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Introduction

This is not a work of analyses but the narrative tale of the evolution of burglary in rural
Surrey outside what was to become the Metropolitan Police District. Starting in the 1500s
it is observable that the crime of burglary has always been a part of the burden of rural
living. Punishment was severe and could involve the death penalty though as the centuries
passed hanging was more often replaced with transportation. The records show that there
were many convictions for burglary, crimes investigated by the much-maligned parish
constable working closely with the local magistrate. There must have been some good
work undertaken by these people! Society was of course more insular, and strangers
apparent. Local criminals were, for most of the period covered in this work, well known
to law enforcers. However, rural Surrey has always suffered from the travelling criminal,
from London and the vagrant or tramp making a living how he or she, can.
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With the coming of the micro-police forces of Farnham, Godalming, Guildford and
Dorking in the 1830s a uniformed and disciplined force of men supported or replaced
watchmen on patrol with the aim of preventing crime and maintaining the peace. The
involvement of the vagrant in crime ensured the new police would arrest these mostly
men, when they could or at the very least deter them from remaining in the policeman’s
area of responsibility. Arrests for serious crime were few but following an outrage, or
robbery as it was usually called, every effort was made to capture the villains involved.
Some of the first policemen became expert thief takers who were known by the media as
“active,” specialising in arresting criminals and sharing in high value monetary rewards.
These rewards were a considerable incentive to action. During the time of Bow Street and
its principal officers working as detectives, and the Surrey version, Union Hall based at
Southwark, there was limited help, especially when rewards were on offer.

The Surrey Constabulary owes its formation to a burglary and murder of the vicar at
Frimley in 1850. The burglars were a part of the extended Isaacs gang who terrorised
Surrey and Sussex for a number of years before arrests began and the gang broke up. They
were not the only gang who specialised in violent burglaries bringing fear to households
and loaded weapons for self-defence in the bedroom. In the first hundred and fifty years
of the Surrey Constabulary burglary remained a serious event though the levels of
violence offered the victims declined as did the number of gangs of marauding men. The
country house burglar, complete with ladder, raiding bedrooms whilst the occupants were
at dinner became more the norm than a gang storming the house and terrorising occupants.
These men often used the train to travel to and from their crimes adopting the motor
vehicle after the First World War.

A burglary today looks very similar to a burglary from the past the difference being the
multiplicity of property that can be stolen. There is little doubt that the impact upon the
victim was the same. It has always been a serious offence to intrude into the home of
another with until fairly modern times a range of offences that could be charged, burglary,
housebreaking, shop-breaking, store-breaking, sacrilege when other premises were
involved. Burglary was considered to be particularly serious because it was likely that
there would be people sleeping in the house and as there were people there, the burglars
often came ready for violence, singly but frequently in gangs.

Burglary was defined as breaking into a dwelling house at night! with intent to commit a
felony (normally theft), or actually doing so. Offences of this sort committed during the
daytime were defined as housebreaking. 2

In Anglo-Saxon times, the then equivalent of burglary was known as husbryce, which
literally meant ‘house-breach.” However, its definition was geared more towards a person
having caused injury to another in the process of an armed raid on a town. Up until the

! Night time was defined as the hours between half an hour after sunset and half an hour before sunrise
2 https://www.oldbaileyonline.org/static/Crimes.jsp
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mid-15th Century, breaking into a building does not appear as a separate offence in itself,
it only appears in the courts as an aggravating factor. It could turn a petty theft into a
felony for which the criminal could be sentenced to death.

By the 1450s the offence started to be known as burglary, rather than house-
breaching/breaking or criminal invasion of a building. By the 15th century the crime had
two elements; it was an essential requirement that someone was in the building at the time
the burglary took place and secondly, the burglary had to take place at night. Night-
time was defined as hours between half an hour after sunset and half an hour before
sunrise If a burglary was carried out in the daytime, it would only be trespass at common
law and not a felony offence.

The definition led to interesting legal discussion on what constituted night. Originally, a
1505 case set the definition as after sunset and before sunrise, but this led to people being
able to commit burglary in twilight conditions. This lasted until a case in 1606 where
judges set the test of whether a man’s face was discernible.

In 1837 a definition of night was made so arbitrary that it could be proved in any case, but
it was not officially repealed until the Theft Act 1968, where the nocturnal element was
finally abolished from burglary. The requirement of there being someone in the building
at the time of the burglary had been abolished earlier with several statutes beginning in
1547.

The current law on Burglary is to be found in ss. 9 and 10 of the Theft Act 1968. Section
9 establishes two types of burglary that can be committed, s. 9(1)(a) is where a person
enters the building, or part thereof, as a trespasser with intent to commit theft, grievous
bodily harm or criminal damage to the building and s.9 (1)(b) is where a person enters the
building, or part thereof, as a trespasser and actually commits theft or GBH. A person can
be sentenced to a maximum of 14 years in prison for s.9 burglary. Section 10 lays out an
offence of Aggravated Burglary where a person commits burglary whilst carrying a
firearm, imitation firearm or certain weapons of offence defined in the section. This
offence carries a maximum penalty of life imprisonment. 3

It was not just the wealthy who in the past as now, suffered from the offence but also the
working families. There are stories of farm workers being reluctant to leave their homes
to go to work as they were concerned that travellers, gypsies and others wandering the
countryside would break in a steal the limited food and clothing they had.

It is estimated that between 1530 and 1630 about 75,000 people were executed in England
and Wales, about 14 a week. Between 1805 and 1832, 2028 men and women hanged for
felony England and Wales about 75 a year or about six a month. Of these 419 were hung
for burglary and a further 65 for larceny in a dwelling, outnumbering the 395 hung for

3 http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1968/60/section/9
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murder.* Many of these burglaries were very violent affairs and may well have resulted
in adding to the murder statistic.

There follows a series of cases from across the centuries, which show the nature of the
offences being committed in rural Surrey. The property stolen is an indication of not only
was seen to have value but also was portable enough to be taken. In this extract some of
the earlier recorded offences of burglary are considered.

Elizabeth | from Calendar of Assize Records for Surrey
Indictments °

Assizes of July 1564: Parker (or Coye), Thomas, and Yonge, Robert, labourers of
Southwark, indicted for grand larceny. On 5 May 1564 they broke by night into the close
of William Saunder, esq., at Ewell and stole 9 sheets (£2) and a tablecloth (6s 8d). Parker
found guilty; allowed clergy © and delivered to Mr. Fynche, rector of Croydon. Yonge
found not guilty

Assizes of February 1585: Denman, Henry, of Southwark, petty chapman, indicted for
grand larceny. On 22 Nov. 1584 at Ewell, he stole 10 sheep (£2) from John Woodwarde,
7 sheep (30s) from John Kerrell and 32 sheep (E7) from George Kinge. (Denman had also
been tried for breaking into a house at Limpsfield and stealing goods in 1581). Raynolls,
William, of Southwark, butcher, is indicted as an accessory. (Raynolls had also been tried
for stealing sheep from Southwark and Horsleydown 7 in 1585 and for acting as accessory
to the theft of clothes from Westminster in 1586). Denman found guilty, remanded
because he is said to have had the book before®. Raynolls found not guilty, bailed because
he is a man of ill behaviour.

Assizes of February 1586: Mathew, Elizabeth, of Epsom, spinster, indicted for grand
larceny. On 27 Sept. 1585 she broke into the house of Robert Byne of Epsom, labourer,
and stole 3 pieces of money (3s), a silver ring (20d) and a shirt (6d). Not guilty.

Assizes of July 1600: Smyth, John, shoemaker, and Lamberde, Ralph, labourer, of Ewell,
indicted for burglary. On 12 May 1600 they burgled the house of Edmund Coddington at
Ewell and stole a [unclear] (10s), 3 shirts (18d), 5 bands (10d) and 8s in money. On 8 Apr.

4 “A Fiery and Furious People” James Sharp page 378

5 http://www.epsomandewellhistoryexplorer.org.uk/AssizeIndictments.pdf

5 The benefit of clergy evolved into a legal fiction in which first-time offenders could receive lesser
sentences for some crimes. In English law, the benefit of clergy (Law Latin: privilegium clericale) was
originally a provision by which clergymen could claim that they were outside the jurisdiction of the
secular courts and be tried instead in an ecclesiastical court under canon law. Various reforms limited the
scope of this legal arrangement to prevent its abuse. Eventually the benefit of clergy evolved into a legal
fiction in which first-time offenders could receive lesser sentences for some crimes (the so-called
"clergyable" ones). The legal mechanism was abolished in 1827 with the passage of the Judgement of Death
Act, which gave judges the discretion to pass lesser sentences on first-time offenders.

" Bermondsey close to the Thames not Horsley in rural Surrey.

8 Probably benefit of clergy as a first offender
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1600 they burgled the house of John Rolfe at Ewell and stole a blue coat (6s), 4 sheets
(16s), 4 shirts (6s), a petticoat (20d), a pair of stockings (1s), 4 aprons (3s), 4 kerchiefs
(4s) and £3 in money. Guilty; to hang.

James | Calendar of Assize Records: Surrey Indictment °

Assizes of February 1618: Michell, Thomas, of Epsom, labourer, indicted for burglary.
On 28 Sept. 1617 he burgled the house of Elizabeth Hewett, widow. Guilty; to hang.

Old Bailey trial reports include details of burglars sent for trial during the 17 century.
The seriousness of burglary is evident as those convicted of the offence are recorded
alongside murderers and even a case of high treason. If convicted of burglary at the Old
Bailey a death sentence was predictable though there was the chance of a reprieve.

Repeat offenders are nothing knew as one of the early entries for 1674 indicates:

“But a remarkable instance of incorrigible wickedness, appeared in another, who
but the very last Sessions was burnt in the hand, and yet took thereby so little
warning that he was now in again, and found guilty of a Felony and Burglary.” 1°

In the same year, 1674, at the Old Bailey:

“For which crime three other Men were likewise arraigned and condemned,
having had the Brand already. And a Woman who formerly had been (an old
offender in such cases) with another her Companion were convicted also of
a Burglary, but only the former condemned to Dye, the last pleading her belly %,
and by a Jury of Matrons was returned to be with child.” ?

Pleading the belly was a process available at English common law, which permitted a
woman in the later stages of pregnancy to receive a reprieve of her death sentence until
after she bore her child. The plea was available at least as early as 1387 and was eventually
rendered obsolete by the Sentence of Death (Expectant Mothers) Act 1931, which stated
that an expecting mother would automatically have her death sentence commuted to life
imprisonment with hard labour. The plea did not constitute a defence and could only be
made after a verdict of guilty was delivered. Upon making the plea, the convict was
entitled to be examined by a jury of matrons, generally selected from the observers present
at the trial. If she was found to be pregnant with a quick child (that is, a foetus sufficiently
developed to render its movement detectable) the convict was granted a reprieve of

9 http://www.epsomandewellhistoryexplorer.org.uk/AssizeIndictments.pdf
10 0ld Bailey Proceedings Online (www.oldbaileyonline.org, version 7.2, 19 August 2017), September
1674, trial of another (t16740909-4)

12 https://www.oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?id=t16740909-5&div=t16740909-
5&terms=Burglary#highlight
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sentence until the next hanging time after her delivery. Scholarly reviews of the Old
Bailey Sessions Papers and Assize records from the reigns of Elizabeth | and James | have
shown that women granted such reprieves were often subsequently granted pardons or
had their sentences commuted to transportation. Even those women who were
subsequently executed pursuant to their original sentences were often executed behind
schedule.®

More burglars in 1674:

“Edward Lancet, Elijah Arnold, and Bartholomew Jennings were arraigned for
Felony and Burglary; For that they on the Lords Day had broken into a Merchant
s house in Crutchet Fryers!4, when nobody was at home but a poor honest Maid-
servant, whom they immediately took and bound and gagged her so that she was
not able to utter a word: they took away there in Plate and Money to the value of
two hundred pounds or thereabouts; but diligent information being given out and
Enquiries made upon the sale or disposal of some of the things they were seized,
and now Indicted, Convicted, and Condemned , (being old Malefactors) to be

Hanged for the same. “*°

Again in 1674 another multiple offender appeared at the Old Bailey, Joseph Foster:

“--- was convicted for Burglary and Felony, though he did not steal above the
value of thirty shillings yet being a notorious offender that had often commenced
in Newgate University, and but a Sessions or two ago got off by pleading a pardon,
he now received sentence of Death. 6

John Clark was likewise condemned for Burglary or Housebreaking in 1674; three more
were concerned with him, but he only was as yet taken, though

“tis not doubted but we shall very shortly have an account of the rest.”*’

The following year 1675 again at the Old Bailey:

J. W. for Burglary and Felony, for stealing seven pieces of Broadcloth, which were
all found in his Chamber. The heinousness of his Crime was Burglary, upon
which, if there were not a strict hand of Justice, no person could be safe in his

13 Wikipedia

14 City of London

15 https://www.oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?id=t16741212-3&div=t16741212-
3&terms=Burglary#highlight

16 https://www.oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?id=t16741212-5&div=t16741212-
5&terms=Burglary#highlight

17 https:/fwww.oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?id=t16741212-6&div=t16741212-
6&terms=Burglary#highlight
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Dwelling: As he was in the flower of his Youth, a better fate might have attended
him; but his own was so great, that he could not be pardoned. He confessed the
lewdness of his Youth, that he had been bred to a good Trade; but Vanity and ill
Company overcoming him, had brought him to that evil End. He took very
patiently the Exhortations of the Ministers that visited him and showed very great
marks of Penitence at his death, desiring all the standers-by to pray for him.

An indication of the level and type of cases that were before the assize court for London
in 1675 is clear from these reports that the ultimate penalty was more likely to be
transmuted into transportation or other painful but not so drastic a punishment as death.

1675 A TRUE NARRATIVE of the Proceedings at the Sessions-House IN THE
OLD-BAILEY Begun on Wednesday the 8th of this Instant December 1675 and
there continuing till the Saturday Following.

Therein Seventeen Men, Two Women, and a Boy about Fourteen Years of Age
Received Judgement to Die for their several Offences

Besides, near Twenty that Received the Mercy of the king for Transportation;
Twelve had the Benefit of the Clergy, and were only Burnt in the Hand, Six to be
Whipt at the Carts Tail, &c.

With all the Particular Circumstances of their Trials, and the Nature of their
Crimes.

With Allowance, Roger L'Estrange
Printed for Benjamin Pierce 1675

An Account of the Proceedings at the Sessions-House in the Old-Bailey, &c at the
Sessions holden at Justice-Hall in the Old-Bailey, on Wednesday the eighth of this
instant December 1675 were tried divers Malefactors, almost an hundred in
number to answer for their several misdemeanours; such as Murder,
Robbery, Burglary, Theft, &c. of which one and twenty received sentence of
condemnation, and are accordingly to suffer unless they find His Majesties
gracious pardon for the same, the principal, and most remarkable for these were.*°

A youth was tried in 1676 for a burglary committed in a house at Finchley:
the man said, his house was broke open, a Napkin, a Neats, and some silver spoons
were taken away, but he knew not by whom; then another Witness was called, and

18 https://www.oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?id=t16751013-1&div=t16751013-
1&terms=Burglary#highlight
19 https://www.oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?id=f16751208-1&div=f16751208-
1&terms=Burglary#highlight
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he said that he was in the Robbery with the Prisoner, the other denied it; then the
Evidence said that he was in that, and in at least twenty other Robberies with him,
and if that would not do his business, the rest should; be pleased to know that this
his accuser was a very great Criminal, and said with others, to the end they should
make a Candid Discovery: but the Jury acquitted the young man, being satisfied
that such fellows often prove lame in their prosecution, for a reward it is supposed
they spare some that are Guilty, and often lay the burthen upon those that least
deserve it to know that this his accuser was a very great Criminal, and said with
others, to the end they should make a Candid Discovery: but the Jury acquitted the
young man, being satisfied that such fellows often prove lame in their prosecution,
for a reward it is supposed they spare some that are Guilty, and often lay the
burthen upon those that least deserve it.2

Old Bailey Proceedings punishment summary, 7th March 1677:

The rest were for the most part notorious Criminals, guilty of Burglary and Felony,
&c. whose Facts are too tedious to relate. In short, there were in all fifteen persons
Condemned to die, viz. nine men and six women, fifteen Burnt in the hand, two to
be transported, and four to be Whipt.?

It was not a good career choice for two burglars in 1676 when they chose to target a house
for burglary. It could only end in tears as the Old Bailey record show:

The Confession and Execution of the Five Prisoners suffering at TYBURN On
Friday thel6th of March 1676/7 V1Z. Thomas Sadler and William Johnson For
a Burglary in the house of the Right Honourable the Lord High Chancellor of
England and stealing the Mace and two Purses.

And

Francis Webb For a Burglary and stealing of Clothes to a great VValue. Matthew
Gammond and Anthony Richoake For a Burglary in Clerkenwell Together with
their penitent Behaviour in Newgate, since their Condemnation, and last Speeches
at the place of Execution.

The CONFESSION and EXECUTION of the Five Prisoners that died at
TYBURN. AT the last Sessions of Oyer and Termine and Jail delivery
of Newgate, there were no less than Fifteen Malefactors, that is to say, Nine men
and Six women, Condemned to die; but by the gracious interposition of Royal

20 https://www.oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?id=t16760117-2&div=t16760117-
2&terms=Burglary#highlight
2L https://www.oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?id=s16770307-1&div=s16770307-
1&terms=Burglary#highlight



mercy Ten of these miserable wretches were Reprieved; and is hoped they will
spend the remainder of their lives, so unexpectedly restored to them after they had
forfeited them by their own demerits, in repenting of their former evil course, and
avoiding the same for the future, lest, returning like senseless Swine to their vomit,
they bring themselves again into the same Pit of Destruction, and there be none to
deliver them.

Of these that now suffered, some had made themselves so infamously famous, as
well by the multitude and daringness of their Crimes, as by their long continuance
in them, and frequent escapes from Justice, that some Account cannot but be
expected abroad; how they behaved themselves after Condemnation, and at the
place of Execution, wherein we shall endeavour briefly to satisfy the Readers
curiosity, as follows.

Sadler, though during the time of his several Trials (for the was arraigned on Three
distinct Indictments this Session, and found guilty on two of them, and had been
14 times before this in Newgate) he carried himself very insolently; yet when
brought to the Bar and asked what he had to say for himself, why Sentence of
Death should not pass against him according to Law, in a much more modest and
serious manner declared, That he looked upon himself as a dead man; and
therefore had nothing to say, save only to beg convenient time of the Court for
preparing himself for Death; which he hoped their Charity would not deny to so
sinful a Soul, Etc. When Sentence of Death was pronounced on him, he seemed to
be in a strange kind of Agony with the terrors of his condition, flinging his Hat
one way and his Periwig another, and wringing his hands in a lamentable manner.

At the same rate he continued for some time in Prison, raging like a Wilde beast
caught in a Trap, and vainly showing the greatness or stubbornness of his Spirit,
rather than symptoms of Remorse or Contrition for his Offence. On the Lord's day,
besides the public Exercises of Religion in the Chapel, he was visited by some
Divines, whose Charity invited them to that trouble, and to take no small pains to
convince him of the desperateness of his present estate, the wickedness of his past
life, the shortness of his time, the necessity of speedy Repentance, the unspeakable
and endless torments of Hell, Etc. which Christian Exhortation were pressed home
with such pious Zeal and holy Ardour, that 'tis well hoped, by the Co-operating
Grace and Workings of that blessed Spirit which blows Where it listeth, and is
pleased to call some even at the Eleventh hour, there was a deep sense and
impression thereof made upon him Heart, to melt it down from that obdurateness
to a more humble and penitent frame; so that he could not restrain the tears from
over flowing his cheeks, and much bewailed his Condition, confessing what
abundance of Robberies and Villainies he had been guilty of, never before
discovered, Etc.



His Companion Johnson was by Trade a Coach harness maker, a fellow well
educated, of good understanding, and great natural parts: He had lived some time
in Holland and spoke both the Dutch and French Tongues: For some years past he
has followed a loose way of living, and frequented ill Company, yet never was
in Newgate before. He obstinately denied his being concerned in the Burglary or
breaking open of my Lord Chancellor's house; and when the Jury brought him in
guilty, fell down at the Bar in a Swoon. After Condemnation no man could be
more penitent, spending almost all these few remaining moments of his life in
Prayers and Tears. Before his Trial, having an excellent fancy, and a hand no less
happy at Limning??, he had drawn most lively on the wall of his Chamber
in Newgate, a pair of Scales, and in one balance the Mace, and in the other Tyburn;
the last much over weighing the first: But since his Condemnation, he drew in one
Scale the Gallows, in the other a Crucifix; the first mounted up by the greater
weight of the last, and these lines under-written as | have been informed.

My Precious Lord, from all Transgressions free, was pleased, in tender pity unto
me, to undergo the Ignominious Tree.

| suffer justly; but his Sacrifice, | trust, shall make my grovelling Spirit rise, and
from the Gibbet mount the glorious Skies.

At the Sermons on Sunday, he behaved himself very reverently, save only now
and then, in the anguish of his Spirit, he was ready to interrupt the Preacher with
the loudness of his sighs and groans.

The rest were for Burglaries but had little remarkable to be observed in their
behaviour.

On Monday, and the days following, several Ministers came to bestow their
Christine offices of Instruction, Information, and Consolation to all the
Condemned wretches. Some of them, taken more up with thoughts of getting
Reprieves and Pardons in this World, than making their Peace with God, or
securing an Interest of Bliss in that which is to come, seemed strangely negligent
and unregardful of anything that then could be said to them for the welfare of their
Souls; others, though assured of unavoidable Death, according to their Sentence,
endeavoured several ways to lull themselves to sleep in a senseless stupidity, and
put away all thoughts of that dreadful hour. 'l was a sad things to see these poor
Creatures how amazed and terrified they appeared with the apprehensions of
Death and a future state, which 'tis to be seared they had never before considered
seriously of one hour in their Lives: Now their long Sleeping Consciences awake
with terror, and set the sad Bead-roll of their multiplied Offences and Crimes

22 Depict or describe in painting or words

10



before their faces, remembering each particular instance, and every aggravating
Circumstance: They now find the treachery and deceitfulness of Sin; that the
Pleasures of the world are, at best, but fading Trifles, or gaudy Snares, that whilst
they kiss they betray, and under pretence of delighting destroy us.

The day appointed for their Execution was Friday the 16 March, they being, in
Christian compassion, allowed till that time to Fit and prepare themselves for the
great work of their suffered. They spake very little at the place of Execution, but
in general acknowledged the Justice of their Punishment, confessing what long
and notorious Offenders, they had been; and desired all that were present at, or
should hear of their shameful and untimely and, to avoid those wicked Course,
and have a Care of Pride, Idleness, and Ill Company, which had been the great
occasions that brought them to that destruction: And so after the usual Prayers and
Offices customary on such sad occasions, suffered according to their Sentence.?

Old Bailey Proceedings punishment summary 10th October 1677

There were, in all, seven persons burnt in the hand; and for being too favourable
to one of them, contrary to the positive Order of the Court, the Executioner was
committed to the Bail-dock.

Two women and one man were set-aside for Transportation; Three ordered to be
Whipt for Petty Larceny.

And as for those that received Sentence of death, there were Five in number: viz.
Two Highwaymen, Two Horse-stealers, and One for a Burglary, who was Burnt
in the hand the last Sessions but one. 24

Old Bailey Proceedings punishment summary 14th October 1680

There were in all Eight Persons that received Sentence of Death; Ralph Markland
to be drawn and Hanged, being convicted of High Treason, for Clipping.?

Francis Nicholson, for Murdering the Gentleman at Hampton, to be Hanged till
dead, and his body hung up in Chains on Hounslow-Heath.

John Watkins and Edward Whitwick for killing the Watchman by Ivy-Lane, which
the Law made Murder

Bhttps://www.oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?id=0A16770316&div=0A16770316&terms=Burglary#hig
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25 Cutting metal off coins
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John Neal for the said Burglary. Eliz. Hull, and Katherine Johnson for several
Felonies.

There was no person this Sessions Burnt in the Hand, one Gentleman had the
Clergy?%, but the Burning was respited. And several to be Whipt for petty
Larcenies %’

Anne Carter, Theft and burglary, 17th January 1681:

Anne Carter was Tried for Felony and Burglary; for that she on the 24th of
September, about two of the clock in the morning, drawing up the Latch, entered
the house of one Magdalen Wooff , and coming to her bed-side, took away her
purse with eleven shillings in it , and departed, the Prosecutor not daring to hinder
her for fear of her life; they gave very bad Characters of each other in Court, and
railed at a high rate, but in fine, the prisoner was found guilty of the Felony. 28

Henry Last, Ralph Harrison, Theft, burglary 25" February 1685:

Henry Last, and Ralph Harrison, indicted for stealing two silver Cups, several
Yards of black Crape and divers pieces of Childbed Linen from Richard
Ainsworth and John Stone. It was proved against them, that they had entered the
respective Houses of the Prosecutors and taken thence the Goods charged in the
two Indictments; and that upon search, part of the Goods were found in their
Custody; to which they making a slender defence, the Jury found them Guilty of
the first Indictment according as it was laid which was for Felony and Burglary,
and of the second tho’ laid as the former, of Felony only.

At this remarkable Sessions in February 1685

9 were Burnt in the Hand, viz. James Jones, Charles Rowlandson, Robert
Elton, Thomas Elsey, Richard Bee, Lake Win, Andrew Archer, John Banfield
and Edward Hodges.

To be Transported 10 viz John Walker, Edward Perkins, John Holms, Thomas
Smith, Roger Mercy, Thomas Stevenson, John Hays, William Williams, Williams
Clark and John Clinton.

2 Discretionary device for mitigating the harsh criminal law by holding that a layman, convicted of a
capital offense, might be deemed a clerk and obtain clerical immunity if he could show that he could read,
usually the 51st Psalm. Later, a layman was allowed to claim benefit of clergy only once.

27 https://www.oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?id=s16801014-1&div=s16801014-
1&terms=Burglary#highlight

28 https://www.oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?id=t16810117-8&div=t16810117-
8&terms=Burglary#highlight
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Sentence of Death passed upon 11. Viz. Joseph Coats, William Rawson, Thomas
Fallowfield, George, Saunders, George Baker, Charles Buckler, William Mullins,
Henry List, Ralph Harrison, Mary Reaves, and Mary Cabourn.

To be Whipped 9 viz. Thomas Fletcher, John Steers, Charles Marlborough, Joel
Gascoign, William Gayer, William Hodges, John Benson, Gerard Salkel and
Emanuel Hall.

Thomas Amins Fined and to stand in in the Pillory.

And so, ends this great Sessions. 2

Rural crime rates often mirrored a bad harvest. The failure of the harvest in 1740 and
1741, led to a shortage of work and high food prices, resulting in a significant rise in crime
in rural parishes as farming labourers were barely able to survive. Abundant harvests after
1741 matched a reduction in rural crime. %

Rural crime may have reduced but there will still some very violent burglars who did not
flinch from rape and murder of the luckless householders. Dick Turpin the infamous and
frequently glamorised criminal was part of a gang of burglars who on 4 February 1735
attacked Earlsbury Farm, Edgeware. The gang broke into the house and tied up the
servants. They seized the owner Joseph Lawrence a man in his seventies, pulled his
breeches down and dragged him around the house by his nose and hair while demanding
to know where his money and valuables were. At one-point Turpin beat him across his
bare buttocks with a pistol. Lawrence also had a kettle of hot water emptied over his head
and was tortured, still with bare buttocks over a fire. While all this was going on a servant
girl named Dorothy Street was taken upstairs by one of the gang and raped at pistol point.3!

A gang of four broke into a house near Trowbridge the home of a Wiltshire gentleman
Lancelot Wilmot and tied up Wilmot, his wife, daughter and three servants. They
murdered Mr and Mrs Wilmot; the gang raped the daughter then murdered her, set the
house on fire leaving the servants to burn to death.3? (See below for the 2014 equivalent
of four-man burglary) 33

In Shropshire three men broke into a house tied up the householder and his wife, killed
two girls with his sword before killing the parents.3*

29 https://www.oldbaileyonline.org/browse.jsp?div=s16850225-1

30 http://rictornorton.co.uk/gu02.htm

31 “Fiery and Furious People” page 315 James Sharp

32 «“Fiery and Furious People” page 315 James Sharp

33 Courtney Campbell was with three teenagers when they broke into the property in Duke Street,
Trowbridge, on Wednesday December 4 2014. He had a knife.
http://www.thisiswiltshire.co.uk/news/10967880.Man_admits_part_in_Trowbridge_gang_burglary_and_h
aving_knife/

3 “Fiery and Furious People” page 315 James Sharp
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The crime rate soared once again following the Treaty of Paris, which concluded the war
with France in 1763, when large numbers of unemployed veterans returned to the streets,
prompting Horace Walpole to remark “We swarm with highwaymen who have been
heroes.” This crime wave subsided after about eighteen months, as these men were
reabsorbed into the labour market. *

Another crime wave occurred in the early 1780s, perhaps partly caused by the release of
criminals when Newgate gaol and the Fleet, New and King’s Bench prisons were burned
down in the Gordon Riots of 1780, and partly by the return of disgruntled soldiers
following the surrender of Yorktown in the American Colonies in 1781. 6

In October 1782 Horace Walpole wrote from Strawberry Hill in Twickenham: ‘I have
lived here above thirty years and used to go everywhere round at all hours of the night
without any precaution. | cannot now stir a mile from my own house after sunset without
one or two servants with blunderbusses.”%’

There is an understanding that in the distant past the court system was grossly unfair and
to be charged with a serious offence could only result in a conviction and severe
retribution. That was certainly not the case. Firstly, the prisoner had to be caught, with the
odds stacked in his favour as there was no established, organised police in rural areas,
there being reliance on the sole parish constable employed as a “volunteer” for the year.
The magistrate had to be convinced there was a case, which then had to be placed before
the Grand Jury of the quarter sessions or assizes, where the evidence was tested and the
cases frequently dismissed. If it was found by the Grand Jury there was a case to be
answered a trial followed and where death was the likely outcome, a jury had to be
convinced there was no room for error, or were swayed by emotion, there would be
dismissal. 3

Throughout the century, strict rules of evidence guaranteed that there were far more
acquittals than convictions, and that miscarriages of justice are believed to have been
comparatively rare. The criminal justice system was surprisingly, generally biased in
favour of the defendants, even though most of them belonged to the lower and therefore
uneducated classes. Typically, most people arrested by constables never even went to trial;
many would make their escape, and half of those arrested would be set free by the
magistrate because identification and incriminating evidence were not sufficient for a
Grand Jury. *°

35 http://rictornorton.co.uk/gu02.htm
36 http://rictornorton.co.uk/gu02.htm
87 http://rictornorton.co.uk/gu02.htm
38 http://rictornorton.co.uk/gu02.htm
39 http://rictornorton.co.uk/gu02.htm
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The Grand Jury in its turn would dismiss half of the cases presented to them for being
insufficient to support a true bill of indictment; and at the trials in the Old Bailey,
convictions did not greatly exceed acquittals. For example, out of 74 persons indicted
during the London and Middlesex Sessions for 24-27 July 1731, 43 were convicted, 30
were acquitted and 1 was declared lunatic. Of the 43 convicted, 8 were sentenced to death,
32 were transported and 3 were burnt in the hand. 4°

London and Middlesex Sessions for 24-27 July 1731

74 charged before the court
43 convicted — 8 sentenced to death, 32 transported, 3 burnt on the hand
30 acquitted
1 declared a lunatic

Seven of the eight men sentenced to death committed highway robbery with assault,
sometimes quite violent: John Davis was convicted on three charges of highway robbery,
during one of which the victim was shot and died. #

For every set of felons capitally convicted at a single trial, another criminal went free, by
virtue of giving King’s evidence against his colleagues. Most of those found guilty of
“feloniously stealing” or “privately stealing” goods were found guilty “to the value of
10d” which was below the 1-shilling level required for the mandatory death sentence. The
juries regularly decided that the value of stolen goods was much lower than it was in
reality, because they did not wish to send people to the gallows. %2

At the sessions for 12—-15 September 1759, four were sentenced to death (one for murder,
one for attempted murder, one for highway robbery with violence, one for horse theft), 22
were transported, three were branded, two were whipped, one was imprisoned for two
months, and 21 were acquitted. Throughout the eighteenth century, the acquittal rate was
seldom less than 25 per cent, and often more than 50 per cent of those indicted. 4

40 http://rictornorton.co.uk/gu02.htm
1 http://rictornorton.co.uk/gu02.htm
42 http://rictornorton.co.uk/gu02.htm
43 http://rictornorton.co.uk/gu02.htm
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London and Middlesex Sessions 12—15 September 1759

Sentenced to death 4, murder, attempted murder, highway robbery with violence, theft
of a horse
Transported 22
Branded 3
Whipped 2
Imprisoned 1
Acquitted 21

As the 18" century progressed, the conviction rate fell well below 25 per cent:

Date Indictments Convictions

1782 668 98 (15%)

1783 818 170 (21%)

1784 1037 149 (14%)

1785 992 171 (17%)

1786 897 118 (13%)
1787 893 137 (15%)
1788 693 83 (12%)
1789 838 77 (9%)
1790 773 84 (11%)

http://rictornorton.co.uk/gu02.htm
Edition 41

Deposition Book of Richard Wyatt JP
Egham and Chertsey 1767-1776+

List of cases dealt with over a period of nine years before Wyatt a justice of the peace.
The cases were mainly in Egham and Chertsey with a combined population in 1801 of
5009 people (not known if this includes children). This gives some idea of the spread of
offences and volume dealt with by just one magistrate. There were three cases of burglary,
which probably were sent to the assizes depending on the severity and circumstances.
“Administrative offences” are a significant proportion of the caseload as at this time the
magistrate was in effect the early predecessor of the local authority.

44 Deposition Book of Richard Wyatt JP 1767-1776 Surrey record office 1978
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This JP was one of a number covering that part of Surrey, but Wyatt only dealt with three
burglars in nine years from which it can be adduced that property crime was not too
prevalent in the county during the late 18™ century.

Poor law/employment law: 35
Vagrancy 9

Bastardy 58

Concealment of birth 1
Burglary 3

Theft of animals 17

Theft 25

Embezzlement 1

Highway robbery 1
Threatening behaviour/threats to kill 9
Damage 2

Assaults 41

Poachers 5

Sexual assault/rape 3
Disturbances 5
Escapee/deserter 2

Lottery 1

Missing person 1

Short weight of butter 1

Committee 1770 House of Commons

Concerns about what were thought to be increasing levels of burglary and housebreaking
was sufficient to encourage the House of Commons to establish a committee in 1770 to
look into the causes and possible responses. Burglary was not however, just a London
problem. Rural Devon like every other part of the country had burglars who appeared
before the assizes. The Devon Summer Circuit 1773 records show: 4°

Transcript of Devon Summer Circuit 1773

45 13" Geo 3 Extract from Western Circuit 1773, Devon, Assizes gaol book (ASSI 23/7)
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To be hanged burglary To burglariously breaking and Entering the Dwelling

Samuel Smallridge House of Jeremiah Connatt about one in the night and

Reprieved stealing one canvas bag value 6d and other goods of the
said Jeremiah Connatt

Po: se: Guilty of stealing For burglariously breaking and entering the Dwelling
the goods not Guilty of the House of James Hutchings about 8 in the night and

Burglary. To be stealing one cloth coat value 3d and other goods of
transported for 7 years Andrew Webber

Robert Pike

Po.se: guilty For burglariously breaking and entering the Dwelling
To be hanged, Burglary, House of John Friend between 10 & 11 in the night and
Reprieved stealing one linen shift value 2d and other goods of the
William Woolaway said John Friend. 46

In 1778 a burglary was reported in the newspapers without the location when about £200
of silver, jewellery and clothing were stolen. It is interesting to note that the Bow Street
officer undertook a detailed examination of the scene which became the normal response
to serious crime. Forensic science did not of course exist but frequently evidence found at
the scene could be linked to a suspect. Foot prints, shoe marks, scraps of clothing caught
on glass or by prickly bushes. In rural areas suspects were tracked from the scene by their
foot prints. This was simpler in the days with far fewer people moving about, when shoes
were individually made and had a unique level of wear. One of the Bow Street officers
gave evidence at the Old Bailey describing his investigation at the scene of the burglary.
Examination of the doors and windows undermined the evidence of the servant who
claimed that three men broke in, tied him up and made off with the goods. The Bow Street
officer, Clarke was convinced no-one could have entered through the window; one pane
was broken in such a way that left part of the glass intact and jutting out in a sharp point;
and “on the inside of the other, a cobweb was still intire, which must have been broken
before anyone could have entered.” A search was made of the servants lodgings from
where the property was recovered.*’

This case showed that time and effort was invested in investigation by the first
professional police officers whose skills and learning were passed down and developed
by following generations. This was a development or evolution on what went before as
was the realisation that the collection and recording of evidence later to be placed before
the court could mean the difference between acquittal and conviction. The craft of policing
was evolving.

46 http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/education/resources/georgian-britain-age-modernity/devon-crime-
2/
47 London Evening Post 17-19 March 1778
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Fielding’s Bow Street records of reported crime show an increase in reported burglaries
in the late 1760s from 13 in a six month period over the winter of 1766-67 with a total
value of £280 stolen goods, to 104 burglaries with a value of stolen property £4241 in the
six months before March 1770. Most had been the work of young men known to the Bow
Street officers, many of whom had been pickpockets as children and who had progressed
to burglary.® There is as always a health warning with crime statistics as there may be
greater ease of reporting, the growing professionalism of law enforcement along with the
drive for better record keeping. However the growth from 13 to 104 most probably is a
certain indicator of a growth in crime.

Fielding went on to say that it was essential to enforce the law if crime were to be
prevented. In this respect burglary and housebreaking presented problems. The Bow
Street system of rapid distribution of information about offences in the press and via
handbills, and success in persuading large and established pawnbrokers, silversmiths and
other similar dealers to cooperate with Bow Street by reporting or stopping suspicious
clients #° led to arrests and successful recovery of property which no doubt encoureged
other victims to make a report.

Burglary Cases in Surrey

Surrey Court of Quarter Sessions Records
1780-1820%

The period covered by the following court cases was one of revolution abroad and radical
unrest at home. The American War of Independence (ended 1783) the French Revolution
(begun 1789) French Revolutionary and Napoleonic Wars (1792-1802, 1803-1815) posed
a strain on the economy and encouraged a fear of crime and civil disobedience. Legislation
prohibited public gatherings and 'habeas corpus’', which ensured timely prosecution
through the courts, was briefly suspended, making it possible to be detained without
trial >

By understanding the condition of society in the early 19" century the constraints and
difficulties of law enforcement are clear: 2

e Rank held in the highest reverence

e The rights of labour entirely unrecognised

48 “The First English Detective” page 84 JM Beattie

49 “The First English Detective” page 85 JM Beattie

%0 Surrey History Trust 2011

51 Surrey History Trust 2011

52 Story of Scotland Yard Sir Basil Thompson1935 reprint Kessinger Publishing Rare Reprints page 91
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e No trade unions

o No railways

e No telegraph or telephones

o Few people travelled about the country except the rich and the villains

o People knew nothing of events that happened outside their own country

e The great majority of the country people could neither read nor write

o Discipline in the family, army, navy was enforced by corporal punishment
o The greater parts of the city people were living in poverty and filth

e The streets were filed with prostitutes and drunken men and women

o Estimated £3 million pounds a year spent on gin.

