ORFORD & DISTRICT
LLocAL HISTORY
BULLETIN

Issue 22 Spring 2014

CONTENTS:

The mysterious mill and some Domesday anomalies resolved

Valerie FENWICK ..o 1
Stock breeding on the Sudbourne Estate

JaNE ALLCIL ..o 10
Diary of a trip to Australia and back

William Whayman ..o e e e 23
INOLES ANA QUETIES ....vttinttteitt ettt et et et et e et e et e e e et e e e eae e ane e eaeniraeens 31



The Orford & District Local History Bulletin, Editor Jane Allen, is published twice a year
and sent to members of the Friends of Orford Museum.

The Friends of Orford Museum, started in 1994, are responsible for manning the museum,
for raising funds to help pay for the Museum’s running expenses and the cataloguing
and conservation of the collection as well as promoting interest in, and the study of,

the history of Orford and the surrounding area.

Subscription rates:
2014: Individual membership £11 per year; joint membership (two adults at same address) £16;
Young people under 18 at any member’s address may be added as family members.

As well as the Bulletin, members receive newsletters giving details of
social events, an annual lecture and occasional outings.

Application for membership should be made to the Chairman

Elizabeth Spinney, Brundish Lodge, High Street, Orford, Woodbridge, Suffolk IP12 2NW
01394 450622

Orford Museum reopened in the Upper Hall of Orford Castle on 21 April 2005, with the permission of
English Heritage, the guardians of the castle. The purchase of display cases and information panels
was funded by the New Orford Town Trust, the Heritage Lottery Fund, Suffolk County Council,
Suffolk Coastal District Council and the Scarfe Charitable Trust. English Heritage opening times and
admission charges to the castle apply. There is no extra charge to visit Orford Museum, which relies
on voluntary donations and fundraising activities to cover its running costs (principally the cost of
insurance). Volunteer stewards from the Friends of Orford Museum are on duty in the afternoons at
weekends and school holiday periods during the Summer season, and at other times by arrangement.
Because the castle is not accessible to all, there is a touch-screen kiosk showing a 'virtual tour' of the
Museum in the north aisle of St Bartholomew's Church and an exhibition on display panels, both by
kind permission of the Rev David Murdoch and the churchwardens.

Bulletin and illustrations © Orford Museum 2014, unless stated otherwise

Designed and prepared by
R P Quarrell

Printed by Leiston Press and published by the Friends of Orford Museum



THE MYSTERIOUS MILL AND SOME DOMESDAY ANOMALIES RESOLVED

It was the author's creation in 1986 of a Domesday map of Butley and its surrounding villages

to mark the millennium of the Survey which prompted closer investigation of inconsistencies
between the landscape and historical evidence. In particular it was obvious that neither the fertile
portion of Butley, nor the extensive sheepwalks shared with Capel were reflected in the Survey
entries. The inconsistencies are confirmed by hundred boundaries, which are particularly eccentric
in this part of Suffolk
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Part of a map of Suffolk by Bowles printed in 1785 showing that Butley lay
in the hundreds of Loes and Plomesgate. Carlton near Saxmundham is top right

The hundred was the basic administrative unit used by the Domesday surveyors. Named holdings
of land, men and animals are found, grouped in their respective hundreds and listed under the

major landholders. Most of the holdings can be instantly recognized as villages which exist today.
In the case of villages with the same name, for instance, Boyton, for which there are six entries, it



is the hundred under which each entry is listed which makes clear that five entries are to be
identified with the village south of Butley and the sixth with another Boyton near Stoke by Clare.
Some entries have names no longer in use, but can be identified from enduring topographical
names, or from the preservation of now obsolete names in manorial documents. A few entries
still elude identification and are italicized in the index of the Phillimore edition of the Suffolk
Domesday Book'.

Loes Hundred

The entries for Butley are all listed under the hundred of Loes and apportioned between four land-
holders. However, subsequent documentary evidence where the hundred boundary is mentioned
makes it clear that Butley lay in more than one; indeed its larger and more fertile portion lay not
in Loes but in Plomesgate. Eighteenth-century mapmakers, such as John Kirby, concur in this,
and gave rise to its nickname, ‘the Kirby bulge’.

Uncluttered detail of Bowles’ map..

Loes entered Butley north-west of Butley Bridge and thence lay parallel to, but west of, the Street
and on the east side of Oyster Hill. From here it bulged eastwards to the Butley River before run-
ning along the north side of the hamlet of Reilie Green (later High Corner). It then continued in a
westerly direction to Staverton whence it turned northwards to Eyke. The Loes portion of Butley
thus takes in: Valley Farm where there were cottages listed in the 16™ century; the Oyster Inn
where lay the tenement Maynes in the 14" century; the parish church around which there is
archaeological evidence of early settlement; Low Farm; and Lowsing Green (later Low Corner)
where cottages were listed in the 16™ century.



