasions when J A Waite gained entry to photograph an interior'® (Fig 3.4). The
house was known to have fine mahogany doors and walnut shelves and drawers; this view of the
dining room fireplace shows an elaborately carved overmantle. Waite’s photographs were to record
almost 30 similar houses within a five-mile radius of the centre of Liverpool, the majority of which
had links with slavery.

It is impossible to determine how far the construction of the Gildarts’ extravagant rural retreat was
funded from the profits of slavery rather than from their other commercial ventures but there is no
doubt that the house had longstanding connections with slavery. Francis’ brother, James, had been
a captain in the slave trade and subsequently became a merchant with slave-trading interests; Finch
House was his country residence until his death in 1790. The house was then occupied by William
James, who was one of the leading slave traders in Liverpool, with at least 139 known voyages
between 1758 and 1778. After he died in 1798, John Tarleton, member of a family with extensive
interests in the slave trade, lived at Finch House before retiring to a fashionable London address.
The house was demolished in March 1912.
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The scale of investment in such construction can be deduced from the building history of another of
the lost houses. Lee Hall in Little Woolton was subsequently to be recognised as an architectural
gem. Its story sheds valuable light on the business practices and dynastic ambitions of the
mercantile elite of 18th-century Liverpool. This elegant house was built in the early 1770s by John
Okill, a Liverpool timber merchant, shipbuilder and occasional slave trader. Waite provides an
interesting view of the front elevation, which was possibly designed by Thomas Lightoler (Fig 3.5).
More detailed scale drawings of this magnificent elevation survive at the Liverpool Record Office,
drawn by an architectural student just prior to the demoalition of the house in 1956 (Fig 3.6).

Born in about 1687, John Okill had been drawn to Liverpool from Burtonwood, near Warrington.
He became a very successful timber merchant and shipbuilder, as well as being mentioned in the
Company of Merchants trading to Africa in 1750.® It is difficult to establish the balance of his
business interests, although he is mentioned in five slave-trading partnerships in the late 1740s,
carrying over 1,500 slaves to the West Indies.™ At the same time, Okill had a number of lucrative
contracts for building naval vessels; these continued into the 1750s.2° Remaining close to his
business concerns, he lived in Park Lane, Liverpool, with his housekeeper, Elizabeth Richardson and
had no children. Two years before his death at the age of 86 in August 1773, however, he began to
build ‘a large capital mansion house’ in Little Woolton ‘on which he had expended about £2,500’.
A private Act of Parliament relating to Okill’s will indicates that his principal beneficiary, his nephew
James Okill, had then spent a further £420 on completing the house, ‘making the same fit for the
reception of his family’. The house and adjoining 123 acres had a yearly value of £364 10s
(£364.50); in contrast, Okill’s personal estate and effects totalled only £214 18s 6d (£214.93),
incidentally reinforcing the fragility of estimating wealth on the basis of contemporary wills. Despite
spending approximately £3,000 on the construction of Lee Hall (approximately £190,000 in current
values), in addition to the cost of the land, it is clear that, at 84-years-old, OKkill was not building for
himself and was probably attempting to establish a country seat for his dynasty. If so, his efforts
were unsuccessful: James had been married since 1777 but no children were born alive in the
following seven years and Lee Hall eventually passed out of the hands of the family.?’

It would appear that 18th-century Liverpool merchants, such as Okill, remained preoccupied with
business rather than rushing to embrace the life of a country gentleman. Their rural retreats were still
on the fringes of the town and construction was often delayed until they had retired from business.
Even when they invested in country property at an earlier age, their residential patterns are difficult to
establish, as already indicated. Jonathan Blundell, for example, who was involved in at least 56 slave
voyages between 1751 and 1780, built a pretty stone mansion called Larkhill just over three miles
from the centre of Liverpool in 1770 (Fig 3.7). Yet Blundell is listed in the Liverpool street directories
throughout the 1770s and 1780s at his home in Water Street, while the family’s business interests
were increasingly turning in the direction of the lucrative Wigan coalfield. Blundell finally moved to
Blackley Hurst House, near Billinge in 1796. The lithograph may carry a clue regarding the
predominantly recreational purpose of Larkhill, portraying the house as the backdrop for two
gentlemen with guns and accompanying hunting dogs.