At the opening of the century:
o 160 offences were recognised as punishable by death — including stealing property
valued above one shilling

o Between 1805 and 1818 there could have been 200 executions for forgery

Deterrence by harsh punishment was the first line of defence then came the unpaid parish
police. The constables or headboroughs and the thief takers or detectives (a term not used
at this time) were more vigorous than the watchmen but in some respects, some were more
dangerous to society living by blood money and blackmail. The salary of the headborough
at Shoreditch was only 90 shillings a year but the man could make 36 shillings a day by
appearing in a prosecution at the Old Bailey and from bribes by those in the liquor trade.>3

Forty shillings was the reward for the conviction of certain offenders, which made it
advantageous to leave a young offender until he committed a £40 crime. There was also

not much chance of recovering property until a sufficient reward was advertised.>*

Some of the rewards available®®

o Highway Robbery £50
« Burglary £40
e Housebreaking — daytime £50

%3 A History of Police in England WL Melville-Lee 1901 Kessinger Rare Reprints 2012 page 211
4 A History of Police in England WL Melville-Lee 1901 Kessinger Rare Reprints 2012 page 212
%5 A History of Police in England WL Melville-Lee 1901 Kessinger Rare Reprints 2012 page 213
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o Counterfeiting gold or silver coin £40

o Counterfeiting copper coin £10

e Stealing from premises over 5/- £10

e Horse stealing £20

o Stealing cattle or sheep £10

e Wounding or killing a Revenue Officer £50

o Person returning from transportation £20

o Apprehending a deserter from the Army £1

e Apprehending idle and disorderly person £0. 5s

This was at a time when a £1 a week would have been a significant rate of pay!

Quarter Sessions and Assizes

If a magistrate considered the prisoner had committed an “indictable offence” (a more
serious offence), he could “indict” (send him or her to be tried) at one of two courts. The
offence could be tried at the Quarter Sessions (fairly serious offences) in front of a bench
of magistrates or before a judge at the Assizes (very serious offences). At these courts a
jury decided on the verdict, and the judge or magistrates pronounced the sentence.

An Act of 1842 laid down the limits of the respective jurisdictions: Assizes could try any
indictable offence; Quarter Sessions could try any indictable offence except:
e Those for which the death penalty could be imposed (including treason and
murder),

e Those for which a first offender could be sentenced to transportation for life,

« Certain specified offences, including blasphemy, perjury, forgery, bigamy, libel
and bribery. 56

Therefore, burglars could go to either courts depending on the perceived severity of the
offence, and when it came to sentencing Quarter Sessions could commit the prisoner to
the Assizes where the range of punishment was more severe.

This Act consolidated what had been the custom for over two centuries; Quarter
Sessions did not try capital cases or their equivalent in degree of seriousness. Quarter
Sessions tried far more of the indictable offences than Assizes did. Assizes tended to try
only the more serious of the indictable offences e.g. murder, homicides, burglary, rape,

% 5 and 6 Vict c. 38 possibly Limitations Of Actions And Costs Act 1842
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robberies with violence, assault accompanied by wounding. Quarter Sessions tried the
less serious and more common of the indictable offences - larcenies, housebreaking,
assaults, robberies not accompanied with serious violence, frauds.>’

It does appear that from rural Surrey during the late 1700s and on into the 1800s most of
the burglars were sent for trial at Quarter Sessions from where capital punishment could
not be awarded. Some references to Surrey burglars at Assizes have been found. The
following cases are taken from the Surrey Quarter sessions records and give many detailed
examples of the crimes committed. Note that for some offences, what appear to burglaries
seem to be charged as stealing.

At both the higher courts the prosecution case was first presented to the Grand Jury to
ensure there was a case to answer. At Quarter Sessions often the Grand Jury consisted of
magistrates. It was of course the magistrates that sent the case for trial and therefore the
Grand Jury.

25/07/1780 STEDMAN William; occurrence: Buckland; Occupation: Servant Offence:
Theft or Intent to Steal, feloniously stealing a Gun, from the Dwelling house of Thomas
Beaumont, Esq, of Buckland, in the County of Surrey. Indictment Rejected by Grand Jury;
Discharged

15/01/1782 MAY George occurrence: Ash; Occupation: Carpenter; Offence: Theft or
Intent to Steal: Offence details: Suspicion of feloniously taking Stealing and carrying
away from and out of the Buildings belonging to his Dwelling house in Farnham
aforesaid, five Cheeses, his property. Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Acquitted

29/04/1783 REMNANT William occurrence: Send; Occupation: Labourer

Offence: Theft or Intent to Steal: Feloniously stealing taking and carrying away from the
Dwelling house of the said John Hale about three weeks ago, two leather shoes.

Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Found Guilty. Sentence: To Be Imprisoned for One Month
In The House Of Correction At Guildford And Then Discharged.

15/07/1783 MARTIN Timothy occurrence: Farnham; Occupation: Labourer

Offence: Theft or Intent to Steal: Offence details: Timothy Martin a negro, a loose idle
and disorderly person, with concealing himself behind a mill stone in a mill called Bourne
Mill in the parish of Farnham aforesaid, being under the same Roof with the Dwelling
house there, with intent as he suspects to have committed a Felony therein. Outcome:
Indictment Rejected by Grand Jury; Discharged

07/10/1783 ALSOP Thomas occurrence: Farnham; Occupation: Tailor
Offence: Theft or Intent to Steal: Offence details: suspicion of feloniously Stealing taking
and carrying away from out of the Dwelling house of the said John Boxall being the Lion

57 Crime and Authority in Victorian England-Black Country 1835-1860 by David Philips
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and Lamb Inn in Farnham, a silver Tea Spoon marked with the Letters (T.B.). Outcome:
Indictment Rejected by Grand Jury; Discharged

07/10/1783 HARRISON William occurrence: Stoke Next Guildford; Offence: Theft or
Intent to Steal: Offence details: Feloniously Stealing taking and carrying away from the
Dwelling house of Thomas Strudwick bearing the Sign of the White Horse in the Parish
of Stoke next Guildford, on the Twenty Seventh day of this Instant July, two Waistcoats,
one pair of Shoes, and four Shirts, the proper Goods and Chattels of him the said Lawrence
Finch. Outcome: No Indictment Brought; Discharged

07/10/1783 HOLT James; occurrence West Clandon; Occupation: Labourer. Offence:
Feloniously Stealing taking and carrying away seven Fowls from a lone Barn belonging
to Mr Richard Street at the bottom of Clandon Street, his property, and likewise four fat
Geese from his Dwelling house; in the Parish of West Clandon on the night of the twenty
ninth of this Instant, the necks of seven Fowls, together with a great Quantity of Bones
being found in a Kettle fresh boiled and hid under Hatches in the Barge which they
navigated on the 30th of this Instant. Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Acquitted

13/07/1784 WALLER John occurrence: Stoke Dabernon Occupation; Labourer. Offence:
Theft or Intent to Steal: stealing a piece of Bacon, in the dwelling House of Ann Stokes,
at Stoke D'Abernon, in the said County, her property. Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Found
Guilty Ordered to Be Privately Whipped and Discharged

September 1784: WILKINS Sarah Parish occurrence: Worplesdon; Offence: Theft or
Intent to Steal: Offence details: feloniously Stealing, taking and carrying away from the
Dwelling house of the said John Loveland in Worplesdon fourth day of this instant
September one pair of Shoes, one pair of Stays, one Striped cotton Gown, and sundry
other Articles, the proper Goods, and Chattels of her the said Hannah Loveland.
Examinations: Prison: Guildford House Of Correction Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial
Found Guilty. Ordered to Be Privately Whipt and Kept To Hard Labour For Two Months
In Mr. Benton's Custody. Other information: Sarah Wilkins a widow.

04/10/1785 CLARKE William occurrence: Guildford St Nicholas; Offence: Theft or
Intent to Steal: feloniously stealing, taking, and carrying away from the dwelling house of
George Avenell, one pewter pint pot, his property. Outcome: Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial
Found Guilty. Ordered to Be Publickly Whipt at The Carts Tail Til His Back Is Bloody
on Saturday The Fifteenth Instant From The Bridge At Guildford To The Pig Markey
There And Then Discharged.

25/04/1786 WALLER Lydia Alias: GLAZIER occurrence: Walton Upon Thames;
Offence: Theft or Intent to Steal: stealing in his dwelling House, 1 Linen Shift, and 1
Linen Bed Gown his property. Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Found Guilty and Ordered
to Be Privately Whipt and Discharged.
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03/10/1786 GILMAN John occurrence: Witley; Occupation: Labourer; Offence: Theft or
Intent to Steal: feloniously stealing, taking and carrying away from the Dwelling House
of John Smith, in the Parish of Witley, on the 28th day of September, one pair of Corderoy
Breeches, the property of the said James Smith. Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Found
Guilty Ordered to Be Committed to The House Of Correction At Guildford To Hard
Labour For One Month

17/04/1787 THOMAS William occurrence: Windlesham; Occupation: Labourer;
Offence: Theft or Intent to Steal stolen from the Dwelling House and Out Houses of Peter
Francis Warren, some oak boards, a peck of malt, a bottle of wine and other things.
Outcome: Pleaded Not Guilty, On Trial Acquitted. Other information: Thomas was
working for Warren

13/01/1789 KENT George occurrence: Caterham; Occupation: Labourer

Offence: charged on oath, on a violent suspicion of having, on or about the 28th day of
August last ............... belonging to the dwelling of John Denn ............. in the county of
Surrey, gentleman, his goods and property. Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Found Guilty
and Transported for Seven Years. Other information: George Kent, late of Croydon,
accused of stealing a turkey cock and about 23 ducks from a duck house belonging to John
Denn of Caterham.

17/04/1792 HAYNES John occurrence: Chertsey; and NEWTON John Occupation:
Brickmaker. Offence: Assault and threatened violence: forcibly breaking open his
dwelling house, breaking his windows, and violently assaulting, and threatening to murder
him. Sentence: Other information: Jointly charged with John Newton. Pleaded Not Guilty;
On Trial Found Guilty. Fined One-Shilling Paid Sheriff in Court And Discharged

25/04/1797 COLLINS William occurrence: Merstham; Occupation: Labourer; Offence:
Theft or Intent to Steal: feloniously stolen, taken, and carried away, from the dwelling-
house of Anthony Cooper, of Merstham, one lawn shirt and one muslin handkerchief, the
property of John Maud. Prison: Southwark House Of Correction Pleaded Not Guilty, On
Trial Acquitted

14/04/1801 BUNDLE Sarah occurrence: Stoke Dabernon; Offence: Theft or Intent to
Steal: Offence details: feloniously stealing one flowered gown, one blue petticoat, one
sheet, two white aprons, one stocking, one silk handkerchief, and a red cloak, his property.
Prison: Kingston House Of Correction. Case Removed to Higher Court. Other
information: Jointly charged with burglary together with her husband Thomas

10/01/1804 HOPWOOD William occurrence: Egham; Occupation: Labourer; Offence:
Theft or Intent to Steal: feloniously breaking into part of the Red Lion Inn, at Egham, with
intent to commit a felony. Outcome: Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Acquitted. Other
information: Process book states charge is for a misdemeanour in breaking and entering
the dwelling house of Samuel Girling with intent to commit a felony.
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10/04/1804 BELCHAMBER James occurrence: Leatherhead; Offence: Theft or Intent to
Steal: Offence details: feloniously broken and enter the Dwelling House of Ann May and
stealing therein a loin of mutton Outcome: Discharged by Proclamation. 58 Mutton was 9
1/2 Ibs weight.

15/07/1806 BECKS Sarah occurrence: Send; Offence: Theft or Intent to Steal: Offence
details: having divers handkerchiefs, neck handkerchiefs, a window curtain, and other
articles, his property, in her possession, stolen from his dwelling-house, in the parish of
Send. Outcome: Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Found Guilty Sentence: Imprisoned In The
House Of Correction At Guildford For One Fortnight.

07/04/1812 HEWITT William occurrence: Dorking; Occupation: Labourer; Offence:
Theft or Intent to Steal: Offence details: having stolen, taken, and carried away, from the
dwelling-house of William White, of Dorking, a leg of pork and a goose, the property of
the said William White. Indictment Rejected by Grand Jury; Discharged

14/07/1812 COOPER Edward occurrence: Egham; Offence: Theft or Intent to Steal:
Offence details: stealing, in the dwelling-house of Walter Irvine, esq., one pair of shoes,
the property of the said William. Outcome: Discharged.

06/10/1812 SALISBURY William occurrence: Chertsey; Occupation: Labourer; Offence:
Theft or Intent to Steal: stealing, in his dwelling house, at Chertsey, two pair of worsted
stockings and a shirt, his property. Indictment Rejected by Grand Jury; Discharged

05/10/1813 MOTT Hannah occurrence: Walton On Thames; Occupation: Spinster
Offence: Committed the 14th of August 1813, charged on oath and on her own confession,
with feloniously stealing in the dwelling-house of Charles Peirce, at Walton, a quantity of
bacon, cheese, and other articles, his property. Outcome: Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial
Acquitted

Information of Joseph Walker, keeper of the House of Correction at Kingston upon
Thames: the confession of Hannah Mott, living with her father Joseph Mott of Walton
upon Thames, admitting to having broken into the house of Charles Peirce and stealing
some bacon, some cheese and some bread, 2 caps, a piece of ribbon, a handkerchief, a
pair of women's shoes and a piece of paper. The voluntary confession of Sarah Mott
admitting to being with her sister, Hannah Mott, when she broke into the house of Charles
Peirce and stole the aforesaid items (Dated 21 August 1813)

%8 Discharged by Proclamation" meant that the prisoner was released without trial or verdict (although they
could be recalled later to face the charges again). This was typically because no evidence was presented
against the accused, or no witnesses were able to testify against the accused.
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05/10/1813 PRATT Jane occurrence: Frensham; Offence: Theft or Intent to Steal: Offence
details: having broken into a dwelling in the daytime, at Frensham, and stealing therefrom
two wheaten loaves and other articles, of the value of ten shillings, his property. Outcome:
No Indictment Brought; Discharged Other information: Annotated 'To be [deled] to her
Mother'

11/01/1814 DALLEN David occurrence: Woking; Occupation: Labourer; Offence: Theft
or Intent to Steal: Offence details: suspicion of stealing, from a dwelling house at Woking,
a watch, his property. Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Found Guilty Imprisoned and Kept to
Hard Labour For Twelve Calendar Months.

12/07/1814 DAWSON John occurrence: Send; Occupation: Labourer; Offence: Theft or
Intent to Steal: Offence details: suspicion of having broken open his dwelling-house, in
the parish of Send and Ripley, no person being therein, and feloniously stealing four shirts
and other articles, his property. Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Found Guilty. Imprisoned
and Kept to Hard Labour For 3 Months

17/10/1815 LONGHURST Ann occurrence: Send & Ripley; Occupation: Spinster
Offence: Theft or Intent to Steal: stealing certain articles of wearing apparel from his
dwelling house at Send and Ripley. Outcome: Indictment Rejected By Grand Jury;
Discharged

Other information: Ann Longhurst a spinster. Jointly tried with Mary Pantlin.
Informations of James Bliss of Send & Ripley: accusing Ann Longhurst and Mary Pantlin,
wife of Thomas Pantlin of Send & Ripley, labourer, of stealing a bundle containing a
child's cap, a pair of shoes and a piece of cotton belonging to James Bliss. Also, the
confession of Ann Longhurst accusing Mary Pantlin of being a party to the offence

17/10/1815 WELCH John; occurrence: Ashtead; Occupation: Labourer; Offence: Theft
or Intent to Steal: Offence details: breaking and entering his dwelling house, at Ashtead,
in the daytime, and taking therefrom a pack of cards, a habit shirt, and other articles.
Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Acquitted

Other information: Jointly tried with James Winter. Informations of George Pannell of
Ashtead, farmer, and Edward Wopshott of Ashtead, labourer. Also, Informations of
William Arthur and Susannah Arthur his wife, of Ashtead.

09/01/1816 COTTERELL David occurrence: Woking; Occupation: Labourer; Offence:
Theft or Intent to Steal: Offence details: For housebreaking. Outcome: Indictment
Rejected by Grand Jury; Discharged

16/07/1816 CONNALLY Michael occurrence: Frensham; Occupation: Labourer;

Offence: Theft or Intent to Steal: Offence details: stealing from his dwelling house, at
Frensham, a silver watch, the property of his son. Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial Found
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Guilty. Imprisoned and Kept To Hard Labour For Six Months In The House Of Correction
At Kingston.

16/07/1816 LEWIS John occurrence: Leigh; Offence: Theft or Intent to Steal: Offence
details: stealing from the dwelling house of Henry Roffee at Leigh, four handkerchiefs,
her property. Discharged

15/10/1816 SAUNDERS William occurrence: Fetcham; Occupation: Labourer. Offence:
Theft or Intent to Steal: Offence details for a misdemeanour. [For entering the Dwelling
House of Michael Heaney with intent to commit Felony] accusing William Saunders of
entering Heaney's house through the window. Outcome: Pleaded Not Guilty; On Trial
Found Guilty: Sentence: Fined 12d and Imprisoned For 6 Months.

14/07/1818 MARSDEN James occurrence: Wonersh; Occupation: Labourer; Offence:
Theft or Intent to Steal: feloniously stealing, in his dwelling house, at Wonersh, thirteen
shillings in monies, and a pair of scissors and other articles, his property. Pleaded Not
Guilty; On Trial Found Guilty: Sentence: Transported For 7 Years

11/01/1820 DIMES William James Alias: DINES occurrence: Betchworth; Occupation:
Labourer; Offence: Theft or Intent to Steal: Offence details: Aged 31 stealing from out
the dwelling house of John Batchellor, at Betchworth, about half-a-pound of butter, his
property. Pleaded Not Guilty, On Trial Found Guilty: Sentence: Transported For 7 Years.

10/01/1804 HOPWOOD William occurrence: Egham; Occupation: Labourer; Offence:
Theft or Intent to Steal: Offence details: For a burglary. Outcome: Indictment Rejected by
Grand Jury; Discharged

No research has been undertaken as to the numbers of burglars from rural Surrey who
appeared before the Assizes. It was reported that at the Surrey Assizes in April 1803 the
following men were indicted for burglary: William Lemon for burglary at Dorking,
George Hall for a burglary at Godalming, William Stevens for a burglary at Stoke
(probably Guildford) and William Chandler burglary at Reigate. °°

Calendar of Burglars for the Summer Surrey Assizes held at Guildford
July 1828

Out of 58 prisoners 28 who were charged before the court were burglars or housebreakers
which is a huge number given the population and that the Assizes probably sat twice a
year, or more frequently to meet demand. It should be remembered that all these burglars
would have been dealt with by the much derided parish constable and local magistrate.
They cannot have been in the main, the bumbling inefficient and ignorant men of
customary legend.

591803 April 2: Jackson's Oxford Journal Sat:
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Frederick Moon, housebreaking, death-reprieved

Thomas turner, housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
William Turner, housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
Horatio James [Horatio Collins], housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
Mary James, housebreaking and theft, acquitted

David West, housebreaking and theft, acquitted

William Baxter, burglary, death-reprieved

William West, housebreaking and theft, remain till next assizes.
Thomas Hughes, housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
Charles Wilson, housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
James Holden junior, accessory to burglary, acquitted.

James Allen, burglary, transported for 7 years.

Edward Bird, housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
William Jarmaine, housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
Robert Callingham, housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
William Taylor, housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
William Swallow [William Brown], housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
Charles Bennett, housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
William Brown, housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
Richard Owen, burglary, bill not found

James Watson, burglary, death-reprieved

Samuel Gascoyne, burglary, discharged by proclamation.®°
Frederick Tapling, burglary, discharged by proclamation.
Henry Wheeler, housebreaking and theft, death-reprieved
William Reardon, burglary, death-reprieved

Robert Mortant, burglary, death-reprieved

Catherine Barratt, burglary, death-reprieved®?

Punishment for Burglary

The cases appearing before the quarter sessions that are listed above detail a wide variation
of punishment from being sent to the Assizes, transportation to lesser but painful penalties
to what appear to be not so serious offences. It is clear that the magistrates are given wide
discretion based on the individual charged and the nature of the offence. Burglary has
always had many gradations of seriousness. It is interesting to note that many of the
burglaries involve food and clothing, which of course formed the majority of the
possessions of farmers, farm workers and small tradesmen. There was fear amongst rural
people that their cottages would be entered, and their food and clothing stolen, and these
cases support that concern.

80 "Discharged by Proclamation™ meant that the prisoner was released without trial or verdict (although
they could be recalled later to face the charges again). This was typically because no evidence was
presented against the accused, or no witnesses were able to testify against the accused.

61 Folios 1-2 HO 47/74/1 1828 July 28 The National Archives, Kew
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Burglary was one of a number of offences, which upon conviction could lead to execution.
From 1805 to 1832, 2,028 men and women were hanged for felony in England and Wales
about 75 a year:

395 for murder - about one fifth

107 attempted murder

102 rape

50 sodomy

419 burglary

276 robbery

178 theft of animals

65 larceny in a dwelling

282 forgery mostly bank notes and commercial documents 282
Other offences from arson to counterfeiting coins.®?

This numbers about 15 burglars a year sent to their death. These burglars would most
likely to have been repeat offenders or those who took part in some of the extraordinarily
violent crimes upon the householder of which more detail to follow.

Burglary remained a capital offence until 1837 thought it became common place to
commute the sentence to transportation. The death penalty for burglary when
accompanied by an attempt to wound or murder the occupants of the house was retained
until 1861. 63

Housebreaking cases in North Yorkshire in the 1840s -1860s show that the homes of
more ordinary people were involved with the theft of clothing. James Lee was transported
for 25 years in 1844. He took money 19s, some clothing and bread. Another man was
charged with a burglary where he stole food.®* The homes of working families had to be
protected by the magistrates and courts as there were substantial fears that whilst the
families were at work, intinerants passing through would break in and steal what little
food and clothing there was.

The burglary figures are even more distinctive than assaults. Having dropped to a level
35% below the early 1860s peak within a decade, figures were roughly at the same level
until the turn of the century when they started to rise, slightly exceeding the mid-Victorian
peak by the eve of the First World War.5°

62 «“A Fiery And Furious People” page 378 James Sharp

83 «“Crime Policing and Punishment in England 1750-1914” page 34 David Taylor
64 «“Crime Policing and Punishment in England 1750-1914” page 35 David Taylor
8 «“Crime Policing and Punishment in England 1750-1914” page 22 David Taylor

29



Property offence at the Old Bailey 1770-1789
Burglary 1770-1774 319 annual average 64
Burglary 1775-1782 360 annual average 45

1783-89 570 annual average 81 %

Burglary investigated by Bow Street Runners 1792-1839
Provincial cases Burglary 66 11%
Old Bailey cases 25 8.6% of total®’

By 1837 capital punishment was restricted to twelve offences, murder and attempted
murder, rape and carnal abuse of girls aged under ten, unnatural offences i.e. bestiality
and male homosexual intercourse, robbery involving cutting or wounding the victim,
arson when lives were endangered, piracy when murder was attempted, riot and
feloniously destroying buildings, embezzlement by servants of the Bank of England, and
high treason. Rape and felonious riot were removed from the list in 1841 and by 1861
murder, treason, arson in the royal dockyards and piracy remained capital crimes. 68

From 1837 in practice only murderers were executed. Between that year and the ending
of public execution in 1868 a total of 347 murderers were executed in England and Wales,

along with three people found guilty of attempted murder.5°

Old Bailey or Central Criminal Court executions

1805-1818 | 1819-1832 | Average pa
Murder 201 0r 19% | 193 or 19% | 14
Attempt Murder | 19 or 5% 58 or 6% 4.46
Rape 47 or 4% 55 or 6% 4.2
Burglary/ 216 or 21% | 203 or 21% | 15.6
Housebreaking
Robbery 116 or 11% | 160 or 16% | 12.3

Executions at Horsemonger Lane

Up to 1800 prior to the opening of Horsemonger Lane, Surrey executions had been carried
out at Guildford, Kingston and on Kennington Common using a cart to turn the
condemned off. They were frequently left to strangle. Over the 78-year period from 1800-
1877, 131 people were hanged at Horsemonger Lane, 127 men and four women. Of these,
four men and one woman were executed in private after 1868. Executions of 118

8 “The First English Detective” page 136 JM Beattie

67 «A Certain Case of Low Cunning” page 105 126 David Cox
“A Fiery and Furious People” pages 397 398 James Sharp
“A Fiery and Furious People” pages 397 398 James Sharp
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convicted criminals took place between 1800 and 1836, after which there was a rapid
decline in executions nationwide.

There was then a ten-year gap before the next hanging in 1846. After 1836, only murder
and attempted murder actually attracted the death penalty and the late 1830°s and early
40’s saw very few executions nationally. Just ten murderers were made to climb up to the
gatehouse roof between 1846 and 1867, in six single hangings and two double hangings.
A new long drop gallows was built in 1874, presumably in an execution shed as was the
fashion by then. It was transferred to Wandsworth prison when Horsemonger
Lane closed.”
Horsemonger Lane Gaol

1800-1877 131 executed 127 men 4 women
1803 7 men hung on two occasions | February and April
1800-1836 118 executed

1836 Murder and attempted Punished by hanging
1837-1845 No executions

1846-1867 10 murderers executed Six single two double

The first executions took place at Horsemonger Lane on Friday, the 4th of April 1800,
when five men were hanged by William Brunskill, one each for coining, highway robbery
and being at large and two for burglary. A total of 12 men were executed on three
occasions during 1800.*

The gallows for public executions was of the “New Drop” pattern erected on the flat roof
of the main gatehouse in between the four lanthorns or skylights. The largest number
hanged at one time being seven, on two occasions, Monday, 21st of February 1803
and Monday, the 4th of April 1803. 72

On the morning of Tuesday, the 4th of April 1809, Brunskill had a quadruple hanging to
perform. The prisoners were James Bartlett, who had been convicted of sodomy, highway
robber Henry Edwards and John Biggs and Samuel Wood who were to hang for burglary.
A large crowd had assembled to watch the execution and it is reported that, “the
unfortunate men met their fate with great fortitude and died acknowledging the justice of
their punishment.” Biggs sarcastically observed to Brunskill, when he was pinioning him
in the usual way, "1 wish you had a better office.""®

By 1839 one commentator was able to note that burglary with violence had so far declined
that few slept with pistols ready to hand or deemed it: ... necessary to spend a mortal half

70 http://www.capitalpunishmentuk.org/horsemon.html
L http://www.capitalpunishmentuk.org/horsemon.html
72 http://www.capitalpunishmentuk.org/horsemon.html
73 http://www.capitalpunishmentuk.org/horsemon.html
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hour every night in bolting, barring and chaining doors and windows". * There are
numerous examples of householders in Surrey and Sussex keeping a loaded pistol close
to the bed during the 1840s and early 1850s, particularly where the Isaacs’ Gang of
burglars operated.”

In 1872 the Metropolitan Police Commissioner reported that: "The more serious offences
against person and property show a continuous decrease".’® This was especially the case
with regard to burglary and larceny in a dwelling house, with burglary falling from 433
cases in 1871 to 344 in 1872. In 1875, the Commissioner reported that the more serious
property offences, such as burglary, robbery, larceny, and receiving stolen goods, had
continued to fall over the previous year, which itself had had the smallest number of
serious crimes in the decade. In 1868, there had been 14,316 such crimes; by 1875, these
had fallen by 4,373 (a fall of just over 30%) despite an increase in population.79
PR.12.1869-76, at p.3.

18261830 there were 89 executions following conviction at the Old Bailey, 29% of total
in the country

Convictions
1805-1818"7 1819-1832 Average per
annum
Murder 202 19% 193 19% 14.8
Attempt Murder 49 5% 58 6% 4.46
Rape 47 4% 55 6% 4.2
Burglary/h/breaking | 216 21% 203 21% 15.6
Robbery 116 11% 160 16% 12.3

Burglary and Sometimes Murder in rural Surrey

There were burglaries that ended in murder in rural Surrey during the turn of the 19t
century that had to be dealt with by the parish constable and magistrate.

1809 James Cooper executed for murder in Compton near Guildford. Cooper had
been tried with his mother for the murder of a 71 year old Joseph Hollis on Thursday 4
May 1809. Joseph Hollis was the owner of two cottages in Compton; he lived in one half
and the other was rented to Mary Cooper aged 71and her son James. Joseph often carried

4 “Moral Economy of Large Towns Crime and Punishment 1839”, at p.481 Taylor, quoted in Burglars
and Bobbies Crime and Policing in Victorian London Gregory J. Durston 2012 Cambridge Scholars
publishing

75 See Robert Bartlett www.surrey-constabulary.com

6 PR.9.1869-6, at p.1 Although there had been a large increase in the numbers taken into custody in 1872:
"Nearly the whole of this large increase is accounted for by the arrest of persons for being drunk,
disorderly or both” quoted in Burglars and Bobbies Crime and Policing in Victorian London Gregory J.
Durston 2012 Cambridge Scholars publishing page 14

" Vic Gatrell “Hanging Tree Execution and the English People 1770-1868” OUP 1996
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cash in excess of £100 in three canvas bags. In one he kept notes, in another there were
gold and silver coins, and in the other he kept copper coins. (E100 was well over two years
pay for the local labourers) On Wednesday 3 May he told Mary Wisdom who called on
him every day to cook and clean that on the following day he was going to Guildford fair
to buy a number of sheep leaving at 4am. On Friday morning Mrs Wisdom’s daughter
called at Joseph’s cottage and found the door open. She walked in to discover a badly
beaten body on the floor and immediately left the cottage. As she left she met James
Moore whose was undertaking his duties as Parish Constable for the year.’®

The parish constable left for Guildford to summon a surgeon who found the skull fractured
in two places, his jaw and a finger broken, extensive bruising to his arms and his throat
cut to such an extent that his head was almost severed. The murder weapons a poker and
knife were left close to the body. There were indications that he had been murdered as he
ate his breakfast the previous day but only after a fierce struggle. The parish constable
called on the Coopers next door and discovered there was an unlocked communicating
door but both said they had heard nothing. This was especially ambigious as the walls
were so thin that Joseph’s ticking clock could be heard quite clearly from the Cooper’s
side of the wall. Neighbours confirmed that the knife and poker belonged to the Coopers
and a blood stained dress was found in the Cooper’s house. It was also discovered that
neighbours had heard a fierce argument between Joseph and James over unpaid rent a few
days before the murder. The Coopers were arrested. It seemed as if at least James Cooper
had entered the house of his neighbour and killed him.

Trial at the Surrey Assizes: The indicment read: The 1% That they the said James Cooper
and Mary Cooper, by the instigation of the Devil and their own malice aforethought, did
on the morning of Thursday the 4" May last, at Compton in the County of Surrey, make
an assault on and murder one Joseph Hollis of Compton aforesaid, by giving him several
strokes on the head &c. with a Bill Hook, - 2"9: That the said James Cooper with a Knife
did cut the Throat of the said Joseph Hollis, inflicting one mortal wound of the length of
three inches, and of the breadth and depth of two inches; thereby killing and murdering
the said Joseph Hollis.

It was considerd that Mrs Cooper had asisted her son with the murder and along with
James was indicted, the prisoners pleaded “Not Guilty.” When questioned Mrs Cooper
broke down and blamed her son resulting in a not guilty finding by the jury.

The trial lasted most of the day. Evidence given indicated that the deceased was a man
possessing more property than is usual for a man in his class of life. He lived in a small
cottage adjoining that occupied by the prisoner and which with the prisoners had formerly
been one house. It had lately been divided into two tenements the one being occupied by
the deceased and the other by the two prisoners. The was no door of communication
between the two tenements; but it was proved that that whatever passed in one could be

8 Martin Baggoley “Surrey Executions” Amberley 2011 page 27
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distinctly heard in the other; and as one of the witnesses stated, the clock could be heard
to tick.

The deceased Hollis was an old man of nearly seventy but was hale and hearty; he was of
very penurious habits and saved money, which he was fond of displaying. One of the
witnesses described him as always carrying three canvas bags in one of which he kept his
notes, in another gold and silver and in a third copper money; and if he wanted to pay only
a sixpence, he would tip all the gold and silver into his hand and the witness added that
he had seen him with £100 in his possession. The whole cottage in which he lived was his
property and the prisoner Cooper was his tenant for the part, which he occupied. Nobody
lived in Cooper’s part but himself and his mother and Hollest the deceased lived alone, a
woman of the name of Wisdom going to him daily to complete little household
arrangements.

:
:

The cottage of George Collis™

On Wednesday 3 May the day preceding Guildford fair he had desired a person of the
name of Goddard to go with him to the fair as he wanted to buy some sheep. Goddard told
him he could not go with him but advised him to be early. On this he declared his intention
of breakfasting and setting off the next morning by 4 o’clock and having stated this to
Mary Wisdom Mr Hollis told her there was no need for her to come to him the next day.
Therefore, she did not on the Thursday make her daily visit, but on Friday about ten she
sent her daughter a girl of about thirteen years of age. The child found the door unfastened
and on opening it she saw Hollis lying dead on the floor with a great deal of blood about
him. She ran out and saw Mr Moore the constable crossing the common and he
immediately returned with her. A surgeon was sent for and several people soon came. The
body was lying on the floor with the legs crossed and the head lying on the arm evidently

9 Held in the British Library
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composed to that position by the murderer after the deed. A cup of coffee half-drunk was
on the table, a piece of toast before the fire, another piece partly eaten lay on the hearth,
the butter basin was broken, and the pat of butter was on the floor near the feet of the
deceased. The chair in which he had been sitting was overturned and his hat was lying
near, so it appeared he had been attacked while he was sitting at his breakfast. The body
was most shockingly mangled, the skull was fractured in two places, the jaw broken, a
finger broken, the arms bruised, and the throat cut so as almost to sever the head from the
body. Under the body was found a clasp knife almost covered in blood and a poker in a
similar condition. From these circumstances it appeared some struggle must have taken
place, which prisoners must have heard in their cottage if any stranger had committed the
murder.

The prisoners were arrested on the Friday evening and their part of the cottage searched
but no evidence of guilt was found. The trunk of the deceased had been rummaged and as
only two shillings were found on his person it was presumed that the murderer had carried
off his money.

The magistrates on examination finding nothing but suspicion against the prisoners
discharged them but on subsequent enquiries they were again apprehended, and the
following circumstances given in evidence. The night before the murder the deceased and
the prisoner James Cooper had been quarrelling upon which the deceased declared as
Cooper had not paid his rent, he would have him out of the cottage and he actually applied
to a person to distrain upon him. In this conversation Cooper was heard to vow vengeance
upon the old man swearing that he would be “upside” with him before the fortnight was
over. Mrs Cooper exclaimed “God forbid” but presently she said that it would not much
matter for that nobody liked the old man. Since the former examination of the prisoners a
minute survey of their cottage had been taken and concealed in the roof were found
various items of apparel, belonging to the male prisoner, which were smeared with blood.
Upon subsequent enquiry the knife and poker found in old Hollis” house were discovered
to have belonged to the Coopers, and little doubt remained therefore of their being parties
to the murder.

The prisoners were eventually committed to take their trials and while in custody Mrs
Cooper confessed that she knew of the murder after its commission by her son, but she
denied that she was in any way party to the deed. She stated her son had gone out in the
evening in question carrying the knife and poker with him, and that soon afterwards she
heard a noise in old Hollis” house followed by cries for help, and presently a heavy fall
against the wainscot, but before this she knew nothing.

Upon this evidence the male prisoner was found guilty, but his mother was acquitted.
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The unhappy young man was found guilty and immediately received sentence of death
and executed the following Monday 16 August 1809 at Horsemonger Lane confessing the
justice of his sentence and punishment. 80 81 82

This investigation was undertaken by the parish constable working to the local magistrate
and involved a detailed examination by the surgeon called to the scene. Detailed searches
were undertaken of the scene and of the defendant’s home from where vital evidence
hidden away was recovered.

During the winter of 1809 in February, it was reported as “Another murder” in Surrey
was discovered on Sunday morning near the Epsom Road. The report is that four villains
broke and entered a farmhouse, confined the inhabitants till they had pillaged all the
valuables, and so ill-treated the daughter that she was found a lifeless corpse.® (It is not
known exactly where this location was). This horrific murder is but one of the nasty,
vicious murders by gangs who broke into houses often sexually attacking householders
including servants.

1816 June Murder: George Chennell, junior of Godalming, and William and George
Chalcraft, his associates had been committed to Horsemonger Lane gaol upon suspicion
of two murders, one of old Mr Chennell and his housekeeper at Godalming, and the other
previously of a man named Searson within a quarter of a mile of Petersfield.

We have now to add the particulars of a third barbarous murder supposed to have been
committed by young Chennell and his associates. About June 1816 an elderly man named
Stilwell who possessed a cottage and a few acres of land in the parish of Frensham, upon
the borders of Holt Forrest, which is situated within four miles of Farnham and about nine
miles from Godalming was found by a neighbouring farmer lying in the passage of his
house having been horribly butchered. His body was cut and mangled too dreadful to
describe accurately. Nearly thirty wounds were discovered on the body most of them of
such a nature as it was supposed would have been sufficient to have caused almost
instantaneous dissolution.

The deceased was a very extraordinary character, penurious in the extreme; and had
hoarded by his own labour some one hundred pounds. He was a married man but had been
separated from his wife on account of a disagreement between them from her disposition
being opposite to him. After the separation he never suffered a female to come near his
home. He kept several cows, poultry and other things connected with husbandry. He was
the sole and entire manager of everything. He milked the cows, churned the butter, tilled

8 The Chronicles of Crime, Or The New Newgate Calendar; Google books

8 Surrey Executions Martin Baggoley Amberley 2011 page 27

82 http://www.capitalpunishmentuk.org/1800.html

8 The Bury and Norwich Post: Or, Suffolk, Norfolk, Essex, Cambridgeshire, and Ely Advertiser (Bury
Saint Edmunds, England), Wednesday, March 01, 1809; pg. [1];
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the ground and regularly every Thursday he went with the produce of his small farm to
Farnham market.

By his exceeding penurious mode of living he acquired considerable property and so
careful was he to secure it from robbers that might attack him by day (for he lived at a
considerable distance from any other house) or by night, that he always kept his doors
locked and his windows fastened, and if any person went to pay or receive money from
him, they had to wait until he unlocked the door, and the moment he admitted them in the
house he invariably locked the door and fastened them in his house before he proceeded
to business with them.

MURDER! and PARRICIDE !!!
-

The eriginal and exthentic Report

Erial
GEORGE CHENNELL

W. CHALCRAFT,

MURDER,

Mr. GEORGE CHENNELL, Sen.

(Fear of the Privwer ©. Chewell)

AND Or
ELIZABETH WILSON,
(Mo Howsducper)

At Godalming,

WHO WEAR CONVIOTED AY THR
SUMMER ASSIZE, AT GUILDFORD,

MR. SERGEANT LENS.,
On Weonzsoay the 1 of Avccwr 1818,
To whivh b sdied,
Av ACCOUNT ¢ vonis EXECUTION, b,
Calm iz Gert. Paas,

FAINTAD AND FERLISNRD BY 5. RUMELL AND ©0.
EIBRARY, GUILDIORD, FURREY.

Cover of a contemporary report of the trial®

The day proceeding that upon which he was found murdered he had been to a friend of
his, a butcher, at Farnham to ask him if he knew any person who wanted a few hundred
pounds on interest and was willing to give to give him good security for the money. This
friend informed him that he did not know of any such person but he would enquire before
the next market day. He also went to one particular public house in Farnham where he
confined himself to half a pint of beer; he on that day conversed with several persons and
was generally known to have a heavy purse. It was supposed that that he was dodged to
his own house from Farnham, by a seafaring man, whom he was seen in conversation
with, but from circumstances that arose during the investigation before the Coroner, such

8 Godalming Museum ref: 920 CHE
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suspicion seemed, not at all confirmed, but on the contrary, disproved. The witness who
was examined before the Coroner stated that he found Mr Stilwell’s front door open, a
circumstance never before known by him, which gave him considerable surprise.

When he entered the passage, he found a stream of blood on the floor, which lay in clots
along the ground from the front to the back door at which place the lifeless body of the
old man lay weltering in his own blood. The corpse was quite cold, and life appears to
have been extinct for some hours; it was therefore the general opinion that he was
murdered on the preceding night. The witness found in Mr Stilwell’s garden two knives
with common wood handles, such as are used by shoemakers for cutting their leather; they
were covered in blood and appeared to be the weapons used by the murders for dispatching
the old man. From there being two knives, it appeared that there must have been than one
person concerned in the atrocious deed.