Since each Domesday entry provided the total acreage under cultivation and the manpower
available, simple comparisons can be made between the numbers of families in Butley and
surrounding settlements:

Boyton (plus Laneburh 6) 45

Capel 43
Gedgrave 24
Butley 20
Chillesford 8

Note that Butley is about half as populous as Capel or Boyton.
The acreages of what later became possessions of Butley Priory:
Boyton (plus Laneburh 36; %2 plough)  489; 8 ploughs

Capel 311; 7 ploughs
Gedgrave 135; 3 ploughs
Butley 112; 2 Y2 ploughs
Chillesford 105; 3 ploughs

Note that Butley has the least ploughland.
The low figures for Chillesford and Gedgrave are consistent with medieval evidence, but those
for Butley, fertile and relatively populous, are at variance and indicate that something is seriously
amiss. The conclusion has to be:

a) the surveyors overlooked a major part of Butley;

or
b) the major part was correctly entered under Plomesgate Hundred, but with a
place-name which subsequently fell out of use and which historians have hitherto
been unable to recognize.
Plomesgate Hundred

The bulk of Plomesgate is located east of the Butley River where it includes Chillesford,
Sudbourne and Orford, but two loops extend westwards across the river to fill those northern and
southern portions of Butley not occupied by Loes Hundred. Thus the northern portion includes
Haughfen Street (later Mill Lane) and Butley Street, whilst the southern portion skirts Reilie Green
(later High Corner), and takes in a fragment of Capel near Stonebridge, the Priory itself, and a
significant portion of Boyton. The other Survey entries for Boyton are under Wilford Hundred,
showing that the surveyors recognized that this settlement lay in two hundreds. Both the entries for
Capel St Andrew to the south and south-west of Butley are listed under Wilford, which occupies
the bulk of the peninsula.

Nearly all of Butley was granted to the Priory shortly after its foundation. At its dissolution in
1538 the demesne included Capel and Boyton and the estate continued in single ownership until
1632. As a result the hundred boundaries within this block of land are elusive as they were hardly
ever mentioned in estate documents. On the other hand, they were required for taxation purposes,
such as Butley’s Hearth Tax returns for 1663 and 1674 which are listed under both hundreds.
Eighteenth-century maps of Suffolk's hundreds also make the boundaries clear, but by the 19"
century for administrative purposes, such as the census and tithe apportionments, Butley's Plomes-
gate portion had been subsumed under Loes, and Boyton’s Plomesgate portion under Wilford.

Defining the missing lands

That the 'missing' larger portion of Butley was valuable in Norman times and not marginal is
evident. It included the farm of Roger de Ermingestone which formed the dowry bestowed by the
wealthy Theobald de Valognes on his daughter's marriage to Ranulf de Glanville”. In succeeding
centuries documentary records confirm that this, the land on which Bertha and Ranulph in 1171



founded their Augustinian priory, lay in Plomesgate Hundred. In this Plomesgate part of Butley
also lay the Glanville's endowment of Reileia, identifiable as Reilie Green (High Corner).

How did Theobald come to hold this land? Two members of the Valognes family were landholders
in Suffolk in 1086: Peter, a King's man and Sheriff of Essex and Hertfordshire, held rich manors in
West Suffolk. Another relative, Hamo de Valognes, is twice specified as a tenant of lands under
Count Alan of Brittany. In four subsequent entries ‘Hamo’ only is used, but, as the Phillimore
editor surmises, he is likely to be the same man. ‘Hamo’ has a single holding in Plomesgate
Hundred, namely, 'Carlton'.

Carlton

The Suffolk Domesday has two entries under 'Carlton'; each is in a different hundred, Bishop's and
Plomesgate respectively’ Today Carlton is a small hamlet with a tiny church north of Saxmund-
ham and west of Kelsale. The Bishop's Hundred entry under Robert Malet of 169 acres, 4 ploughs
and 16 men seems sufficient to reflect its status in 1086.

However, the Plomesgate entry for Carlton under the landholder Count Alan adds substantially to
its size:

‘Hamo holds CARLTON from the Count: 1 carucate of land as 1 manor. Edric Grim, half
under the patronage of the Abbot of Ely and half (under that) of Robert Malet's
predecessor. William Malet was in possession of it.

Always 1 villager; 3 smallholders; 1 slave; 2 ploughs in lordship; %2 men's plough.

Y fishpond; meadow, 2 acres. Value 60s.

In lordship, always 1 cob. Then 100 sheep, now 170.

1 free man under patronage; 2 acres in the same assessment.

It has 9 furlongs in length and 4 in width; 20d in tax.