Similarly, Thomas Staniforth, one of the 73 leading slave merchants of late 18th-century Liverpool
identified by Pope,?? built Broad Green Hall in Childwall in 1786 but preferred to live in the mansion
built by his father-in-law in Ranelagh Street in the heart of Liverpool. Staniforth had interests in
whaling and rope-making and was a partner in a liquor business. He was active in municipal politics,
being elected to the immensely powerful closed Corporation of Liverpool in 1781 and becoming
Mayor in 1797. Is it entirely surprising that he was inclined to spend only occasional time at Broad
Green, four miles from the heart of his daily concerns?
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In fact, there is clear evidence in surviving business papers that Liverpool merchants were reluctant
to abandon the excitement of commerce. John Sparling was in partnership with William Bolden in
the Virginia trade from the 1750s, importing turpentine, tar and tobacco and exporting salt, hardware
and woollen goods.?® Sparling also had interests in at least 29 slaving voyages between 1767 and
1793, although it is impossible to identify the value of the separate elements of his business, as there
is virtually no reference to his slave-trading activities in the surviving letter-book.?* Further complexity
is generated by Sparling’s leap into speculation in building land in the difficult trading conditions of
the early 1770s. Property speculation tied up cash and was generally the preserve of non-mercantile
investors? but, with war looming and trade stagnant, Messrs Sparling and Company purchased
4.68 acres of a former market garden from Thomas Critchlow in about 1770. By 1772 they had laid
out and paved Sparling Street.?® Together they may have received a net return of 150 per cent over
approximately 15 years on this investment. Sparling’s venture into property speculation paid
handsome dividends on another front. He appears to have purchased land further south and to have
paid for its embankment out into the River Mersey. This was sold to the Corporation in 1774/5 as the
site of the intended Queen’s Dock for £6,700, a phenomenal price, even taking into account the
costs of embankment (£1,450). It is tempting to conclude that Sparling’s election to the Common
Council in 1768 and mayoralty in 1770 were significant in giving him preferential knowledge of the
Corporation’s plans for dock construction.?” This windfall may have helped to fuel Sparling and
Company’s investment in privateering in the late 1770s, with at least five large vessels owned by

the partnership during the American Revolutionary War.?8

Thus, during the 1770s and 1780s Sparling had interests in the Virginia trade, slaving, privateering
and land speculation. Much of the risk (and hence, the profit) was shared with his long-term
business partner, William Bolden, so that the extent of Sparling’s personal profits will probably never
be known. Nonetheless, his career does shed further light on the mentality of the mercantile
community and their attitude to wealth and status. It has long been assumed, for example, that
social status was keenly sought alongside commercial success and that the profits of the trade,
including slaving, were invested in country estates for this purpose. Yet for most of his 40 years in
business Sparling resided in a large house in Duke Street, with his counting house to the rear in
Henry Street. His partners, Bolden and, in the 1770s, the timber merchants, Edward Mason and
Cornelius Bourne, all lived in the same fashionable area of south Liverpool. During this period, he
also served as High Sheriff of Lancashire (1785) and Mayor of Liverpool (1770 and 1790).

Sparling’s interest in country property would therefore appear to have been only part of a complex
web of investments in the early 1770s rather than a major quest for gentrification. He purchased the
St Domingo estate, two miles from Liverpool in the village of Everton for £3,470 in 1773. The price
included the curious mansion erected by George Campbell who had named the estate after the
capture of several rich prizes off St Domingo in the West Indies in the 1750s. It was not until 1793
that Sparling began to completely remodel the house into an imposing classical mansion (Fig 3.8),
simultaneously indulging his passion for beautiful trees. With meticulous attention to the after-life,
Sparling also purchased a handsome vault in Walton churchyard visible from the windows of his
mansion. Despite this lavish expenditure, two surviving letters from the late 1790s confirm that St
Domingo had been used only occasionally until Sparling finally retired from business in 1799:

| observe by the newspapers you have advertised your house etc in Liverpool for sale, from which | conclude you
are altogether retired from business and that you mean to make St Domingo your constant residence. Knowing
your aversion to an indolent life | am not surprised at this step provided that you were determined to give up the
bustle of commerce.®