That the villains broke into the house before Mr Stilwell arrived from market was the
general opinion, and waited in the house until he returned; and it is supposed that when
he entered the front door and locked it they attacked him, and that he struggled with them
from the front door along the passage to the place where he fell near the back door, as
there was a track of blood from one door to the other. After he was dispatched the boxes
on which he kept his money were broken open and all the bills and gold, which Stilwell
had hoarded were carried off

On returning from the house, they threw the knives into the garden. The back window of
Mr Stilwell’s house was found to have been the place where the assassins entered the
premises, from it being broken open with an iron crew. Two persons were seen about the
neighbourhood, but they could not be traced and the sailor who was suspected was
discharged. Subsequently a man named Jefferies was apprehended and examined on
suspicion of being the murderer, but he proved himself innocent and he was discharged.
From that period not a single event had taken place until the apprehension of young
Chennell and his companions that could in the least tend to elucidate this mysterious
murder and robbery.

Since the committal of G Chennell junior, and the Chalcrafts by Lord Middleton, and the
investigation having taken place relative to the murder near Petersfield, another
investigation has, at the instance of his Lordship, been proceeding into the mysterious
murder of Mr Stilwell. The house of Mr Stilwell is on the borders of a forest called Holt
Forest. At the time the murder was committed the younger Chennell and Chalcraft were
at work in the forest in the employ of Mr Marshall of Godalming. Upon reference to Mr
Marshall’s books, it appears they were timber carting, that is they were drawing timber
from Holt Forest to Godalming. The knives stained with crimson gore, found in old Mr
Stilwell’s garden were produced before his Lordship. A man who was in the employ of
old Mr Chennell at the time Mr Stilwell was murdered was examined; upon looking at the
knives he said that he would not swear that they were old Mr Chennell’s knives, but it
was his firm opinion that they were. The place where Chennell and Chalcraft were at work
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was not more than two-thirds of a mile distant from Mr Stilwell’s house and from two
strange men being seen near the house on the night Mr Stilwell returned from Farnham
market — from Chennell and Chalcraft being at work so very near the house - and from
two knives being found, such as are used by shoemakers, and which are believed to have
been the property of old Mr Chennell — they are suspected of being the perpetrators of this
murder and robbery, in addition to the black catalogue already enumerated. We have
stated merely plain facts (having avoided all extraneous matter that might tend to
prejudice the parties at their trials) the accuracy of which we can vouch for.

We understand that Chennell junior and the Chalcrafts will be tried first for the murder of
George Chennell senior and his housekeeper and if the evidence should not be sufficiently
conclusive to convict them, they will be put upon their trials either for the murder of the
young man at Petersfield or of Mr Southwell.®

In 1821 on March 26 two men were sentenced to hang for burglary at Egham. William
Jarvis and Thomas Mayers were executed on the 18 April. Elizabeth Green an elderly lady
was on her deathbed with two nurses and her daughter caring for her. Two men entered
the bedroom and took hold of a nurse each with a pistol held to their head. They instructed
the daughter to give them money and valuables and one of the burglars went with the
daughter to search the house. The men took property valued at £80 including four bottles
of wine from the cellar. The men did not wear disguises and their description was
circulated and two men were arrested along with two more accomplices. The two men
who entered the bedroom were convicted and hung and the other two were released. 8

Robert Hartley was a prolific burglar including in the county of Surrey. His story is an
indication of the type of man who was committing crime and to whom the parish constable
was exposed when doing his duty. Hartley was finally executed for “Wilfully Stabbing.”
The ruthless deeds of this young offender almost rival those of the notorious Avershaw?’.

Hartley was convicted at the Maidstone Assizes, on the 16th of December 1822, of
wilfully stabbing Captain Owen, of the Bellerophon convict ship, lying at Sheerness, on
the 29th of the preceding August, where Hartley was confined as a transport®. Some days
before his execution he confessed to the Rev. Mr. Winter that he had been concerned in
upwards of two hundred burglaries in Kent, Essex, Surrey, Middlesex, Hampshire,
Hertfordshire, Yorkshire, Westmorland, Durham, Lincoln, and Norfolk. He had been
confined in sixteen different prisons, besides undergoing several examinations at the
different police-offices; and had gone by the following names: -- Robt. Stainton,

8 The Hull Packet and Original Weekly Commercial, Literary and General Advertiser (Hull, England),
Tuesday, December 16, 1817;

The Morning Post (London, England), Friday

8 Surrey Executions Martin Baggoly page 45

87 Executed 1795 for the murder of a Bow Street Peace Officer

8 Convicted and awaiting transportation
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Alexander Rombollen, George Grimes, Robert Wood, William Smith, George
Croggington, and Robert Hartley.

Hartley's father formerly kept an inn (the Sir John Falstaff) at Hull, in Yorkshire. He was
put to school in that neighbourhood; but his conduct there was so marked with depravity,
and so frequently did he play the truant, that he was dismissed as unmanageable. He then,
although only nine years of age, began with pilfering and robbing gardens and orchards,
till at length his friends were obliged to send him to sea. He soon contrived to run away
from the vessel in which he had been placed, and, having regained the land, pursued his
old habits, and got connected with many of the principal thieves in London, with whom
he commenced business regularly as a housebreaker, which was almost always his line of
robbery. Hartley acknowledged that, from his earliest days, he was of a most vindictive
and revengeful spirit. He had been punished when at school, and in revenge contrived to
get from his bed in the night, and destroy the whole of the fruit trees, and every plant and
shrub in his master's garden.

At another time, having robbed a neighbour’s garden, Hartley was detected and punished,
when, in order to wreak his vengeance, he set fire to the house in the night, which was
nearly destroyed, together with its inmates. He had adopted a plan to escape from his
father's house in the night-time without detection, which was done by means of a rope
ladder that he let down from his bed-room window; and, after effecting his robberies, he
used to return to his room in the same way. Hartley had once before received sentence of
death and was not respited till within a few hours of the usual time of execution; he was
then sent to Botany Bay, from whence he contrived to make his escape, and afterwards
entered on board one of his Majesty's ships in the East Indies.

Whilst at this station Hartley was removed to the hospital on shore at Bombay, on account
of sickness; but even in this state he could not refrain from thieving. His practice was to
scale the walls of the hospital in the evening, and waylay the natives, whom he contrived
to rob by knocking them down with a short stick, and then seizing their turbans, in which
their wealth was usually deposited. While on this station a gentleman on board the ship
missed a box of pearls, and suspicion falling on a native Indian, he was put on shore and
dreadfully tortured, his fingers and toenails being torn out to make him confess. A few
days before Hartley's execution he confessed that he stole the pearls and secreted them in
a crevice in the ship's side, whence they had slipped to the bottom, and he could not
recover them. He wrote an account of this circumstance to the commander of the ship,
who came to Maidstone immediately, and recognised him as having been engaged as an
officer's servant on board, and Hartley assured him that the pearls still remained in the
place where he had secreted them.

Hartley acknowledged that he was an accomplice in the murder of Mr. Bird and his
housekeeper, at Greenwich, for which murder Hussey was executed in 1818, but that
neither himself nor Hussey were the actual murderers. Hartley obtained admission into
the house by presenting a note at the door, when himself, with Hussey and another person,
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whom he named, rushed into the house and shut the door. Hartley instantly ran upstairs to
plunder the drawers, and whilst there he heard a loud cry for mercy. He went to the top of
the stairs, and saw Hussey pull Mr. Bird's housekeeper to the floor, whilst struck her
repeatedly with a hammer. Hartley ran downstairs and saw Mr. Bird lying dead on his
back. The sight so affected him, that he immediately threw on the table two watches which
he had secured, and ran out of the house, and never saw Hussey afterwards, nor had he
any share in the plunder.

Happy would it have been had his hands always been as free from blood, as he confessed
that he afterwards met a gentleman on the highway and shot him dead; after which he took
from his person a watch and seventy-five pounds. Hartley was also witness to another
scene of murder, which occurred in one of his midnight robberies. Himself and a
companion had entered the house of a gentleman, who, being alarmed, seized the poker,
and made towards Hartley, who snapped a pistol, which misfired. The gentleman seized
him by the collar, and dragged him to the floor, when Hartley's companion plunged a knife
into his heart, and he fell dead upon Hartley. Two ladies had followed the gentleman into
the room, and, at the horrid sight, they instantly fainted, whilst Hartley and his companion
made their escape.

He has also frequently confessed that the murderer of Mrs Donatty was the above
mentioned ----, whom he represented to be a most bloodthirsty villain. In one of his
midnight excursions with two of his companions, he had a narrow escape of his life. They
had packed up the principal part of the plate in the lower rooms, when one of his
companions with horrid oaths, declared that he would proceed upstairs; in attempting
which he was shot dead at the side of Hartley, who, with his other companion, made a
hasty retreat. This circumstance only served to harden him in iniquity, as he acknowledged
that he was totally devoid of fear or natural affection.

Feelings of remorse were, however, awakened a few days before his trial, by an
affectionate letter from his sister, imprisoned for debt, whom he had robbed of two
hundred pounds, by forging a power of attorney; by which he obtained possession of a
legacy of that amount, which had been bequeathed to her by a distant relation.

Hartley looked forward to the time of his execution with astonishing coolness; and, in
order that he might have the day continually before him, he had drawn a circle on paper,
to form a kind of dial, with an index pointing to the number of days yet remaining; and
this index he moved daily, as the days of life decreased. This monitor he fastened against
the wall of his cell, where it was constantly in view. He was twenty-five years of age and
about five feet six inches high.

On Thursday morning January 2, 1823, this hardened offender underwent the awful
sentence of the law, on Pennenden Heath near Maidstone. From the time of his
condemnation to the evening preceding his execution he behaved in the most impenitent
manner, stating his disbelief in a future state, and disregarding the pious exhortations of
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the chaplain. He was wont to speak of his wicked deeds with exultation and appeared to
be totally lost to all sense of moral rectitude and religious feeling. 8

In 1826 in Fetcham, two elderly people were murdered in their home by a burglar or
burglars. There followed a major enquiry led by local magistrates and police officers from
Union Hall in Southwark. There were two suspects the granddaughter of the man
murdered and her “paramour” Cobbler Will. After considerable effort both were detained
and taken before the Grand Jury but there was insufficient evidence to support a
prosecution at the Assizes.®®

The Fetcham Common Murders 1826

This is a particularly interesting case a burglary during which two elderly people were
murdered in what was then an isolated cottage in the remote village of Fetcham. When
reading the press reports it is soon obvious that there was a structured and orderly law
enforcement response to this awful crime, with magistrates both local and from Union
hall taking the lead and parish officials, constables including a chief constable from Union
Hall acting under their direction. It is not surprising that Union Hall lead the investigation
given they cover the busy urban area of Southwark with all its crime and murders.
Thorough searches were made, and hundreds of miles travelled to find suspects. A body
was exhumed to test the injuries causing the deaths with tools recovered from a suspect.
The suspects were detained and remanded to prison by the magistrates but later released
when the officers of Union Hall tested their alibi. The case is covered in some detail for
the reasons established above but also getting inside some of that detail reveals the shear
amount of effort and grit required to deal with this case. There is nothing to suggest that
the way this crime was investigated was any different from other murders or serious crime.

One of the officers deployed from Union Hall was an experienced officer named John
Grossmith who joined Union Hall in 1819 and left 14 years later. John had passed on his
knowledge of police work including the art of patrol and detection to his son Fredrick
Grossmith who had successfully become a Bow Street foot patrol in 1827. He was posted
to the Kensington area of London and on 215 September 1829 was recruited as a sergeant
on B Division of the new Metropolitan Police - the territory he had served as a Bow Street
Patrol. Just a year later in 1830 Fredrick had become an Inspector of the Metropolitan
Police warrant no. 668 remaining on B Division. In 1840 he had been promoted again this
time out of London. Fredrick had successfully applied for the post of Superintendent of
Police for the Borough of Kendal on 4™ January 1840.°! In 1841 he was visiting London
from Kendal in Westmoreland (Cumbria) as a visitor with the rank of Superintendent of
Police. In 1844 Fredrick had become the Chief Constable of the County of Westmoreland.

8 http://www.exclassics.com/newgate/ngsupp.txt Newgate calendar

% For a detailed report of the murder and investigation see www.surrey-constabulary.com

91 Kennison. P. (2021) Policing the County of Surrey from Union Hall, Southwark — before the
Constabulary; forthcoming.
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Fredrick was among the investigators for the Banstead murder of 1834 whilst he was still
a Metropolitan Police Inspector when a trader called Richardson was shot dead. Fredrick
Grossmith was an astute officer and seems to have been at the centre of the great changes
that were developing in policing at the time however a year earlier his father John also a
very experienced officer at Union Hall had a miraculous fall from grace. John was
embroiled in a corruption scandal along with a number of other Union Hall officers which
saw his exalted position and reputation lost.®?

1826 October 14: Fetcham Common Murders: Two elderly people were murdered at
Fetcham Common close to the Guildford Road, John Akehurst an helpless old man aged
96 and his housekeeper Elizabeth Haines aged 74. They lived in an isolated cottage in the
middle of an orchard. It was thought that the Killers were intending to steal the money
obtained from the selling of an abundant harvest of fruit from the trees. A lad called Brown
came to the orchard on the Sunday morning to undertake his work of collecting fruit. He
found the house insecure and called out for Mrs Haines and getting no reply realised
something was wrong and left to get his parents. The boy’s mother came, entered the
house and found the body of Mrs Haines. She left immediately and sent for her husband’s
employer who attended immediately and found the two dead bodies mutilated in a
shocking manner. He immediately sent word to the county magistrates who were resident
in the immediate neighbourhood and in less than hour the following gentlemen from the
commission of the police were on the spot: the Rector of Fetcham Mr Bolland Mr Hankey
and the Reverend Hebberden all who testified their horror on entering the premises.
Despatches were sent to Union Hall Police Office and Mr Hall the Chief Constable along
with Richard Pople a zealous and indefatigable officer of the establishment proceeded in
post chaise and four and soon arrived at the cottage. The officers undertook an
examination of the scene and bodies, which had not been moved. %

Entrance to the cottage had been gained by removing a pane of glass from the washhouse
and taking out a slight iron bar. Nothing seems to have been disturbed downstairs and the
officers went to the next floor where they found the women dead on the floor with her
head in a pool of blood. The skull was severely fractured by a heavy bludgeon. There were
black marks on her neck as if an attempt had been made to strangle her and one of her
hands was badly bruised probably trying to ward off a blow. It would appear that she was
about to enter the room of the old man possibly having heard the noises downstairs of the
criminals breaking in. The old man was in his bed where he had been confined for a
number of years with both his hands above his head as if trying to ward off blows. The
knuckles across the back parts of the hands were severely lacerated and there was a wound
to the head just above the ear that would have caused his death. The bedclothes were
streaming with gore and the bed cap was saturated with blood. The officers having
examined the bodies searched the room to see if the criminals had left any clue behind as
to their identity. The house was minutely examined and it was found that the murderer or
murderers had made a thorough search. Neighbours said nothing seemed to be missing

9 ibid
% Morning Chronicle 14 October 1826
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and that in any case there were nothing valuable to be stolen on the premises. Three years
previously the couple had been robbed and the man responsible sent to prison. The
Reverend Bolland immediately had bills printed and circulated offering a reward.

Sir George Warren had in the meantime sold Fetcham Great House and estates to
Thomas Hankey, a wealthy banker. The transfer was not complete until 1792 but
in 1793 Thomas Hankey died leaving his widow to manage the estate until his
infant son John Barnard Hankey, who was to be squire until his death in 1868,
came of age. %

The new Rector John Bolland (1818 - 1833) was the only son of a wealthy father;
they both have memorials in the church on opposite sides of the West Window.

1826 October 16: Inquest: Saturday at 5pm a jury empanelled at the Bell Fetcham. The
Jury accompanied by the Coroner and several magistrates visited the cottage to view the
bodies. The cottage was surrounded by fruit trees and is much concealed thereby only the
chimney pot was visible from the adjoining lane. The 96-year-old man conversed freely
with the clergyman who visited him frequently and conversed so freely he could talk about
current events and was a living historian. Having examined the house and grounds the
jury returned to the Bell.

Thomas Brown aged 21 lived about 150 yards from the cottage. He received four shillings
for his work from the housekeeper on Friday week for his work — she brought the money
downstairs. On Friday morning last at about a quarter past six brown went to the cottage
to borrow a basket and found the door partly open. He pushed and entered and seeing no
one called out. On-going out of the front door he noticed the wash house window open
and that the pain of glass in the centre of the window had been taken out and also an iron
bar that fastened the window from top to bottom had been removed. A door to the kitchen
links the washhouse. He picked up the iron bar outside at the corner of the house. He saw
no footmarks. He left to fetch his mother who immediately came to the cottage went
upstairs and screamed. “Mrs Haines the housekeeper is murdered” Brown was standing
about three steps up the stairs but did not have the courage of his mother and so he ran to
Mrs Sherlock and told her what his mother had said. Thinking more assistance was
required he went to a neighbouring farmer called Gibbs. He was absent nearly an hour
and went upstairs with the men and saw the old woman lying on her back in a heap of
blood in her master’s room by the side of his bed with her head beaten to pieces. He saw
the old man on his bed covered with clothes but left to go downstairs. Brown’s mother
Elizabeth Bennett: She called at the door for some time before entering the cottage finding
the housekeeper lying on the floor in a bedroom. She went downstairs and fetched Mrs
Sherlock and another woman. On entering the room with Mrs Sherlock, they found the
housekeeper naked. I did not see the old man until Mr Gibbs arrived when going back

67.http://www.stmarysfetcham.org.uk/Docs/History%200f%20Fetcham%20Church%20-
%20John%20Mettam%2023-3-97.pdf
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upstairs with him and Mrs Sherlock, she saw him in the bed he was seen covered in blood
and quite dead. She saw some of the drawers and boxes open.

After medical evidence the foreman of the jury J B Hankey Esq, said that he and his
brother magistrates had used every exertion to discover the murderer but was sorry to say
without success for so secretly had the crime been contrived and executed that they had
not been able at present to obtain anything in the shape of legal evidence against any
individual. The Rev M Bolland said that no person of a suspicious character had been seen
in the neighbourhood where the deceased person resided, except one man who was seen
to be lurking about there about a fortnight ago. The coroner said that it was manifest that
a murder as cold-blooded, cowardly and inhuman as ever stained the annals of this, and
he might say with truth, any other country, has been perpetrated by some person or persons
unknown. The jury without consulting a moment returned a verdict of “Wilful murder
against some person or persons unknown.” %

1826 October 16: Will found: Robert Hall, the chief office of Union-hall with 11 years’
experience, in the course of his examination of the premises on the morning that the
murders were perpetrated discovered the old man’s will which was executed in 1805. The
cottage was to remain in the occupation of Elizabeth Haines the housekeeper for one year
after his death after which she was to resign all claim to the property, which then devolved
to his daughter. There was a codicil allowing the housekeeper to select dome furniture
when she left. If his daughter died the estate should be sold for the benefit of her children.
On being told of the murder the daughter and her husband went immediately to the cottage
and took possession of it being said that neither of them exhibits the slightest horror on
witnessing the murdered bodies. The Reverent Bolland who had been indefatigable in his
exertions to find out some clue to the discovery of this shocking murder, on perusing the
will and also being made aware of the apathy of feeling displayed by the daughter of the
deceased on this occasion, thought proper to examine her very minutely with respect to
her own family. She admitted to having a daughter who co-habited with a man of very
bad character. She did not know how they gained their livelihood but knew they were in
the habit of tramping about the country. She had not been in the habit of visiting her father
recently and during the interrogation by the vicar the husband sat by the fire and said
nothing. %

1826 October 16: On Saturday a young man named Jones was taken into custody by a
turnkey of the King’s Bench Prison on suspicion of being implicated in the murder. Jones
seemed to know a great deal of the murder and was detained by the turnkey and brought
to the Union —hall. Jones had gone to London from Leatherhead and said that the clothing
and money he had with him he found at Leatherhead fair. When Pople the officer asked
him some questions about the murder Jones pulled up the sleeves of his coat “You may
see that | have no blood upon me: and if you examine these clothes you will not find a

9 1826 16 October The Times
9 1826 16 October: The Times
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speck of blood on them.” He was immediately taken down to Fetcham where Rev Bolland
questioned him where nothing he said could be believed. On being threatened with prison
he told a different story which led to the fact that he had robbed a man named Ball at
Leatherhead Fair - he was locked up in the cage on Saturday night. In addition to the
charge of robbery the magistrates were still investigating any links to the murder®’

1826 October 16: Monday: Borders of Fetcham common within two miles of
Leatherhead and at a short distance from the high road to Guildford.

It was generally rumoured in the neighbourhood that the old man was possessed of some
property, as the house and some acres of land adjoining it were in his possession and it is
supposed that the miscreants were prompted to the commission of the murder in the
expectation of finding money, the produce of fruit, which had been extremely plentiful
this season in the grounds belonging to the poor old man.

Information was also dispatched to Union-hall Police Office by the Rev. Mr. Bolland who
communicated the fact of the murder in a letter addressed to the sitting magistrate and
requesting two of the officers to be sent down immediately

Mr Caldwell after perusing the letter instantly complied with the request when Mr Hall,
the Chief Constable, together with Richard Pople a zealous and indefatigable officer of
the establishment proceeded in a post chaise and four and soon arrived at the cottage.

The whole of Friday many inhabitants of the village volunteered their services in assisting
the two officers from Union-hall Police Office in endeavouring to trace out the
perpetrators of this bloody deed; and they were on the hunt during the whole of the night
about leatherhead, Epsom and other places for an individual who is strongly suspected to
be the murderer, but although he has been seen in the former places only the day before
the murder was discovered he was now not to be seen anywhere, which circumstance adds
strongly to the suspicion already entertained against him. The magistrates ordered some
special constables were placed at the door to prevent the populace from entering the
cottage. %

1826 October 17: The jury accompanied the Coroner and several magistrates attended
the scene. The jury examined the bodies minutely and concluded that a hammer had killed
the victims. Brown the “boy” gave evidence - he was 21- and said that he had not been as
brave as his mother and not gone into the cottage. The mother and the doctor who attended
the scene gave evidence. They gave detailed testimony and were questioned by the
Coroner. The Coroner ordered a proclamation to be made for any other witnesses to come
forward. The foreman of the Jury Mr Hankey said he and his fellow magistrates had done
what they could but there were no clues as to who was responsible. The jury without a

971826 16 October The Times
% 1826 16 October: The Morning Post
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moment’s consultation returned a verdict of “Wilful murder against some person or
persons unknown” In Cock Lane under a hedge a new pair of shoes and a scarlet waistcoat
the property of the deceased man was discovered. %

1826 October 18: Three officers attached to the Union Hall Police had been despatched
into the country in different directions to trace the route of Mary Ayres the granddaughter
of the deceased man and her paramour both of whom with two other persons were seen in
the immediate neighbourhood. The Chief Constable had been sent to the fair at Brentwood
in Essex where the fair had moved to and where the suspected persons may have gone
without success despite a detailed search of the area. He left handbills. Pople who set out
the same day as the Chief Constable went to Farnham in Kent where a fair had then
commenced but again without success. %

1826 October 18: Wednesday: Surrey Sessions Kingston October 17: The calendar on
the present occasion contains a greater number of persons for trial than on many former
occasions but the only subject that engrosses attention is the late dreadful murders at
Fetcham. The worthy chairman and magistrates were some time engaged in consulting on
this horrid affair and the whole of the information that had been obtained up to the time
that Morning when the Rev. Bolland left Fetcham that morning as was the fact that Hall,
Pople and Grassmith (sic) had made every enquiry around the resorts of the parties in
town, suspected, in the course of which they obtained such information as induced the
Magistrates to send them in three different directions, viz. Hall towards Brentford and the
line of road succeeding; Pople round to Croydon, Maidstone etc., and Grassmith (sic)
which for the ends of justice was not made publicly known. 10

--- A relative of the family was believed to be involved

A report was very current that a man had been seen on the Maidstone road completely
answering the description of one of the men seen in company with Mary Agnes (sic) the
granddaughter at the fair at Leatherhead on Thursday and is strongly suspected of having
been the same who was heard whispering to her near the cottage.

The Reverend Bolland was on the bench and the witness Sheath and others were in
attendance. A confident expectation seemed to be entertained that the suspected parties or
one of them would be in custody in the course of the day.

1826 October 18: Bennett the man residing at the next house underwent an
examination before the Revd. Bolland after his twelve-year-old daughter in the course of
conversation with a man named Jeffries dropped several hints respecting the conduct of
her father and mother on the night of the murder casting suspicion on them. The

% Morning Post 17 October 1826
100 Morning Chronicle October 18, 1832
101 1826 18 October: Morning Post
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magistrates discharged the man convinced he was not implicated in the murders. The
suspicions came, as Bennett who was working in the fields some way off on hearing of
the murder did not betray horror or surprise. It was his stepson, who had called at the
house and raised the alarm, without going into the house hurrying to his mother
exclaiming “Oh! Mother, Master Akehurst and the old housekeeper are murdered;” the
mother it was first said, then going to neighbours before attending the house. It became
clear that the mother and son went to the house and later sent for neighbours. The daughter
ran to her father in the fields to tell him and when she did, he did not believe it and carried
on working. That evening when he returned home, he did not evince any desire to see the
bodies or visit the cottage and kept away from the scene that every person within five
miles visited. On the morning of the internment Bennett for the first time visited the
cottage and assisted in carrying the bodies to their graves. Several magistrates in the area
are not satisfied of his innocence and a more strict investigation should take place.
Yesterday the Reverend Bolland was at Union-hall police office and had a long interview
with the sitting magistrate on the subject of the murders. The retreat of Mary Ayres and
William Page the man with whom she cohabits have not been discovered. 102

1826 October 19: Thursday: One Hundred Guineas reward: From the handbill
Some person or persons unknown entered the house on the night of Thursday or early
Friday the 13th ---. “The above reward of one hundred guineas will be paid to any person
or persons apprehending or giving such information to Mr Richard Staples, Chief Clerk
at the above office, as may lead to the apprehension and the conviction of the offender or
offenders.”

While the magistrates were holding a consultation at the house of Mr Gibbs about four
o’clock on Saturday afternoon, Hall the chief officer of the Union-hall Police Office and
Pople arrived in a post chaise having in their custody a man who gave his name as James
Jones on suspicion of being concerned in the murders. So soon as the circumstance was
known great numbers surrounded the chaise. The prisoner was taken to a room at the Bell
Tavern before the rev. Mr Bolland. He strongly protested that he had no knowledge of or
participation in the murder. Hall stated that the prisoner had been apprehended that
morning between 11 and 12 o’clock in the lobby of the King’s Bench prison; he had some
new clothes with him, which he had recently purchased and paid for with a sovereign. The
cause of his apprehension was from his having said that two persons has been knocked on
the head with a hammer and had been robbed.

After a lengthy interview and much prevarication, it was revealed that Jones had found
money on the pavement near The Dukes Head at Leatherhead and that he came from
Guildford and that he was a deserter from the Surrey militia. Jones said that he had slept
the Thursday night in the Watch House at leatherhead having assisted the constable in the
fair during the preceding day to apprehend some pick pockets. The constable gave him a
shilling for his services. He enlisted with a corporal of a recruiting party on Wednesday
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and got one shilling from him. The Rev. Bolland thought it evident he had committed
some robbery; it was nonsense to say he had found the money and thought he might be
implicated in the murder. He was committed in custody%

1826 October 19 Thursday: Apprehension of a man upon his own confession of having
committed the above atrocious murder. At one o’clock yesterday whilst the sitting
magistrate at Union Hall Police Office was occupied in hearing night charges a
considerable noise and bustle was heard in the passages outside and upon the Chief Clerk
(Mr Staples) sending out messengers to ascertain the cause it was announced that it was
in consequence of the crowd that followed a man in custody on suspicion of having been
concerned in the late murders near Leatherhead whilst conveying him through the streets.

The magistrate JS Caldwell Esq directed the individual, who had thus accused himself, to
be immediately brought forward.

The entrance into the slip where all criminals are placed for examination was then thrown
open and the prisoner, who was well guarded by at least half a dozen constables and
watchmen who had conducted him from the near-by watch house near the Foundling
Hospital, was placed in it. He gave his name as John Cartwright. He was dressed in
regimentals and from his appearance to have just arrived from a tropical climate. He did
not evince the slightest degree of terror or uneasiness at being in custody but on the
contrary his countenance was lit up with a smile, notwithstanding the atrocious crime with
the perpetration of which he charged himself.

Mr Caldwell to the person who had brought him up in custody: “What charge have you to
prefer against this man?”” A man named Harris stepped forward and said that the prisoner
had delivered himself up in custody on the preceding night saying that he was the murderer
of the old man and woman on Thursday night last near Leatherhead.

Mr Caldwell to the witness: ““You must give a minute account of the circumstances under
which you took the prisoner into custody.

Harris then proceeded to state that on the previous night he went into the tap room of the
Swan public house, Little Ormond Street, Queen’s Square for the purpose taking his pint
of porter. The man in custody was also there drinking beer. When witness entered there
was nothing said by anybody there on the subject of the late murders and when the
company had withdrawn leaving him and Cartwright together in the room the latter said
addressing him in a very mysterious manner “I say master would you like to earn 100
guineas without much trouble?” “Yes” I said, “it would be very acceptable if I could do
so in an honest way.” He then said, “I suppose you have heard of the murder of John
Akehurst and his housekeeper Elizabeth Haynes that took place on Thursday night at
Fetcham.” I replied in the affirmative and making some remarks on the atrocity of the
offence concluding by expressing my sincere hope that the terrible miscreants would soon
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be in the hands of justice. Cartwright listened with attention to my remarks and when |
had finished, he exclaimed with all the earnestness imaginable “Then I am the murderer”
Surely” said I “you are not the guilty person.” “Yes, but [ am” said he “and if you do not
take me into custody, I shall deliver myself up at the next watch house.” Harris then
regretted that he had sat so long in the presence of a murderer when Cartwright said
declared that his mind had been in such a desperate state of torture and anxiety ever since
he imbrued his hands in the blood of his fellow creatures that he never had a woman’s
happiness and if he was not immediately apprehended, he should lay violent hands upon
himself. Harris then alluded to Mrs Donnalty’s murder asserting that several persons had
resigned themselves into custody who were afterwards discovered to have had no hand in
it, perhaps added he to Cartwright you want to play the same trick. “No” replied
Cartwright “the accusation I have made against myself is too true.” He then supplicated
to be taken into custody and Harris really believing all he had confessed to be true
accordingly took him away to the watch house and lodged him there at his own desire on
the charge of having committed the murder.

On conclusion of the above extraordinary statement the magistrate asked if Cartwright
had been intoxicated at the time. Harris replied that he was not drunk but might have been
a little in liquor. He seemed however to have all his senses about him, added Harris.
Lawrence a watchman who was one of the party that assisted in conveying Harris to the
watch house on his own confession said that he had all the appearance of having been
guilty of the murders last night for on his way to the watch house he frequently broke into
the following exclamation “Oh, wretched man that [ am, I shall never be happy this side
of the grave. Why did I murder the poor old innocent and helpless couple?”” Oh, who can
tell my feelings at this present moment?” In fact, said the watchman he presented such a
picture of despair and agonised feelings that anybody who saw him last night would have
sworn he was the murderer.

Mr Caldwell: Did he say he had obtained any plunder? The Watchman: No Sir but said |
could come in for my share of the 100 guineas reward for his apprehension when he was
hanged. Newcombe one of the officers of the establishment was desired to examine
Cartwright clothes in order to see if there were any marks of blood upon them. The search
accordingly took place and the officer reported that there was blood on the sleeve of the
shirt.

The constable of the watch house where Cartwright was confined all night said that his
conduct while there was more like a person who had committed some dreadful crime than
a mind at ease. He did not appear intoxicated and during the night frequently ejaculated
that he was a murderer.

Mr Cardwell than asked Cartwright what he had to say on the subject of the atrocious
offence which he confessed himself to have perpetrated and he responded “Your Honour
| am an old soldier and have served my King and Country at home and abroad for the last
23 years. | have never committed a murder in my life except murdering the enemies of
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my country in the field of battle. Your Honour the truth is | lately came home from India
and passed the Board at Chelsea on Wednesday on which | received my pension and prize
money. Having my pockets pretty well lined | set out to have a little pleasure on the town
and appeared to stray into the neighbourhood of St Giles where I picked up with a young
lass and went with her to a house kept by a woman, | think they called her Mother
Constance situate in George’s Street, St Giles. He then gave an explanation that he had
slept at the Blue Pots public house in addition to Mother Constance and the watch house.
Mr Caldwell asked how came he to admit to the murders at Leatherhead. “Your Honour,
I do not deny what those gentlemen have been telling you but to tell you the truth I don’t
recall one single syllable of the matter. Ever since I received my prize money, | have been
mugging myself with drink and having met with an accident in my head when on service
abroad the misfortune is that when | happen to take a little more drink than does me good,
I am more like a mad man than a rational being”

The magistrate was extremely indignant at the conduct of the soldier and directed that he
be taken to the house in St Giles where he asserted he had slept on the Thursday night and
in the event of the landlady certifying the fact together with the knowledge that he had
previously lodged at the Blue Posts in Monmouth Street, the officer who accompanied
him had instructions to let him go about his business, but on the contrary if these assertions
were found to be prevarications the officer was then desired to convey him back in custody
for the purpose of investigating the matter to the bottom?04

1826 October 21 Saturday: Hall the Chief Officer of Union Hall in the course of his
examination of the premises on the morning that the murders were perpetrated discovered
the old man’s will in the drawer of a chest that was in his bedroom.

It is difficult to conceive what the motive for the murders was because with the exception
of a pair of shoes and waistcoat belonging to him and found in an adjoining field through
which the murderer must have retreated not a single article in the house seems to have
been removed.

There could have been money from the sale of a good crop of apples but having suffered
a robbery three years before it is unlikely that he retained much in his own hands

There was fair at Leatherhead on Thursday last the night the murders were committed and
it was first conjectured that some person from the fair had been the perpetrator as the
bodies were still warm when found on the following morning; it is supposed that a
practised burglar from the metropolis had committed the murder for the sake of plunder
but other circumstances have led the officers and the magistrates to believe that the
murders were committed by someone who had knowledge of the parties and is acquainted
with the neighbourhood. It is considered more than probable that the murderer’s objective
was not to rob the house and that the shoes and waistcoat found in the adjoining field was
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placed there by the murderer to make it appear a thief was disturbed in plundering the
house, had committed this horrid crime.

On the morning of the murder no one thought of tracing the footmarks from the window
through which the murderer entered. The soil is loose and clayey and important evidence
might have been obtained but the moment the murder was known hundreds surrounded
the cottage and entered that gardens and all trace of footsteps were lost.

Jones: A man named Ball had been robbed at the Leatherhead fair and that the
handkerchief in Jones possession was Balls.” Whilst being questioned Jones suffered fits
which lasted for a considerable time.

The farmers and cottagers in the neighbourhood and particularly their wives and children
are much terrified at this event'®

1826 October 21 Saturday: It will be in the recollection of our readers that Grossmith
the officer, proceeded to Fetcham on Thursday morning having in his custody Thomas
Walker, Fanny Walker and Moses Cooper, all of the gypsy tribe, whom he apprehended
near Windsor on the proceeding day on suspicion of having some knowledge of the
murders at Leatherhead and that these persons were seen in the neighbourhood about the
period. After interview by the Rev Bolland they accounted for themselves and were
discharged.

Two men Jeffries and Skilton sought an interview with Mr Bolland to tell him of a
conversation they had with the 14-year-old daughter of Bennett the neighbour. Jeffries
said that on hearing of the murders he went with Mr Skelton to the cottage where in the
orchard they met with the girl Bennett who told them anecdotes of Akehurst and his
housekeeper in the course of which she said” My father and mother were up for nearly
the whole night that Master Akehurst was killed.” Jeffries asked the girl what they were
doing and if they were in the habit of sitting up late. The girl said not. She was then asked
if she heard her father go out. To this she replied that she thought she had heard him open
the door in the night. She then without being questioned said “I heard father say to brother
Tom that if anyone should ask him a question, to stick to the same story that he had told
before. (Note: Tom was the first person on the scene). These were the facts placed before
the Rev. Bolland who sent for Bennett and his wife. And without stating the conversation
that allegedly took place proceeded to put several questions to each of them. When asked
where they had been on the night of the murders Bennett said that both he and his wife
had been uneasy the greater part of the night but what from what cause their uneasiness
proceeded they could not tell. One or two of the children were unwell and that might have
been the cause. When asked by Bolland if he had gone out of doors in the course of the
night Bennett said that he had got out of bed opened the door that led into the road and
went outside to see that his neighbour’s cattle were not in his grounds. He added that it
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was fair time, which caused a good deal of noise and confusion in the neighbourhood.
Bennett’s wife who was not present during the questioning of her husband was
subsequently questioned. She varied in some degree from her husband’s account and said
her husband had not gone out of doors at all on Thursday night and denied having been
more uneasy on that particular night than any other. A search warrant was issued and
given to Grossmith and it was soon executed with a close examination of the whole of the
Bennett’s premises and there was nothing found to implicate him, and the magistrate
discharged him.

Bennett stated most clearly that he had never said “Stick to the same story” as related by
his daughter to Mr Jeffries.

Intelligence reached Union-hall late on Thursday evening from an inhabitant at
Beckenham in Kent that a party of gypsies had early that morning encamped near the
village and from the descriptions given of the parties suspected of being involved in the
murder one of the suspects was there. Newcome an officer from Union-hall was
immediately despatched to Green Lane in which two tents were pitched. It was near
midnight when the constable reached the spot and the gypsies were asleep and after
examining their features, he was persuaded they were not the parties he wanted. He found
that Hall and Pople who had been out two days searching the country for the fugitives had
visited the same party. Newcome spoke with the gypsies who said they knew Mary Ayres
very well and the man with whom she cohabits. They stated further that they had seen
them near Guildford three weeks back. 1%

1826 October 23: Morning Post reveals that a further search of the murder scene by
magistrates discovered 21 guineas hidden in a place of concealment %7

1826 October 23: William Page was described as middle-sized man, very stout, and his
face deeply scarred by the smallpox; the last time he was seen he was dressed in smock
frock and velveteen trousers. He was wanted at Manchester for horse stealing. In Ewell a
woman named Lucas told the officers she had seen Mary Ayres had seen her a few days
prior to Leatherhead fair. The officers returned to town on Saturday morning after four
unsuccessful days.

Magistrate Mr Hankey had searched the house again not being satisfied that the police
had undertaken.

The Reverend Mr Bolland was at Union-hall on Saturday to be present at the examination
of a man named Jones who was innocent of the murders but had robbed a man named ball
at the Leatherhead fair and he was committed for trial. 108
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1826 October 25: Bolland: Several persons have been apprehended during the week on
suspicion of being the perpetrators of these horrid deeds. But nothing has been established
against them. The man named Jones is detained on a charge of robbery at Leatherhead
Fair but is not supposed to have any concern in the greater crime. One man named
Cartwright surrendered himself on Tuesday in a public house declaring himself to have
been the murderer but afterwards he retracted his statement and it is believed that he was
either deranged or intoxicated, or perhaps both.

The following letter was addressed to the Magistrates at Union-hall on Monday by the
rev. Mr Bolland, who has been very active in his exertions to discover the perpetrators:
The following letter was addressed to the Magistrates at Union-hall on Monday by the
rev. Mr Bolland, who has been very active in his exertions to discover the perpetrators:

Fetcham October 16: “Sir, | have evidence of the best description that a
granddaughter of the old man murdered at Fetcham was at Leatherhead in the fair-
booth on Wednesday and Thursday last and that she was then in company with
two young fellows. Indeed, | have also reason to believe that she was seen
travelling with these companions on the road from Leatherhead to Esher within
three miles of the spot where the deed was done, at half past ten on the Friday
morning, the murder then having been publicly known for three hours. William
Smith saw Mary Ayres (the grand-daughter) at Leatherhead fair on Thursday
morning about eight o’clock; “I met her in a passage and spoke to her; she was in
company with a man in a round frock; the man was tall and thin, and of fresh
colour. Mary Ayres is a thin young woman about 25 years of age, a thick waste
and fair with light hair. She is quite a tall woman. She had on high laced shoes
with nail, a light gown- something of a pink- a flower running all down, and a
black beaver bonnet.”

Isaac Sheath saw three me, one oldish with his face wrapped up as if from
rheumatism, and two young hearty fellows with Ayres, at half past ten o’clock on
Friday morning. This was at Oxshott two miles from Leatherhead; they were
travelling towards Esher. “My attention was drawn to them because they were
driving their donkeys very fast. One of the men asked me what o’clock it was. |
have known Mary Ayres all my life — she is a good-looking girl, used to be jolly;
she is about 24 years old.