In lordship, 8 free men; 60 acres. Stein and Aelfric, under the patronage of Robert Malet's
predecessor.

William Malet was in possession of them. Others, under the patronage of the Abbot of Ely.

Always 2 ploughs. Value 12s 4d. The jurisdiction over the whole (is) the Abbot of Ely's.’

The existence and adequate size of the first entry for Carlton in Bishop's Hundred allows the
second to be relocated, should an alternative 'Carlton' place-name in Plomesgate Hundred be
found, one suitable for association with Count Alan's large holding partly tenanted by Hamo.

‘Chillesford Mill, alias Butley Mill alias Carlton Mill’

Stemming from the Domesday Survey, the seven-volume Manors of Suffolk created the foundation
of historical research in the county. In 1909 its author Professor Copinger confidently stated that
'to Chillesford belongs the hamlet of Carleton' and placed one of the Domesday entries there”.
George Arnott in his book on the River Ore also noted the double alias for the mill which began

to appear in 16th-century records, and on this basis located a hamlet of Carlton at the headwaters
of Butley River®. However, no corroboration from other documentary or place-name evidence was
forthcoming, and so the matter has rested.

Chillesford's manorial mill was fed by a stream known as Padley Water which flowed along the
north side of the valley roughly parallel with Butley's own watercourse known as the Run. In the
14™ century the manor belonged to John de Staverton from whom it came to Butley Priory in

1411. Ownership enabled successive priors to improve the operation of the undershot water-
wheel. At best it could only turn for two periods in 24 hours when the tide had dropped
sufficiently to allow the stream of fresh water to turn it. However, a more serious constraint was its
dependence on seasonal water-flows. If a head of water sufficient to turn the mill-wheel efficiently



throughout each tidal window could be found, it would reward expenditure, labour and capital.

It is clear that there was not a single solution to improving the mill's performance; a number of
changes to the hydrology of the valley are evident and work probably spanned a number of years.
The Register of Butley Priory records that in 1530 the monastery provided the capital to build the
mill anew, 'de novo factum est”. The building was erected some yards south of its predecessor on
Butley soil and straddled the outfall of Butley's own stream. A major advantage of the move was
the utilization of adjacent flooded peat diggings to form a large reservoir of water to turn the
mill-stones efficiently.

Butley Mill and the miller’s house is on the far side of the mill pond (left) with a post-mill on
higher ground above a cottage (right).
Watercolour by Thomas Churchyard c. 1820 in private possession

The large mill pond still exists as does the complex series of small ditches by which the streams in
the valley were diverted to feed it. In addition a leat was excavated along the south side of the
valley, known in the later 16" century as the 'New River'. By the end of the century when the
estate was in the hands of Robert Forthe, John Norden annotated Map XII of his survey of Michael
Stanhope's estate, 'This is now very unprofitable Lande because it is altogether full of Reedes,
Sedges and Boges by reason of the stopping of the water at the mill', showing that water levels in
the mill pond were not properly regulated®.

A delightful vignette of trouble caused by the relocation of the mill survives in a manorial court
record of 1575°. The old mill and its mill-stream had formerly defined the boundary between
Butley and Chillesford. Some time after the mill was moved, and the new outfall was created,
Chillesford villagers concluded that the manorial bounds had also moved south. They seized an
opportunity to take over the extra strip of land on their side of it, which happened to comprise the



garden used by the incumbent tenant of the mill, and cut down the black poplar with its Rogation
crosses'® which marked the bounds. The reaction of Butley folk was of outrage and they loaded on
a wagon a large stone (doubtless taken from the Priory ruins) and positioned it where the roots of
the felled poplar could still be seen. They lost their battle and in time the new boundary became
accepted, as it is today.

So far, so good. The conflation of Chillesford and Butley in the name of the new mill ‘Butley Mill
alias Chillesford Mill’ is explained, but how does ‘Carlton’ come to be included?

Carlton Mill
The survey of Butley, Boyton and Tangham by Radulph Agas in 1594 has clues to the former
existence of a mill in the vicinity of Stonebridge Marsh''.
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The location of two medieval water-mills in Butley and Capel.
Fields 195 and 201 were formerly small enclosures.
(Base map Ordnance Survey 25 1881 edition reproduced with permission)



Agas refers in his survey to ‘Olde Mill Way’, but the mill itself is not named or itemized in

his manorial totals and clearly no longer existed in his time. The reason for its disappearance was
probably twofold: the stream which formerly fed it'> had been diverted to increase the water
supply of Okeland Brook which flowed down the north side of the valley and powered the Priory
mill at the foot of its enclosure. Another factor may have related to security or the convenience

of storing all the grain and flour in the precinct'”. The mill remained elusive and nameless until
recently when its identity was spotted in a group of names on James Lucock's 23-acre farm
mapped by Isaac Johnson in about 1818: Little Mill Croft; Great Mill Croft; Upper Carlton; Lower
Carlton Piece.