Perhaps even more intriguingly Sparling had purchased an estate at Petton in Shropshire in about
1786 but does not appear to have resided there either. The ‘indolent’ life of a country gentleman
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may have been unappealing to a man steeped in ‘the bustle of commerce’. By contrast, his son,
William, was to show no apparent difficulty in distancing himself from trade, helped by his education
at Eton and the purchase of a commission in an exclusive army regiment, the 10th Hussars. William
Sparling moved permanently to the Shropshire estate in 1804 and appears to have cut all ties with
Liverpool. The early 18th-century church of Petton was to become a virtual mausoleum for his
descendants, who also rebuilt Petton Hall in 1892 after the union of the Sparlings with another
former Liverpool slave-trading family, the Cunliffes. This opulent neo-Elizabethan mansion with oak
panelling and staircases, plasterwork ceilings and huge stone chimneypieces remains a clear
embodiment of the longevity of wealth generated from the trade (Fig 3.9).

The specialist slave traders

Few Liverpool merchants specialised solely in the slave trade and the surviving accounts and letter-
books from the period generally cover a range of commodities. This makes the letter-books of
Robert Bostock, 1779-92, particularly valuable as he appears to have operated mainly in the slave
trade.®® Born in Cheshire in 1743, he had been apprenticed to his uncle in Liverpool and was
operating as a slave captain by 1769. Success in a privateering venture in 1779 may have provided
some of the capital for his transition to merchant by 1786. He appears to have limited himself to the
slave trade and associated African produce which, as Stephen Behrendt has suggested, was the
norm for former slave captains who became merchants.®! It is clear from his letters that he had
insufficient capital to move his business on to a more profitable footing. His vessels were generally
small (between 50 and 100 tons) and the surviving accounts for one of his voyages indicate an
investment of £1,865 13s 2d, not including the cost of the vessel or advances in wages for the
crew.®2 He was operating on a relatively small scale and appears to have made only modest profits,
leaving him vulnerable to cash flow problems. In June 1790, for example, he wrote to his agent on
the West African coast requesting settlement of a debt and commenting that:

‘it lays very hard upon me to have so much money locked up at Africa ... | hope you will take it into consideration
and consider my situation,® small children and another a coming and release me from these difficulties ...

you know | have no partners, ... it would not be so heavy if there was three or four, but it lies a heavy burthen
upon one.’3s

Bostock died intestate three years later leaving his wife and six children in a house in Union Street,
off the ‘narrow and very dirty’ Old Hall Street®* (Fig 3.10). His widow Elizabeth probably had little
choice but to pursue a trade: she is listed as a ‘liquor merchant’ in the 1796 street directory.®®

Bostock’s career suggests that former slave captains who became merchants specialising in the
slave trade were unlikely to see profits on the same scale as those with more diverse trading
interests. Although he was recorded as having property in Kirkdale and Bootle in the Land Tax
Assessment of 1798, his main residence was clearly his house in Union Street. Interestingly, Bostock
and Sparling had almost the same scale of involvement in the slave trade but lack of other trading
outlets made Bostock more vulnerable to cash flow problems and, ultimately, less successful.

Similarly, Wiliam Boats, the son of a Liverpool barber, was a sole trader who invested in at least 145
slave voyages between 1752 and his death in 1794 (Fig 3.11). In spite of the massive scale of his
activities, there is no record of Boats owning a country residence, prompting questions about the
long-term stability of fortunes derived solely from the slave trade. It is probably safe to conclude that
the slave trade alone was insufficient to generate solid wealth unless the investment was fuelled by
other commercial ventures. Focusing on one trade led to vulnerability: in the 1770s, for example, the
Liverpool Town Books refer to ‘the low ebb of the Africa trade during the Revolt of America’.® For
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sole traders, therefore, it is a fairly straightforward matter to establish the relationship between the
slave trade and investment in landed property. These were not generally the owners of the ‘lost
houses’ of Liverpool.

From agents and plantation managers to slave traders

Those who had made a fortune through other aspects of slavery and then re-invested their gains in
the slave trade appeared to be able to fund more substantial investment in real estate. Money
accumulated from a successful period as a trusted agent in the West Indies could also launch a
mercantile career. Moses Benson, the son of an Ulverston salt-dealer, moved from captaincy in the
West India trade to acting as an agent in Jamaica for his employer, the Lancaster merchant Abraham
Rawlinson. Benson built a considerable fortune before returning home and establishing himself as a
merchant in Liverpool in the late 1770s. With a good knowledge of all aspects of trade with the West
Indies it was almost inevitable that he would deal in slaves as well, investing in at least 67 voyages
before his death in 1806. Although he continued to reside in a large house in Kent Street, Liverpool
until his death and was buried in St James’ Church, Toxteth Park, Benson had purchased a large
estate in Shropshire, Lutwyche Hall, near Wenlock in the 1780s. This late 16th-century brick
mansion had been remodelled in the mid-18th century (and further remodelled in neo-Jacobean
style in the Victorian period) and boasted good plasterwork and an impressive staircase.®” Once
again, the ‘bustle of business’ and the sociability of the late 18th-century town appeared more
attractive than life in the countryside. It was left to Benson’s son, Ralph, to pursue the existence of a
Shropshire landed gentleman.