Michael Derby saw Mary Ayres at the fair on Wednesday; she was in company
with two men one had on a tweed jacket the other had on a brown frock; | was
coming from the fair at four 0’clock on the Friday morning and was going towards
Fetcham. Between Leatherhead cage and Leatherhead Bridge | met a man and
woman — they were whispering, | was frightened; | could not distinguish their
dress.”
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This is all I can collect. It is my opinion that no stranger committed the murder.
Everything favours the presumption that the perpetrators either directly by
themselves, indirectly with others, who were cognisant of the lonely and helpless
state of the inmates of the house, expected to find money, because the old creature
had freehold property. I shall be at Sessions tomorrow and will bring Isaac Sheath.
If you think it advisable let Hall or Pople meet me. Sir, I am clearly convinced of
the necessity of finding Mary Ayres. Pray excuse haste. J G Bolland 1°°

1826 October 26: The Chief Constable of Union-hall police office and Richard Pople
arrived in Leatherhead with a gypsy or tramper. On arriving at the Rising Sun Tavern, it
soon became clear that the man had given important information about the murders and
other extensive robberies committed by Mary Ayres and her paramour Page aka “Cobbler
Will”. The suspect the Reverend and Hall from the police office visited the scene and
carried out a search. By now the property was abandoned and the grounds trampled. The
three then set off for Oxshott where the deceased man’s daughter the mother of Mary
Ayres lived. The gypsy had said that after an extensive robbery some twelve months
before the property had been hidden at the Ayres’ house. They found Mary Ayres who
was very agitated and was strictly interrogated by the Reverend Bolland. She said she had
not seen Mary or Cobbler Will since the day after Chertsey fair and she did not know if
she was at the Leatherhead fair on the night of the murder. The Reverend told Ayres that
he had a suspicion that stolen properly was kept at the house and ordered a search of the
small cottage.

Mrs Ayres said that Cobbler Will had visited the house at last harvest time with two asses
and a pony laden with sacks and that Will had left one of the sacks and other property, but
she did not know what it was. The property stayed there for a fortnight before Cobbler
Will took it away. All this supported the evidence given by the gypsy and that he could
be believed. Whilst the gypsy waited in the post chaise by the Bear public house Mr Ayres
returned. Colonel Spicer entered the house and told the magistrates that Mary Ayres and
Cobbler Will had sat outside his house drinking on the night of the Leatherhead Fair. Mr
Ayres when interviewed gave the same story as his wife. She expressed concern that her
daughter could be hung.

That night the gypsy and his wife were interviewed before spending the night in the Rising
Sun with an officer sleeping in an adjoining room. On Wednesday evening the gypsy was
taken to the house of the barrister Mr Bolland at Fetcham where Mr Hankey and the
Reverend Bolland interrogated him for an hour. Both the gypsy and his wife were taken
to Dorking in separate post-chase under escort to stop them communicating with each
other. On arrival at one o’clock the parish constable was informed and after some
refreshment they went to a place where the gypsy said they would find and capture the
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parties. The gypsy is a disreputable character but is helping so he can receive the reward.
110

1826 October 28 Saturday: A few days back the magistrates directed a search of the
cottage and twenty-one guineas were found in two parcels deposited in a churn which was
lying on the dresser. The money was folded up in two pieces of black silk stocking; the
guineas were much tarnished and the inclosures were covered with dust and cobwebs. In
one of the pockets of Haynes was found a piece of silk stocking but no money. It was
rumoured that a youth named Ratcliffe who had been transported about three years ago
for robbery committed on John Akehurst’s house, was believed to have murdered the poor
man and his housekeeper out of revenge, as he had been seen, it was said, in the
neighbourhood of Leatherhead. In consequence of this rumour the father of Ratcliffe who
an honest, industrious man is, residing near Oxshott, has been recently annoyed by the
intrusion of many people living in the neighbourhood who had obtruded themselves. The
fact is that there is not a syllable of truth in the alleged guild of Ratcliffe for no later than
on Monday week his father had a letter from him dated Sydney, new South Wales, giving
a favourable account of his prospects and stating that he was married.

The officers have discovered that Mary Ayres’ companion William Page has a warrant
issued against him in Winchester for horse stealing. Ayres, it was reported, to have been
seen at Maidstone Fair and Pope went thither where he spoke to gypsies who knew Page
but had not seen him since the murder. The officer was told where people were camping
in various parts of the country, went there without success. 1!

1826 October 28: Newcastle Saturday: Several persons had been examined at the
different Police Offices under suspicion of being connected with this atrocious murder.
When the Sessions for the county commenced on Tuesday magistrates the magistrates
were in consultation following which Bolland sent a letter to the sitting magistrate at
Union-hall stating that in his opinion “the murder has been committed by someone
intimate with the family of the deceased.” The granddaughter had been seen in the
neighbourhood with two men of suspicious appearance and that every exertion was being
made to apprehend them.

Two people taken near Windsor were released and a man named Corney was arrested on
suspicion but was also discharged.

1826 November 2: The magistrates received a letter from Greenwich indicating that two
people had been taken into custody on Saturday as they answered the descriptions of the
suspects for the Fetcham murders. It was found not to be the case and they were released.
Ayres and Cobbler Will have not been detained. 12
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1826 November 3 Friday: It however has gone forth in some of the newspapers that
Mary Ayres and “Bill the Cobbler” are in custody; there is no truth whatever in the report
and Hall the chief constable of Union-hall. And Pople both of whom have been on the
alert ever since the murders were perpetrated have returned to town without obtaining any
clues as to their retreat.

A man nicknamed “Screw” who had given some important information to the officers and
who accompanied them in quest of Ayres and her companion by some accident missed
the officers on the road, in the course of last Monday, and he has not been since heard of,
although every enquiry has been made for him. The officers have considerable
apprehensions as to his safety conceiving that the fact of his having given them
information has reached the ears of those to whom he has rendered himself obnoxious on
that account. 12

1826 November 9 Cobbler Will and Mary Ayres was detained and interviewed by Rev.
Bolland and it was revealed that Cobbler Will was a persistent horse thief in Hampshire.
They were put up in the bell public house where officers saw them from Hampshire. He
was searched, as was his luggage — objecting that he had been interviewed and released
from suspicion of the murder. A silver watch was found and Will said that he had got it
from Mary who worked as a prostitute. A constable from Weybridge was there and he
arrested Will and was thumped for his efforts resulting in Will being handcuffed. A silver
spoon was found in Will’s pocket from which initials had recently been erased. In his
luggage a dress belonging to Ayres was found with blood on it, as was a waistcoat also
with what appeared to be blood spots. He was remanded in custody by the Reverend
Bolland and taken to Horsemonger Lane Gaol. It appears that the constable who first
apprehended Ayres omitted to undertake a thorough search of his property, showing such
little knowledge of the business of “thief taking.” An officer returned to search all the
prisoner’s property and to recover his tools to see if the murder weapon was amongst
them. 114

1826 November 9 Thursday: Some days prior to the examination of William Page
suspected of the murders at Fetcham information has been received at Union-hall police
office that he has been concerned in the crime of horse stealing to a considerable extent
in Hampshire besides being implicated in the commission of various felonies in the county
of Surrey. The Magistrates of the above office acting upon the alleged facts with respect
to the charges against Page immediately directed one of the officers belonging to the
establishment to proceed forthwith to Fetcham or wither he had gone subsequent to the
investigation that had taken place on Sunday before Mr Bolland and take him into custody.
John Grossmith the officer accordingly left town for Fetcham on Tuesday morning and
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on his arrival in Fetcham had an interview with the above-named magistrate to whom he
made known the business upon which he had come.

Mr Bolland accompanied the officer to the Bell public house where page and Ayres had
taken up their abode since their arrival in that part of the country. John Grossmith on
seeing the man that he wanted and having been previously informed that those who
apprehended him had not examined his clothes, in order to discover whether he had in his
possession any article that was likely to implicate him in the murders, commenced that
task, observing to Page that he must submit to have his pockets as well as the whole of
his baggage thoroughly searched. Page in an angry tone said that it was a hard case that
he should be liable to be pulled about and have his pockets turned inside out by a police
officer after having undergone an examination on a charge of which he was proved to be
innocent and the result of which led to his legal discharge only a day or two before.
Grossmith however insisted upon the performance of that very important part of his duty
and at length after some resistance on the part of Page took from his clothes pocket a very
ancient silver watch with the maker’s name Sampson, London, engraved on the inside of
the case.

Mr Bolland on the discovery of this watch asked Page whether he was inclined to give
any account of the manner in which he had become possessed of the article. Page in a
morose tone, at first refused to disclose where he had got it; but upon Grossmith pressing
him by observing, if he had come honestly by it, assuredly he would have no scruples in
answering the question. Page then, with an oath said, “Poll prostituted herself for it, and
that was the way I got it.” It may be necessary to state here that page is a most abandoned
and profligate character having been chiefly supported by Mary Ayres since they
cohabited together, by the wages of her prostitution. The fellow having indulged for some
time with the language of the most obscene description before the magistrate, Grossmith
threatened to place the handcuffs on him if he did not desist, upon which Watson the
constable of Weybridge, who took him into custody on Sunday who was in attendance on
the present occasion observed “This is the way he has behaved all along with me.”

Watson had no sooner uttered these words than Page who seemed to be a most violent
fellow, doubling up his fist and coming towards him, notwithstanding the presence of the
magistrate and several other persons, gave him a blow in the face that capsized and laid
him at the foot of the table. Grossmith seeing Page bent upon mischief was under the
necessity of handcuffing him to preserve anything like decorum. On further search of his
person a silver teaspoon was taken from the waistcoat pocket, the initials and marks on
which appeared to have been recently removed.

John Grossmith who according to the newspapers was a very intelligent officer finding
that there was considerable mystery attached to the prisoner’s conduct, he often having
refused to give a satisfactory account of the possession of the spoon, proceeded to examine
one of his bundles, the remainder having been left behind either at Oxshott or Weybridge
and in it found a garment belonging to the woman which had spots of blood on the upper
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part of it. On Page being questioned as to the cause of the marks he accounted for them
by saying they arose in consequence of it being thrown over the donkey, whose back was
cut and bled a good deal. Some spots that had a good deal the appearance of blood was
also visible on a waistcoat belonging to him, which he attributed to the same cause. Under
all the circumstances Mr Bolland remanded the prisoner for further examination and he
was accordingly given over into the custody of John Grossmith who conveyed him into
town (Southwark) and lodged him in Horsemonger Lane gaol.

The magistrates at Union-hall directed that all Page’s tools were to be taken to town in
order to discover whether he had such a weapon amongst them as was likely to have
inflicted the wounds which were observable on the skulls of the murdered persons. The
surgeon who examined the bodies would be enabled to describe accurately the weapon
with which the blows were inflicted.

In the course of yesterday a letter was received from Maidstone addressed to the
magistrates at Union-hall stating that the man nicknamed “Screw” who it will be
recollected gave some important information to the officers on the subject of the murders
will be in town immediately. The man will attend at the Police Office on the examination
of Page as the magistrates there conceive there is still considerable suspicion attached to
the latter respecting the murder. °

1826 November 10: At eleven o’clock on the arrival of the presiding magistrate R.J.
Chambers Esq, he directed the Chief Constable to proceed to Horsemonger Gaol and bring
before him Page and M. Ayres. The prisoners were accordingly conducted to the office in
a coach, followed by a vast multitude of people who were anxious to get a sight of two
individuals against whom strong suspicion of being attached ever since the commission
of the murders.

The crowd had increased to such a degree before the entrance into the office that it was
found necessary to place constables outside in order to prevent the confusion and
inconvenience attendant upon a mob of that description. Previous to the examination of
the witnesses R. Hedger and S. Davies Esquires, magistrates of the County entered the
office when a conversation took place between them and Mr Chambers, the result of
which was that it was judged necessary for the ends of justice that the investigation should
be strictly private for the present. The prisoners were therefore taken into the private
parlour and separately examined before the above-named magistrate on suspicion of
having been implicated in the murders of Akehurst and Haines.

In the course of the investigation which lasted from 11 o’clock until half past five in the
afternoon, several witnesses were examined whose evidence corroborated that of Smith,
given before the Reverend Bolland at Fetcham with respect to the identity of Page and
Ayres as having attended the Leatherhead fair on the 11" October, two days previous to
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the perpetration of the murders. The man nicknamed “Screw” was also examined and Mr
Staples the Chief Clerk, took his depositions at great length. They are of the utmost
importance as regards the charges against the prisoners. At the end of the examination the
prisoners were remanded to Horsemonger Lane gaol where they were to be kept
separately. They were then taken to the gaol in the coach, which had waited for them
followed by a concourse of spectators. 16

1826 November 13 Monday: In the course of last Saturday a gentleman who sent in his
card to the Magistrates with the name and address of the proprietor of the farmer’s gazette
written upon it, requested to have an interview with the purpose of suggesting a method
to discover whether Mary Ayres was at Weyhill fair. He observed that he had attended
the fair in question on the last occasion, and that some circumstances occurred there
during that time that every person who was on the spot must be aware of. Now he wished
either to put various questions to the woman herself on the subject alluded to which at
once would discover the truth of her assertion; or if any objection was made to his
proposition he should be most happily write down the extraordinary occurrences that took
place at Weyhill; that some other person may examine her on these points. Mr Chambers
thanked the gentleman and remarked that no examination would take place that day, if he
would commit the facts to paper on the next day, she was brought up his suggestions
would be attended to. 1%/

1826 November 13: At the examination of Page and Ayres that took place before the
Rev. Bolland at Fetcham on Saturday the 4" instant they both distinctly stated that they
attended Weyhill fair in Hampshire from the 11 October until its conclusion then
proceeding to another fair on the road between Andover and Weybridge. On the
investigation in question Page called forward a man named Bignold for the purpose of
corroborating his account. Bignold it appears gains his livelihood in a similar manner to
page and travels about the country as a tramper. So much credit was attached to this
person’s evidence by the magistrates before whom the proceedings have taken place up
to the commitment of the parties up to the committal of the parties to Horsemonger Lane
gaol, that on his bare statement, they were discharged from custody it being the impression
on the minds of both Mr Bolland and Mr Hankey they were not concerned with the
murders.

Immediately subsequent to their discharge however they were taken into custody again
by John Grossmith following evidence placed before Mr Chambers. This included the fact
that Page was camped in Cock Lane close to the house at the time of the murders from
where they were traced across Bagshot Heath. Beside the witness Smith other persons had
seen them at the fair at Leatherhead on the 11 October. On Saturday week when Hall the
Chief Constable and Pople proceeded in quest of the suspected parties on their arrival at
Oakingham, they learned from the description of the parties that Page and Ayres had been
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there on the preceding day and that they had pitched their tent in a place called Cock Lane
from whence they were traced across Bagshot Heath.

On Sunday the officers heard that a woman precisely answering the description of Ayres
had called at a lodge of a gentleman’s park on the preceding day for the purpose of lighting
her pipe of tobacco. At this place she enquired the shortest route to Brackley and with a
man answering Page’s description made of in that direction. Officers called at Brackley
but no trace could be found and they moved on to Frimley, Farnborough, Blackwater and
on their arrival at Broomhall-hut on Tuesday they had intimation that Page and Ayres
were apprehended and conveyed before the Reverend Bolland at Fetcham.

The officers proceeded with all despatch there and on their arrival found that the suspected
persons were discharged the magistrate conceiving that no evidence had been brought
forward to implicate them for the murders. Since the re-apprehension of the parties,
considerable light has been thrown on the murders. 18

1826 November 13: In a futher report carried in a different newspaper: On examination
before the Reverend Bolland at Fetcham a witness was called that provided an alibi for
Ayres and Will and they were released from custody. They had been at Weyhill fair then
other fairs between Andover and Weybridge. On their release Grossmith the local officer
from Union Hall took them back into custody on behalf of Mr Chambers who has taken
it upon himself to prove that Will and Mary had been seen in the lane adjoining the house
where the murders occurred. °

1826 November 15 Wednesday: It appears that on Saturday morning Mary Ayres went
into a tobacconist’s shop at Weybridge and having asked to be supplied with half an ounce
of tobacco commenced of her own accord to converse on the subject of the late murders
to the person who served her. “Why” she said, “I have heard lately that John Akehurst and
his housekeeper Elizabeth Haynes have been murdered at Fetcham.” “Yes,” said the
shopkeeper “and a dreadful murder it has been” She replied, “The John Akehurst was my
grandfather, and the man 1 live with is the person who is suspected of having committed
the murders.” She then said, “My name is Mary Ayres and I am now going towards
Oakshot (sic should probably read Oxshott) where my father and mother live to show
them and the world, I am innocent.”

The tobacconist allowed her to depart but soon after she left Weybridge, she was met by
a constable named Watson who it appears had gathered previous information of the road
she had taken. When the constable first saw her, she was walking along the road smoking
a pipe of tobacco. The constable asked her if she would like a lift along the road; “Aye”
(said she) and thank you too.” She then stepped into the chaise and the constable desirous
of ascertaining whether she would give an account of herself during the fair at Leatherhead
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that took place on the 11™ of October asked her whether she had been there; she said she
had not, but on that very day of the above fair commenced she was present at one that
took place in Hants, upwards of 60 miles from Leatherhead. The constable then enquired
her name; she without the slightest degree of embarrassment replied, “My name is Mary
Ayres and having heard of the report of my grandfather John Akehurst and his
housekeeper Elizabeth Haynes being murders in their cottage at Fetcham, and that Will
Page and | were suspected of being the murderers I am now on my way to my father’s
house and intend to go to Fetcham to go before the Justices to clear myself of the charge.”

“Who is Will Page?” asked the constable. “Why (said she) he is the man I have been living
with and he is as innocent of the charge as I am.” Watson then said, “I am a constable and
I am going over there to Fetcham have you any objection to accompanying me there?”
“Not the least in the world” answered Mary Ayres; “I shall go wherever you like to take
me conscious of my innocence.”

Watson then drove on to Fetcham to the residence of J. Hankey Esg., where an
examination of the woman took place before that gentleman, the Reverend J G Bolland
and the Reverend Mr Heberden to all of whom every praise is due for their unwearied
exertions in bringing to light the perpetrators of these inhuman murders. The examination
took place on Saturday night. In the presence of the magistrates, she did not evince the
least dread but answered the questions put to her without the slightest hesitation.

Mr Bolland commenced the examination by warning her not to answer any questions that
might tend to incriminate herself. Ayres thanked the magistrate, but she had nothing to
conceal — she was as innocent as the child unborn. She then answered to the various
questions put to her, and in the most unembarrassed manner, that on the 11" February she
was at Weyhill Fair in Hampshire with page and a man named Bignold; that the last time
she saw her friends at Oakshot (Oxshot?) was at the latter end of September and page was
with her then; that they went on the 2" October to Catherine Hill fair thence to
Basingstoke, Petersfield Fair, Winchester and Andover which place they reached on the
10t™; after Weyhill Fair they came on their way towards home, taking several little fairs in
their road, and they did not hear of the murders till the last week or so, as they scarcely
ever had any intercourse with the people of the towns or villages, gaining their livelihood
going about as trampers and eating, drinking and sleeping in their own tents entirely. Page
was now at Weybridge in his tent; he had directed her to go back to Oakshot and promised
to meet her on the following day.

Bignold who as well as Page was a shoemaker by trade was then sent for to a public house
where he was waiting and swore, he was in company with Page and Ayres at Weyhill
during the whole of the fair, and travelled back with them into Surrey, and that they did
not hear of the murders till they got near Weybridge.

Smith the man who had asserted that he had seen Ayres at leatherhead Fair was then
confronted with her and repeated that he was convinced she was the person he saw at the
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fair. Ayres declared in an angry manner that it was a falsehood and that he uttered what
he knew was false to get money. It appeared that Smith had a very slight knowledge of
the woman, as he could not swear that he had ever seen her before the fair.

On Sunday a constable apprehended Page on his way from Weybridge to Leatherhead.
He did not betray the least alarm, but said he was happy to go anywhere to clear himself
from the charge. Upon examination his account perfectly agreed with that of Ayres though
they had been prevented from communicating with each other he declared there were
hundreds who had seen him at the time of the Leatherhead fair and he was willing to
remain in custody till the matter was sifted to the bottom. Smith again being brought
forward would not undertake to swear that he had ever seen Page before.

The magistrates were of the opinion that there was no evidence to warrant them in
detaining either of the parties and they were accordingly discharged. Page said he should
always be at hand if wanted and the gentlemen might depend on it, he would do his best
to find the murderers.

On Monday Page and Ayres were again taken into custody following information having
been received at Union-hall that the former had been concerned with horse stealing to a
considerable extent in Hampshire besides other felonies in Surrey. (Following
handcuffing and searching by John Grossmith reported elsewhere)

A question was put to Page relative to a case of highway robbery and horse stealing. In
reply he used the most disgusting language; he told the magistrate he might be cursed and
fined them out (sic) he was asked by what means he and Mary Ayres had obtained a
subsistence for some time? He replied that sometimes he made shoes and sold them,
sometimes he attended fairs, and sometimes Mary prostituted herself to get a few shillings,
and they managed as well as they could for all must live by some means or other. He did
not care a curse what they did to him and they might hang him in the next minute.
Ultimately Page was committed for further examination and Ayres discharged.

On Wednesday Mary Ayres was again apprehended and brought to Union-hall police
office on Thursday when an examination took place in private upon some fresh evidence
respecting the murders and some important testimony is said to have been received from
a man nicknamed “Screw” the result of which was both Page and Ayres were remanded
for further examination on a future day. *%°

1826 November 20 Monday: Two witnesses were examined who stated that the prisoners
were at Weyhill fair and if their statements be true it is impossible for Page and Ayres to
have been involved in the horrid transaction. 2
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1826 November 20: It became necessary to exhume the bodies to find out if the tools
owned by Cobbler Will could be the murder weapons. The chief clerk to Union hall and
the parish clerk made the arrangements, the bodies exhumed and taken to the church. An
examination took place of both bodies and it was considered that one of the tools was an
exact fit for the murder weapon. A portion of the skull was removed for use as evidence
for the jury. The bodies were returned to their graves. The suspects were interviewed again
but denied their involvement. 122

1826 November 20 Monday: On examination of the baggage an instrument was found
by Mr Robert Hall the Chief Constable of Union-hall Police-office which apparently
corresponded with the marks visible on the night caps worn by the deceased persons on
the night of the murders. Since the suspected parties have been lodged at Horsemonger-
lane gaol it appears that the magistrates R.J. Chambers and R. Hodges Esqrs. before whom
they have both been examined on seeing the caps of the murdered persons deemed it
necessary that the bodies should be disinterred for surgical inspection in order to discover
whether the instrument alluded to was likely to be the ne which the wounds on the skull
of the old man and his housekeeper were inflicted. Agreeably to the intention of the
magistrates Mr Staples the Chief Clerk, Union-hall arrived at Fetcham on Wednesday
evening and he lost no time in making the necessary arrangements with Mr Webb the
parish Clerk for the purposes above mentioned and on the following morning the bodies
were raised and conveyed to the church.

At eleven o’clock precisely the magistrate who suggested the necessity of disinterring the
bodies arrived at the Swan Inn at Leatherhead accompanied by a medical gentleman from
town. Soon after their arrival they were joined by the rev. Mr Bolland who came expressly
out of Gloucestershire for the purpose of being present at the disinterment. They all
proceeded to Fetcham churchyard. At their arrival at the place of internment the medical
gentlemen commenced their extremely unpleasant task of examining the bodies, which
had been in their graves since the 18" of last month. On inspecting the head of the old
man, a wound was discovered over the right temple. Mr Hall in whose possession the
instrument has been since it was found, here applied it to the wound and it is so precisely
corresponded with the marks and injuries visible on the deceased’s temple which were the
cause of his death as to leave no doubt in the minds of all present that this was the
instrument with which they were inflicted.

The surgeons then began to operate on the head, and they cut away that portion of the
skull, which was fractured in order to produce it before the Jury in the event of a committal
of the prisoners for trial. They then examined the body of Elizabeth Haynes and on raising
up the head they discovered on the back part of it two wounds on the skull; the instrument
was also applied the ends of which fitted into the injuries with the greatest nicety. The
instrument found amongst Cobbler Will’s luggage and which there is now very little doubt
is the identical one with which the murders were committed is a pair of iron pincers used

122 Morning Chronicle 20 November 1826

64



by shoemakers or what is commonly termed a pair of stretchers, that open and shut like a
pair of scissors; there is a knob at the extremity which answers the purposes of a hammer
and the corresponding end is blunt and rather jagged.

The wounds visible on the skulls of the deceased appear to have been inflicted by the
murderer when the instrument was open to its full extent which is about three quarters of
an inch, each prong having made indentations on the skulls at that distance apart. There
were other marks visible that clearly demonstrated on comparison, that the stretcher found
in page’s pack was the fatal instrument. The surgeons cut away that part of Elizabeth
Haynes skull, which exhibited the fractures, and at length, having accomplished this most
unpleasant but necessary duty; the coffins were screwed down afresh and placed in their
respective graves.

About two hours were occupied in the examination of the bodies and cutting away parts
of the skulls that exhibited the injuries and which it will be requisite to produce on the
trial of the suspected persons. The magistrates then visited the scene of the murder where
Mr Chambers had not previously been and where they found the deceased Akehurst’s
daughter, her husband and a daughter in residence.

On the day following the inspection of the bodies Page and Ayres underwent a long private
examination at Union-hall before Mr Chambers and a number of magistrates (6 including
the MP C. N. Palmer and Reverend Bolland) and several other gentlemen of the county.
During the examination both the prisoners frequently interrupted the witnesses by
declaring their innocence of the dreadful crime in which they stand charged. 2

1826 December 11: Page (Cobbler Will) and Ayres were brought up and examined before
Mr Chambers, Mr Taylor and Colonel Gaitskell the depositions of Mitchell and his wife
were read over to them. Mitchell said they had camped close by the house with Ayres and
Page and that Page had encouraged Mitchell to go with him to rob Akehurst the deceased.
Page turned to Mitchell and accused him of falsehood. When asked by the magistrates
Mitchell stated that he had told the truth. Page then said it was Mitchell who was the
murderer. However, there was evidence that Mitchell was working in Kent at the time of
the murder.

Mr Chambers then invited Ayres to give an account of themselves for the night of the 12
and morning of the 13™ of October last. A long explanation followed after which one of
Ayres tools was produced that was consistent with the murder weapon. There was what
appeared to be a spot of blood on the tool. Ayres said there could be no blood on the tool
unless the constable had put it there. Ayres said there were witnesses that could support
their story and Hall and Pople from the police office were sent to find them and interview
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them. The officers after travelling many hundreds of miles and experiencing great
difficulty finally traced the witnesses who supported Page and Ayres story. 124

1826 December 12: Yesterday the examination continued but nothing material new
occurred. The magistrates having consulted together for a short time Mr Chambers
addressed the prisoner observing that no pains had been spared in order to bring forward
those individuals whom they the prisoners) wished, but that had failed completely in
providing an alibi, all failing in the proof of either of you having been seen at Weyhill on
Thursday. The magistrate then remarked that there was such strong and powerful
circumstances of suspicion against them that he had made up his mind to commit them
for trial in which determination his brother magistrates concurred with him. The prisoners
were taken to Horsemonger-lane gaol.

1826 December 16 Saturday: A great many witnesses have been brought forward and
indeed no pains have been spared by the magistrate R.J. Chambers Esq, and that the
officers had been successful in procuring their attendance. Depositions were read out in
court having been given in private:

Richard Mitchell: | am a Greenwich pensioner. | know the prisoner Page by the name
“Will the Cobbler.” I also know the prisoner Mary Ayres. They cohabit together as man
and wife and travel the different country fairs. | first got acquainted with them in July last.
A week afterwards | received my pension. In going to Farnham to look after hop picking,
we tented together until the time we went to Kent sometime in September last. We crossed
from Farnham to Kent and got work with Mr Pattender’s at Hadlow near Tonbridge. The
prisoners stopped there eight or nine days and then went away, and | have not seen them
since until now. There were words between the prisoner Page and me and between the
measuring man and him. The dispute between him and | was because | would not go out
with him at night and steal potatoes. We had separate tents, my wife and | occupied one
and the prisoners the other. The prisoner’s donkey carried the two tents. Two days after
Bartholomew Fair | was with the two prisoners and my wife on Esher Common. The
prisoners had a quarrel about some watches and clothes, which were to be carried to the
prisoner Ayres’ mother. Page struck Ayres and she said, “If I had my money you would
not use me so ill as you do.” They had more words and Page struck her again saying “D—
n his old eyes, I will do for him this time if I take the things over.” He began packing up
the things when prisoner Ayres said

“Don’t do it by day light. If you do it, do it in the dark.” Some of the things were packed
up and the prisoner Ayres went away saying she was going to take them to her mother. |
saw four watches amongst the things taken by her. Prisoner Ayres said she got one watch
from a young man at Esher. When Ayres returned from her mother’s she said she had seen
the old man, by whom I understand she meant her grandfather, of whom page and she had
often talked before. She said she had been in his house and that he was very bad and |
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recollect afterwards as they were sitting down, Ayres said what a comfortable place it
would make them, if the old man were put out of the world.

Prisoner Page said in answer putting up a large stick with a knob at the end of it “Aye this
should do it — what do you think of it Dick?” I said I should not like more than one blow
from it. He said, “One on each side would stop clacking.” Prisoner Ayres said the old man
would not speak to her and that her mother had not spoken to the old man for a month or
two before. One night in August after Kingston Fair we pitched our tents in the Green-
Lane near Fetcham, within thirty or forty yards of the old man’s house, about ten o’clock
at night and were off by three o’clock the next morning. Page before starting said
“Candidly I came here to kill the old man and women, because the old man made a will
leaving all to Haynes and none to my Mary.” I told him that Mary was not married to him
and asked him how he could gain anything by it? He then began swearing very bitter oaths
and said “Dick, do you mean to go with me?” I said I would have nothing to do with it.
Prisoner Mary Ayres was also present. Page has frequently talked about murdering Mary’s
grandfather in my hearing, more than twenty or thirty times.

When Mitchell’s evidence had been read over Page, laughing, said “Well, thank God I am
an innocent man as any gentlemen present.” Then turning to Mitchell he said, “You know
you have been telling falsehoods all through; your oath is not to be believed. You know
you wanted me many times to steal horses with you. | do believe Mitchell himself
committed the murders.

The depositions of Mitchell’s wife were then read, corroborating the most material facts
stated by her husband. Mr Chambers the addressing the prisoners asked if they chose to
give any account of themselves on the night of the 12™" and morning of the 13™ October
last. Page said he could prove where he was on the night of the murder and going through
a long detail he repeated his former story that he was at Weyhill Fair where he rode a little
grey horse for sale; that he in the company with Mary Ayres, a man who went by the name
of “William Pig” and his wife’s brother called “Dumpling George” and Robert Bignell
and his wife with a young woman from Godalming, went from Andover to Weyhill
together on the Monday morning before the fair, where they stayed till the Saturday
following whence he went to Marlborough . Mary Ayres was also asked if she could say
anything; and there was no material alteration in her story from that of “Will.”

When Ayres deposition was taken the magistrate strongly advised the prisoners to lose no
time in sending for the persons above named in whose company, they asserted they had
been travelling before and after Weyhill Fair, to strengthen their testimony. Page replied,
“We can’t bring forward these people as we have got no money; besides it is uncertain
where they are now, as they are trampers like ourselves.”

Mr Chambers observed that he should take care and have these witnesses in their behalf,

of whom they spoke, brought forward if they were to be found in England. The magistrate
on the occasion then directed Mr Hall the Chief Constable and Pople the officer to proceed

67



in the direction that they were most likely to fall in with the parties they wanted. The
officers after travelling many hundreds of miles in the course of which they experienced
many difficulties at length succeeded in collecting those persons whose testimony was so
important to have in the investigation of the murders.

Witnesses on behalf of the prisoners

Several witnesses were brought forward and underwent long examination at the
conclusion of which Mr Chambers addressed the prisoners observing that none of the
witnesses brought forward on their behalf accounted where Page was on the night the
murders were perpetrated. The magistrate then asked Page if he wanted to say anything
in addition to his former statement.

Page: “It is all nonsense to suppose I was near Leatherhead on the night the murders were
committed. Do you think my pony could have done that distance from Weyhill and back
again in that time? Why the distance would be more than 100 miles.” A person named
Charles Palmer who was well acquainted with horses and had seen the pony belonging to
the prisoner said that it was a most extraordinary animal for its size and added that he had
no doubt he could go the distance with ease within the time on the animal.

Page: Aye you are a man much smarter than I am. You might do it but a countryman as |
could never do it in the time.”

Mr Chambers questioned Page with respect to the watch found in his possession with the
letters “J.A.” marked on the inside the case — the initials of Mary Ayres’ grandfather who
was murdered.

(1t is rather extraordinary although every enquiry has been made to ascertain whether the
watch belonged to old Akehurst that no person connected with the family could state
whether he was possessed of a watch or not.)

In reply to Mr Chambers the prisoner said, “I have had the watch long enough ago in my
possession — long, long before the old man was murdered. | had it in the spring of last
year. The magistrate made more observations on the marks, apparently of blood, that
appeared on the pincers, to which Page said, “Its not blood; it is rust if they are mine.” He
then said on being shown the flannel jacket with the spots of blood on it that it was all
caught in the fight with John Murphy. When the part of the old man’s skull that was
injured was produced for the inspection of the surgeon, Page looked steadfastly at it and
his countenance underwent a visible change. When the skull was taken from his sight, he
summoned his usual composure and frequently appealed to heaven of his innocence.

The magistrates having consulted together for a short time, Mr Chambers addressed the

prisoners, observing that no pains had been spared in bringing forward those individuals
whom they the prisoners wished, but they had failed completely to provide an alibi, all
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failing in the proof either of them having been seen at Weyhill on Thursday. The
magistrate then remarked that there were such strong and powerful circumstances of
suspicion against them that he had made up his mind to commit them for trial, in which
determination his brother magistrates had perfectly concurred with him. The prisoners
were taken to Horsemonger-lane gaol. 12> 126

1826 Tuesday 19 December: Winter Home Circuit — Surrey: The trials of the man and
woman charged with the murders at Fetcham are not expected to take place until
Thursday. There are altogether, upwards of 120 prisoners to be tried. 1’

1826 December 21: yesterday evening the Grand Jury ignored the bills of indictment
against William Page and Mary Ann Ayres for the wilful murder of Akehurst and Haynes
at Fetcham. This finding will of course not prevent the investigation of this transaction at
some future period should time develop stronger evidence against the parties suspected.
The interest exercised in the County upon the subject of this case is inconceivable. 128

1826 December 23: The granddaughter of Akehurst and her paramour “Cobbler Will” or
Page have at length been committed for being concerned in the atrocious murders near
Leatherhead. 12

1827 January 10: Surrey Sessions: Mr H Sumner in the course of the morning rose and
said that he had to call the attention of the court to the subject of considerable importance
to the county. It was generally reported that an enormous sum of money had been
expended in the prosecution of Cobbler Will and Mary Ann Ayres who had been
apprehended on suspicion of being the perpetrators of the murders at Fetcham and that
the county had been run to unnecessary expense by the officers employed on the occasion.
As the Treasurer of the county was present, he would ask him what the charges were in
the case of Cobbler Will’s prosecution.

Mrs Smallpiece the Treasurer: replied that he was not prepared then to answer, as he did
not have the information. A magistrate asked if it was customary or legal after a bill had
been “Not Found” by a Grand Jury for expenses to be paid and was told that it was normal
for the Judge to order expenses to be allowed under such circumstances. Mr Page a
magistrate was led to understand that some of the Union Hall officers had put the county
to expense of unusual description. Their charges were excessive. The Secretary of State
had directed that £54 be paid and they had demanded £170. It was revealed that the total
costs in the prosecution were £400. Another magistrate believed that it was not right that
the county should pay the expense of runners or police officers for riding about in chaises
and four but another said he had never known that they had done so, which was a lie as
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Robert Hall and Richard People had done s0.%% It was said that in one prosecution where
a Union-hall officer charged £60 for three days expenses in the case of a man indicted for
murder. Another magistrate was astonished that it had cost £77 to bring forward the
witnesses of Cobbler Will. The Treasurer enumerated various sums, which had been paid
amounting to £294. Clearly the Treasurer Mrs Smallpiece, the Judge and magistrates were
concerned at the excessive costs this prosecution had incurred by the officers from Union
Hall. Perhaps this was a sign of the times however on the one hand was greed was
becoming endemic by the officers or were they very diligent in the gathering of the
necessary evidence in this serious case.

It was alleged that names of persons were put on the back of indictments for no other
purpose than to obtain expenses and this scandalous practice drained the county of vast
sums of money. The High Sheriff said that it was necessary to pay the witnesses expenses,
as it was not otherwise possible for the man to have a defence. It was decided to appoint
a committee to investigate expenses. 13

1827 January 18 Thursday: William Page alias “Cobbler Will” who had been set at
liberty after the Grand Jury had ignored the bill against him for the Fetcham murders has
been apprehended on a charge of highway robbery?!32

1827 January 23 Tuesday Guildford: Daring Highway Robbery: William Page alias
“Cobbler Will”: On the night of Sunday week at about half past six o’clock as a labouring
man named Cobbett was proceeding to Guildford when he arrived at a part called High
Path a man darted upon him suddenly from behind a quickset-hedge, struck him a violent
blow over the eye that knocked him down- knelt upon his breast, and seizing him by the
neck, demanded his money. Cobbett who struggled with the ruffian for some time said, “I
have no money; I have been out of a situation.”

Just as he had uttered these words another man who was a confederate of the fellow who
knocked him down approached the spot where they were struggling and said “D- -n his
eyes, cut his b----y throat.” Cobbett alarmed lest the threat be carried into effect implored
them to spare his life. He had however scarcely said these words when he was struck a
blow on the forehead with some weapon, with such force as nearly to deprive him of his
senses, and at the same instant he felt a hand in his pocket in which his purse was deposited
and which contained four sovereigns, two half sovereigns, two five-shilling pieces and
three sixpences. Soon after the outrage and robbery were perpetrated the unfortunate man
was found lying in a ditch completely insensible and covered with blood, by a domestic
in the service of Lord Cranley. His pockets were discovered to have all been turned inside
out and completely emptied of their contents.

130 Kennison. P. (2021) Policing the County of Surrey from Union Hall, Southwark — before the
Constabulary forthcoming.
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Cobbett was immediately conveyed to Guildford and information of the circumstances
having been given to two constables they proceeded to various public houses in the town
in order if possible, to discover the offenders. In the course of their search, they entered
the Wheatsheaf public house, in the taproom of which they apprehended two men on
suspicion of having committed the offence. The suspected individuals were taken before
A. Onslow Esq., one of the magistrates of the county on the following day and underwent
an examination when the prisoners gave their names “William Page, alia Cobbler Will
and John Gaines.” T

he former is the man who was committed from Union-hall police office a short time since
on suspicion of having murdered the two old people at Fetcham, but from which dreadful
charge he was subsequently exonerated, the Grand Jury having ignored the bill at the late
Surrey Assizes. Cobbett on seeing the prisoners said that he could not identify the persons
who committed the outrage upon him; on account of the darkness that prevailed at the
time he was attacked. It is rather a singular fact that connected with this case that on
examining Page’s person when he was taken into custody a silver watch was found in his
possession which was wrapped up in three pieces of flannel that were marked with blood.
On being asked how he came by the watch, which he carried about him in so curious a
manner, he replied that it was the identical one, which was taken from him by Mr Hall the
Chief Constable of Union Hall on the occasion of his apprehension of having perpetrated
the murders at Fetcham. He added that the watch had been in his possession for four years.
The magistrate under all the circumstances remanded the prisoners for the purpose of
making further enquiries into the case.