~ ot e

Carlton and Mill names on Isaac Johnson sketch map of the fields which led to identification
of the mill and manor of that name.
(Map c. 1800 in private possession)

Lucock's fields were still there at the time of the 1846 Tithe Apportionment, but were subsequently
made into the larger fields shown on the 1881 map on p6 opposite.

The substantial oak timbers and machinery salvaged when Carlton mill was demolished must have
formed such a fundamental part of the new building erected by Prior Manning in 1530 that it



became known as Chillesford alias Butley alias Carlton Mill. The last alias was subsequently
dropped, but it is interesting to note that confusion reigned among local people who even today
variously refer to either Chillesford or Butley Mill. In its last phase when additional power

was provided by two windmills, the business became 'Butley Mills' and the connection with
Chillesford was lost.

Detail of plate XII of John Norden’s survey, 1601: ‘This table comprehendeth ... Chillesford fleet
and the mill ... together also with the drowned low grounds of Chillesford by the penning
of the water by Chillesford mill within part of Butley’ .
(New Orford Town Trust/Orford Museum)

Conclusion

Whilst a solution for the compound name of the mill has been found, more significant is the
corollary, enabling the major portion of Butley hitherto missed in the Domesday Survey to be
identified. When this is included the statistics make sense:

Boyton (plus Laneburh 36A; 2 plough) 489A; 8 ploughs; 45 men 70 sheep
Capel 311A; 7 ploughs; 43 men
Butley with Carlton 296A; 7 ploughs; 36 men 170 sheep; /2 pond



Gedgrave 135A; 3 ploughs; 24 men

Chillesford 105A; 3 ploughs; 8 men
As we can see, Butley is now in the same league as Capel and Boyton as regards cultivated acre-
age and density of population. A bonus is the revelation that its sheepwalks were a resource at the
time of the Survey, and even prior to 1066, for which 100 sheep are recorded. If we accept the
identification of Hamo’s surname, then his manor in the hitherto missing portion of Butley may
have passed down in the Valognes family to Theobald, father-in-law of Ranulph de Glanville to
whom it came on marriage to Bertha.
Puzzling over the alias of a mill has resulted in unexpected new information for local historians.

Valerie Fenwick

Notes

1. Rumble, A (Ed.), published in two volumes, 1986.

2. Evelyn-White, H. G., 1905, An unpublished fourteenth-century rent roll of the Priory of Butley, East
Anglian NS XI: 30

3. The exception is R. Hawes who in 1711 placed the priory in Loes. Loder, R. (Ed.), 1798, History of
Framlingham ... begun by R. Hawes...

4. The Phillimore indexer errs and makes both Carletons a single entry in Plomesgate.

5. Copinger, W. A., 1909, Manors of Suffolk, Vol V: 118

6. Arnott, W. G., 1952, Alde Estuary: the Story of a Suffolk River, pp 47, 75.

7. Dickens, A. G., 1951, The Register or Chronicle of Butley Priory, Suffolk 1510-1535, p 58.

8. Suffolk Record Office (Ipswich). EE5/11/1

9. Butley Court Rolls, SRO(I). HD1538/171

10. At Rogationtide the priest and his parishioners made a perambulation of the parish in order to establish
and maintain the parish boundaries. At various points the procession would halt for prayers and those
places were marked with a cross. Large trees were frequently used as boundary markers.

11. Agas, R., 1594, Survey of the Manors of Butley, Boyton and Tangham. BL Egerton 2789A

12. The stream was sometimes called Carlton Eie. The loss of the millstream caused confusion in 17-
century documents, some of which transferred its name to the tidal Butley River.

13. Fenwick, V. and Harrup, V., 2008, Untold Tales from the Suffolk Sandlings: p 5 (a plan of the precinct
of Butley Priory based on archaeological and documentary evidence showing the position of the Priory’s
mill on Okeland Brook and the storage barns) and pp 83-88.



STOCK BREEDING ON THE SUDBOURNE ESTATE

A very large amount of money was poured into the Sudbourne Estate by its wealthy owners in the
last quarter of the 19" century and in the years leading up to the First World War. The estate was
principally an outstanding sporting estate, but it was also well adapted for stock breeding.