A similar trajectory was followed by Richard Watt who had come to Liverpool in about 1740 from
Standish, near Wigan and subsequently made a fortune as a merchant and plantation manager in
Jamaica. His surviving accounts reveal that he was already a multi-millionaire in modern terms with a
fortune of about £97,000 when he finally left Jamaica in 1782.%8 He established the firm of Messrs
Watt and Walker in Liverpool and also built the mansion of Oak Hill, Old Swan in 1783. In the same
year he purchased the Bishop Barton Estate in Yorkshire. When Richard Watt died in 1796 he left
almost £500,000 to his nephews, Richard Watt and Richard Walker, who resided in Duke Street, one
of the favoured localities for Liverpool merchants in this period. Just prior to his death Watt had
bought the manor of Speke, including the magnificent, timber-framed Tudor mansion, Speke Hall
(Fig 3.12). Neither uncle nor nephew may ever have lived there: when the heavy neo-Tudor furniture
was auctioned in 1812, it was described as ‘quite new and but just finished in great taste, and has
never been used’.®® Watt’s fortune may have been used to purchase the oak dining tables and
chairs, ‘Gothic’ lamps and candelabra, heavy crimson curtains, Turkish carpets, four-poster beds
and a dog-grate ‘to suit the antique costume of true baronial magnificence’. There was an obvious
emphasis on using the mansion for entertaining, with card tables in the drawing room and a lead-
lined sarcophagus wine cooler with large brass handles in the great hall. Despite this sale, Speke
Hall's association with the West Indian wealth of the Watt family was long-running: Adelaide Watt,
the last private owner of Speke Hall, remained there until her death in 1921. The Speke estate was
sold to the Corporation for the construction of a vast housing estate between 1938 and the early
1950s. The house passed to the National Trust in 1943 and now stands rather forlornly adjacent

to the runways of John Lennon Airport.
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Slave trading as part of a mixed commercial portfolio

The third category, those who aligned slave trading with their other commercial interests, appear to
have been the most likely to be able to invest significantly in landed property. Shipbuilders, such as
John Okill, and those trading in other commodities, such as the salt and tobacco merchant, Richard
Gildart and the Virginia trader John Sparling, have already been mentioned. They worked steadily
over several decades, building their fortunes and spreading their risks carefully. Of course, there
were some who were prepared to take higher risks in their combination of commercial interests:
periodic outbreaks of hostility afforded opportunities to boost mercantile profits through privateering.
Captain John Dawson, for example, who captured the immensely valuable French East Indiaman,
the Carnatic in October 1778, carrying spices and diamonds, was to marry the daughter of his
employer, the shipbuilder Peter Baker and to become a partner in the firm of Baker and Dawson.*°
The mansion built by Peter Baker at Mossley Hill, 3 miles south of Liverpool, was clearly linked to the
captured prize, bearing the name ‘Carnatic Hall’ (Fig 3.13). The partners then began to invest more
heavily in the slave trade and had completed over 100 voyages by the early 1790s. This made them
one of the biggest slave-trading partnerships in late 18th-century Liverpool. Success was not
guaranteed, however. In 1786 Baker and Dawson had signed a contract with the Spanish
government to supply slaves to Spanish America.*' Despite delivering more than 11,000 slaves with
an estimated value in excess of £350,000, they over-reached themselves: Dawson was declared
bankrupt with estimated debts of £500,000 during the credit crisis of 1793.#> Such eye-watering
losses dwarfed the activities of minor players in the slave trade and demonstrated the risks of
focusing too heavily on the slave trade alone.