Friday, Mr. Smallpiece the treasurer for Surrey attended at Union Hall and exhibited to
the Chief Constable the watch, which Page alleged to have been the same that that was
given up to him subsequent to his recent discharge from gaol. Mr Hall on examining the
watch in question immediately discovered that it was quite a different article from the one
found in Page’s possession on the occasion and under the circumstances alluded to. The
name of the maker and also the number of the watch appear to have been recently erased,
and Page is strongly suspected of having stolen it. 33

Burglary was too serious to ignore, even when policing was at a basic level. Between
1830-1840 sheep stealing was rife in the Shere district. The parish constables were unable
to cope and horses and sheep that disappeared in the south of the county most found their
way to London. One of the gang’s meeting places was The White Horse Inn, Shere and it
was not uncommon to see a great deal of poached game on the premises as the men
enjoyed themselves. They appeared immune from punishment but then two of the gang
took to housebreaking at a large house at Wonersh. A constable from Godalming believed
to be Biddlecombe traced the men concerned to an inn in Sussex. Enlisting the help of
local harvesters, they came across the suspects and joked with them and somehow
Biddlecombe persuaded them to allow him to handcuff them. Once handcuffed the men

133 1827 23 January: The Hull Packet

71



were arrested for breaking into Squire Spark’s place, taken to Guildford where they were
convicted. In addition to the Shere mob there were gangs at Elstead and a team known as
the Hut Men at Peper Harow which were broken up soon after the Surrey Constabulary
was formed in 1851. 134

William Banks was executed at Horsemonger Lane Jail, 11th of January 1830 for armed
burglary at West Moulsey (sic) in Surrey. This burglary was at the home of a vicar who
kept a loaded pistol close by for protection. Vicarages feature a great deal in the history
of burglary in Surrey. They were usually large houses, occupied by relatively wealthy
people with property that was both portable and saleable. One of those involved was to
go on to murder John Richardson at Bansted in 1834.

A newspaper reported: The Reverend William Warrington was a gentleman of large
property, who resided at Grove Cottage, West Moulsey (sic), in the vicinity of that well-
known spot, Moulsey (sic) Hurst, Surrey. On the night of Wednesday, the 19th of
November 1828, four burglars entered his house, and a great quantity of valuable property
carried off. Mr Warrington's house adjoined that of Mr Jeffs, a magistrate of the county,
and a ladder, which had been accidentally left in the garden of the latter gentleman, was
employed by the thieves in effecting an entrance to the house, which they had determined
to rob. The circumstances, which attended the burglary were as follows.

134 Durrant page 1 and 2
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Between one and two o'clock on Wednesday morning Mrs Warrington was in her
bedchamber, engaged in writing, and Mr Warrington was in the same room in bed asleep,
when the former was terrified by hearing some persons at the back part of the house
attempting to force a window on the first floor, which opened on to a staircase and to a
passage which led to the bedroom. Before she had time to alarm her husband, the
fastenings of the window were wrenched off, without breaking the glass, and as she
opened her bedroom door, she beheld four men, who had entered by the window by means
of the ladder before mentioned, in the act of ascending the stairs and approaching her
chamber. Her fears were so excessive that she was struck speechless for a few seconds.
When she recovered, she shrieked, and exclaimed: "Good God, we shall be murdered;
there are thieves in the house!"

Her husband was awakened instantly by her cries, and he had just time to leap from his
bed and proceed in his shirt to the mantelpiece, on which he constantly kept a loaded
pistol, before the four villains entered the chamber. He seized the pistol, levelled it at one
of the thieves, and fired, but without effect. The first man who entered the room, however,
a dark, ferocious-looking fellow, in turn drew from under his coat a pistol, and presented
it at Mr Warrington. The villain pulled the trigger, but the powder did not ignite. He re-
cocked it and pulled it a second time, but it flashed in the pan.
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Mrs Warrington fell upon her knees, and in the most earnest and affecting manner
implored the villains not to murder her husband, but to take all the property without
interruption. The thieves then produced some cords (which they had stolen from Mr Jeffs's
garden) and tied Mr and Mrs Warrington's hands and feet. Their hands they tied fast
behind their backs and cautioned them to be silent as they valued their lives. They left Mr
and Mrs Warrington in their bedroom for a few minutes, and proceeded upstairs to the
servants' sleeping apartments, and there they bound two female servants (the only persons
in the house beside Mr and Mrs Warrington.) with cords, in the same manner as they had
previously bound the others. After they had bound them the four robbers carried them
downstairs to a vault, which was under the house, and fastened them in that cold place,
with scarcely any covering. The villains then returned to Mr Warrington's bedroom,
searched his clothes, and broke open his desks and drawers, and, in truth, ransacked the
house completely. They took cash to the amount of about thirty pounds, and jewels and
plate of considerable value, with which they decamped. The servants had been confined
for several hours in the vault when one of them, after much exertion, released one of her
hands from the cord and forced her way through the door of the vault.

After ascending some steps, she found another door fastened, and she had to break through
that before she could assist her master and mistress, whom she found in a most deplorable
state of agitation. She unloosed the cords, which secured them and, having released her
fellow servant also, they alarmed Mr Jeffs' family and the other neighbours. Mr
Warrington found that not only all his portable property of value had been carried off, but
that the villains had stolen a horse, valued at eighty guineas, from the stable, and had taken
his phaeton from his chaise-house, and by these means had carried off their booty. Mr
Warrington sent information of the robbery to Mr Cooke, constable of Kingston, who set
off in pursuit of the robbers. He was able to trace the phaeton and horse and two of the
robbers from the house of Mr Warrington, by a very circuitous route, to Walton Bridge,
and from thence through several by-roads to Knightsbridge.

On the same day Mr Warrington also gave information of the robbery at Bow Street, and
Ellis, Ruthven and Bishop 5 were directed to institute an investigation, with a view to
apprehending the thieves. Upon the arrival of the officers at the house of Mr Warrington
various minute circumstances transpired which induced a strong belief in their minds that
the robbery had not been committed by experienced thieves, but that it had been "put up,”
or sanctioned by some person in the house. The clumsy manner in which the boxes and
drawers had been opened seemed to point to the first impression, and the undoubted
circumstance of six buckshot having been withdrawn from Mr Warrington's pistol, which
had been lying on the mantelpiece for several days, led to the latter conclusion. Suspicion
seemed to attach to one of the female servants, who had been familiarly accosted by her
name, "Fanny," by one of the robbers, and who had been the first to secure her escape
from the cords by which she had been confined, and she was taken into custody. After a

135 Principal Officers
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few days' imprisonment, however, the officers declared themselves unable to produce any
positive evidence against her, and she was discharged.

From this time the most anxious exertions were made by the police officers to secure the
robbers. Every means in their power was tried; but although they succeeded in tracing
them by witnesses to London, where Mr Warrington's phaeton and horse were found, they
were unable to discover who were the persons by whom the burglary had been perpetrated.

In the month of July 1829, however, the long-pending mystery was solved. A man named
Barnett, a Jew, had been convicted of a burglary in the house of Mr Colebatch, in Thames
Street, for which he had been sentenced to transportation for life; but, anxious to save
himself from the infliction of this punishment, he tendered information as to the parties
who had composed "The Moulsey (sic) Gang," as they were now called, upon condition
of his liberty being restored to him. The proposition was at once accepted, and he
immediately impeached Banks and four other men, named John Smith, William Johnson,
James Taylor and William Potts -- alias Emery.

The officers instantly set about endeavouring to procure the apprehension of these
persons, and Cragg, a resolute officer of Bow Street, was directed to proceed in search of
Banks. This fellow was a notorious thief and was suspected to have been concerned in
many robberies, which had recently been committed. Cragg had heard that he had
frequently declared his resolution not to be taken alive. Determined to succeed in his
object, however, Cragg attired himself in the garb of a butcher and proceeded in search of
him. Many days elapsed before he could find him; but at length he met with him and,
rushing at him, presented a pistol at his head, and called upon him to surrender himself a
prisoner, Banks appeared astounded at this salutation, and made no resistance, but
exclaimed "I am a dead man.” When his person was searched, a loaded pistol was found
in his pocket, and on his back was a coat which was a part of the produce of a robbery in
which he had been recently concerned, in the house of Mr Campion, at Waltham Cross.

The other prisoners were apprehended about the same time; and Potts was proved to have
pawned a pair of shoes, which also had been stolen from Mr Campion's. Upon their
examination before the magistrates at Bow Street, Banks's participation in both burglaries
was clearly proved, and he was committed for trial. Both Mr and Mrs Warrington
identified him as one of the persons who had entered their house but pointed him out as
having acted with some degree of humanity and strongly protested against the exercise of
any cruelty by his companions.

Banks alone was committed for trial upon the charge of burglary at Mr Warrington's, the
evidence against the other prisoners not being sufficiently conclusive to warrant their
being indicted, and he was found guilty, and sentenced to death at the succeeding Surrey
Assizes.
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After his conviction he professed himself to be perfectly willing to meet his fate, as he
knew nothing of a state hereafter; he declared that all he cared about being hanged was
for the pain it would cause him. He refused to receive any consolation from the chaplain
and was perfectly unmoved up to the time of his being pinioned.

He was hanged at Horsemonger Lane jail on the 11th of January 1830.136

The murder of Mr Richardson

This murder was not associated with burglary but was an armed robbery on the highway
but the murderer when caught turned out to be a notorious burglar. Move away from
believing all was milk and honey; these were dangerous times, so much so that a carrier,
John Richardson, from Bletchingly who was murdered at Banstead in 1834 was “in the
habit of driving with one hand holding the reins, while holding a loaded pistol in the other,
keeping another loaded pistol in reserve.” And still a man who was a burglar murdered
him.

A newspaper reported that on the February 26, 1834 at 6.30pm, business done, Mr
Richardson left Epsom for home. Mr West another carrier on approaching the junction of
the Ewell and Banstead roads heard the report of two pistols and heard someone groaning.
West, about two hundred yards away, got down from his cart and headed towards the
groans seeing two men who altered their course on seeing him, towards Ewell. West then
found Richardson, dead. Many enquiries were made by the Metropolitan Police, Bow
Street Officers, local parish officers and magistrates but with no success despite the offer
of significant rewards.

136 http://www.exclassics.com/newgate/ng600.htm
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An Account of a most Inhuman
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COMMITTED ON THE BODY OF
JHR. JOHN RICHARIDSDY, i
OF BLETCHINGLEY, IN SURREY, i
OnWednesday Evening last, between Epsom & Banstead

The deceased was on his return from Epsom Market, between Epsom and Banstead,
about half-past six, on Wednesday Evening, February 26, 1834,when he was shot through :
the Tungs, by, it is supposed Two Men, and robbed of Cash and Bank. of England {
Notes to the amount of between £20. and £30. ;

There is no doubt this cruel Murder was committed by the Two Men who were 1‘
seen coming from the spot iminediately afterwards, and who are described as being, the H
one 5 feet, 10 inches in height, and the other a fead shorter: one had ona dark
Jacket or Frock; the other a lighter one.

* They are supposed to be the same Men who were scen the same evening pre- i
violialy on Walton Heath; the tall one dressed ina light Smock Frock, with a Bun- 4
dle-upon his Arm; the tall man was powerful looking but thin; the shorter was re- 3
markably ill-looking.

/ No sooner did the truly unfortunate Family of the D
with the Melancholy Facts, than they nmmcdmwly offered a Reward of IOOL to any
Person who shall give Information relative to the above atrocious Crime, on Convie-
tion of the Perpetrators, by applying to Messrs. Everest and Harding, Solicitors,
Epsom, Surrey.

Information to be given to the Police Station, Scotland Yard, Charing Cross.
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Banstead Murder 1834 Resolved

John Young was hung at Winchester on the 2 August 1834 for burglary and his story
shows the depravity and violence men like him were prepared to use. The Times of 1
August 1836 reported,

The mystery that has hitherto concealed the circumstances and perpetrators of the
murder of Mr John Richardson, of Bletchingly, has at last been removed by the
confession of the ferocious harden villain John Young, who by this time has, in all
human probability, yielded his life for a burglary, committed by him with another
(whose life is to be spared) upwards of two years ago.

Our readers will doubtless remember reading the details of the trial at the assizes
just concluded at Winchester, when the hardened expressions and admissions of
this villain, before the trail was even ended, must have prepared them for the full
confession that he has since made of being one of the murderers of Mr.
Richardson. There are circumstances in the career and apprehension of the villain
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which seem to mark a peculiarly retributive Providence in the fate which as at
length overtaken him.

Six years ago, at the Kingston Summer Assizes, he became witness for the Crown,
and was the means of convicting three of his associates in a burglary, two of whom
were hanged. He is now himself hanged on the evidence of an accomplice with
him on another burglary. The case of burglary in which he was admitted approver,
was of the most aggravated kind. They had broken, at the dead of a winter's night,
into the retired residence of the Rev. Mr. Woodroofe, at Moulsey, dragged the
clergyman and his wife from their beds, tied their hands behind, and then thrust
the, with nothing but their night clothes on, into the cellar. The domestics were
afterwards, in the same way, dragged to this dark chilly place of imprisonment.
The application for some clothing for protection from the cold was met with
unfeeling ribaldry. At last one (and Young did not dare take credit himself) tossed
them down a bed and some blankets. The family were here left by the burglars,
nor did they obtain release till accidentally discovered the next morning. It was the
one who had shown this trifling mark of humanity whose life was spared.

The writer was present at the trial, and well remembers hearing this villain give
his evidence; the daring callousness and effrontery he evinced; the indifference
with which he admitted himself to have been the leader and most ruffianly of the
party, and that he had been long associated with burglars. The whole court was
filled with horror at the thought the ends of justice could only be perfected by
letting such a monster loose again upon society.

The indignation throughout the town reached to such a pitch, that it was necessary
to send a strong constabulary body to protect him from the fury of the mob, who
discovering him in his progress down the High-street to Hampton-wick, he was
hooted at, pelted with all manner of filth, his clothes torn, and when on Kingston-
bridge a daring attempt was made to hurl him over. It was with extreme difficulty
he was saved. Had the attempt succeeded, the consequences would have been
serious to those engaged in thus riotously displaying their sense of the deep infamy
of this monster's character, for a barge was passing at the time, and he must have
fallen upon its deck. To such a pitch did the riot extend itself, that numerous
persons were committed, and it was found necessary to re-convey the fellow to the
town gaol for security.

There is also another point in which justice has been peculiarly retributive in this
case. The burglary, for which by this time he has been hanged, was committed two
years ago, and it is entirely owing to his apprehension as to the suspected murderer
of Mr Richardson, and the searching investigation then made into his character
and haunts, that the facts were elicited and evidence obtained which lead to his
conviction. He has since his conviction been twice visited by Mr Richardson, and
his admissions, as far as they are presently known, and that he and another made
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the attack on Mr Richardson, and that it was his hand which fired the deadly shot;
but he denies that murder was premeditated.

It was because of the bold front, which Mr Richardson presented, and the
discovery he was armed, that he fired, conceiving he had no alternative but to
shoot or be shot. He says only two were actually engaged in the attack, but he says
a third party was concerned, although not on the ground, a story extremely
improbable. If West, the carrier, had pursued him, he declared he should certainly
have fired on him. It has not transpired as yet whether he disclosed the names of
his accomplices, but it is to be hoped that he may, in the last moments of life, have
made some further communication, which the ends of justice may require to be
kept secret.
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John Young.
This courtroom sketch was found in a different publication.

This case is a good example of how burglars were often caught and convicted. Members
of the gang once caught would “peach” or inform upon other gang members trading their
own life and freedom. It was also possible to claim the reward often funded by the
government or local notables. It was also possible for those engaged in law enforcement
to claim rewards the amount of which was arbitrated by the judge.

Extreme violence did not always coincide with the entry into someone’s home at night.
In 1830 on April 2 there were a number of burglars indicted at the Surrey Assizes: William
Lemon for burglary at Dorking; George Hall for a burglary at Godalming; Wm Stevens
for a burglary at Stoke (Guildford?) and William Chandler burglary at Reigate.*®’ It is not
known what happened to these men but it is most likely they were transported.

On Friday 24 October 1834 there was a burglary at a farm in Reigate. John Fraser, Moss
Hart and Samuel Davis were indicted for breaking into the house of Thomas Smith and

1371803 April 2 : Jackson's Oxford Journal Saturday
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stealing everything of a portable nature. The farmer and his wife secured their house and
left for a day at Croydon fair. However, Mr Smith had some form of premonition and
became concerned about his house and leaving his wife at the fair returned home finding
that the house had been ransacked of all his and his wife’s best clothes stolen. He mounted
a carthorse and made off after the thieves. On his arrival at the village of Crawley he came
up with the prisoners who had just entered a clothes sale shop and were in the act of
disposing of the clothes. He dismounted and rushed the thieves and being a powerful man
held them firmly until the village constable arrived when they were placed under restraint
and taken into custody. It was found that they were dressed in the farmer’s Sunday clothes.
They declined to make any defence and were found guilty and it was disclosed that they
had never been in prison on the Surrey side of the river but were well known in
Whitechapel. All three prisoners were transported for life.**8 The concerns that made Mr
Smith return to his farm were most likely formed through fears of criminal activity that
could well have been prevalent in the area of his farm.

In 1835 on the 12 February James Penfold was brought up for final examination charged
with breaking open the house of Mr William Penn the landlord of the White Horse Inn at
Dorking and stealing a quantity of plate and other articles. He was committed for trial.
Penfold appears to have been a prolific burglar and was being dealt with by “Yates the
inspector of L Division (Metropolitan Police)” who stated that since the prisoner had been
apprehended various charges of robbery!*® had been brought against him and it was
accordingly arranged that the prisoner should be brought up again in a week to give an
opportunity to any persons in the neighbourhood of Dorking to prefer charges against
him.140

A large number of men were involved in a nasty violent burglary at Chipstead again in
1835 on the 2 September for which on 11 April 1836, William Harley was executed.
Harley was tried with three others for breaking into the house of 66-year-old widow Mary
Ann Long. That night there were guests in the house, Mrs Schofield and Captain Rankin.
The householder was woken by her dog barking in the garden and fearing intruders she
opened her window and into the darkness shouted for anyone there to leave immediately.

A short time later a man with a large stick burst into her room and started attacking her.
She was injured but saved by the arrival of Captain Rankin wielding a cutlass, which
frightened off the intruder who ran away. There was silence for thirty minutes but then
Mary heard the voices of up to a dozen or more men in the garden after which the door to
the house was smashed open. A different man came up the stairs demanding to know
where the money was hidden. She told him all her cash and valuables were in the bank
but another man’s voice could be heard encouraging his companions by shouting, “Go to
it my boys!”

138 1834 24 October: Burglary Reigate; Morning Chronicle
139 Robbery was an all-encompassing termed used for crime so in this case could include burglary
140 1835 12 February: Burglary Dorking Morning Post Thursday
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Captain Rankin shot an intruder, Hills, in the shoulder as he came up the stairs and all the
men fled. They had drunk two bottles of wine and eaten fourteen apples. They had taken
a few items including a watch, which they later sold to the landlady of the Spotted Dog at
Turnham Green #! for 4/6d. Hills had to seek medical treatment, which led to his arrest.
He in turn incriminated Harley and Fisher the only men he said he knew the identities of.
Hills and Harley were sentenced to death, but Hills was reprieved. It is not clear what
happened to Fisher. 142 143

There is a more detailed account of the burglary and the brave response of the household
to the attack in the night upon their home. At the trial of James Hills, William Harley, and
William Fisher, Alias Curly Bill for burglary:

The men whose names appear at the head of this article were indicted at the
Kingston Assizes, on Thursday the 31st of March 1836, for a burglary in the house
of Mrs Mary Anne Long, at Chipstead, in Surrey, on the night of the 2nd of
September 1835, and for stealing therefrom various articles of property. The
circumstances attending the robbery were well described by Mrs Long at the trial.
She said, "I am sixty-six years of age, a widow, and reside with my sister, Mrs
Scholefield, at Mint House, Chipstead, which is a lone house, situate between
Gatton and Reigate: on the night of the 2nd of September last, I, Mrs Scholefield,
her son (Mr. Rankin), and a female servant, were the only inmates; we retired to
bed after having seen that all the premises were properly fastened; I slept with my
sister, and about ten minutes past one in the morning | was awoke by hearing the
dog, which was kept in the yard, barking violently; I got up and opened the bed-
room window, and thinking that some persons were about the premises, | hallooed
out that they had better keep out of the way, or | would put a bullet into their
stomach, which was not a pleasant thing; | did so to intimidate them, and then
retired to bed; shortly after I heard a noise, and again got up; on going to the
window | saw a man trying to get in; he had smashed the pane, and was armed
with a stake; | seized hold of the stake, and tried to wrest it from him, but he was
too strong for me, and struck me a violent blow on the head, inflicting a wound of
an inch and a half in length; he also struck me on the shoulder and hand, of which
| lost the use for some time.

| then called to my nephew, Mr. Rankin, and he came armed with a cutlass; he
made a cut at the man, but the night being very dark, and there being railings at
the window, he missed him, and he got down the ladder and went away; I then lit
three or four candles, and went down stairs for my nephew's gun; | brought it up,
but recollecting that | had left the powder and ammunition, | again went down for

141 Probably Chiswick
142 Surrey Executions Martin Baggoly page 68
143 1835 10 September: The Times: Daring burglary at Chipstead
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it, and locked the pantry-door after me; I returned upstairs, and my nephew loaded
the gun; about a half or three-quarters of an hour afterwards we heard a great noise
outside the house, and the panel of the south door looking out upon a meadow was
smashed in; we heard the voices of six or seven men, who entered the house; they
remained down stairs three-quarters of an hour; | slept in a room at the end of a
passage, and my nephew's bed-room was opposite; there is a door at the top of the
passage leading down the stairs; we placed ourselves in the passage; we then heard
one of the men say, “Now we will go upstairs,” and | heard what | supposed to be
a man crawling on his hands and knees -- | judged so from the scraping his toes
made along the floor-cloth; Mrs Scholefield was very much alarmed, and cried out
for mercy; the men said, “Give us £50 or £30 or £20;” | told them that all my
money was in the bank, and my plate at my banker's: one of the men said, “I will
murder you;” and another man said, “We will murder you all;” they then forced in
the panel of the door, and a man at the bottom of the stairs said, “Go it, my boys.”

Mr. Rankin dropped on his knee, and presented the gun through the panel; I could
only see the rim of the hat of a man who appeared to be stooping down; Mr. Rankin
fired, and the men fell back, and the candle went out; they all then went away; we
waited for some time, and the dog having ceased barking, 1 and my nephew
proceeded down stairs, he armed with a gun, and | carrying the cutlass; we fastened
up the door as well as we could, and then went into the parlour, and found that the
men had drunk two bottles of wine; we also found the cores of fourteen apples;
they had taken away a watch, some cruet-frames, and other articles."

This statement of facts was corroborated by the testimony of Mrs Scholefield and
Mr. Rankin, who added their positive declaration as to the identity of the prisoners
Hills and Harley. The former was the man who had been shot; and on his being
taken into custody, shot of the same description as that which had been fired from
his gun by Mr. Rankin were found in his breast. Fisher had been apprehended at
the same time, and in company with the other prisoners; but there appeared to be
considerable doubt whether he had been personally concerned in the burglary.

The jury found Hills and Harley "Guilty," but acquitted Fisher. Mr. Justice
Vaughan, in passing sentence of death upon the prisoners, remarked upon the great
courage, which had been displayed by Mrs Long and Mr. Rankin, and directed
that they should receive a reward as a mark of the high estimation in which he held
their conduct. After their conviction the prisoners were removed to Horsemonger-
lane jail, where they paid the most assiduous attention to the spiritual consolation
offered to them by the Rev. Mr. Mann, the chaplain.

On Monday, the 11th of April, the last sentence of the law was carried into
execution upon the person of the convict Harley, a respite during pleasure having
been granted on the previous day in the case of his fellow-convict Hills. The
convict maintained a deportment of great firmness, unmixed, however, with any
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symptoms of bravado, or unnatural courage. He appeared sincerely penitent and
met his fate with becoming resignation. The sentence of Hills was eventually
commuted to transportation for life, in consequence of some favourable
circumstances, which transpired. Both convicts were men of an inferior station,
but there was good reason to believe that in the course of the proceedings of their
lives they had been guilty of more than one offence of considerable enormity. 144

1835 14 September: On Saturday morning a full bench of magistrates assembled in the
justice room of the town hall Croydon for the purpose of further prosecuting the inquiry
into the circumstances of the extraordinary burglary. A man calling himself Ebenezer
Street but is suspected of being the brother of the wounded man was brought down from
Horsemonger Lane gaol for re-examination. The examination lasted a long time but was
conducted with closed doors. Coleman the constable who apprehended him, Captain
Rankin and several witnesses from Chipstead were examined and he was finally remanded
for a fortnight, by which time the constable has undertaken to produce a number of
witnesses from different parts of the country whose evidence is expected to throw much
light not only upon this individual transaction but also upon persons, haunts and habits of
several members of the gang. The evidence against the prisoners at the moment is wholly
circumstantial.

It has been proved that on the evening preceding the burglary a gang of nine well-known
bad characters were seen by different persons to be lurking about the plantations around
Chipstead. The prisoner and the wounded man are both identified as being of this party.
Those who saw them supposed their object to be poaching and offence to common to
attract serious notice. That for some might have been the initial intention. Mint House
where the burglary was committed is in a lone situation immediately on the skirt of the
park. On the person of the prisoner was found a case-knife with a remarkable notch in the
blade and this knife on being tried with a tea-caddy that had been forced was found to
exactly fit the marks and even the notch corresponded with the size of a screw, with which
a steel blade had plainly been brought into contact. There was likewise found a large
triangular shaped piece of flannel in his coat pocket, in the form of a half shawl, and might
be worn over the head and tied under the chin so as to afford considerable warmth, while
at the same time it served as a disguise. Now, it is important fact in the evidence of Captain
Rankin and the two ladies that the two burglars wore flannels of this description around
their heads.

There were several minor points in the evidence tending to strengthen the suspicion, but
which would be premature to disclose at the present. A general meeting of the Croydon
magistrates was held last week where it was resolved to spare no proper expense in
pursuing the clues obtained and so bring if possible, the entire gang to justice, and when
the gang is believed to be the same that has long infested the country around the downs.

144 http:/lwww.exclassics.com/newgate/ngsupp.txt
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The Reigate magistrates are also acting with the same public spirit and disregard of mere
expense. 14

A not uncommon scenario in and close to the world wars was replicated in Reigate by a
deserter from the army. At Lewes Assizes on October 3, 1843 for burglary at Reigate
James Tipper 28 a soldier was indicted for stealing from the dwelling house of Colonel
C. Wyndham some articles of wearing apparel and linen. The prisoner pleaded guilty.

Tipper was charged with a further burglary in Reigate at the house of George Augustus
Calloway and stealing plate and other articles. On the night of the 3™ of October, the
premises were secured before the family went to bed. The next morning it was discovered
that a window in the greenhouse had been forced open and thence the robber got into the
drawing room and ransacked that apartment taking away a good deal of valuable property.

The prisoner who is a native of the neighbourhood was a deserter from the Grenadier
Guards and was seen near the house on the day in question and following enquiries by the
police'#® suspicion fell upon him and he was traced to London where he was taken into
custody. On being searched two pieces of silver that had formed a part of a silver basket
which was stolen from the first burglary were found in his possession as were a number
of duplicates referring to other stolen property. The constable also found in the room a
screwdriver, a chisel and other implements, which corresponded with the marks upon the
drawers in the burgled house.

The prisoner in his defence said he was of good character and been promoted corporal in
his regiment and that it was the misconduct of his wife which had made him desert and
had driven him to commit the offence to which he had pleaded guilty. As to the present
charge he declared that the room in which the stolen articles were found had been hired
by his wife and that she used to have strange men there and it was by this means that the
property came to where it had been found. Guilty — transported for 15 years. 14/

The Sussex burglars were a notorious gang who were finally caught in 1845 the case was
reported on the 12 March when they were taken to Lewes following their arrest in
northeast Hampshire. There was considerable excitement in Lewes when news broke that
Biddlecombe the chief officer of Godalming police had arrested the three Sussex burglars
in Hampshire. This active officer’s 8 exertions led to the arrests. The handcuffed
prisoners were conveyed from Godalming then by cart to Guildford and finally a coach to
Redhill before taking the train to Brighton followed by a transfer to a fly for the final part
of the journey to Lewes. 14°

1451835 September 14 The Times

146 There was no police force, so this was most likely the parish constables. The Metropolitan Police
would have taken him into custody

147 The Standard (London, England), Friday, December 22, 1843

148 QOver the years a term frequently used to describe him

149 The Times
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The three individuals named Patching, Burgess and Longhurst accused of committing
several burglaries in different parts of Sussex recently made off from Brighton and were
subsequently captured in the village of North Wanborough, Hampshire after a close
pursuit of five days.

The newspapers reported: The head constable *°° Mr Biddlecombe for four days rode
about the country accompanied by two armed and mounted assistants, sometimes hearing
of the men and sometimes losing all trace of them. On Friday morning he came onto the
neighbourhood of Reading and a village about four miles from that town, on the road to
Basingstoke, he learned of three men, still pretending to be smugglers had been there the
previous day and were dispensing some brandy as before; they had taken the road for
Basingstoke and thither in all haste he pursued them. On arriving at Basingstoke, he found
they had been there on the previous evening and on further enquiry that they had slept
there and changed their clothes, quitting the town that (Friday) morning about nine o’clock
— they still kept to their assumed character of smugglers. All this was highly satisfactory,
but strange to say no clue could be obtained as to what road they had taken on leaving the
town.

Fortunately for Mr Biddlecombe this time took the right direction for on proceeding about
12 miles on the road to Alton he found he found that the soi-disant > smugglers were
only about three hours ahead of him. Biddlecombe at once called in his assistants whom
he had from time to time during the pursuit despatched by different roads always fixing
some central point as a rendezvous. All three set out in hot pursuit for Alton. At a village
called North Wanborough the joyful information was obtained that the long sought for
party was only about half an hour in advance. On the pursuers sped and speedily caught
sight of the three men near a public house known as the Golden Pot about three miles
from Alton. The chief constable now cautioned his assistants to keep the men closely in
view and determined when turning of the high road himself, and by taking a circuitous
route, getting before the burglars, leaving instructions with his two men to close up upon
them, as soon as they saw him advancing in the opposite direction. This movement was
quickly effected and by this stratagem the burglars were safely apprehended.

When secured and handcuffed, Biddlecombe called them by their several names and
informed them of the charges against them. They each of them carried a bundle and the
great proportion of the missing property belonging to Mr Sparkes and Mr Abbott was
found in their possession as well some nine or ten shillings in silver, and a small quantity
of eatables. They were dressed in long smock frocks, buttoning before and appeared to
have disposed of little of the property taken on the previous Saturday night, except the
wine and spirits. They were all three armed with long knives and they had been aware of
the charges against them or the mission of the officer they would doubtless of used them

150 Godalming Police
151 Self-styled; so-called
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to the danger of him and his assistants. They had no firearms in their possession. The chief
constable at once procured a vehicle and conveyed his prisoners to Godalming where they
arrived with them late Friday evening.

After appearing before the local magistrate, the prisoners were conveyed in handcuffs
from Godalming by cart to Guildford, coach to Redhill before taking the train to Brighton
followed by transfer to a fly for the final part of the journey to Lewes. 52 They were
examined before the Lewes magistrates on Monday and remanded for further examination
till Thursday?*®3

Tae Bussex Burorans,—~Considerable excitement
has prevailed in the town of Lewes in tho last 24 bours, in
consequence of information having been received at an early
}bonr on Sanday moruing that the three individuals con-
i mected with the Sussex barglarise—Patching, Barges:
sAnghurst—hsd been eaptured in Hampehire b . Biddler
“. # chief officer of police at Godslming, after five days
ok 10 2t 1. SoRveyiag i U . empe nraaron %S

T i 10 ;

this morning’s post eisbled us to hy’ orro . ) _-
& full account of the proceedings adopted by Biddiccombe.
the active officer by whoss exertions the burglars
secured, secompanied by the information that the burslars
would arrive at Lewes in custody of their capter this (Mon-
day) afternoon, In accordance with this ir ormation, about
half-pest § this afternoon, Widdlecombe with his assistant
arrived in charge of the prisoners, whom he Jodged safely in
the station-house. At the moment we write they are before
the m rate,Mr, H. Blackman, The prisoners left Godal-
ming this morning early. They were conveyed, handeuffed,
in carts to Guildford, thence by the coach which runs to
Red Hill, where they were placed in & ratlway carriage, and
brouzht by train to Brighton. On arrivisg at Brighton
they were at once placed in a fly, and driven without loss of
time to Lewes. Their conduct since their captare has becn
gerfeoﬂy quiet, and on the whole they appear little affected

their situstion. This remark does not apply, however, to
the gmouer Lopghurst, who, since the news of his wifo's
death, has materially altered his demeancur. To use the ex-
Ereuion of the officer, be appeared considerably *cut up”

y the melancholy intelligenee,—Susser A dpertiser,
Prunest.—(in Mandav loet M Qawnal Nuenkhall

The Times (London, England), Wednesday, March 12, 1845

On March the 19" 1845 the men were found guilty of burglary and transported for ten
years. There is some variation in the reports on the sentencing of the women members of
the gang Jane Burgess and Ann Hounsell varying between 18 months and two years hard
labour. Biddlecombe was commended by the judge for showing great zeal and activity in
the case and was rewarded twenty shillings in addition to his expenses and the two

152 The Times
158 The Morning Chronicle Wednesday March 12 1845 — abridged from the Surrey Advertiser
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constables who assisted him in the pursuit of the prisoners should each receive five
shillings. 1>

A further press report contains more detail of the ploy used by Biddlecombe to make the
arrests. There is also a reference to links with a large number of burglaries. Operating in
the 1840s across Surrey and Sussex were the Surrey based Isaac’s gang who were prolific
burglars and involved in at least two murders.'%

A newspaper reported that there was considerable interest created by the fact that the
prisoners were supposed to have been connected with a great number of burglaries that
have been committed in the county of Surrey. The circumstances of this particular case
presented nothing uncommon, except the mode of their capture. A constable named
Biddlecombe was on their traces; and after travelling in pursuit of them over a very great
extent of country succeeded in coming up with the prisoners at Alton, in Hampshire; and
as he was at this time alone, they would have probably got away had he not adroitly hit
upon the following expedient to disarm their suspicion. He told them on coming up with
them that he was an officer and that a farmer a short distance off had sent him after them
on suspicion of stealing some fowls the night before. The prisoners said they could easily
prove their innocence of this charge for they had slept in Basingstoke. The officer then
said they could no doubt easily prove this to the satisfaction of the complainant if they
would go back with him, and for “forms sake” they had better have on the handcuffs. The
prisoners consented and very quickly allowed the officer to handcuff them, and he told
them the real nature of the charges against them. 1°¢

1846 October 27 Biddlecombe deals with a burglary at Ash also with the theft of sheep:
William Glazier, William Smallpiece and Charles Dawes for having on the night of 13™
October feloniously stolen in the parish of Ash and Normandy a pair of pincers and a
quantity of nails, the property of John Stedman the elder. 157

Superintendent Biddlecombe said he had a clear charge of burglary against the whole of
the prisoners, who were a part of a gang of seven thieves well known to him. The case of
burglary did not come under his notice until last evening, and he had no opportunity to
prefer a bill of indictments previous to the discharge of the Grand Jury. Three months hard
labour.

William Glazier, John Paine and Charles Denyer for having on the 14™ October
feloniously stolen at Worplesdon one ewe sheep the property of John Collins. Transported
fifteen years.

154 The Morning Post (London, England), Thursday, March 20, 1845

155 Full details of the gang can be found at www.surrey-constabulary.com
156 The Derby Mercury Wednesday March 26 1845

1571846 October 27 South Eastern Gazette
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A Burglary and attempted Arson, Ripley was reported on 25 January 1848. Daniel
Benvill, better known at Dorking as “Civil John” who has lodged at the Rose and Crown
public house in this town for nearly four years and was by craft a hawker of cutlery or any
other goods he might turn to a profitable account, was brought before Charles Barclay
Esg., magistrate, on Monday in custody of the police officer Donaldson. (Inspector
Donaldson was the head of the small Dorking Police force). It appeared that Donaldson
having been informed on the previous Saturday that a robbery had been committed on the
premises of Mr Greenfield, general shopkeeper, Ripley, in this county late on Tuesday
night or early Wednesday morning the 25™ or 26™ ult., went without delay to the Rose
and Crown and enquired if “Civil John” was within? The answer was in the affirmative
and “Civil John” came forth and was asked by the officer whether he had goods of such
description in his possession. The prisoner replied he had and Donaldson was conducted

to the prisoner’s bedroom, which was over a wooden house detached from his house. 1%

Donaldson soon with his lynx eye, espied a lot of goods in his bedroom, and on further
search in a shed below he found his dog cart full of goods, of the whole of which he took
possession and secured the prisoner, who with the goods he conveyed to his own
establishment, and immediately wrote a letter to Mr Greenfield of Ripley, setting the
circumstances, and Mr Greenfield with his son and shop man, came over to Dorking on
Monday, to see whether the goods were his property; and on their being produced at
Messrs. Hart’s office, the prosecutor swore that they were his property, and his evidence
as to identity was corroborated by his shop man.

The goods consisted of jackets, waistcoats and trowsers, (sic) boots and shoes and various
of other articles. Other goods had also been stolen which were not found on the prisoner,
viz, one piece of Irish linen, three pair of diapers, a pair of blue cloth trousers, a man’s
jacket, and a black velveteen jacket &c: the whole amounting on a rough calculation of
£50.

The thieves effected an entrance by boring holes round the thin edge of the lower panel
of the shop door, with a centre bit*°. A considerable quantity of the stock was found
strewed in all directions, and to the horror of Mr Greenfielld, he found that a large quantity
of papers and other things had been burnt, apparently for the purpose of setting the whole
premises on fire.

The prisoner stated that on Wednesday morning the 28™ ult., as he was going with his dog
and cart towards Abinger he met a man with a horse and cart, who pulled up and asked
him if would buy a lot of goods, which he said he would sell cheap as he said he was
going out of the trade. After a little parley, “Civil John” purchased the whole for ten
pounds, five pounds of which he said he borrowed that morning off Mrs French the
landlady at the Rose and Crown. The man drove towards Dorking and sometime

158 South Eastern Gazette 8" February1848
159 Note: Brace and bit burglaries remained fairly common on into the 1960s
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afterwards he followed. Mrs French who was present said he wanted to borrow £5 off her
on Wednesday night, but she did not lend it to him until the following morning.

The prisoner was committed to Horsemonger-lane gaol to be tried at the assizes in March
next.160

On the 9t March 1848 there was a Burglary at Abinger and William Munday (27) and
George Fain (22) were arrested charged with burglariously entering the dwelling house of
George Elmes, at Abinger, and stealing a variety of grocery articles. Mr Robinson
appeared for the prosecution and Mr Channock for the defence at the Surrey Quarter
Sessions.

Mary King, wife of Jarman King, and daughter of prosecutor, fastened up her father’s
shop on the night of the 18" March (This should probably read 9 March); next morning
she saw the shop had been broken open during the night, and some cheese and tea stolen.
Identified the cheese produced. She was the last in the shop on Wednesday night. Jarman
King deposed to coming down on Thursday morning at 5 0’clock and saw a hole in the
window large enough for a man to get into or out.

Superintendent Biddlecombe (Godalming Borough Police) gave evidence that on the 10%"
March he examined the tracks near the shop; compared the prisoner’s shoes with the
tracks, and they corresponded. (He produced the shoes and showed several marked
particulars in the nailing of the shoes, by which they could be identified with the tracks.
The impression was traceable with a few intervals from Abinger to Guildford, by a
circuitous route, being two or three miles longer than the common road. About halfway
the two persons were joined by a third person. Witness examined prosecutor’s premises —
the bolt of the shutter was cut round, the lead from the panes had also been cut, some glass
removed — and two bars had been wrenched out. On the window frame were marks of
blood, and there were also marks on Munday’s clothes, and one of his fingers had recently
been cut. On Fane (Note: previously in same piece spelt Fain) a knife was found broken
at the tip. The cuts in the lead work were exactly the size of the top of the knife. Cross-
examined Biddlecombe said he did not put the shoes in the tracks but made parallel
impressions. The way to the prosecutor’s shop was through a small orchard.