Sir Richard Wallace (owner from 1871 to 1884) concentrated on improving the buildings on the
estate. First he remodelled Sudbourne Hall itself. He constructed and improved farm houses and
farm buildings (most notably building a model farm at Chillesford Lodge, the Home Farm of the
estate). He built sound and attractive estate cottages and houses and even rebuilt Sudbourne
Church'. His successor, Mr Arthur Heywood, certainly maintained the estate but did not, it seems,
innovate. It was the next owner, Mr Arthur H E Wood, who bought the estate in 1897 from Arthur
Heywood, who decided to ‘go for the best stock of the local breeds’ and proceeded to transform
the farms on the estate into centres of excellence, and he added the model dairy to the farm build-
ings at Chillesford Lodge.

His work was carried on with enthusiasm by his successor, Kenneth Mackenzie Clark, who spent
over a quarter of a million pounds in 1904 (a colossal sum in those days) in acquiring the estate
and its livestock. He also made extensive alterations to the interior of the Hall.

Sudbourne Hall from the gardens, c1902
(Orford Museum)

A cutting from an unidentified newspaper, dating from 1905 or 1906, describes the enterprise:

‘Several breeds of farm live stock are, if not peculiar to East Anglia, at least closely identified with it.
Suffolk horses, Red Polled cattle, and Suffolk sheep are native breeds of that part of the country, which
with the south-west of England also shares in the honour of having brought the Large Black pig into
prominence. Though East Anglia holds deservedly a high reputation in the live-stock world, the upholding
of that honour is left to a comparatively small number of breeders, but fortunately there are several breeding
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emporiums at which many first-class specimens of these breeds can be seen. Among the chief of these is
Sudbourne Hall, the property of Mr K M Clark. Mr Clark, it is true, has been less than two years in
possession, but when he acquired the estate from Mr A H E Wood he also secured all the breeding stock,
so that, instead of starting at the beginning, he had the results of six years’ careful work as a foundation.
There has been continuity in management, so that the development of the stud, herds, flocks, etc., has been
progressive, without any check.

(top left) Suffolk fillies, Sudbourne Beauty and Sudbourne Surprise.
(top right) Suffolk stallions, Sudbourne Victor and Sudbourne Conqueror.
(bottom left) Pair of Large Black boars.

(bottom right) Southdown and Suffolk ewes and lambs.
(Photographs accompanying the newspaper article, Orford Museum)

Sudbourne Hall is the centre of a large estate, distinguished by its excellent sporting qualities. The

home farm lies but a few miles from the seashore, almost in the extreme east of England, a little north of
Hollesley Bay. From Wickham Market, the handiest station, it is approached through a New Forest- like
track of country, and the meadows and marshes on which the stock graze are exposed to the fresh breezes
from the North Sea. The east coast enjoys an excellent reputation as being bracing and health giving to the
human species, and it seems to meet the requirements of stock in the same way. Horse, cattle, sheep, and
pigs are all treated in a natural ...’[here the cutting ends]

So who were Mr Wood and Mr Clark, and where did their money come from?
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A HE Wood

Arthur Herbert Edward Wood (1870-1934) was a great grandson of Enoch Wood (1759-1840) one
of the most successful master potters of Burslem in Staffordshire. From 1784 his firm made
portrait busts, decorative figures and tableware which sold widely both in Britain and abroad,
especially in the United States of America. The business flourished until it employed over 1,000
workers in three or four factories.

The factory of Enoch Wood and Sons in Fountain Place, Burslem
(Image from the website www.thepotteries.org)

When Enoch died in 1840 he left his substantial fortune to his seven children, deferring the
inheritance until 1845, thinking that by doing that it would avoid harming the business. However,
as soon as the five years were up, the children claimed their legacies, thereby starving the firm of
working capital and the factories were closed”. There was enough money for generations of
Enoch’s descendants to live in considerable prosperity — the unfortunate workforce obviously
fared less well. One of Enoch’s sons, Edward Wood (1797-1882), grandfather of ‘our’ A H E
Wood, moved from the Black Country to Devon and then in 1863 bought a magnificent Georgian
house, Newbold Revel, at Stretton-under-Fosse in Warwickshire. His son, Edward Herbert Wood
(1847-1886) lived there too with his wife and children, but he outlived his father only by four
years. His son Arthur H E Wood remained at Newbold Revel. A H E Wood was extremely fond
of cricket, had his own cricket ground, and built a ‘Cricketers Wing’ onto the mansion for the
accommodation of visiting teams. In 1893 he married Mary Olive Granville (1869-1951), and in
1897, by which time he had two young sons, he bought the Sudbourne estate. Sudbourne Hall was
nothing like so fine a house as Newbold Revel, but it did have a cricket ground, and being near the
river and the sea, offered A H E Wood the opportunity to pursue another of his passions, sailing.
Two daughters were born while the Woods were at Sudbourne’.