More sustained profits were made when the risk was managed and more diverse business interests
were combined with high levels of investment in the slave trade. In the final decade of the 18th
century, a number of established Liverpool merchants sensed a crucial opportunity to profit from the
impending abolition of the slave trade and demonstrated a clear appetite for risk. With demand
remaining high, these merchants increased their level of investment in the trade. Consequently, the
1790s saw a huge total tonnage of slave ships leaving Liverpool, the highest of the entire century. A
number of spectacular gains were made in this decade, leading to the investment of these profits in
country houses of a different order from those of the 1770s and 1780s.

Thomas Leyland provides a prime example of the phenomenal profits to be made in this decade.
Previously Leyland had been involved in the European and Irish trades; his surviving letter-books
from the 1780s reveal very little mention of the slave trade.*® His existing profits probably generated
the funds needed for heavy investment in the trade, just as others were beginning to withdraw in the
face of an increasingly vocal abolition lobby and the heavy risks of wartime. By the 1790s Leyland
and Co were making a substantial investment in the trade and generating considerable profits. For
example, they invested £5,451 in cargo alone and another £4,700 for building and fitting out the
slave ship, the Earl of Liverpool, in April 1797. Wages for the crew totalled over £1,100 leaving an
approximate profit of £10,500 after the sale of 337 enslaved Africans in Kingston, Jamaica.* Leyland
and Co’s vessel, the Lottery, netted a profit of £12,091 from a voyage in 1798 and a staggering
£19,021 from a voyage in 1802. On occasion, Leyland would have more than one vessel involved in
slaving voyages. Very few merchants had the capacity to tie up so much capital for the best part of
18 months and, in this sense, Leyland and Co were at the opposite end of the mercantile spectrum
from Bostock and the hundreds of small investors in Liverpool slave ships in this period. Leyland’s
profits were sufficiently extensive to allow him to enter banking and to achieve one of his lifelong
ambitions by buying a landed estate at Walton Hall in 1804 (Fig 3.14). He died worth at least
£600,000 although, given the lack of surviving business records, it is still impossible to separate the
various strands comprising his wealth.
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Leyland’s partner, Thomas Molyneux, was also willing to invest in the slave trade in this decade and
may have used the profits to buy the large Fairfield estate and build Newsham House, 2 miles from
the centre of Liverpool. Even more spectacularly, John Bolton invested the profits which he had
derived from his decade as an agent in the West Indies and from 30 slave voyages between 1787
and 1799 in a 1,000-acre estate and Storrs Hall on the eastern bank of Lake Windermere.* Yet,
despite the magnificence of this house with its own pier leading to a gazebo called the ‘Temple of
the Heroes’, it was not easy for a merchant to be absorbed into the gentry of his native county. After
Bolton had entertained Canning, Wordsworth and Sir Walter Scott at Storrs Hall in August 1825,
Scott’s biographer remarked rather acidly: ‘It has not, | suppose, often happened to a plain English
merchant, wholly the architect of his own fortune, to entertain at one time a party embracing so
many illustrious names.’*® Despite a distance of 74 miles by road, Bolton continued to maintain a
house in Duke Street, Liverpool and died there at the age of 80 in 1837. Even in this case, the
country house was no more than his occasional summer residence, although Mrs Bolton appears to
have lived there permanently, perhaps preferring to be close to her childhood home in Whitehaven.

While these three categories are not exhaustive, they highlight the considerable differences between
the properties secured by investors in the slave trade. Huge profits and country homes were the
preserve of the minority, possibly between 10 and 20 per cent of those involved and usually those
with multiple business interests. The multiplicity of these commercial interests make it impossible to
identify the exact contribution of slave-generated wealth to the construction of these rural retreats
but, whether used as places of recreation or built to serve dynastic ambitions, they offered a channel
for investing profits from the trade.

The subsequent fate of the residences located on the outskirts of Liverpool provides an ironic
postscript to this unhappy phase of the city’s history. One by one the mansions disappeared as the
expanding city engulfed them and made them less desirable. Newsham House was purchased by
Liverpool Corporation in 1846 after the bankruptcy of Molyneux’s grandson. Thomas Leyland’s
grand dynastic vision was never realised. After his death in 1827 his childless widow remained at
Walton Hall until 1839 when the estate passed to her nephew Richard. Walton Hall was demolished
in 1900 and the 120-acre estate was purchased by the Corporation of Liverpool. Both purchases
were part of a long-running civic initiative to tackle one of the most notorious sanitary problems of
19th-century Liverpool: the lack of open spaces. In 1868, a sizea