Two witnesses Truel and Saxby gave evidence as to the track. On the Monday morning
following, went to the wood where the tracks went in, and he saw the hounds, and Col.
Sumner gave him a bundle, which contained in a red handkerchief. He found the cheese
now produced and which Mrs King identified.

Colonel Sumner deposed that he was hunting on Monday 10 March (Note: Again the dates
do not agree) and on finding hounds drawn towards the wood on Hawkhurst Downs he

160 From Mrs. Jean Pelham descendant of Inspector Donaldson, March 2016
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went in and found under a heather bush some things tied in a red handkerchief. He gave
them to Saxby.

A labourer named Sherlock deposed that on the Thursday morning in question at about
half-past seven he saw the two prisoners with another man pass Scotland Farm, which is
in the course of the track spoken of. Two of them had bundles.

Police Constables High and Williams gave evidence of approaching the prisoners at the
Rose and Crown, Guildford. (Note: Most likely members of the Guildford Borough Police
as the Surrey Constabulary not yet formed.)

Scotman of the Rose and Crown deposed that prisoners lodged at his house. On
Wednesday 9" of March in the forenoon they let the house and did not return till Thursday
morning.

The principal point in Mr Charnock’s address was the fallacy of the evidence depending
on footmarks. The prisoners were found guilty and were sentenced to ten years
transportation.16?

Not every case resulted in a conviction. Evidence was hard to find but in this case
Inspector Donaldson of Dorking Police tried hard to convince the court he had a case. In
1850 on the 11 February there was a burglary at Betchworth and George Sawyers was
charged with burglariously entering into the dwelling house of Isaline Ann Marie
Secretan, at Betchworth and stealing therein various articles. 162

Mr Bagley prosecuted and Mr Charnock defended the prisoner at the quarter sessions.

Prosecutrix stated that on the 11" February she retired to bed about 10 0’clock. She awoke
at half past one and saw a ladder placed against her house, a man raised the window and
entered her room, and another followed him. She went towards the window and tried to
push them down but did not succeed. When they got into the room, they pulled down the
window. She broke a pane of glass to arouse the neighbours. They struck a light and
threatened to kill her if she made a noise. One was armed with a stick the other with a bar
of iron. The one with the stick struck her several times on the head. They asked her for
money, but she made no answer. They then went into the passage and took up a painting
box, then went off with the box down the ladder. When they lighted the candle she caught
a look of one of them and believed the prisoner at the bar was one of them. They left
behind them a cap, the stick, the iron bar and some Lucifer matches. They lighted a piece
of wax candle and dropt some of the wax along the passage.

181 From Mrs. Jean Pelham descendant of Inspector Donaldson, March 2016
162 Sussex Advertiser 2 April 1850
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Cross-examined Isalene Secretan said she was very much frightened. The burglary lasted
about ten minutes altogether. It was about 19 days later that the prisoner was brought to
her to identify. She did not speak positively then, nor did she when the police constable
put the cap on his head.

Eliza French, wife of the landlord of the Rose and Crown, Dorking deposed that the
prisoner with two others was at her house on the 9™ and 10" February. Overheard one of
them say, “We must have some Lucifer matches for this business.” Prisoner was there
when this was said. One of them had a piece of iron, but she did not think she could swear
it. (Iron produced) Would not swear that was the iron, but it was very much like it. Had
never seen the prisoner before the 91,

William Donaldson, police constable, (also known as Inspector Donaldson in charge of
the Dorking police and later murdered as a member of the Surrey Constabulary) at
Dorking, deposed that on receiving information of the burglary he went to the house of
the prosecutrix. He described the state in which he found the premises, and stated that he
received from Miss Secretan a cap, a piece of iron, and a stick, which the burglars left
behind. When he arrested the prisoner, he “chaffed him about the gals” (laughter) He
denied all knowledge of the robbery.

Cross-examined Inspector Donaldson said he did not tell Miss Secretan he’d got the man;
he said a man. He put a cap on prisoner’s head, and a black kerchief around his neck, for
prosecutrix to see when before the magistrates. There was a reward of £15 for a conviction
in this case.

John Clark deposed he saw the prisoner at Mrs French’s on Sunday and Monday before
the football day. Two others were with him. Heard one of the two ask for some lucifers at
the bar. Prisoner was not within hearing at the time.

Thomas Peter lives at Betchworth was aroused on the morning of the 11 February by
screams of murder from Miss Secretan’s house. He knew nothing of the prisoner.

A prisoner named Mann deposed that he found a box behind a hedge on the morning after
the robbery. The box was the one taken from the house of the prosecutrix.

His Lordship said that the last three witnesses might as well have been at home. They had
not deposed a single fact that threw any light upon the house. The learned counsel for the
defence characterised the evidence adduced to prove the guilt of the prisoner as the most
meagre that was ever brought into a court of justice to support a prosecution. The jury
returned a verdict of not guilty.163

The Isaacs’ Gang

163 From Mrs. Jean Pelham descendant of Inspector Donaldson, March 2016
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It was the activities of the Isaacs’s Gang that led directly to the formation of the Surrey
Constabulary after gang members murdered the vicar at Frimley during a burglary in the
early autumn of 1850. The gang were not living as outlaws as a group in the forest or
together on heathland or common. They lived mostly as individuals in these places
scattered across a wide area, some in towns some in camps, in digs and anywhere else an
itinerant man could live mostly across west Surrey and into Hampshire. Their area of
criminal operation was mostly Sussex and Surrey where they were extremely prolific
criminals summoned to come together in small groups by their “captain” John Isaacs, t0
commit specific often pre-planned crime. Hence the name by the author, “Isaacs Gang”.

So, who were the gang members?64

It is possible from the published material to draw together very brief descriptions of the
main players in the gang. Names are often spelt differently in the reports, they all seemed
to have alias and nicknames and so it is not easy following the “career path” of individuals.
However, it is clear that the men and women were dangerous and prolific criminals and
the list establishes clearly the dangers that early law-enforcement officers faced when
confronting these lawbreakers.

e One of the criminals who turned Queen’s evidence, James Hamilton said the gang
consisted of himself, Levi Harwood and Samuel Jones (hung) Samuel Harwood
(hung), John and Edward Isaacs, William Brooks, Joseph Carter, John and James
Jones alias Smith, Hiram Smith, Thomas Foot alias Morgan, William Hillyer, John
Brooks, Mary Crowder, Sarah White and James James. Most were finally caught most
transported for life.

e John Isaacs was the elected captain and all the others acted under his direction. They
were all sworn to obey the instructions of the captain and if any attempted to back out
or refusal to take part in a robbery or murder he or she would be instantly shot and if
anyone left the gang without the consent of the captain, he or she would be overtaken
and shot.

e William Brooks, alias Hayler: 33 years, born in Kent, never went to school and at 15
began to work on the railway. When he was about 24 he took to hawking, harvesting
and hopping, the occupations of travellers often used as a cloak for less honest
pursuits. He met with Hamilton and Edward Isaacs engaging in almost nightly
robberies at Shipley Sussex, Hambledon Surrey, Cuckfield, the same night at
Penvall’s. Houses at Bolney, Balcombe, Horley, Haywards Heath, Lingfield. Public
House Old Pie Corner, Frensham, Uckfield, Kirdford, Farnham, Chailey, and many
more houses. A shop in Farnham, then a series near Lewes including The Five Bells
at Chailey. The parsons’ house at Frensham, the vicarage at Lingfield a vicar’s house,

164 The Blackburn Standard July 7 1852
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Rev. O E Vidal, at Arlington in Sussex, another vicarage at Chelsham, and the
burglary and murder at Frimley vicarage. The Uckfield burglary was then planned,
and a wheelwright’s shop entered, and tools stolen for use in that crime.

Joseph Carter aged 25 was deserted by his father and was always a beggar but brought
up as a basket maker before moving to the railways where he met up with the rest of
the gang. He was to admit 24 cases of burglary and one of sacrilege. The hut tenanted
by Morgan and Carter on Woking Common is situated in the heart of a notorious resort
of gipsies, vagabonds and other indifferent characters. Joseph Carter’s alias was
Cockman

Thomas Morgan aged 34: a gypsy who began very early as a poacher then fell in with
his uncle a traveller with a sleeping van and dealt in horses. Stayed with him until he
was transported for the first time, 6 years in Bermuda, returning as a traveller selling
razors, pins etc. until he fell in with the gang. “The prisoners were described “mostly
of the ferocious and repulsive countenance, especially Morgan who is evidently much
older than his companions.” Alias Thomas Toot

Edward Isaacs aged 31; a rather superior looking man when compared with his
compatriots, whose father always worked in the tin trade and was a robber who
travelled the country. He was brought up making baskets, pegs, mats and brooms
travelling about the country. All the family attended the harvest and hopping when
they would take wood, rob gardens and turnip fields. Possesses great natural
shrewdness and much more information than could be expected. Gypsy blood flows
in his veins

William Hillyer aged 23: father a veteran of Waterloo and a French mother he was
brought up in France until aged 6, one of 13 children all of whom did well except
William and a younger brother who followed his bad example. Went to school for
about twelve months and at 15 joined the railway meeting Morgan at Goodwood races
and went with him harvesting. Morgan would break into houses and Hillyer would
keep watch, when people were working in the fields. Hillyer stayed at Farnham with
Morgan and broke into a farm. Left Morgan and teamed up with George May, Hiram
Smith breaking into Mr Stovold’s house, he then teamed up with Brooks and
committed many more crimes. The Stovold burglary again involved five men storming
into the bedroom. Hiram Smith was on this burglary

John Smith alias Hiram: aged 24 an Uckfield burglar and belonged to the lowest order
of travellers. John was to become an “Approver” (turned Queen’s Evidence) for the
Frimley murder trial. The Times described at the Hollest murder trial “Hiram Smith
who appears to have been the ringleader and plotter of the burglary is about the middle
height, with narrow contracted shoulders and a stooping figure. His face, which wears
a sallow unhealthy hue, is extremely forbidding in expression, the features having the
sharp prominent character which marks the rogue, while the doubtful and hesitating
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glance of the eye indicates a disposition at once cunning and irresolute.”% Of the four
prisoners, by dress and manners, he seems to have been the most respectably
connected

e James Smith: aged 18 both Uckfield Burglars belonging to the lowest order of
travellers. Also known as James Jones also alias Richard Fowler, alias Trowler. James
Jones is also about the middle size, his features flat and repulsive, and his whole
physiognomy expressive of a life of depravity and crime. Both he and Levi Harwood
look like bold determined fellows, capable of carrying through any deed of violence
they may once have undertaken.

e Samuel Harwood was married and had a child and came from the Guildford area
where he was well known to the local police, as was his brother. The Times described
him at the Hollest trial as “he had great bodily strength, immense limbs and a slight
cast in his eye, but good features and more frankness of manner than the rest. Found
not guilty of the Hollest murder but immediately arrested on other charges.

e Levi Harwood who was unmarried, and in 1851 hung for the Frimley murder came
from the Guildford area where he was well known to the local police as was his
brother. Was convicted 1841 sentenced to one year’s hard labour; since which time
has several summary convictions for assaulting the police etc. Accused of firing the
shot during the Hollest murder was according to The Times: “A ruffianly looking man
with course and rugged features on a face betraying mastery of violent passions. He
looked like one of those idle fellows, half ostlers, half anything else who were seen
loitering about country inns waiting for any job that may turn up.”66

e Samuel Jones alias Burbage alias James Jones was to be hung for the Frimley murder.
Inspector Hollington Guildford Borough Police arrested Jones on March the 13™ 1850
on suspicion of a burglary at Mr Horne’s linen draper Guildford (whose house was
broken into on the 14™ February in the same year) and property was found belonging
to Mr Horn’s housekeeper. He was committed to the Guildford borough sessions but
owing to a month having elapsed between the burglary and apprehension, and the
prisoner stating he had bought the property, the jury ignored the bill. Described by
The Times during the Hollest murder trial, “had a flat and repulsive feature and his
whole physiognomy was expressive of a life of depravity and crime. He and Levi
Harwood looked bold and determined fellows capable of carrying through and deed
of violence they undertook.”167

e James Hamilton alias Butcher who lived on Farnham Common in Surrey with Carter,
became Approver for the Uckfield trial admitting involvement in a range of vicious
burglaries

185 Joan Lock Scotland Yard’s First cases 2011 page 129
166 Joan Lock Scotland Yard’s First cases 2011 page 129
167 Joan Lock Scotland Yard’s First cases 2011 page 130
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e Joseph Carton
e George May

e Elizabeth Oliver, common law wife of William Brooks and a receiver — Chailey
Burglary, Hayward Heath Burglary; alias Cockman. Sentenced to seven years
transportation.

e James and his wife Sarah Edwards — both receivers
e Mary Crowder, the lady who lived with Levi Harwood
e Sarah White

e George Brisk, a companion of both Levi Harwood and Jones. Inspector Hollington
found property in his house the product of several burglaries in the county. He was
sentenced to seven years transportation.

e James Gulliver alias Jim Bull receivers with property traced to burglary. Cohabited
with the sister of Brooks.

Not a nice bunch! These brief descriptions give some idea of what the public and the
nascent police officers were facing on dark, cold and dangerous nights across a sparsely
populated and very rural south of England.

Gypsies, tramps, trampers, and travellers were the cause of great concern to the general
population as a source of crime and violence numbering in the hundreds if not thousands.
Eighteenth and nineteenth-century Britain was greatly dependent on seasonal and
tramping labour. The primary winter home for Gypsies, travellers and seasonal labourers
was London. In a working-class mirror to the elite’s "London Season", October and
November saw hundreds and thousands of men, women and children returning to the
capital from hop-picking and market gardening, from touring the fairs and tramping in
search of work. Some were self-identified Gypsies, others were travelling Irish, and still
others were the settled London poor either on the "tramp™ or out seeking harvest wages in
the hop fields of Kent or market gardens of South East England. These people were over-
represented in the Proceedings at the Old Bailey. To be added were the unemployed, the
unemployable, the career criminal, agricultural depression, poverty, and homelessness
and in the earlier part of the century, those men discharged from service following the
Napoleonic wars. 168

In May 1850 there was a burglary in Loxwood on the Surrey Sussex boundary, which was
probably associated with the Isaacs’ Gang. On Monday morning at about one o’clock,
three men who had on masks and were armed with great sticks entered the house of Mr
W. Penfold, at Headsfoldwood Common. Mr G. Seward who also lives in the house was

188 http://www.oldbaileyonline.org/static/Gypsy-traveller.jsp
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awakened from sleep and saw the thieves standing at his bedside. He asked them what
they wanted, and the reply was, “We want money, and money we’ll have; it is such as you
hoard up your money whilst we are starving.” They then departed carrying off a satinwood
workbox, in which there was a £5 Bank of England note, six sovereigns and two 5s pieces,
a gold seal, with “GS” in old English on it, and a silver hunting watch, etc. The thieves
robbed Mr Penfold of about £10 in cash, and his passbook with the Guildford Savings
Bank. There is no doubt that these fellows were well acquainted with the premises, and
where money was to be had. Mr G Seward has offered a reward for the apprehension of
the burglars.*6°

The Isaacs’s Gang ranged across rural Surrey and Sussex putting householders, parish
constables and police officers at risk including a member of the newly formed
constabulary. In 1850 on August 9 as the local paper reported, PC Pocock a most active
and vigilant officer of the East Sussex Constabulary apprehended two men at Hedge Court
near Copthorne on suspicion of being concerned in the late Burglary at Haywards Heath
taking possession of a cart with property from the burglary. Having kept the men at the
lock up in Turner’s Hill during the night started the next morning for Cuckfield with the
prisoners handcuffed together and accompanied by Stanbridge the parochial constable
from Worth. After a short distance the prisoners attacked Pocock and were joined by a
third person who struck the officer to the ground. Pocock put up quite a fight using his
staff but was overwhelmed. The parochial constable made off crying murder with all his
might. Recovering slightly Pocock drew a pistol from his pocket and fired at one of the
men but again he was overwhelmed struck down and had his pockets rifled. The officer
fell into unconsciousness and the men made off into the forest. The cries of murder
brought persons to the spot and the local landowner Livesay directed an active pursuit,
sending an express to Cuckfield for the police. After Pocock’s wounds were dressed Mr
Livesay sent his servants with him to Turner’s Hill. On the road Pocock recognised two
women belonging to the gang and had them arrested and sent to Cuckfield. In less than an
hour more than a hundred persons on horseback and on foot were scouring the forest.

The men are well known and belong to a gang who encamp around Copthorne and the
confines of the forest and are known as “cadgers.” They are accompanied by women who
carry baskets and vend tape and other article to cottagers, carrying on a trade in plunder
and commit depredations among the rabbit warrens and game preserves with which the
country abounds; and not confining themselves to these petty offences are the terror of
the surrounding residents.

Among the property found on the cart was a quantity of poaching and fishing tackle. The
men were eventually followed to Surrey, Tinsley Common near Charlwood where they
were lost

189 The Morning Post Monday May 20 1850 Sussex Express
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Pocock was poorly suffering concussion of the brain.1"°

The gang were involved in a burglary at a village shop in Kirdford, near Billingshurst and
not overly far from Loxwood, on the 4 June 1850. James Hamilton met up with Isaacs on
Farnham Common in west Surrey. Isaacs had a plan to commit a burglary at Kirdford.
Isaacs, Hamilton and two other gang members, went to Guildford for two more men to
help, enlisting Levi Harwood and James Jones. Arrangements were made to meet at a
place called Hidings Ball near Godalming, which is probably the still fairly isolated Hyden
Ball. The men were instructed to bring their old clothes and a lantern.

All six met at Hidings Ball and agreed to go two at a time and meet in a wood between
Ridford and Ball’s Cross. The men most likely walked south through Dunsfold and
Plaistow meeting up to the west of Kirdford on common land. When night came two of
the men went forward to watch the house they intended to burgle, the other four remaining
behind until the two came back. The men then stripped of their travelling clothes and
disguised themselves putting on masks then they all went to the house on Kirdford
Common, the residence of Mrs Stoner.

Changing clothes and removing footwear is a common feature of this gang before they
committed a serious crime, as was wearing masks. There was nothing that the modern
police officer would identify as forensic evidence. However, careful searches of scenes
were made if a half experienced, full time police officer happened to attend, and it was
not unknown to recover fibres that were visually matched with a coat or pair of trousers.
The DNA of the day was shoes and boots. All footwear was individually made by a large
number of artisan cordwainers (a shoemaker/cobbler) and wear and tear was individual to
the particular item of footwear. Marks and impressions at the scene were compared with
any shoes found on a suspect. If the men took their footwear off and left any imprint,
sometimes in blood this was carefully measured and compared again with the foot of a
suspect.

The Guildford men approached the house in the dark early summer night, broke through
the shutters and took out the whole frame of glass climbing into the house, opening a door
and letting the others in. They looked about to find money but did not find any. The
burglars then went into the kitchen and found the stair-foot door fastened. This was not
unusual. There was a fear of burglary and houses were well secured and inside the house
doors on stairs leading up to bedrooms were secured and usually bedroom doors locked
as well.

Mrs Stoner heard the men and called “Who is there?” Several of the men burst the stair
door open and they all ran upstairs. Mrs Stoner screamed and ran into another room. Isaacs
took hold of her to stop her noise when his mask slipped off. She then gave one of the
men her purse. (Known at the time as a pocket)

170 Sussex Morning Chronicle Friday: Murderous attack on police
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Mrs Harriet Stoner’s description of the events on the night of the 4th of June 1850 is much
more vivid. Mrs Stoner kept a small grocer’s shop and between three and four o’clock in
the morning the crashing in of a door on the staircase aroused her. On hearing the noise,
she got out of bed and went into the passage to call the servant when two men each of
whom had a pistol in his right hand and wore a black mask seized her. They threw her
down in the passage and demanded her money or they would blow her brains out. Each
man held a pistol by the side of her head and another man stood in front with a chisel in
his hand, which was flourished over her head and throat. She was not able to speak in
consequence of the violent manner they held her down. One man pressed on her nose and
another grasped her throat. The three used the most violent language and threatened to
blow her brains out if she did not give up her money.

One who held a pistol said, “Tell us where your money is.” One of the others said, “Blow
her brains out if she does not tell.” She was terrified. The mask of the man who held the
chisel fell from his face quickly putting it on again. This man said, “Don’t hurt her; don’t
kill her.” Two men came from her bedroom with her keys and she gave them her money.
Mrs Stoner by now truly horrified and scared implored the men to spare her life. The man
who held the chisel kept behind her and the other two men kept the pistols pointed to her
head. She got to her bedroom and gave them her purse containing about £10. They took
other articles from the house. In all there were five men in the house and probably the
sixth outside on watch, a common practice of the gang. They went out through the back
door. One passed her a few moments afterwards and pointed a pistol at her head saying
“Silence.”

After the gang left Mrs Stoner examined her home finding drawers and other parts
ransacked also discovering the back-shop window was cut open. She found a chisel in the
passage and a man’s cap.

Mr S. Panel superintendent of the Petworth Police was called to the scene on the morning
of the burglary finding a dark lantern, a chisel and a piece a centre bit in the house. The
chisel corresponded with the marks on the staircase door and was used in forcing it open.

Mr Henry Hoare of Dunsfold a timber merchant saw six men walking on the high road
from Guildford to Kirdford. They were walking two by two. Looking very suspicious
characters he observed them more particularly.

This crime was not immediately detected, but men were convicted in 1851.

There was a burglary Capel on the 6 June 1850 on the second day after the Kirdford
burglary Isaacs and John Jones went to Hamilton who had returned to his home on
Farnham Common in west Surrey, and told him to meet them at Holmwood Common, to
the south of Dorking, where there would also be Isaacs’ brother, Ned and John and James
Jones.
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After meeting up on the common they walked the five miles or so to Capel where they
had heard of an elderly farmer who had a great deal of money in his house. Travelling in
pairs so as not to attract attention the six met in a wood close Captain Broadwood’s Lodge
on the Lyne Estate going from there to the farmer’s house. One of the burglars entered
through a window letting the rest in through the back door. The noise disturbed the farmer
and the gang made off possibly fearing the householder was armed, which, was very
likely.

Leaving Capel, the gang moved further south and east towards Haywards Heath.
Hamilton, William Brooks with James and Edward Isaacs went to a house in Haywards
Heath where a number of ladies called Kenward lived. William Brooks who knew the
house planned the robbery. The ladies’ room was locked but the burglars broke the door
down collected the property and threatened to blow out the brains of the poor, frightened
spinster ladies if they raised the alarm.

The burglars had two guns with them during the robbery and were in the house for two
hours leaving as it was getting light, travelling two at a time to Copthorne where they
shared out the property. Four pounds five shillings each was shared, as was a great deal
of property including a double-barrelled gun. Much of the property was taken by John
Isaacs back to Guildford to give to one of the Guildford men, Levi Harwood, to go up to
London to sell. All the property was to be lost when the police came after them. The three
guns were hidden on the roadside and not found. There were obvious established links
between the gang and criminals in London who handled the stolen goods and of course
by now in London the Metropolitan Police was very well established.

This was on the morning of the Haywards Heath burglary and later that day three of the
gang went to London tasking Hamilton to take money to their women who were living in
a camp on Copthorne Common on the Surrey/Sussex border. About an hour after
Hamilton left the men and those remaining on Copthorne Common started packing up,
two policemen came along. They knew Brook’s wife and enquired after her husband and
asked Hamilton where he was going and he told them he did not know, as he was a stranger
to the country. They searched the tents but not Hamilton although he had the stolen money
with him.

1850 September 20: The Arlington vicarage burglary for which later, James Edwards,
Sarah Edwards and Elizabeth Oliver were charged with being concerned. The Rev. Owen
E Vidal of Arlington deposed: About three o’clock in the morning of the 20™" September
three men entered my house. | was awoke by a man standing at my bedside. | asked him
what he came for and he made no answer. He left and another came. | repeated the
question and he said, “I came for some money.” The first man was armed with a sword. I
told the second man | had no money in that room and that it was all downstairs. | went

111 Nottinghamshire Guardian Thursday April 24, 1851
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with him to the study and he then asked me to point out where the money was, which 1
did. I went upstairs and was joined by the man with a sword. The first man dragged me to
the study, and they took about £20 in gold and silver, there was £2 14s in a blue silk purse;
the other monies were in paper packages. They then opened the other drawers and took
out £2 10s from one and 11s 6d from another. The first man called in the second man and
drew the sword across in front of my throat and threatened to use it if I made a noise. One
of the men went up first and then | and another followed. When | got upstairs, | discovered
there were two men emptying a box, which principally contained books. They went away
at four o’clock having locked me in my room. | lost three watches, one a silver hunting
one, two metal, one of which was gilt, one silver teapot and a variety of other articles. The
small silver Geneva hunting watch now produced by Morten, and the gilt watch produced
by Dadson,*’? belong to my aunt Miss Capper. — On making examination of the premises
the next morning | discovered that a hole had been made in the scullery window. Each of
the men was masked.*"

James Dadson, constable, Tunbridge Wells gave evidence that he searched the house of
the prisoner Edwards on the 11 January 1851. The prisoner lived at Crowborough and he
recovered property from the burglary. The wife of the prisoner Edwards was present and
on asking her to whom the property in the boxes belonged she said Mrs Oliver and
William Brooks. Upon apprehending the prisoner Edwards, he found the gilt watch in his
possession.

Mrs Sarah Morten (wife of the superintendent of police at Tunbridge Wells'’#): Upon
searching the prisoner Oliver | found the watch, produced, 15 sovereigns and a variety of
other articles suspended from her waist. Elizabeth Oliver was committed for trial and the
Edwards until Saturday.

Team members were being arrested but this did not put an end or pause to their activities.
On September 26, 1850, members of the Isaacs’ Gang murdered the Reverend George
Hollest in his bed during a burglary. The burglars entered the house at night in Frimley
and shot the vicar who later died. George Hollest fired at the fleeing burglars with a loaded
pistol he always kept close at night, as there was fear of burglars. As there was no local
police force Inspector Biddlecombe was brought in from Godalming Borough Police to
help the local magistrates. Men were arrested and two of the four were acquitted and two
men hung in Southwark. This is an important crime and event as the outcry that followed
led to the formation of the Surrey Constabulary!’

26 September 1850 Frimley Parsonage Murder

172 Constable Tunbridge Wells

173 1851 January 22 Wednesday: Uckfield Burglaries: The Standard

174 Tt was normal practice for police officers’ wives to act as matrons, searchers of women and providers
of food for prisoners.

175 Janaway P75
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Heath House, (once Grove House) Frimley in 2011 176

1850, 26t™" September the murder of the 54-year-old Reverend George Hollest by burglars
associated with the Isaacs’ Gang after they entered the Frimley parsonage at 3am and
whilst trying to restrain the vicar and his wife, shot Mr Hollest who later died. George
Hollest driven no doubt by adrenalin, chased the fleeing burglars although mortally
wounded, firing his pistol which he kept loaded and close by at night because of the fear
of burglars. As there was no local police force Inspector Biddlecombe was brought in
from Godalming Borough Police to help the local magistrates, a detective sergeant arrived
from the Metropolitan Police after a note to the Home Secretary from the magistrate and
an inspector uninvited from the Guildford Borough Police. Men were arrested and two of
the four were acquitted and two men hung in Southwark. This is an important crime as
the outcry that followed led to meetings of the Commission of the Peace for Surrey and
the formation of the Surrey Constabulary.*”’

What this research uncovered or rediscovered as it had been long forgotten, is that the
burglary and murder at Frimley should not be considered in isolation as it was a part of a
much larger criminal enterprise involving members of the Isaacs’ Gang. The gang had
brought great concern to the countryside within 30 miles of London with correspondents
to The Times reporting that Surrey had become a “prairie of predatory excursion.”'’® The
threat was also evident by the arming of clergymen in their bedrooms.

176 Photo Ken Clarke retired Surrey Constabulary officer 2011
17 Janaway P75
178 Joan Lock Scotland Yard’s First Cases 2011 page 127
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Hollest was woken by two masked men, one either side of the bed. Thinking they were
his sons he told them not to be so silly and go back to bed."

A vivid version from the surviving victim of the burglary comes from an account by Mrs
Caroline Hollest 8 who was wakened at three in the morning when she was in bed with
her husband. “I noticed an increase of light in the room but could not perceive how it was
occasioned”. There were curtains around the bed, but they were open at the foot. Reaching
from her bed to ring for the servant she was grabbed by a masked man. As she tried to
scream a second man grabbed her husband and they were warned by the armed men to be
silent or they would have their brains blown out. However, both continued to struggle.

Mrs Hollest was forced to the floor in the narrow space between bed and wall. Unable to
see her attacker she was struck by his distinctive squeaky voice. She then heard a pistol
fired and she struggled to reach her husband whilst one of the burglars hung onto her
around the waist pushing a pistol into her side. The burglar caught his food on the
washstand and tripped and Mrs Hollest was able to ring the bell and raise the alarm and
the intruders began to flee.

Mr Hollest immediately went to his dressing room to fetch his handgun, which he always
kept loaded and pursued the intruders out through the front of the house firing a parting
shot at them as they fled.

Mrs Hollest watched what was happening at the front of the house from an open window
and saw three men ran out to join a fourth. One of the men turned and looked directly at
her and she took fright and withdrew slamming shut the window.

A few minutes later Mr Hollest returned and calmly informed her “The fellow has shot
me.” Mrs Hollest saw that he was bleeding from the stomach and her servant Giles was
dispatched to fetch both the local surgeon and parish constable.

Locking the staircase door in case the men returned, Mrs Hollest tried to stem the flow of
blood from her husband. The injury was a result of the shot fired in the bedroom but so
intent was the vicar on protecting his household he had not realised he had been shot.

Dr Davies found the Reverent in bed, in good spirits not realising the seriousness of his
wound nor fearing he would die. The doctor discovered a gunshot wound about an inch
below the navel and realised the injury was very serious indeed and the doctor stayed with
his patient until he died at 1pm the following day. Dr Davies undertook the PM and
recovered a marble from the abdomen.

179 Joan Lock Scotland Yard’s First Cases 2011 page 126
180 1850 26™ Sept Janaway 75. Murder of Reverend George Hollest - Frimley
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There was no police force for Frimley and so local magistrates summoned Superintendent
(Inspector — ranks used without discrimination) Biddlecombe from Godalming to help.
And with good and persistent detective work no doubt helped by the £150 reward, the
Borough police arrested four men in Guildford. Inspector Charles Hollington of the
Guildford Borough Police made the arrests on the Sunday after the burglary.

The criminals were a part of the Isaacs’ gang, the two Harwood brothers Levi and Samuel
25 years and 29, James Jones and Richard Fowler also known as Hiram Smith. Smith
turned Queen’s evidence and so much was learnt.

Smith said that on the Tuesday the men were to go to a prize-fight at Frimley and decided
to call at the vicarage Grove House, on the way there on the pretext of selling plates. The
housemaid bought nothing and refused them food when asked, at which point the men
became angry and left.

Later that week the four men met in Guildford and travelled independently to Frimley
about ten miles away. The Harwood brothers brought the pistols and close to the house
loaded them with a stone marble, and the men all put on masks.

The house was entered via small scullery window squeezing the smallest gang member
though bars and that man then drilled out the central bar. The house was searched for
desirable property, took food from the pantry, a gold watch, several silver items, coins,
clothing and anything else they thought would receive a reasonable price. They drank
wine and even filled a decanter and took it outside to one of the gang who was on watch.
The men then moved upstairs where the Hollests were attacked resulting in the shooting
and the burglars beating a hasty retreat chased by the armed vicar. As the men ran off,
they dropped much of the stolen property but managed to keep hold of a bag of coins. The
coins were from a collection for the local school and contained some recognisable tokens.

The Commissioner of the Metropolitan Police had sent Sergeant Edward Kendall of the
Metropolitan detective police to the scene. The sergeant noted bloodstained footprints on
the doorstep of the vicarage. Later, on searching the prisoner Levi Harwood’s lodgings, a
bloodstained stocking was found, and his right foot had several small cuts. It was
confirmed by Smith that they had taken their shoes off before entering the house.
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The Investigation

There were soon to be a number of investigators at the scene acting under the authority of
the local magistrate who most likely has not been involved in such an event before. The
police officer from the Metropolitan Police, the borough inspectors from Guildford and
Godalming and no doubt the parish constables played their part, which may have been
little more than securing the scene. Sergeant Kendall from London was known to Charles
Dickens who described him as “a well-spoken, polite person who was a prodigious hand
at pursuing private enquiries of a delicate nature.”

The early and experienced Metropolitan Police detective undertook a close examination
of any serious crime scene from which a remarkable amount of evidence could be gathered
if the officer was thorough and careful with recording and interpretation. On Sunday the

181 photo Ken Clarke
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28™ September Sergeant Edward Kendall examined the scullery window and found the
iron bar had been removed from the window. He observed the mark of a naked foot on
the doorstep, and a mark of blood. He also found a small piece of baize under a tree and
a few yards off there was a mark as though someone had been there with naked feet and
had slipped down. There were marks on the ground such as would have been made by
corded jacket or trousers, and the man, whoever he was, appeared to have fallen on his
left side.

At the inquest the knowledgeable Kendall advised the Coroner not to allow too much
information being made public but when asked to relate the circumstances of the case
Kendall demurred suggesting that Biddlecombe was asked as he was on the scene before
Kendall’s arrival. “I beg your pardon sir, but Inspector Biddlecombe was at Frimley
before I arrived and perhaps you would obtain a more correct history of the case by taking
his evidence first.”

Next day The Times reported: Nothing fresh whatever has transpired calculated to throw
light on the perpetrators of the crime. The police are still actively engaged in their
enquiries — Sergeant Kendall on the spot, Inspector Hollington at Guildford and Inspector
Biddlecombe between the two places. There is no doubt that each officer is using his best
exertions, but from what transpired today there is too much reason to fear that a degree of
jealousy mars their united operation.

After he had been arrested and on examining Levi Harwood, Kendall found that one of
his toes was much lacerated on the underside. About two weeks after the murder on the
6™ of October Kendall, most likely acting on information, went into the plantation and
field close to the house and recovered a cloak from a ditch. He did not go to the house
until the Sunday morning and so Biddlecombe and the constables of the village had been
there before his arrival. The trace of blood on the doorstep appeared to Kendall that the
blood had run down from a man’s body and that it was not caused by the indention of the
man’s foot. He could not say positively that it was blood because the forensic identifying
skills had not been discovered, but he believed it was. It had been raining a good deal
during the night but the doorstep with the blood was partially covered. The injury upon
Harwood’s foot was not sufficient to account for the quantity of blood he saw and he never
discovered the source as none of the prisoners had been wounded.

It was possible that the blood could have come from Mr Hollest or from some other
person, not the prisoners, shot by Mr Hollest. It does seem with hindsight that this blood
was from Hollest who may well have been wearing some form of nightshirt and the blood
dripped down when he paused on the step before rushing into his garden. This was
important initially because it may have been there was a fifth and wounded man on the
run who may seek medical attention.

Harriet Seabrook and her son kept the Swan beer-shop in Guildford and Levi Harwood
lodged with her. She remembered him leaving her house between 4 and 5 o’clock on the
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afternoon of the 27 September. He did not sleep at home that night and she did not see
him until near 8 o’clock the following night. He came home alone and a very little while
afterwards Jones came to the house and spoke to him. Harwood wore a cord jacket when
he went out but he had not got it on when he came back and she observed to him that “he
was like a snake — he had slipped his shirt.”

Benjamin Downes lived at the Wheatsheaf in Guildford and it was his duty to secure the
house at night. Jones and Smith lodged at the house. They were not at home on the night
of the 27" September and he did not see them until the evening of Saturday the 28™.
Downs knew they were out all night, as the room had not been slept in.

Charles Hollington the superintendent of the Guildford police heard of the burglary at Mr
Hollest’s the next morning and immediately made some enquiries about Levi Harwood,
Jones and Smith. He saw Jones about the middle of the day in High Street, Guildford.
Hollington and Biddlecombe went on Sunday morning to Mr Hollest’s and when they
returned, they took Smith, Jones and Levi Harwood into custody. “I told them I wanted
them on suspicion of burglary at Mr Hollest’s at Frimley and asked them to account for
their time on the Friday night as | had learned they were out. Harwood said he went to
London that night and Jones said he went up on the Downs to set a few wires to catch a
rabbit. On the 30 September | took Samuel Harwood into custody and on this day, Levi
Harwood told me he would account for his time on Friday night and he said that he came
down from London. I told him he was right about that and that he arrived at about eight
o’clock to which he replied, “You know as much as I do.” I searched the prisoners at the
station. Upon Levi Harwood | found two sovereigns, one shilling, a sixpence and a knife.
Upon Smith | found half a crown, a tobacco box, a knife and a piece of string. Upon Jones
| found a cloth, a piece of sealing wax, and the token penny, which has been produced. 1
afterwards searched Levi Harwood’s lodgings and found a pair of stockings, on the foot
of one of which there was a mark of blood and also a “stony” marble. I had previously
examined Levi Harwood’s feet. And found that the right one was cut in several places and
there was blood between the toes. After Levi Harwood was in custody, | examined his
shirt and found some marks of gravel upon his left sleeve.

On the 2" October I searched Samuel Harwood’s lodgings at Hyfield-green (There is now
a Highfield Lane at Puttenham but no Hyfield) and found a box at Mrs Catt’s, which
belonged to him and from which I took a corduroy jacket. | had seen Levi Harwood wear
a similar jacket. It appeared to me as though it had been recently washed. Levi Harwood
afterwards claimed the jacket to be his.”

Superintendent Biddlecombe: Godalming Police went to Mr Hollest’s house on the 28™
September and found a piece of blue worsted under a cypress tree which he compared
with the stockings that were upon Samuel Harwood and found it to be the same colour
and material as the stockings. He also examined the footmarks of the two men on the
gravel and called out the particulars and Mr Hollington who put them down in writing.
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The footmarks on the gravel were not very plain and the persons whoever they were,
appeared to have stepped more in the toe than on the heel.

Biddlecombe then measured the feet of Levi Harwood and Smith with a shoemaker’s rule
and | called out the measurements to Kendall who took them down. Kendall was able to
prove that the size of the feet of Smith and Levi Harwood corresponded almost exactly
with the footprints that were in the garden.

The men were committed for trial at the assizes, but this did not bring to a close the activity
of the gang.

The level of the fear of crime and criminals was set out clearly in the following article
from a Liverpool newspaper but referring to Surrey. 182

5 October 1850 Hollest Murder

The burglary and murder on the Surrey Hampshire border, in a quiet and rural location,
sent a shock across the country, feelings caused by the crime established clearly in this
national magazine article.®

Few murders have excited greater horror than that of Mr. Hollest, perpetual curate of
Frimley Grove, by burglars who entered his room in the dead of the night. Frimley Grove
is a small village about a mile and a half from the Farnborough station of the South-
western Railway. Mr. Hollest was in his fifty- fourth year he had held the curacy for
seventeen years and was universally respected. He lived in an old-fashioned brick house
(standing in its own grounds, and distant about a hundred yards from any other house. On
the night of Friday last week, there were in the house Mr. and Mrs Holiest, their two sons,
youths of fourteen and fifteen, who were at home from school, a manservant and two maid
servants. Mr. and Mrs Holiest slept on the first floor. About three o'clock on Saturday
morning, they were awakened by a noise in the room and saw two masked figures standing
at the foot of the bed, with lights.

Mr. Hollest thought it a trick of his sons, and good-naturedly chided them for the
unseasonable hour they had chosen. Mrs Hollest was not so deceived, and she screamed
in terror. The men instantly seized Mr and Mrs Hollest, and, with pistols pointed at their
heads, declared that if they made the slightest noise, they would blow their brains out. Mrs
Hollest, notwithstanding the imminent peril she was in, struggled hard, and at length
succeeded in slipping out of bed and seizing a bell-rope upon which her assailant rushed
round to the side of the bed, and threw himself upon her with such force as to snap the
bell-rope asunder. He continued to stand over her with his pistol pointed to her face, and
she expected to be shot dead every moment. Mr. Holiest, who was a very strong and active

182 1851 April 1: Frimley Murder Home Circuit Assizes Kingston: Morning Chronicle Wed April 2 1851
183 5 October 1850, The Spectator
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man, on discerning how matters stood struggled with the villain who stood ever him, and
getting out of bed, was in the act of stooping down to reach the poker from the fireplace,
when his assailant fired, and wounded him in the abdomen. Mr. Holiest was not aware at
first that he had been struck, and continued to grapple with the burglar, endeavouring by
every means in his power to prevent his escape.