Orford Museum has recently acquired two scrap books kept by Mrs Wood. They relate to the years
1902 to 1907. These depict the life of a family seriously devoted to leisure pursuits — yachting,
motoring in their Daimler car, shooting and fishing, visits to the theatre and to the houses of a
large circle of rich and distinguished friends and relatives. Some of the cuttings, including the one
reproduced above, relate to the Sudbourne estate. These show that the Woods were not shy of
publicity during their relatively brief tenure of the estate*. They preferred to spell the name of the
estate as ‘Sudbourn’, so all articles dating from their time (and their printed writing paper) use that
spelling. Even after they had left Sudbourne and moved to the Lake District, Mrs Wood continued
to cut out and keep articles about the estate. Unfortunately there are no photographs of A H E
Wood in the scrap books.
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The following article, from an unidentified magazine, must date from the time that Mr Wood was

selling the estate:
‘AT SUDBOURN

Sudbourn is most generally known as a great sporting estate celebrated for its heaths, its marshes, and

the stock of game ... The present owner, Mr H E Wood [sic], purchased it in 1897, and came into
possession in the Spring of 1898. With the home farm he took over all the working horses of the late owner,
Mr Heywood. These were a nondescript collection, and Mr Wood, having decided to go in for the best
stock of the local breeds — Suffolk, be it said, is unique in its possession of a breed of its own horses, cows
and sheep — at once commenced to substitute for these typical Suffolk horses with good legs and feet ... In
the same year Mr Wood was fortunate in obtaining the small, but select, stud of Suffolks which had been
started about five years previously at Saxmundham, by Mr W Large of Hurts Hall. This collection of twelve
mares and fillies included several good prize-winners and useful brood mares. About the same time some
excellent Suffolks of both sexes were purchased from the well-known studs of Mr A T Pratt at Chillesford,
Mr A J Smith at Rendlesham, Messrs Pratt and Sons at Melton, the trustees of the late Duke of Hamilton
and Mr Edwin Preston at Worlingworth. Foals and young stock were picked up whenever a favourable
opportunity offered for acquiring the best stuff at reasonable prices.

Mr Wood had no idea of losing money on his “hobby”, and though in one or two cases very high prices
were paid, he never had reason to regret the expenditure. He commenced showing in a small way at once,
winning in June, 1898, at the Suffolk County Show at Lowestoft first and second prizes with three year-
old fillies, and second and third at the Royal Show at Birmingham, and later in the same year he won the
challenge cup at Stowmarket for the best Suffolk mare of any age in the show. This cup, which was offered
by the Suffolk Horse Society, is now in Mr Wood’s possession, having been won outright some years later
by Matchet, a mare bought in the rough from Mr Pratt in 1898. Matchet, after a most successful career in
the show ring, died last year when giving birth to her first foal — a very serious loss to the stud ...

The mare Matchet. Oil painting by John Duval (1816-1892).
The Suffolk Horse Society
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The successes of the stud in the arena would be far too numerous to give in detail, but one or two
instances may perhaps be named. At the Royal Agricultural Society of England Show at York, 1900, Mr
Wood obtained four first prizes, one second, one third, and one reserve in six classes given for Suffolks ...
At Ipswich, in 1902, the Special for the best collection again went to the Sudbourn Stud, and also a special
prize offered by Sir C Quilter, Bart., the President of the Suffolk Horse Society for the best team of four
Suffolks.

Sir Cuthbert Quilter talking to Mrs Wood.
Undated photograph. Orford Museum

Last year, Mr Wood achieved a record success with his beautiful mare Arabelle ...

It may be interesting to some to know that the Sudbourn mares all do a day’s work on the farm, except
when actually prepared for exhibition, a few weeks before a show, and the stallions are made to do a share
of it in the winter months. The high condition of the horses in these photographs may strike those to whom
the breed is not well known, but let it be said a Suffolk horse will work and thrive on a diet that would
starve other breeds of draught horses. Unquestionably, there is no breed of horse so well adapted to farm
work as the Suffolk. His activity, clean legs - ie, freedom from superfluous hair — and his kindness of
disposition, enabling a child to work him in perfect safety — for a bad-tempered Suffolk is a great rarity — all
eminently fit him for the farmer’s use.

It may be well to state here that the breed is becoming more and more popular in the Colonies and Europe,
as is evidenced by the growing demand for both horses and mares in Canada, America, Australia, New
Zealand, and Russia, many having been exported from this stud....

It is much to be deplored that Mr Wood has sold this magnificent stud, and that for the present the breed has
lost a good supporter, for he not only took a lively interest in the collection of his stud, driving his motors
great distances all over the country to inspect likely animals, but whenever called upon he was ready with
his purse to encourage the tenant farmer and others to breed Suffolk horses by giving special prizes at the
local shows, and also by granting the use of sires to approved mares belonging to his own tenants. The new
owner of the estate is Mr Kenneth M Clark, and we think he may safely be trusted to carry out the fine
traditions that go with it. He has an opportunity such as in the nature of things can only come in the way

of very few people, and, no doubt, will be ready to take full advantage of it. Opportunity in this instance
means a beautiful estate and plenty of good sound animals to begin with.’
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A page from Mrs Wood’s scrap book with photographs illustrating the quoted article.
Orford Museum




Kenneth Mackenzie Clark

We know quite a lot about Kenneth Mackenzie Clark, because his son, the distinguished art expert
Lord Clark, wrote about his family and his childhood spent at Sudbourne in his autobiography
Another Part of the Wood . The Clarks’ family fortune came from cotton thread manufacture in
Paisley in Scotland. It was they who came up with the idea of selling the thread on a wooden spool
— the cotton reel was born. Their first factory opened in 1813. Like Enoch Wood and Sons, they
did business with the United States and indeed set up the Clark Thread Company with a mill

in Newark, New Jersey. The family dominated the town of Paisley as major employers and
benefactors who built the Town Hall, library, art gallery and museum and donated public parks
and a recreation ground.

ANCHOR MILLS

Anchor Mills, Paisley
(Image from the website www.sewalot.com)

In 1894 J and J Clark and Co merged with another Paisley thread manufacturer, J and P Coats.
Kenneth Mackenzie Clark was actively involved in the family business up to that point, but there-
after he left the management of the firm to other family members and devoted himself to a life of
leisure. Having bought the Sudbourne estate in 1904, his life consisted of an annual routine of
shooting at Sudbourne from October to January, seeking the milder weather of the French Riviera
in the winter, spending a few weeks at a spa in France or Germany in April and May then, after a
short stay in London, going to Scotland for fishing and sailing in the summer. Like A H E Wood,
he was a keen yachtsman®.

Mr and Mrs Clark on their yacht ‘The Ketch’ on the river at Orford, 1907
(Orford Museum)
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The following extracts are from a eulogistic article published in the Live Stock Journal on 26 May,
1916 and they describe the cattle, sheep and pigs on the estate as well as the Suffolk horses:

‘With Sudbourne Hall, Suffolk horses, Redpoll cattle, Suffolk sheep, and Large Black pigs are inseparably
associated, and the reputation gained by Sudbourne-bred stock, not only in this country, but many parts of
the world, has had great influence in extending the increasing home and foreign demand for animals of
these respective types. No landed proprietor, and no live stock breeder, could have displayed a more whole-
heated interest in the advancement of the pure bred of the county than Mr Kenneth M Clark ....

The Sudbourne Suffolks, which are bred true to the “Punchy” type, have been distributed all over the world,
while there is a good sprinkling of them throughout Suffolk. The last stallion to leave Sudbourne is that
massive animal Sudbourne Bellman ...

Sudbourne Bellman, 1917. Oil painting by William Albert Clark.
Suffolk Horse Society
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Mr Kenneth Clark did much to advertise Suffolks at the International Horse Show at Olympia, to which he
sent a magnificent team of six geldings, each weighing over a ton.

The Sudbourne team of Suffolks at the International Horse Show

(Spinney Bantoft’s collection).

Lou Anderson, the Orford tailor, wrote ‘When they entered the arena they were greeted with great cheering
and shouts of “Good old Suffolk”, the band playing “The Farmer’s Boy”. The attendants were dressed in old
time dress consisting of high beaver hats, brown velvet frock coats, red vests [waistcoats] with brass buttons,

cord breeches and sheepskin leggings and with blue and white spotted handkerchiefs round their necks.
These were all supplied by L Anderson, Orford.’

Mr Kenneth Clark has made as big a reputation for Redpoll cattle as he has done for Suffolk horses and it is
not too much to say that he has one of the finest milking herds of this breed in the country.

The herd, which has been built up for milking strains, has, under the wise and able management of his
advisors, gained one success after another. Nothing can be more convincing of the high milking properties
of Redpolls than the awards gained by the animals in this herd at all the leading shows. Foremost among
these was the championship at the London Diary Show in 1914 in the milking trials.
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‘Red Polled cow “Sudbourne Molly 2nd”.
Gave over 1,000 gallons of milk yearly, in 1903, 1904 and 1905.°
(Orford Museum)

He has also done much to increase the demand for Redpolls abroad, and even during the present slump

in the export trade he has sent consignments to South America, including the Argentine and Brazil, and

to South Africa. During his ownership of the estate Mr Kenneth Clark has improved it almost out of
recognition, and his model dairy is one of the many admirable improvements effected. The bulk of the milk,
after the needs of the state employees have been met at a nominal price, is despatched to the Wickham
Market Co-operative Creamery, in the establishment of which Mr Clark lent valuable assistance. A Redpoll
herd in Rhodesia is also owned by Mr Kenneth Clark.