The report of the pistol alarmed the miscreant, who was standing over Mrs Holiest, and
he left her for a moment and joined his companion. This courageous woman, on finding
herself released rushed to the fireplace, and, seizing a large band-bell, swung it to and fro
several times. The burglars almost immediately left the apartment and, descending the
staircase, hastened out of the house by the front door. Mr. Hollest seized a loaded gun, ran
downstairs, and fired at three men who were running across a lawn, but it appears, without
effect.

On returning up-stairs Mr Hollest first discovered that he was wounded. He got into bed
and sent the manservant for constables and a doctor. Examination of the premises showed
that the robbers had entered by a scullery- window, and then forced an entrance into the
kitchen. The manner indicated that they were not novices. They had set all the doors open,
and fastened them back, so that they might easily retreat. They carried off much plunder.
No immediate effort seems to have been made to track them.

When Mr Davies, the local surgeon, examined Mr. Hollest, he at once foresaw a fatal
issue. The patient's sufferings were intense and at noon on Sunday it was announced to
him that death was approaching. He received the intelligence with Christian resignation;
took an affectionate leave of his family and servants expressed a desire to partake of the
sacrament, which was administered to him by a clerical friend and neighbour and he
expired, in a state of almost unconscious exhaustion, between eight and nine o'clock on
Sunday evening.

Sergeant Kendall, of the Detective Force, was sent from London on Sunday night. The
local police had not been idle and on the same evening three men were arrested at a public
house in Guildford. They called themselves Smith, Jones, and Harwood. They are known
as daring thieves and have been several times in custody before. A Magistrate at Frimley
privately examined them. Rumour says a strong impression of their guilt was created when
taken to the bedroom, Smith seemed familiar with it.

Government has offered £100 and the family of the deceased £50 for the conviction of the
guilty parties.

An inquest was begun on Monday. The Jury went to Mr. Hollest's house to receive his
widow's testimony. She had only seen two men run across the lawn. They appeared to
have linen masks. She suspected two of the men in custody. A third man might have been
in the bedroom and yet not be seen by her, from the interposition of the bed-curtains she
thought it probable a third man had carried off a watch that had disappeared from a table,
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as she did not see either of the other two take it. Mr. Davies and another surgeon gave the
results of a post-mortem examination of Mr. Hollest’s body. They found in the fold of the
peritoneum, beneath the bladder, a common dark grey "marble,” that had caused death,
by passing through the intestines.

Mary Gouldstone, a servant of Mr. Mayberry, a surgeon at Frimley Grove, identified
Smith and Jones as two of three men whom she saw talking on a grass path before her
master's house at half-post twelve on Friday night. The moon was shining; she took
particular notice of the individuals and was positive as to their identity. Smith and Jones
denied this saying they could bring witnesses to prove they were not at Frimley. The
inquest was adjourned for a week. Samuel Harwood, a brother of the man Levi Harwood,
already in custody was arrested yesterday. A keeper has found in a plantation the masks
worn by the men, made of green waste and a piece of corresponding baize was found in
Samuel Harwood's house. 84

Nothing of importance calculated to lead to the detection of the assassins has been
discovered by the second week of October. Sergeant Kendall of the London detective
force is actively engaged in investigating the affair on the spot and local superintendents
of the Guildford and Godalming police, Mr Hollington and Mr Biddlecombe have not
relaxed their exertion. On Sunday afternoon the camlet cloak belonging to the deceased
gentleman, which was amongst the articles stolen, was found in a ditch near the spot where
the masks and remains of bread and meat were discovered. Unfortunately, this discovery
gives no clue as to what has become of the remaining portion of the property, upon the
finding of which there is too much reason to fear the convictions of the assassins depends.

A great deal has been said as to the want of an efficient rural police in the neighbourhood
where this tragedy has taken place. The fact, however, is that there is no police at all. The
county of Surrey is one of those districts of England, which either will not or cannot afford
to support a local constabulary. After this who can wonder at the commission of crime in
the district? The only police in Surrey are the few constables whom each of the principal
towns support for their own safety and protection.'8®

1850 September, Burglary Vidal Arlington Sussex: Uckfield gang

During the night of Friday week (late September 1850) a daring burglary was committed
by three men on the house of the Reverend O E Vidal at Arlington. They proceeded first
to the servant’s bedroom where they got two common watches. One of them went to the
reverend gentleman’s sleeping apartment and woke him. The ruffian wore a blue mask.
In one hand he held a tallow candle and in the other a sword, which he brandished
backwards and forwards threatening Mr Vidal he would use it if he made any disturbance.
In a few minutes he left the room and immediately a second ruffian entered the apartment.

184 5 October 1850 The Spectator
185 8 October 1850 The Times
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Like the first he was masked had a lighted candle and carried an axe handle as a weapon.
Demanding where the money was he was told down stairs and insisted the Reverend got
out of bed and going with him to get it. On reaching the study Mr Vidal showed them the
drawers where the money was but finding them locked, they demanded the key and he
was forced to return upstairs guarded by one of the burglars to give it to him. Having
reached the sleeping room Mr Vidal gave up the key and remonstrated with the ruffian
with the sword reminding him of the fate that awaited him hereafter even if he escaped
punishment in this world. However, the ruffian insisted that Vidal returned to the study
and on him hesitating dragged him down the stairs to the study where nearly £40 was
stolen. Again, the Reverend remonstrated with him on which using violent threats he
placed the sword across Mr Vidal’s throat saying if he made a noise, he would use it. One
of the other men was then called in and finally the reverend gentleman was locked up in
the bedroom whilst the daring scoundrels went downstairs and took tea.'8®

1850 October 8: Frimley murder funeral of the deceased

Funeral took place at 11 o’clock with large numbers of mourners. Funeral procession left
the vicarage at five minutes past eleven. Born to the grave by twelve respectable
tradesmen of the village and interred in Frimley churchyard almost beneath the alter
window. The two youthful sons of the deceased and his two brothers were the chief
mourners. By desire of the family the funeral was as private as possible but there was a
large gathering of local people. At one period of the service hardly a dry eye could be
observed.

On Sunday afternoon the camlet cloak belonging to the deceased that was among the
articles stolen was found in a ditch near the spot where the masks and the remains of bread
and meat were discovered.

A great deal has been said as to the want of an efficient rural police in the neighbourhood.
The fact is the only police in Surrey are the constables which each of the principal towns
support for their own safety and protection. 8’

1850 9 October, Inquest

On the 9 October 1850 “The Times” reported the inquest where Sergeant Kendall of the
London detective police said he was involved in the case but had arrived after Inspector
(sic) Biddlecombe of the Godalming Police. Superintendent (sic) Biddlecombe gave
evidence, which included details of the crime and suspects. Inspector Charles
Hollingworth of the Guildford Borough police arrested the suspects and it was reported
that Inspector Kendall had noted blood-stained footprints in the doorway of the vicarage

18 The Standard Wednesday October 2 1850
187 1850 8 October: The Standard Tuesday
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and, when searching the suspect’s premises blood-stained stockings were recovered.'8
(Rank seems to be arbitrary!)*e°

Sergeant Kendall of the London detective force is actively engaged in investigating the
affair on the spot and the local superintendents of the Guildford and Godalming police,
Mr Hollington and Mr Biddlecombe have not relaxed in their exertions.

The fact is that there is no police at all. The County of Surrey is one of those districts of
England, which either will not or cannot afford to support a local constabulary.*®

12 October 1850 Prevention of Murder

The Spectator was soon to return to the subject of policing in Surrey, or the lack of
policing:

“The Frimley murder has awakened people to a sudden sense of insecurity, and busy panic
rakes up the many cases of outrage, which have recently occurred. The Times presents a
most stunning picture of a particular district: what, asks the journalist, is the state of
England in 1860 in respect of personal safety from robbers? Its most 'frequented and
fashionable counties are literally overrun with thieves, less expert from practice than
fearless from impunity. On the borders of Berkshire, Middlesex, Hampshire, and Surrey,
within half an hour's ride of Scotland Yard, and in the centre of the district distinguished
by the names of Windsor, Richmond, Hampton, Eton, Claremont, and Stratfield Saye,
bands of daring robbers have established themselves, in utter contempt off law and police.
For at least a twelvemonth past these marauders have levied contributions on the houses
in the neighbourhood, and notably upon those of the magistrates themselves. The gang
were notorious, and the alarm universal, but nothing was done.

“Even large and populous towns usually thought secure from this species of danger were
plundered with the most insolent audacity. In Reading, burglaries occurred for nights
together; and few persons could retire to rest in the country adjoining with an assurance
that they would wake in safety the next morning. At last came the catastrophe at Frimley,
distinguished from the rest rather by the incident of murder than by any general novelty
of features. Let the reader consider for a moment what a state of things is disclosed by the
circumstances of this lamentable' tragedy. Three men lay their plans for a robbery. They
select a house standing in a village, and within a hundred yards, that is to say, within easy
call of half-a-dozen other houses. In this Frimley parsonage there resided a clergyman and
his wife, their two sons almost grown up, two maidservants, and a manservant. With no
disguise but a bit of green beige round their face, the thieves walk into this abode of four
men and three women, strike a light, go up-stairs, and proceed to search the rooms. That

188 “Foul Deeds and Suspicious Deaths in Guildford” Caroline Maxton Wharncliffe Books 2005 page 71
189 9 October 1850: The Times
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their presence, under such circumstances, should be discovered, was of course a matter of
certainty; but instead of decamping on detection, they endeavour to make their point by
violence, wrestle with the inmates for some minutes together, and at length shoot the
master of the house, and make off. They do not condescend, however, to ran many yards.
Within half a mile of the scene of murder, they coolly settle down again, and regale
themselves with cold meat and wine carried off from the premises; leaving the traces of
their good cheer to be found in the morning. Life and property could hardly he less, secure
in Texas or Athena.

“This is rather an over-naked account of the facts than an over- stated one. The opinions
as to causes and remedies are almost as many as the minds engaged in the discussion. "A
West Country Vicar" ascribes the evil condition to the inefficiency of the common village
constable, and his personal intimacy with the friends of thieves; the Times, to the want of
an effective county police, which ought not to be left to the veto of a few ratepayers but
established at the requirement of the central Government; the Globe, to the want of better
secondary punishments; the Standard, to the want of corn-law "protection.” "A Surrey
Man" writing to the Times, thinks that the inhabitants of Surrey ought to go armed.
"Public" thinks that people who traverse the streets of London should carry arms; and he
relates how a Mr. Miller of Long Acre was knocked down in Rose Street at midnight, and
nearly throttled with an instrument like that used to Mr. Cureton, 11 while three men tried
to rifle his pockets. Brutes of another class haunt the by-ways of the suburbs and molest
women; and the ruffians who trade on the fears of nervous men by threatening to vamp
up fictitious charges grow daring in their approaches. But it is to be observed that these
outages are not less audacious within the beat of the Metropolitan Police than they are in
the retired districts of the country. The cause, therefore, is something more general than
the local want of police.

“The Times hits the right nail on the head when it observes that the mischief consists in
letting such classes of villains go abroad with freedom and impunity; but in the touch-
and-go commentary, it does not clench the nail. It is quite true that noted and notorious
ruffians ought not to ravage the country unchecked until some enormous outrage draws
the fastidious hand of the police upon them but the supineness of the police bonds with
defects in the rationale and practice of our law. Corresponds the ruffians wandering about
may be notorious, there is a scruple to touch them on the ground of "constitutional™
maxims in favour of “the liberty of the subject.” Another defect is, that crime is treated as
a fixed wrong, to be expiated by fixed retributive punishment, such as imprisonment for
a set term; instead of taking the crime as the simple sign and symptom of an ill-conditioned
mind and keeping the criminal patient until he shall be sufficiently discipline before
discharge—that is, sufficiently altered in disposition, or cowed by the terrors of
imprisonment, to be suffered to go at large with safety for the public. A third defect is,
that the Poor Law, which is half-auxiliary half-penal, makes no sufficient distinction
between the wilful vagrant and the merely destitute, which obliges the administrators of

191 Mr. Cureton was the victim of a robbery in London in October 1850
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the law to make no proportionate distinction be- tween the two classes, but to treat the
professional vagrant with the same indulgence that may be shown to the destitute poor.
These are prominent among the reasons why hordes of ruffians are permitted to go abroad:
and the penalty for combining in our code such mockeries of law—the Charter of
Thieves—visits us in the shape of bin-elisions®> and murderous outrages on respected
clergymen, and in general panic. It is quite clear that we cannot beat the evil by extending
a police, nor by arming the people, nor by restoring protection; since the outrages are
repeated in the very centre of a police. Mr. Hollest was armed, and protection never put a
farthing of wages into the hands of these idle brigands. No, you must grasp the evil at its
origin, and take hold of that bad class the notorious vagrants and ruffians; and having
them, you must keep them, as you would wild beasts; retaining them until they be tamed
and safe—although, in extreme cases, that detention be during life.” 1%

“The Rich and the Poor”

1850 18 October published in a Liverpool newspaper was an article headed Crime in
Southern England. This northern newspaper ran an article from which the following is an
extract. From the article, written soon after the murder it is possible to understand the
developing pressures upon the Surrey Quarter Sessions to do something, and that
something was to establish a modern police force.

“The Frimley murder has set them all a-going. In the county of Surrey, the house of a
parochial clergymen is entered in the middle of the night by a party of masked burglars
and the reverent gentlemen himself is shot to death in his bedroom. Everyone asks what
there is to prevent it and everybody answers “Nothing.” If there be any part of the country
in which life and property might be supposed to be tolerably safe, it is the county of
Surrey. Surrey is a very civilised county. It is a county not of mud huts but of substantial
mansions, elegant villas and fine park-like grounds. It is very genteel, nay, a very
fashionable county. It is full of well-to-do people. It is convenient, so accessible that the
bankers and merchants of the city pitch their tents in the county of Surrey, and yet seem
to be only at their counting house doors. There is a great deal of wealth in Surrey. There
are probably more men of condition in it, more men of a certain worldly standing- men
who revel in purple and fine linen, in chariots and in horses, and fare sumptuously every
day than in any county in Great Britain. Intelligent men too are the Surrey gentry. They
know what is going on at home and abroad. They are learned in commercial affairs, well
skilled in politics, understand aright the laws of their country and take it for all in all, are
as enlightened and civilised as anybody of Englishmen in the world.

192 Elision is the omission of sounds, syllables or words in speech. This is done to make the language
easier to say, and faster. It is uncertain what bin-elisions actually mean in this context. Possibly the use of
language excusing or describing criminal activity

193 12 October 1850, Page 11 Spectator
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“Yet somehow or other, strange as it may appear, these wealthy and enlightened Surrey
gentlemen seem, in all that relates to the protection of life and property to be living in a
state of primitive barbarism. They are as much at the mercy of midnight bandits and
masked assassins as thought they were living in the wildest parts of Ireland. All this is
suddenly discovered. It required the murder of a country clergyman to reveal the
astounding fact to the world. Suddenly from all parts of the south of England the clamour
has arisen. It is not the state of the police is bad — it is that there is no police at all. There
is a constable perhaps, in every parish; and when you have named this important
functionary you have named all that there is to protect the lives and property of the
inhabitants from murder and robbery in the night. Something it is said, must be done to
remedy this crying evil or a reign of terror will be established in the southern counties of
which it will be difficult to see the end.

“Of course, in all such cases the cry is for an active police. People evoke the aid of an
efficient protective force, as though a well organised, well equipped constabulary army
were a thing to be had by asking for it. If they had to nothing else for it there would be no
difficulty in the way. But they unfortunately have to pay for it and that they do not like at
all. Protective forces are very expensive things. There is nothing more costly indeed, than
the elaborate machinery, which we are compelled perpetually to keep at work for the
detection and punishment of crime. The country is ground down by taxation that thieves
may be caught, and felons supported. Nothing costs us so much as crime. Everyone is

willing to acknowledge this in word; but from few does it receive practical recognition.”
194

The Spectator continued to report the crime the investigation and resulting trials. These
reports establish how the criminal burglars and murderers undertook their despicable
activities in early October 1850:

“The further examination of the four prisoners charged with the murder of the Reverend
Mr. Hollest took place yesterday, before the Magistrates, in the House of Correction at
Guildford the proceedings were now public. The interest of the accounts is confined to
the descriptions of the appearance of the prisoners, and the remarkable demeanour of the
two Harwoods and Jones, when they first learned that Smith had "peached"!% on them.
'Hiram Smith, who appears to have been the ringleader and plotter in the burglary, is about
the middle height, with narrow contracted shoulders, and a stooping figure. His face,
which wears a sallow unhealthy hue, is extremely forbidding in expression; the features
having that sharp prominent character which marks the rogue, while the doubtful and
hesitating glance of the eye indicates a disposition at once cunning and irresolute. Of the
four prisoners, by dress and manners, he seems to have been the most respectably
connected. James Jones is also about the middle size, his features flat and repulsive, and
his whole physiognomy expressive of a life of depravity and crime. Both he and Levi

194 1850 October 18 Liverpool Mercury
195 Informed
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Harwood look like bold determined fellows, capable of carrying through any deed of
violence they may once have undertaken.

“Levi Harwood is a ruffianly looking man, square-built, and evidently possessing
considerable physical strength. His features are coarse and rugged, and his face betrays
the mastery of violent passions. He looks like one of those idle fellows, half ostlers half
anything else, who are seen loitering about country inns and waiting for any job that may
turn up for them.

Samuel Harwood, apparently the youngest, and certainly the least unprepossessing of the
gang, must be a man of great bodily strength; he is broad-shouldered, and has immense
limbs; there is a slight cast about his eyes, but his features are good; he has more frankness
of manner about him than any of the rest and the feeling of those present in court appeared
some way or other to run less strongly against him than any of his companions. The
prisoners were placed in a semicircle before the Magistrates, separated from each other
by turnkeys, that all possibility of their communicating with each other might be cut off.

“The Magistrates went through all the steps of the evidence against the prisoners
independently of the confession, as if that had not been made; and Hiram Smith put
questions to the witnesses as if he had made no confession, and still stood on the same
footing with the rest, of avowed innocence. When these formalities had been gone
through, the evidence concerning the confession began with the statement of
Superintendent Hollington that "On, Monday last the 14th instant, in consequence of what
had passed on the previous day between Smith and the Governor, Mr. Keene, Smith was
brought into the room where they were then assembled. Levi Harwood here glanced
rapidly and suspiciously at Smith, whose eyes were fixed on the ground. Jones looked
doggedly forward, turning his eyes neither to the right nor to the left; while Samuel
Harwood, whose face became suddenly pale with apprehension, gazed with an alarmed
expression at the Chairman. The Chairman, "What passed?" The witness Mr. Keene said
to the prisoner, “Here is Mr. Hollington.” Smith then wanted to see one of the handbills,
but Mr. Keene had no copy, and he therefore produced the Hue and Cry. | afterwards sent
for a bill, which the prisoner read himself. He then wanted to know the meaning of the
word accomplice and we told him that he must use his own judgment. He also wished to
know whether the remise of pardon in the bill**® would be acted up to if he were to ‘poach.’
We told him that he had the bill before him and must use his own judgment. Neither of us
held out any hope to him founded thereon; but he said that he saw it was plain, and he
would therefore make a statement."

“Harwood again directed a rapid but furious look at the prisoner Smith. He had been
cautioned several times and told that his words would be taken down and used against
him; but he answered, "Every man is bound to take care of himself” and so he made the
following statement.

19 Reduction in the penalty
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“On the 27th of September last, being Friday night, myself with other persons now
in custody, named James Jones, Levi Harwood, and Samuel Harwood, was at
Frimley, and broke into Mr. Hollest’s house by taking out a bar. I entered first and
Levi Harwood second. With a worm Levi Harwood bored two holes in the frame
of the door leading to the kitchen and pushed back the bolt with his knife and then
Jones, Levi Harwood, and myself went in, and then looked about. Levi Harwood
then opened a: workbox and took two shillings from it. We then all three of us
went into the sitting room, and Levi Harwood and Jones searched while 1 held the
candle, and there found a silver hunting-watch and a small old-fashioned gold one.
We then went into another room and | don't know what was taken from there. They
then went down into the pantry, while | stood in the passage. It was then about
half-past two o'clock.

I then went out, and fetched Samuel Harwood in. Three of us then went up-stairs
myself, Jones, and Levi Harwood, went into a bedroom, and removed three ladies'
dresses, two out of the drawers, and one from the bedstead. There was no one
sleeping in that bedroom. We then came down- stairs and put on the masks. Myself
and Jones put on the green ones which were produced last Saturday and Levi
Harwood put on a white one, and a white Guernsey over his waistcoat. Jones put
on a large cloak, which was hanging up in the passage, and I put on one likewise.
The cloaks belonged to the house. We then all four of us proceeded up-stairs; Jones
went first with a pistol in his right hand, Levi Harwood second with a pistol in the
right hand, which he loaded on the road to Frimley. He loaded both pistols with
marbles. Jones first, Levi Harwood second, and myself third, here entered Mr.

Hollest’s room, while Samuel Harwood stood at the door with a screw-driver in
his hand.

Levi Harwood then said, “Lay still, my good woman, or else | will blow your
brains out.” He was standing at the foot of the bed at this time. Mrs Holiest
instantly got from her bed. Jones being at her side of the bed, Levi Harwood at the
foot of the bed, and myself against Mr. Hollest’s side of the bed. When Mrs Hollest
got out of the bed, Jones took hold of her and thrust her up in the corner of the
room on her own side of the bed. Mr. Hollest jumped out of the bed and went to
take hold of Levi Harwood when he (Levi Harwood) immediately fired the pistol
at Mr. Hollest, and I took the gold watch from off the stand in the room, and we
all four then ran downstairs. We were in the room for about five minutes. Jones
and Samuel Harwood then started for Guildford. After we had walked together
across the common about five miles, Levi Harwood and myself then parted from
them, and we went to Kingston together. There | left him to go to London, he
having the things with him that had been taken from Mr. Hollest, and I returned to
Guildford.
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We arranged on the Tuesday previous to commit the robbery. On the Friday
evening Samuel Harwood and Levi Harwood went first, and myself and Jones met
them on the top of the hill, about two miles from Frimley. It was then about nine
o'clock and there the pistols were loaded by Levi Harwood. We all four went on
to the canal bridge, and there waited. Levi Harwood and Jones went first and
myself and Samuel Harwood followed them in about five minutes, and then joined
them on the green near Mr. Hollest's house."

While this important document was read by Mr. Smallpiece the clerk to the Magistrates,
Smith stood with his eyes fixed on the ground. Levi Harwood showed the most savage
anger at his approver-accomplice, his hands all the time being deeply capable of violence.
Jones scowled fiercely forward, and Samuel Harwood looked more and more alarmed.
When the reading of the confession had terminated, Levi Harwood exclaimed, though in
a subdued tone of voice, "It is all false what he says, gentlemen, all of it." The Chairman
observed that the confession was important evidence against Smith himself whether it
affected anyone else would be matter for future consideration. Smith, "It's all true, every
word of it." Mr. Keene's written account of the confession was then handed in and read,
it agreed exactly with that of Superintendent Hollington. Smith repeated, “It's the truth,
and ne'er a one of them can deny it" Levi Harwood, "I do deny it, for I don't know anything
about it." Smith, with an air of astonishment on seeing the preparations making for the
removal of himself as well as his associates, here asked the Chairman whether he was to
be locked up as he used to be. The Chairman, “Certainly. What you have said is strong
evidence against yourself." Jones then, for the first time since the announcement of the
confession, turned towards Smith, and in a voice rendered hoarse by the vehemence of his
passions, said, "I hope you will get shot yourself some day for what you, have said."

The prisoners were remanded till next Saturday, and removed, Levi Harwood protesting
that Smith was a liar.1%’

1850 October 25: Rural Police Committee

The Rural Police Committee met at Reigate on the 25 October 1850 taking evidence from
Superintendent Biddlecombe and the chief constable of Hampshire. Biddlecombe covered
an area of 28,940 acres with a population of ten thousand one hundred and twenty-six
with only one felony in his district over the last twelve months, stealing faggots to the
value of sixpence. However, he had been sent for to deal with twelve burglaries in
surrounding districts in the last six months. There had been no cases of felony in
Godalming itself during the last five years. Considering how long it would take to
establish it is worthy to note at this date he put in a bid for plain-clothes officers as
detectives, but that is a long story and will be told in a further document.1%

19719 October 1850 The Spectator
198 Durrant page 4
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1850 October 26: Spectator reported the Inquest

The inquest on Mr. Hollest was resumed on Tuesday: The evidence generally resembled
that given before the Guildford Magistrates. Mr. Keene, the Governor of Guildford Gaol,
mentioned, in connexion with Smith's confession in a conversation he had had with that
man. Smith reiterated positively that Levi Harwood fired the fatal shot and when they
were running from the room he said, " | hope | haven't killed him." Superintendent
Hollington described the arrest of the men, how they accounted for their time, and what
he found upon them. Levi Harwood had £2 1s 6d in money. The penny token, before
referred to, was found upon Jones. Samuel Harwood wore stockings without feet, and a
bit of worsted found at Frimley matched with the fabric of his stockings. The inquiry was
again adjourned till next Tuesday *°°

1850 November 2: The Spectator, Committed for trial

The Guildford Magistrates yesterday committed Smith, Levi Harwood, and Jones, for trial
as burglars and murderers in the Frimley case Samuel Harwood, was remanded.?%

Mrs Hollest was later to give evidence about the night of her husband’s murder when she
and her husband were in bed at about three in the morning. This is a clear explanation of
the terrors of being involved in t a burglary as a victim.

“I noticed an increase of light in the room but could not perceive how it was occasioned.”
There were curtains around the bed but they were open at the foot. Reaching from her bed
to ring for the servant she was grabbed by a masked man. As she tried to scream a second
man grabbed the Reverend and they were warned by the armed men to be silent or they
would have their brains blown out. However, both continued to struggle.

“Mrs Hollest was forced to the floor in the narrow space between bed and wall. Unable to
see her attacker she was struck by his distinctive squeaky voice. She then heard a pistol
fired and she struggled to reach her husband whilst one of the burglars hung onto her
around the waist pushing a pistol into her side. The burglar caught his food on the
washstand and tripped and Mrs Hollest was able to ring the servant’s bell to raise the
alarm and the intruders began to flee.

“Mr Hollest then went to his dressing room to fetch his handgun, which he always kept
loaded there because of the fear of burglar. He pursued the intruders out through the front
of the house whilst Mrs Hollest watched from an open window as the three men ran out
to join a fourth — one turned and looked directly at her and she took fright and withdrew
slamming shut the window.

199 26 October 1850 The Spectator
200 2 November 1850 The Spectator
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“A few minutes later her husband returned and calmly informed her “The fellow has shot
me” Mrs Hollest saw that he was bleeding from the stomach and her servant Giles was
dispatched to fetch both the local surgeon and parish constable. Not an easy thing to do
when you know out there close by was a gang of armed and very dangerous criminals.
Locking the staircase door in case the men returned Mrs Hollest tried to stem the flow of
blood. The injury was from the shot fired in the bedroom but so intent was the vicar on
protecting his household he had not realised he had been shot.

“Dr Davies found the vicar in bed, in good spirits not fearing he would die. He discovered
a gunshot wound about an inch below the navel and realised the injury was very serious
indeed and the doctor stayed with him until he died at 1pm the following day. Dr Davies
undertook the PM and recovered a marble from the abdomen.”

There was no local police force and so the neighbourhood magistrates summoned
Inspector Biddlecombe from Godalming to help and the Home Secretary sent Sergeant
Kendall from the Metropolitan Police. Inspector Hollington became involved of his own
volition. (For the press ranks were arbitrary and changed often within one story)

The men were committed by the magistrates later to appear at the Assizes for Surrey at
Kingston to face a capital offence trial. Charles Hollington gave evidence and said: “In
September last | was superintendent of the Guildford police. | heard of the burglary at Mr
Hollest’s the next morning and immediately made some enquiries about Levi Harwood,
Jones and Smith. | saw Jones about the middle of the day in High Street, Guildford.
Biddlecombe and I went on Sunday morning to Mr Hollest’s and when we returned, we
took Smith, Jones and Levi Harwood into custody. I told them | wanted them on suspicion
of burglary at Mr Hollest’s at Frimley and asked them to account for their time on the
Friday night as | had learned they were out. Harwood said he went to London that night
and Jones said he went up on the downs to set a few wires to catch a rabbit.

“On the 30 September I took Samuel Harwood into custody and on this day, Levi
Harwood told me he would account for his time on Friday night and he said that he came
down from London. I told him he was right about that and that he arrived at about eight
o’clock to which he replied, “You know as much as I do.” I searched the prisoners at the
station. Upon Levi Harwood | found two sovereigns, one shilling, a sixpence and a knife.
Upon Smith | found half a crown, a tobacco box, a knife and a piece of string. Upon Jones
| found a cloth, a piece of sealing wax, and the token penny, which has been produced. |
afterwards searched Levi Harwood’s lodgings and found a pair of stockings, on the foot
of one of which there was a mark of blood and also a “stony” marble. I had previously
examined Levi Harwood’s feet. And found that the right one was cut in several places and
there was blood between the toes. After Levi Harwood was in custody, | examined his
shirt and found some marks of gravel upon his left sleeve.

“On the 2" October I searched Samuel Harwood’s lodgings at Hyfield-green and found a
box at Mrs Catt’s which belonged to him and from which I took a corduroy jacket. I had
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seen Levi Harwood wear a similar jacket. It appeared to me as though it had been recently
washed. Levi Harwood afterwards claimed the jacket to be his.”

On questioning by the court Hollington responded, “I was not engaged on the matter. I
engaged myself. I don’t remember having heard of any paper or wadding which was
supposed to have been discharged from the pistol, being found by the side of the bed. I
may have heard of such a thing, but I don’t recollect it. I don’t know that any paper was
compared with any paper found in possession of some of the prisoners. There was a little
rivalry between Biddlecombe and me upon the subject of the case and we have never acted
together since.

| did not give the prisoners any caution before | put the questions to them. Smith made a
statement to me and | have no doubt he told me that it was their intention to have done the
robbery on the Tuesday. What he said was “We arranged to commit the robbery on
Tuesday.” I believe a person named Macy was examined as a witness before the
magistrates. | cannot say if he has been before the Grand Jury or not. | heard some man
state that Smith had said something about the person being a tight fit, and that he would
not give him any “chuck.” Some persons named Penny, Blackman and a broom maker
were also examined I believe. I don’t know if any of these persons are here today.

Biddlecombe and I used to be friends and we have quarrelled about this case. | wanted all
the prisoners and Biddlecombe wanted them too, but | thought I had the best right to them.
| am on very good terms with Biddlecombe now because we never speak (laugh). I know
there is a reward of £150 offered on the case, which is to be paid on conviction of the
parties. Smith asked me the meaning of the word accomplice and | believe he also asked
me if I thought they would fulfil the promise contained in the bills if he was to “peach?”
I have no doubt he used the word “peach.” The prisoners were not allowed to have any
professional advice until after Smith had made a statement of which he represented to be
the circumstances of the robbery.”

Jeremiah Campbell one of the Guildford Borough Police deposed that on Wednesday
morning after the prisoners had been apprehended, Levi Harwood told him that on the
night of the burglary he left his home about twenty minutes to five and went down the
Woodbridge-road till he came to Mr Mayler’s at Stoke and he then turned to the right and
went to London and remained there nearly all day and came back to Guildford by the
twenty minutes past five train. He saw all the prisoners together on the Sunday morning
after the burglary. He had not given evidence before the magistrates. He had told Mr
Hollington who had been his inspector at the time — there must have been some reason
why he was not called. It was probably because there was some disagreement between
Hollington and Biddlecombe that he was not examined.

Louisa Hollington the wife of Superintendent Charles Hollington gave evidence: On the

2nd October while Levi and Samuel Horwood were in custody in separate cells at the
Guildford Police Station, she heard Levi Harwood call out “Tidler” and Samuel Harwood
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reply “Hello who is that?” Levi said “Me!” Samuel replied, “Is it Bony?” Levi “Yes.”
Samuel “Come here.” Levi said, “I cannot. I am locked up.” Samuel then asked him where
he was taken, and Levi gave a response Mrs Hollington could not hear. Levi asked if they
had found anything on him and he said they had not. They had only taken 8d. He next
asked whether they had searched two places the names of which she could not distinguish,
and he replied “No, that’s all right. Goodnight Tidler.” Levi called out Tidler again and
said, “Put your mouth down, and don’t speak too loud or else Mrs Hollington will hear
you.” Levi Harwood then asked him if he had told them that the jacket belonged to him
and Samuel replied that he had and Levi asked what he did that for, and Samuel said it
had been done that morning. Levi then asked if the jacket had been wrung out and Samuel
replied that it was, and Levi said that was all right.

In cross examination, Mrs Hollington: | had no desire to take any advantage of the
prisoners and | told the prisoner Levi Harwood several times that a still tongue makes a
wise head. | heard there had been a reward of £150 offered in this case but | do not know
who is to get it. There are so many things in law that it is hard to say how it will be
disposed of. | have never had any conversation with my husband about the reward. He
expects some of it very probably. Biddlecombe also no doubt expects to get some of the
reward. | think my husband is entitled to the reward whether he gets it or not. | was not
examined before the magistrates. | heard all the conversations and my husband knew of
it; yet | was not examined as a witness and the prisoners had no means of knowing what
| was to prove. | wrote down the conversation but have since lost the paper. I rather think
| burned the paper not thinking the contents were of consequence. | have not before been
engaged to listen to conversations of this kind and have never been reprimanded for doing
S0.

The burglars were to go to a prize-fight at Frimley and decided to call at the vicarage
Grove House, on the way there on the pretext of selling plates. The housemaid bought
nothing and refused them food when asked at which point the men became angry. Later
that week the four men met in Guildford and travelled independently to Frimley about ten
miles away. The Harwood brothers brought the pistols and close to the house loaded them
with a stone marble, and the men all put on masks.

The house was entered via small scullery window squeezing the smallest though bars and
that man then drilled out the central bar. The house was searched for desirable property,
took food from the pantry, a gold watch, several silver items, coins, clothing and anything
else they thought would receive a reasonable price. They drank wine and even filled a
decanter and took it outside to one of the gang who was on watch. The men then moved
upstairs where the Reverend and Mrs Hollest were attacked.

The way this robbery was undertaken was typical of the methods used by the Isaacs Gang;
entry at night when the householders were in bed, a thorough search downstairs before
going to the main bedroom, masks, pistols, extreme threats, travelling considerable
distances quickly.
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The men pleaded not guilty to murder at the assizes but two were found guilty and hung
at Horsemonger Lane in Southwark, which remained Surrey’s principal prison and place
of executionup to its closure in 1878. It was a common gaol, housing
both debtors and criminals, with a capacity of around 300 inmates. In total, 131 men and
four women were executed there between 1800 and 1877, the gallows being erected on
the flat roof of the prison's gatehouse. 20

Just before he was executed Levi Harwood confessed to pulling the trigger.

There was a huge impact in the county following the death of the Rector of Frimley, one
of the ruling classes for the county probably made the better off feel vulnerable. The
murder at the rectory was the most serious of a number of violent burglaries, but not the
last, by the Isaacs gang on vicarages and other large rural houses during the night.

There was outside pressure from the newspapers to take some action and the following
piece is very descriptive of life in the county and is most likely correct in its analyses as
to why there was no county police force in Surrey.

1850 November: Robbery at The West Surrey Bank: Apprehension of Two of The
Burglars 22 Epsom: The inhabitants of this little town were thrown into a state of alarm
and excitement this morning by the discovery that a burglary, attended with circumstances
of great daring had been perpetrated during the preceding night on the premises of the
West Surrey Bank, nearly opposite the Clock-house, and in the centre of the High-street
of Epsom.

The alarm occasioned by the announcement was in some degree allayed when it became
known that the thieves, or at least a portion of them, had been captured with all the booty
they obtained in their possession; and that Sergeant Kennedy, the active police
superintendent of this district, had them safe in his custody.

The facts collected with the burglary may be briefly told as follows: The West Surrey
Bank, which belongs to Messrs. Mangles Brothers, and has its head office at Guildford,
has a branch in this town. The office consists of two rooms on the ground floor of the
house occupied by Mr. R. Moore, carrying on business as a. fellmonger. The house is
detached on one side, Mr. Moore's yard, enclosed in lofty gates, running between his own
residence and that of Mr. Holland who lives next door. The apartments occupied as the
bank are a front office and one small room behind, which latter is lighted by a window
looking into Mr Moore's yard. The burglars fixed upon this window as their point of
entrance, in effecting which, they adopted very similar means to the Frimley robbers.

201 1850 26™ Sept Janaway 75. Murder of Reverend George Hollest — Frimley and many other sources
202 The Morning Chronicle, Saturday, 2 November 1850
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The window alluded to was an ordinary sash, strengthened inside by three iron bars. The
thieves first cut away and removed the sash, which they deposited very carefully in an
outhouse in Mr. Moore's yard, and then observing the fastening of one of the bars, they
forced it inwards, and bending it up, obtained sufficient room to admit a man's body.
Having thus secured an entrance, they struck a light, and commenced ransacking the place.
Whilst they were thus engaged, Mr. Holland (Mr. Moore's next-door neighbour), who
sleeps in a room overlooking the yard, had occasion to get out of bed. On going to the
window, he at once observed a light in the little back office, belonging to the bank, and as
it was now about two o'clock, he felt satisfied that all was not right. Mr. Holland spoke to
his wife on the subject on returning to bed, and, with the natural curiosity of a lady, Mrs
Holland got up to peep. She soon discovered what she thought were the figures of two
men; and, summoning Mr. Holland to make a second observation, they both clearly saw
two individuals in the little back office of the bank, busily engaged in ransacking the place,
one of them holding a lighted candle in his hand, and the other armed with a. chisel or
screwdriver, forcing cupboards and drawers open.

Mr. Holland's first impulse was to open the window of his bedroom and give an alarm,
and with that view he threw up the sash and called out, as loud as he could, "Is that you,
Mr. Moore?" The burglars heard him call, and instantly decamped, having first put out
their light. Mr Holland hastened to put on his clothes, and in. a very few minutes was on
his way to the police station. Almost immediately upon leaving his own door be
encountered a man in the High Street, whom he addressed, without obtaining any reply.
This man walked off in another direction, and Mr. Holland proceeded to give an alarm to
the police. He had scarcely arrived at the station when two prisoners were brought in by
the officers of the local police and charged on suspicion of having stolen property in their
possession.

Mr. Holland having communicated to Sergeant Kennedy what he had seen that officer
ordered the prisoners to be put back while he himself proceeded to ascertain the state of
affairs at the bank. On arriving there he found the house bad been entered as above
described, and on making an examination it was discovered that the thieves, after
ransacking; all the cupboards and drawers in the bank, had entered Mr. Moore's private
apartments, and, after regaling themselves on bread and beef and wine, had stolen several
articles there from.

Happily, the plunder obtained was altogether very small. The iron safe in the back office
of the bank resisted all the efforts of the rascals to break it open, although considerably
injured by the rough usage it had received. The point of a jemmy, used in attempting to
force it, was found sticking in between the doors, and Sergeant Kennedy subsequently
discovered the corresponding portion of the instrument on one of the prisoners. A
cupboard in this room was broken open, and a bottle of wine taken out; and from a desk,
which was also forced several blank cheques were abstracted. The front office was entered
by cutting away the bolts of the door communicating between the rooms, and from here
12s. 6d in silver money was taken out of one of the tills. Happily, Mr. Everingham, the
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manager of the bank, had taken all the other cash, in accordance with the usual custom to
his private residence on the previous evening. The door leading from the front office of
the bank to Mr. Moore's private apartments was forced, and in all the lower rooms the
robbers committed great havoc, breaking open drawers, and strewing their contents about
the doors. The only articles missed, however, were a great coat and some silver spoons.