The flock of 400 Suffolk sheep, and another one of 300 Southdowns, have been successfully managed, and
this year the fall of lambs in both flocks is rather above the average in the district. Mr Clark has achieved
great success as a breeder of Large Black pigs, and, whether at the Royal, the County, or the fat stock
shows, his exhibits are always well to the front. Lately he has experienced a phenomenal demand for young
boars, which have gone to all parts of the country, and to South America. The model piggeries are well
kept, and the general surroundings are in keeping with the successful breeding business that is carried on

at Sudbourne. The piggeries, like the fine range of loose boxes for the Redpolls, as well as the dairy, are
comparatively modern erections’, replete with every convenience, manual labour being minimised by an
extensive use of electricity, which is used for churning milk, pumping all the water required, cutting and
preparing food, and the grinding of wheat for flour.’

Of course neither Mr Wood nor Mr Clark, whose lifestyle meant that they had frequent prolonged
absences from Sudbourne, were ‘hands-on’ livestock breeders. The credit should go to the estate’s
agent and the men who worked with the animals, so often pictured, but not named, in the photo-
graphs of the champion beasts. A note by Lou Anderson® on the page of his scrap book with
photos and press cuttings of the Sudbourne award-winning horses reads: ‘This team was compiled
under the direction of Mr J M Longe assisted by his stud groom, Stiff Bantoft.” By a photograph of
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Mr Longe he wrote: ‘John Martin Longe for many years agent for the Sudbourne Estate. Well
liked by all, he was good to the sick and poor on the estate. His medicine for them always
consisted of a bottle of good port wine and a can of good soup. A great rider to hounds. Greatly
missed when he left’. John Longe (1859-1933), the son of an Ipswich clergyman, lived at
Chillesford Lodge.
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John Martin Longe
(Orford Museum)

‘Stiff” (Alfred) Bantoft was the stud groom during the glory days of the Sudbourne estate’s great-
est successes in the show ring. He lived at Newton until the sale of the stud in 1918, when he
moved into Orford to live in Front Street. When he died in 1926 an obituary was printed in the
East Anglian Daily Times. It listed his achievements and throws light on his character: ‘Bantoft
was a man of quiet disposition, looked up to by the younger stud grooms and greatly respected by
those of his own age ... Stiff was a faithful, trustworthy man, who looked after his own business,
and rather than tell a lie would preserve discreet silence.” His brother Charles (known as ‘Longun’,
and grandfather of Spinney Bantoft) was also a horseman on the estate. It is easy to forget just how
many people were employed working with farm horses before the days of mechanisation. In the
1901 census a total of 70 men gave their occupation as ‘horseman on farm’ in the five villages of
Orford, Sudbourne, Chillesford, Butley and Iken.

Lord Clark, Kenneth Clark’s son’s recollection of the Suffolk horses at Sudbourne is delightful:

‘In the ...park were two circles of beech trees which enclosed the stables of our Suffolk Punches. ... For ten
years the Sudbourne Stud was the most famous in the world and won the first prizes at every show. We all
loved them, and visited their stable several times in a week; but the great moment was on Sunday mornings,
when they would have coloured ribbons put in their manes and be trotted round to stand on the lawn in
front of the house. My father would give them peppermints of a brand known as “Curiously Strong”, which
made them sneeze, but seemed to give them pleasure. After the ceremony they would trot home to their
stables in the beech trees as complacent as Morris dancers.””

Kenneth Clark attempted to dispose of the estate towards the end of the First World War, although
in the difficult circumstances of the time, the transaction was complicated. The estate was put up
for sale by auction in 1918, the vendor nominally being a timber merchant, Walter Boynton, who
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‘Stiff” (Alfred) Bantoft
(Spinney Bantoft’s collection)

had agreed to buy the estate in 1917, but had not yet paid for it. Kenneth Clark did not succeed in
finally getting the purchase money until 1920.

All the livestock was sold in a separate sale shortly before the auction of the land and buildings.
That sale was a resounding success, with many record prices being paid, especially for the horses.
Some purchasers of the animals may have lived to regret their confidence. A severe agricultural
depression was looming, which was not dispelled until the Second World War, by which time the
replacement of horses by tractors had begun.

Although the 11,000 acre Sudbourne Estate was broken up, the Home Farm, centred on
Chillesford Lodge, has remained in the hands of the Watson family for many more years than
either Sir Richard Wallace, Arthur Heywood, A H E Wood or Kenneth Mackenzie Clark owned
it. The handsome farm buildings are beautifully maintained and Red Poll cattle still graze the
meadows down by the Butley River.

Jane Allen
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