Mr. Kennedy having completed his search, returned to the police station accompanied by
Mr. Moore. On the prisoners being called forward, Mr. Moore at once identified his coat
on the back of one of them, and in the pockets being searched, the silver spoons stolen
from Mr. Moore's kitchen were discovered. The broken "jemmy" and the blank cheques
were found upon the other prisoner, and all doubt as to their participation in the robbery
being removed, they were at once put back into the cells. One of the prisoners gave his
name as George Roberts and described himself as a gunsmith but refuses to give his
address. The other man calls himself Charles Dowe, and says he is a labourer. Both state
that they are last from Guildford.

The circumstances which led to their apprehension are these: Police-constable 307 V was
on duty at the London end of Epsom, about half-past two o'clock this morning, when,
observing two suspicious-looking strangers hurrying out of the town, he challenged them.
Failing to obtain any satisfactory reply, he sprang upon them, and seizing both men by the
collar, held them until he obtained the assistance of two brother officers, and thus secured
his prisoners.

Both the fellows were brought up before the local magistrates this morning and underwent
a private examination. The Baron de Tessier and Mr. Henry Gosse were upon the bench
and Mr. William Everest, the clerk to the magistrates was in attendance. The evidence of
the police-officers having been taken Mrs Moore (in the, absence of her husband) was
called to identify some of the articles stolen. This having been done most satisfactorily
both the prisoners were remanded until Monday next, when it is expected the evidence
against them will be complete.

Among the articles left behind by the prisoners is a razor firmly fixed into a wooden
handle, leaving a strong suspicion that, had they met with any resistance in the house
murder would have happened. Great credit. is due to Sergeant Kennedy and. the force
under his command for their admirable conduct in the apprehension of the thieves.

Roberts appears to be about 32 years of age, and 5ft. 6in. in height. He is respectably
dressed, and his linen is marked "F.S." Dowe is about 18 years of age, and 5ft. 4in. in
height. He is very swarthy and has a mole upon his left cheek. Both prisoners were
conveyed to Kingston this evening.
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Dorking Police

Presumably the public went to the Station House or Police Station to report incidents, or
to “give offenders in charge” (a frequently used expression), if officers could not be found
when patrolling. So, entries by the superintendent said, “I was sent for...., | was called to
take in charge....” and so on, but it was not always speedy. For example, the news of a
burglar disturbed at 11 pm was not passed to the officers until 5pm the following day. In
one instance Donaldson was summoned by letter to the village of Mickleham to search a
servant’s quarter for a valuable ring?%

The Burglary at The West Surrey Bank?%

Epsom, Monday: The two men, George Roberts and Charles Dowe, charged with
breaking into the West Surrey Branch Bank, in this town, Oh the night of Thursday last,
were brought up for re-examination this morning, before the bench of magistrates, sitting
at Clueless's, Coffee-house, in High-street.

The Baron de Tessier, chairman of the bench, presided; Mr. Henry Gosse and Mr. E. H.
Northey were also present. The evidence having been taken proving the circumstances
detailed in The Morning Chronicle of Saturday. The prisoners, having been duly
cautioned by the chairman, were asked if they wished to say anything to the charge made
against them.

Roberts said: Yes, sir, | do. | was in Guildford on the 31st of October, and while all my
way to Epsom, or, more properly speaking, to London, I met my fellow prisoner. We came
on together, and on our way through this town we sees a parcel tied up in a handkerchief.
We took it up and carried it behind the engine-house, where we opened it. | thought it
might have been a child. When we see what it contained, Dowe put on the coat and put
some things in his pockets, | put some in mine, and as the things was found so | found 'em
in the parcel

The Chairman: Is that your statement? - Roberts: Yes. The coolness with which the
prisoner made this extraordinary explanation excited some risibility in the court.

The prisoner Dowe had nothing to say.
The Chairman then told the prisoners that they stood severally committed for trial for the

crime of burglary; and warrants having been placed in the hands of the proper officers,
the accused were removed in custody.

203 Transcript of the original occurrence book Mr C.A. Willeard Page 92

204 The Morning Chronicle, Tuesday, 5 November 1850
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Assizes: Home Circuit-Kingston, March 29, 1851 Civil Side: The Lord Chief Justice
has been engaged during the last two days in trying common jury cases, and the list has
been gone through with such celerity, owing to, the absence in many cases of anything
like a defence, and in others to the causes being entirely undefended that there are very
few common jury cases remaining to be disposed of. The special juries will be taken in
their own order on Monday morning.2%

CROWN SIDE [Before Mr. Baron Parke.] George Roberts, 32, and Charles Dowe, 18,
were indicted for a burglary in the dwelling-house of Resta Moore, and stealing three
Silver spoons, a pair of gold spectacles, a. coat, and other articles, his property.

Mr. Garth conducted the prosecution.

It appeared from the statement of the learned counsel for the prosecution, and the evidence
that was adduced in support of it, that the prosecutor occupies a house at Epsom, a portion
of which, on the ground floor, was let as a branch or the West Surrey Bank. The robbery
in question was committed on the night of the 31st of October, and it was evidently the
intention of the prisoners to have plundered the bank from whence they, no doubt,
expected to have obtained a large booty. The house was all locked up as usual on the night
previous to the robbery, and about two o'clock on the following morning a person named
Holland who lived next door to the bank, was awoke by a light shining into his window
and, upon looking out he saw two men, whom he clearly identified as the prisoners, in the
act of examining the drawers in the back office of the bank. He afterwards saw a. third
person, and, upon his giving an alarm, the light was extinguished, and the prisoners and
their companions attempted to make off. The two prisoners were, however, stopped by
the police close to the spot, and upon their being searched several articles that had been
stolen from the bank were found in their possession, and also a chisel, the size of which
corresponded with marks that appeared upon the iron chest of the bank, and also upon
some other places of deposit, which the prisoners had succeeded in forcing open.

Dowe said nothing in his defence, and Roberts said that he met Dowe by accident near
the town of Guildford, and that as they were walking along, he saw him pick up a bundle,
which contained all the articles that were found in their possession.

The jury, without any hesitation, returned a verdict of guilty against both prisoners.
Mr Baron Parke said, in passing sentence, that the crime of burglary had been so much on

the increase that it was absolutely' necessary it should be put down by severe punishment.
If any evidence hall been adduced to show that the prisoners had been convicted of any

205 The Morning Chronicle, Monday, 31 March 1851
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other offence, he should certainly have sentenced them for life, and as it was they must
expect to pass the greater, if not the whole, of the remainder of their existence, in a state
of slavery, He then sentenced the prisoners to be transported for 20 years.

Both the courts rose today at three o'clock, and they were adjourned to ten o'clock on
Monday morning.

1850 30 November: Another daring burglary in Surrey: Another daring burglary
accompanied by violence took place on Saturday evening last at the house of Mr Marshall,
residing at Frensham-common near Farnham.

The particulars as we have been able to ascertain are as follows: About eight o’clock on
Saturday evening Mr Marshall who lives with his sister alone, was aroused by a loud
knock at the front door. On opening the front door, he found a group of seven men standing
around it, and as soon as he presented himself one of their number inquired the road to
Guildford. Mr Marshall was in the act of stepping out to direct them when he was suddenly
knocked down, as is supposed by a life preserver. The men immediately entered the house
when they were encountered at once by Miss Marshall who with great presence of mind,
rushed upstairs to procure a gun, which her brother always kept loaded, calling out at the
same time” [ will fire at them.” The villains caught her upon the staircase and presenting
pistols at her, dragged her to the front door, where they pointed out her brother lying in
an insensible state on the ground, and cautioned her to be quiet. They then ransacked the
house of everything of a valuable character it contained, taking off, amongst other
property, a number of gold guineas. Before leaving they abused Miss Marshall in good
set terms for not having more property in the house. Mr Marshall remained in an insensible
state for nearly two hours and is still suffering from the serious injuries he received. The
police (note pre-Surrey Constabulary) are in possession of a description of the men and
are actively engaged in endeavouring to trace the. 2%

This Burglary occurred about two months after the Frimley murder in the village of
Frensham to the south of Farnham, not so far from Frimley. Charles Marshall of Frensham
was a shoemaker but in November 1850 he was not in business. On the last day of
November, a man came to his door and asked him the way to Gregory’s, a beer
shopkeeper. Marshall went out to show the man the way and when he got back to his
house there was a man inside. That man struck out at Marshall knocking him insensible.
When he recovered his senses, he discovered that a silver watch, two pistols, two pairs of
trousers and other articles had been stolen. 27

James Dadson the constable from Tunbridge Wells was to find some of the property at
the house of Edwards the receiver who on being detained said it belonged to Oliver and

206 The Standard December 3 1850
207 1851 January 22 Wednesday: Uckfield Burglaries: The Standard:
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to Brooks. A further part?® of the property stolen from Frensham, including a pistol, was
recovered when Morgan was arrested. The woman Oliver and the man Edwards were to
be charged with a number of offences.

The Frensham Burglary a part of the Isaacs’ Gang offences: The woman Oliver and
the man Edwards were charged with another offence.

Charles Marshall of Frensham, Surrey stated: | have been a shoemaker, but I am now out
of business. The trousers and handkerchief now produced are mine. On the last day of
November, a man came to my door and asked me the way to Gregory’s, a beer shopkeeper.
| went out to show him the way and when | got back there was a man in my house. He
struck at me as | went in and knocked me down in the house. | was insensible from the
blow. When | recovered my senses, | missed a silver watch, two pistols, two pairs of
trousers and other articles. Those produced are mine.

James Dadson said he had found the property at the house of Edwards and he had said it
belonged to Oliver and Brooks. Oliver was committed for trial and Edwards committed
until Saturday.?®

1850 12 December Burglary Chailey, Sussex: Mary Ann Hurst of Chailey?'° a village
to the south of Haywards Heath in Sussex was the keeper of an alehouse in the village.
She discovered that on the night of the 12 December the bar had been entered by a portion
of the brickwork under the window being removed to allow a man to get in. Stolen were
a silver cased hunting watch and other property.

Elizabeth Oliver and a man named William Brooks were charged with the offence in
January 185, the woman being the receiver. Both were committed for trial

1850 December 12: The Chailey Burglary: Elizabeth Oliver and a man named William
Brooks the woman being the receiver. Mary Ann Hurst of Chailey, Sussex, deposed on
the night 12 December the bar was opened by a portion of the brickwork under the window
being removed to a sufficient extent to allow a man to get in. On the morning of the
following day, | missed a silver cased hunting watch ---- and other property.

Brooks: How can you swear to the knife?”

Witness: “By the number of blades, screw and other things.”

Both committed for trial?!!

208 1851 January 16 Thursday: Burglary Frensham: Nottinghamshire Guardian

209 1851 January 22 Wednesday: Uckfield Burglaries: The Standard

210 The Chailey Burglary: 1851 January 22 Wednesday: Uckfield Burglaries: The Standard
211 1851 January 22 Wednesday: Uckfield Burglaries: The Standard
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On formation of the Surrey Constabulary which incorporated Godalming and Guildford
Borough police forces, old enmities come to the surface as the aggrieved former chief
officer of the Borough takes exception to Biddlecombe of Godalming receiving credit
where he thought it was not due. Interestingly, Hollington refers to Biddlecombe as
“detective” a term just coming into use.

The new Rural Police Force

The Isaacs’ gang with all its deprivations had moved the minds of the Surrey people of
influence from there being no requirement for a paid organised police force for the county
lading in just a few months to the formation of the Surrey Constabulary tasked with
policing those parts of Surrey outwith the Metropolitan Police District. It is plain to see
that the Surrey Constabulary was founded because of the fear engendered by burglars
across the county.

1850 December 31: The new Chief Constable: Surrey Quarter Sessions; The Frimley
Murder and late Burglaries in Surrey - Extension of the Police Force 2'2

Tuesday being the first day of the Epiphany Sessions, an extraordinary number of
magistrates assembled for the purpose of electing the Chief Constable to govern the New
Rural Police Force about to be established in the county without the metropolitan district,
and to transfer the county business; Thomas Puckle, Esq., in the chair.

The Clerk of the Peace read the report of the Rural Police Committee, which specified
that they had received the Secretary of State’s sanction to the establishment of a rural
police force, and that they had examined a number of candidates for the office of Chief
Constable, and after mature consideration they had come to the determination of
proposing to the court, H.C. Hasting, Esq., E.l.C.S.,?3 as a fit and proper person to fill the
important situation; that he should find sureties in the sum of £1000 as a guarantee that he
should perform his duty. The committee had also considered the question relative to the
headquarters, and had come to the determination that Guildford should be the place
instead of Godalming, being in a more central position, and that Reigate should be the
station for a superintendent instead of Dorking as mentioned in the former report. The
committee also suggested that a two-penny rate be made in these districts to support the
new police.

Lord Lovaine proposed that the report of the committee be received and adopted.
Lord Lovelace said he would say a few words in explaining his opinion respecting the

report of the committee. He admitted that the person who was recommended was a
trustworthy gentleman, and of the highest respectability; but let them recollect that this

212 The South Eastern Gazette 7 January 1851
213 It is not known what these initials stand for but may be connected with the East India Company
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subject was brought forward to apply a remedy for the evils which have for so long a time
existed in the more remote parts of the county, such as the melancholy occurrence, the
Frimley murder, which was recently perpetrated, and several desperate burglaries; and the
ratepayers being called upon to pay extra rates, that ought to consider the subject well,
and appoint an efficient person to govern the police and prevent such crimes being
committed. He doubted whether Captain Hastings would not have to learn his duty, which
ought not to be the case, when everything will be done by the orders of the superior officer.
They (the magistrates) were responsible to the ratepayers, and ought to select a fit and
proper person.

Sir R. Frederick, although a member of the committee, disproved of their report, as they
gave no reason for recommending Captain Hastings more than any other candidate. There
were many others more capable of performing the duty than he was.

The Rev. T. Thurlow thought they were bound to receive the party proposed and selected
by the committee as it was left in their hands. He certainly would support them, and second
Lord Lovain’s motion.

Mr Penrhyn said, it was usual in such cases to recommend three or four candidates to the
court, but as the committee had full power to select the party, they had no alternative but
to adopt their report

Mr Kemble said he proposed that the committee should recommend one as they were
enabled to examine into the testimonials of the party with more care than the whole court.
If the committee had been unfortunate in selecting an objectionable party, they could not
help it; therefore, he would not give an opinion on their choice. He could only say, that,
being the party who had the honour of submitting that resolution at the last meeting, he
felt compelled to support their nomination.

Colonel Challoner said, the committee had no power to return more than one name. It
must have been a lapsus linguae?# on the Hon. Bart. (Sir R. Frederick). (“No, No!” and
laughter.) He thought it was and he hoped it would be the last time the committee would
be allowed to select one person.

After a lengthy discussion, between Colonel Leek, S. Nicholson, C. Barclay, Lord
Lovaine, and A.B. Barclay, esg. the resolution was put, when 20 hands were held up in

favour of the adoption of the report, and 18 against.

Captain Hastings was accordingly elected Chief Constable of Surrey.

214 From Latin lapsus linguae, literally a slip or fault of the tongue
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They may both now be on the same side, both senior men in the new Surrey Constabulary
but this did not stop what was an obviously personal spat deteriorating into an appeal for
justice by Superintendent Hollington to the media.

1850 December 31: Burglary Public House Old Pie Corner, Hartfield: James
Hamilton at Christmas lived on Woking Common. Hillyer was at Hamilton’s house before
Christmas and he went to Shottermill close by Haslemere to fetch Morgan. Isaacs was
expected from Reading on the train. Hillyer and Morgan did not come but Isaacs did, so
he and Hamilton set off for Edenbridge to meet some other men. During the night they
met up with James and John Smith at Betchworth and they agreed to stay together to carry
out the planned burglaries. In due course they met up with Brooks, Morgan, Hillyer and
Elizabeth Oliver with her child. The gang remained in a barn until the middle of the day
of the 31% December. Hamilton saw a large and small pistol in the barn both loaded with
powder and lead.

It was arranged that some of the men would go out that night and raid a house in the
neighbourhood and Morgan, Hillyer, Carter, John Smith and Isaacs went away for that
purpose. The remainder of the gang left the barn to meet at another barn eight or nine
miles away but the others did not turn up. The next day the five gang members turned up
and they sat around a fire in a wood and consumed a plum cake and a bottle of wine taken
from a burglary at a public house at Old Pie Corner.

Mrs Hannah Kenward lived at Holtye Common in the parish of Hartfield to the south east
of East Grinsted and was the wife of William Kenward. On the night of the 31t December,
she went to bed about ten o’clock leaving everything safe. The household were not
disturbed during the night but the following morning at six o’clock when Mrs Kenward
came downstairs, she found that the bar window at the roadside had been opened. There
were two drawers in the dresser in the bar that had been broken open and articles taken.
Dessertspoons and a variety of other property was also missing amongst which were
fifteen silver teaspoons. The spoons are much worn and were very old. The burglars also
took some sheeting.

Harriet Baker lived at the White Hart public house and worked as a maidservant. Mrs
Kenward was her employer. On the 31% December at about ten 0’clock, Mrs Kenward and
Harriet locked up the house and went to bed. Harriet was the first person down in the
morning and when she got down the stairs, she found the parlour door standing open, and
a chair was placed against the door at the foot of the stairs. Seeing several things strewed
about the place she raised the alarm and told Mr Barker that someone had broken into the
house.

Charles Hollington later, later arrested Morgan and Hillyer; he took from Morgan a frock

later identified by William Kenward as his and having been stolen during the burglary.
Hollington also recovered a sheet, a tablecloth and various other articles.
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1851 January 1: Burglary Uckfield: Uckfield is to the east of Chailey and south of
Crowborough in Sussex. Brooks told Hamilton there was another robbery to be done and
members of the gang involved at Hartfield were to meet at Crowborough Forest at about
three or four o’clock that day preparing masks to go and rob a lady’s house. Isaacs, Carter
and Hamilton were sent on as lookouts about eight miles from the forest and when the
lights went out the men went back and joined the other gang members, who all returned
to the house at two to three 0’clock in the morning. They went into a little ditch at the side
of the plantation took of their coats, waistcoats and shoes, put on their masks.

James Smith went forward to see if all was quiet. When Hamilton got to the house, he
found that the others had forced open the dairy window and they all went into the kitchen
where some of the men put on coats that they found there. Hamilton put on a coat and a
woman’s white apron, and Carter and Brooks each put on a female’s bonnet.

There were two pairs of stairs leading to the upper rooms. Isaacs, Brooks John Smith and
Hamilton went up one of the staircases and the others went up the second set. The men
with bludgeons in their hands immediately burst into one of the bedrooms and Hamilton
saw two ladies. Hamilton did not know who had the pistols. John Smith gave Hamilton a
candle to hold and with keys handed to them the burglars searched the house and stole
property, food and drink. They also took a gun and a cutlass.

The gang returned to Crowborough Common to the house of a man named Edwards a
receiver, where Oliver and her child were left, and the property was divided. The men
remained in the wood until nine to ten o’clock in the morning of the 2" January and then
separated. Hamilton and the two Smiths went to Groombridge where Hamilton got drunk
and after a dispute over a sovereign, incredibly gave Smith into custody. Hamilton and
the other Smith were arrested the following day and property from the burglary was found

in Hamilton’s possession. 2%°

On the 2 January the newspapers were reporting “a most daring and atrocious burglary
committed on Thursday morning at Downland House, Uckfied the residence of the Misses
Farncombe, four highly respected maiden-ladies who have resided there for a great many
years and are members of a family well known throughout the county.”

“Unlike many of the spots recently chosen for midnight plunder Downland House is by
no means a lonely or unprotected place, no more than a quarter of a mile from the main
street of Uckfield on a road leading toward the Rocks, the seat of R S Streatfield Esqg. It
stands back a short distance from the road in a small lawn. In front and on the opposite
side of the road scarcely a hundred yards off is the house of the Rev. Mr Streatfield. On
one side is a plantation and immediately at the back within forty yards Mr Merchant, his
family and servants, occupy a farmhouse and a man is employed on the farm. At a short
distance are one or two cottages. A residence so situated would under normal

215 1851 January 22 Wednesday: Uckfield Burglaries: The Standard
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circumstances hardly have been selected as the scene of a burglary and this strengthens
the suspicion to which other circumstances gave rise, namely that the robbers were well
acquainted with the habits of their intended victims.

“The inmates of Downland House consist of the Misses Farncombe, two female servants
and a butler Thomas Wood, there is also a gardener, but he does not sleep on the
premises.”

“It appears that the burglars entered by a small gate on the lawn and having cut a bludgeon
from the branch of a tree overhanging the path, proceeded straight across the lawn to the
front of the house, where they began operations by attempting to force open the window
of the breakfast parlour. This attempt they soon abandoned, and they found their way to a
small window in the dairy protected only by a zinc or wire blind. The window was
sheltered from observation by a thick belt of laurels and other shrubs and this strengthens
the opinion that the premises must have been previously known to some of the burglars.
Having wrenched off the wire covering the window entrance was gained to the dairy and
by a similar process, the adjoining cellar was entered. At the end of the cellar is a passage
communicating with the kitchen, the door to which was fastened by one of the two bolts
upon it. This was easily forced and it is presumed that one of the robbers who was very
small, was put through the dairy window and left to make his way into the kitchen having
gained which he opened the back door and let in the rest of his companions. Having
reached the kitchen, the band proceeded up the back staircase leading to the man-servant’s
room.”

“From the statement we have personally received from Thomas Wood the butler it appears
that he had retired to rest at his usual hour on the previous night. The night was very dark
and there was a great deal of wind. He was first awake about three o’clock by a noise as
if it was someone trying the handle of his door, which was locked. He called out “Whose
there?” twice, at first supposing that it was one of the servants. Receiving no reply, it at
once flashed across his mind that there were thieves in the house and he sprang out of bed
in order to seize a loaded gun, which lay near him. At that moment the door was burst
open with a violent crash and in rushed five men and before he could level the gun, he
received a violent blow on the shoulder (aimed at his head) from the but-end of a horse-
pistol, which knocked him on the bed. The gun was wrenched from his grasp and he was
at once overpowered and threatened with instant death if he moved hand or foot.

“The robbers all wore masks; were each armed with and had each a lighted candle. Three
of them wore masks of what appeared to be white calico and one of black crape; the other
had a mask made of a red pocket-handkerchief. They wore no shoes or hats but two had
put on straw bonnets belonging to the servants. Several were clad in coats, which they had
found below, and belonging to Wood. Having ordered Wood to get into bed the robbers
retired outside of his door where they held a consultation as whether he should be
despatched or not. Wood lay quiet until after a few minutes the robbers re-entered his
room and with a violent oath pointed the horse- pistol at him. At this point a man who
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appeared to be the leader interfered knocking aside the pistol, which caused a quarrel
amongst the burglars, the first man being disposed to murder Wood, asking his comrades
that had they not seen him try to use his gun. At one moment he had the muzzles of five
pistols levelled at him but eventually they ceased to threaten his life. They then ransacked
his drawers. Asking for his keys but before he gave them, they forced open his desk and
took £20 in money, a gold ring and key, a silver watch and several other things.

“They left the room leaving one man as a guard he soon heard the door to his mistresses’
bedroom burst in and a scream, but the ladies were not subjected to personal violence,
The thieves ransacked every drawer and stole money, watches, jewels and everything they
could lay their hands on. Having got all they could from the ladies they proceeded to the
maidservant’s room and there they took a watch and what money they could find. The
cook however had the presence of mind to conceal her watch under the mattress. One of
the maidservants on hearing Woods door being broken down rang a hand bell out of her
bedroom window. This being heard by the burglars, one of them immediately rushed up
the stairs and threatened to shoot the girl unless she directly returned to bed, which she
did.”

“Plunder complete the men returned to Wood’s room where they left him after uttering
the most fearful threats if he dared follow them or leave the house for an hour and a half
during which time the house would be watched. Woods heard them packing their plunder
and start arguing over its distribution. As they left the house the clock struck five, the
scene having been occupied for two hours. Within ten minutes Wood left the house and
went as quickly as possible to the police station where he gave the alarm. He then
immediately returned home but on his way through Uckfield Street observed a man
standing at a corner this proved to be Wood’s brother-in-law who had seen seven men
close by about ten minutes past five while on his way to work and no doubt these were
the burglars.

“The morning being so very dark there was nothing about them to attract suspicion but in
the direction, they travelled Wood’s gun was found in a river near Maresfield Tanyard
and the scabbard of his sword near Ringle’s Cross-gate. A carter living in one of the
cottages close to the house heard the bell ring, he was up, but did not take the trouble to
see if all was right.”

The burglars entered the dressing room of Miss Susan Farncombe’s bedroom where they
held the sword they had taken from Wood over the lady. 26

The Farncombes’ financial arrangements might have been a cause of the burglary. They
received half yearly dividends on their stock and thus almost constantly had substantial
sums of money in the house. However, the date of the burglary was few days before the
next dividend was due and therefore the amount of cash would have been low but a few

216 Hampshire Advertiser January 11 1851

134



days before a large sum was withdrawn from Lewes Old Bank and this was stolen during
the burglary. The dividends are usually transmitted through the carriers and thus the
practice of the sisters may have become known.

The burglars consumed wine and food on the premises, knocking the tops of the bottles.
It was also revealed that Woods had a conversation with his guard telling him that had he
had half a minute more he would have given them the contents of his gun. The robber
replied: “Oh yes I dare say you would, I have known you Tom from your infancy.” Woods
was also asked where his second gun was, he had only recently lent it to a friend. This of
course indicated that at least one of the burglars had some local knowledge, knowing the
name Tom and that he had a second gun.

One of the ladies on hearing the burglars took her jewel box and hid it in her bed
A detailed list of the property was soon widely circulated by handbill

At one in the morning, before the burglary a man returning from a party at Mr Streatfield's
met seven men near Downland House. He thought they were poachers and went home.

Mr Morten and Mr Hollington chief officer of Guildford who were the officers employed
in the case acted zealously in investigating the crime and gathering sufficient evidence to
mount a prosecution. 2’

Apprehension of the burglars- the gang begin to unravel

1851 2 January Immediately on receipt of the account of the burglary Captain Bolton,
superintendent of the constabulary at Uckfield despatched details of the crime to the police
stations at Lewes, Tunbridge Wells, and Brighton. Soon, handbills were setting out details
of the offence and property stolen was forwarded to Guildford and other districts in
Surrey. 28

Most serious investigations could do with a little piece of luck to give the investigation
some direction. The early arrest of three of the burglars happened because of quite
remarkably stupid actions by gang members. On Thursday evening the second of January
three of the gang of burglars James Hamilton along with John and James Smith were at
the Rose and Crown at Groombridge. While in the bar Hamilton dropped a sovereign
which John Smith picked up and put into his pocket. When told of this Hamilton made a
fuss and ultimately gave the matter into the hands of the constable resulting in John Smith
being detained and taken to Tunbridge Wells to await the charge, which Hamilton
declared he would prefer the following morning.

217 January 8 1851: Morning Post Wednesday
218 Daily News Wed Jan 8 1851
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By the following day more information had come to light and Hamilton and James Smith
were pursued and arrested on suspicion of being involved in a robbery. At the police
station at Tunbridge Wells where the prisoners were taken by the Groombridge parish
constable, Piddleson, Superintendent Morten of Tunbridge Wells police undertook a
thorough search of the men finding a mask, a very good coat, an umbrella and a £5 note
of the Lewes Old Bank number 17,789. Hamilton explained the mask as being used for
taking bees. The coat was he said, bought from a Jew in London after hop picking.

Not satisfied with the answers Morten became suspicious that the men were involved in
the Uckfield burglary, and the men were remanded. Morten and James Dadson the
constable of Tunbridge Wells went at once to Uckfield where servants identified the
property as having been stolen during the burglary. The coat belonged to the butler and
the umbrella belonged to the housekeeper. Morten and Dadson then left for Lewes where
the three prisoners were handed to Mr Sanders the governor of the gaol where they were
detained until a court appearance.

This done Morten and Dadson returned to Tunbridge Wells where they secured the
assistance of Superintendent Gilbert of the Tunbridge Division and at once left for Surrey
where they had reason to believe the remainder of the gang were. That good reason may
well have been knowledge of the people arrested and who they combined with to commit
serious crime. It may have been that Hamilton started to talk from the time of his arrest.
Moreton and Dadson were officers in Kent but were investigating crimes in Sussex, which
in modern terms is unusual but they may have been driven by the rewards.

1851 January 5: Uckfield Burglary; Saturday: The gang of burglars: The Uckfield
Burglary — six men and a woman were examined in Tunbridge Wells also with a man
named Edwards and his wife charged as receivers. Property belonging to the Misses
Farncombe was recovered from the Edwards and Oliver was arrested and more property
recovered. Two watches found on Oliver were the proceeds of burglary belong to the Rev.
O E Vidal whose residence in Sussex was broken into in September. The other articles
answered the description of valuable stolen from the house of the Rev. J H Stewart at
Lingfield on Monday fortnight. The police are now engaged in an active search for two
of the burglars who are now missing and are wanted for an extensive robbery at Farnham.
They and the gang are suspected of two other burglaries in the neighbourhood of
Tunbridge Wells. 2°

All the prisoners were committed for trial.

Another man who is concerned in the recent burglaries at this part of the country has been
apprehended. He was taken into custody at a barn belonging to the Hon. James Norton of
Woodham near Chertsey. He gives the name of W. Brooks and is said to be one of the
most daring of the gang. The prisoner Brooks had adopted the most cautious and wary

219 1851 January 5: Uckfield Burglary; the Northern Star
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measures to avoid detection. A clue was found by Morten and Dadson on Saturday
January 11 finding that Brooks had been at a beer-shop at Bagshot and from there he was
traced to a house on the Hampshire border, a well-known resort for thieves. However, he
had departed before the arrival of the officers and left no clue that could be followed. He
departed in the middle of the night. The officers having business in Tunbridge Wells, left
two auxiliaries in the vicinity with instructions as to the course they should pursue to
recover the lost track. The plan adopted was successful. On the return of Morten and
Dadson from Lewes on Friday 17" where they had been to fetch the other nine prisoners
for examination they received a telegraphic message to the effect that a man answering
Brooks description had been seen between Woking and Chertsey having taken the
precaution to attire themselves in the garb of gypsies, they started at once by train to
Guildford and after some enquiries proceeded to Woking where they made an active
search in all the low beer-houses in the neighbourhood. This proved ineffectual and then
they began a minute investigation of all the outbuildings in the district where there was
the remotest chance of the ruffian being concealed. Lodges, barns stables and piggeries
underwent the closest scrutiny and at last their efforts were attended with success they
deserved. They came to the barn already mentioned at seven o’clock and during the
examination of it they perceived by way of a light that a piece of board had been pulled
from the side of the barn causing an aperture sufficiently large for a man to creep through.
They made the hole larger and both entered made a search and the prisoner found under
some straw. Each officer had a loaded pistol, which they presented to him with the
intimation that an offer of resistance would result in his death. A search revealed two
knives ready for use and a third in his pockets, which was to prove to have been stolen in
the Chailey burglary. Previously the woman Oliver whom Brooks cohabited with was
arrested with property from that burglary. The officers conveyed their prisoner from
Woodham to Woking station where they awaited the arrival of the mail train and took
their places to London.

On Monday morning the officers proceeded to Lewes with their prisoners, Smiths,
Hamilton, Hillyer, Carter, Brooks, Oliver and Morgan. During the first part of the journey
the fellows behaved very quietly, but the van in which they were conveyed scarcely passed
Crowborough before they became extremely violent and most grossly insulted everyone,
they passed declaring they expected a rescue. Upon remonstrating with them upon such
behaviour Brooks who appears to be a most unmitigated ruffian, raised his heavily ironed
hands, knocked of the hat of Dadson and entreated the other prisoners to throw themselves
out of the vehicle. Hillyer immediately dashed his handcuffs against the side of the van
apparently with the intention of snapping them but not succeeding in that he attempted to
throw himself in the road. By this time the officers seeing how the case stood became
most determined in their manner and having presented their firearms threatened to shoot
the first man that moved which had the effect of quietening them. Before their arrival at
Uckfield the prisoners raised such an intolerable noise by hooting and yelling that a horse
that was being led by a boy took fright and started away at a most terrific rate - what
becomes of it we have not heard.
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1851 January 8: The burglary at Uckfield: We have a record of a most daring and
atrocious burglary committed on Thursday morning at Downland House, Uckfied the
residence of the Misses Farncombe, four highly respected maiden-ladies who have resided
thee for a great many years and are members of a family well known throughout the
county. Unlike many of the spots recently chosen for midnight plunder Downland House
is by no means a lonely or unprotected place, no more than a quarter of a mile from the
main street of Uckfield on a road leading toward the Rocks, the seat of R S Streatfield
Esg. It stands back a short distance from the road in a small lawn. In front and on the
opposite side of the road scarcely a hundred yards off is the house of the Rev. Mr
Streatfield. On one side is a plantation and at the back, within forty yards, is a farmhouse
occupied by Mr Merchant with his family, servants and a man employed on the farm. At
a short distance are one or two cottages. A residence so situated would under normal
circumstances hardly have been selected as the scene of a burglary and this strengthens
the suspicion to which other circumstances gave rise, namely that the robbers were well
acquainted with the habits of their intended victims. The inmates of Downland House
consist of the four Miss Farncombe, two female servants and a butler Thomas Wood, there
is also a gardener, but he does not sleep on the premises.??°

It appears that the burglars entered by a small gate on the lawn and having cut a bludgeon
from the branch of a tree overhanging the path, proceeded straight across the lawn to the
front of the house, where they began operations by attempting to force open the window
of the breakfast parlour. This attempt they soon abandoned, and they found their way to a
small window in the dairy protected only by a zinc or wire blind. The window was
sheltered from observation by a thick belt of laurels and other shrubs and this strengthens
the opinion that the premises must have been previously known to some of the burglars.
Having wrenched off the wire covering, entrance was gained to the dairy, and by a similar
process the cellar adjoining was entered. At the end of the cellar is a passage
communicating with the kitchen, the door to which was fastened by one of the two bolts
upon it. This was easily forced and it is presumed that one of the robbers who was very
small, was put through the dairy window and left to make his way into the kitchen having
gained which he opened the back door and let in the rest of his companions. Having
reached the kitchen, the band proceeded up the back staircase leading to the manservant’s
room.

From the statement we have personally received from Thomas Wood the butler it appears
that he had retired to rest at his usual hour on the previous night. The night was very dark
and there was a great deal of wind. He was first awake about three o’clock by a noise as
if it was someone trying the handle of his door, which was locked. He called out “Whose
there?” twice, at first supposing that it was one of the servants. Receiving no reply, it at
once flashed across his mind that there were thieves in the house and he sprang out of bed
in order to seize a loaded gun, which lay near him. At that moment the door was burst
open with a violent crash and in rushed five men and before he could level the gun he
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138



received a violent blow on the shoulder (aimed at his head) from the but-end of a horse-
pistol, which knocked him on the bed. The gun was wrenched from his grasp and he was
at once overpowered and threatened with instant death if he moved hand or foot. The
robbers all wore masks; were each armed with and had each a lighted candle. Three of
them wore masks of what appeared to be white calico and one of black crape; the other
had a mask made of a red pocket-handkerchief.

They wore no shoes or hats but two had put on straw bonnets belonging to the servants.
Several were clad in coats, which they had found below, and belonging to Wood. Having
ordered Wood to get into bed the robbers retired outside of his door where they held a
consultation as whether he should be despatched or not. Wood lay quiet until after a few
minutes the robbers re-entered his room and with a violent oath pointed the horse- pistol
at him. At this point a man who appeared to be the leader interfered knocking aside the
pistol, which caused a quarrel amongst the burglars, the first man being disposed to
murder Wood, asking his comrades that had they not seen him try to use his gun. At one
moment he had the muzzles of five pistols levelled at him but eventually they ceased to
threaten his life. They then ransacked his drawers.

Asking for his keys but before he gave them, they forced open his desk and took £20 in
money, a gold ring and key, a silver watch and several other things. They left the room
leaving one man as a guard he soon heard the door to his mistresses’ bedroom burst in
and a scream, but the ladies were not subjected to personal violence. The thieves
ransacked every drawer and stole money, watches, jewels and everything they could lay
their hands on. Having got all they could from the ladies they proceeded to the
maidservant’s room and there they took a watch and what money they could find. The
cook however had the presence of mind to conceal her watch under the mattress. One of
the maidservants on hearing Woods door being broken down rang a hand bell out of her
bedroom window. This being heard by the burglars, one of them immediately rushed up
the stairs and threatened to shoot the girl unless she directly returned to bed, which she
did.

Plunder complete, the men returned to Wood’s room where they left him after uttering the
most fearful threats if he dared follow them or leave the house for an hour and a half
during which time the house would be watched. Woods heard them packing their plunder
and start arguing over its distribution. As they left the house the clock struck five, the
scene having been occupied for two hours. Within ten minutes Wood left the house and
went as quickly as possible to the police station where he gave the alarm. He then
immediately returned home but on his way through Uckfield Street observed a man
standing at a corner this proved to be Wood’s brother-in-law who had seen seven men
close by about ten minutes past five while on his way to work and no doubt these were
the burglars. The morning being so very dark there was nothing about them to attract
suspicion but in the direction, they travelled Wood’s gun was found in a river near
Maresfield Tanyard and the scabbard of his sword near Ringle’s Cross-gate. A carter
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living in one of the cottages close to the house heard the bell ring, he was up, but did not
take the trouble to see if all was right.

At one in the morning, before the burglary a man returning from a party at Mr Streatfield's
met seven men near Downland House. He thought they were poachers and went home.

The burglars consumed wine and food on the premises — knocking the tops of the bottles.

It was also revealed that Woods had a conversation with his guard telling him that had he
had half a minute more he would have given them the contents of his gun. The robber
replied: “Oh yes I dare say you would, I have known you Tom from your infancy.” Woods
was also asked where his second gun was — he had only recently lent it to a friend.

One of the ladies on hearing the burglars took her jewel box and hid it in her bed
A detailed list of the property was circulated.
Apprehension of the burglars

1851 January 8: The burglary in Sussex- apprehension of the burglars: No less than
six of the gang of ruffians supposed to have been concerned in the robbery at Downland’s
House have been taken into custody. Immediately on receipt of the account of the outrage
Captain Bolton, superintendent of the constabulary at Uckfield despatched intelligence of
the robbery to the police station at Lewes, Tunbridge Wells, and Brighton. As soon as
practicable, handbills were also forwarded to Guildford and other districts in Surrey. The
capture of three of the burglars arose in the following manner. It appears that on Thursday
evening three men named James Hamilton and John and James Smith were at the Rose
and Crown in at Groombridge. While there the man Hamilton dropped a sovereign, which
it is alleged John Smith picked up and put into his pocket. When told of this Hamilton
made a noise of it and ultimately gave the matter into the hands of the constable and John
Smith was conveyed to Tonbridge Wells to await the charge, which Hamilton declared he
would prefer the following morning. In the meantime, certain circumstances caused
Hamilton and James Smith to be taken into custody on suspicion of being concerned in
the robbery at Holtye. When brought to the police station at Tunbridge Wells by Piddleson
the Groombridge constable, Superintendent Morten commenced a detailed examination
of their persons and succeeded in finding a mask and a very good coat, an umbrella and a
£5 note of the Lewes Old Bank no 17,789. Not satisfied with the answers Morten became
suspicious that the men were involved in the Uckfield burglary, and the men were
remanded. Morten and James Dadson the constable of Tunbridge Wells at once went to
Uckfield where the servants identified the property as having been stolen during the
burglary. The coat belonged to the butler and the umbrella belonged to the housekeeper.
Morten and Dadson then went to Lewes where the three prisoners were handed to Mr
Sanders the governor of the gaol. This done they returned to Tunbridge Wells and securing
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the assistance of Superintendent Gilbert of the Tunbridge Division at once started for
Surrey where from good reason to believe the remainder of the gang were.

On arriving at Guildford on Saturday it was found that they were not upon the wrong scent
as they found Morgan and Hillyer who were without doubt a part of the gang.
Superintendent Hollington had arrested them in a beer-shop in the town on suspicion of
the Uckfield Burglary. On the men was found property from the burglary at Miss
Farncombe’s and at Hartfield as well as some tools taken from a carpenter’s shop at the
latter place and which were evidently adapted for the purposes of a burglar. Morgan had
made a most desperate attempt to resist the efforts of Hollington and another officer to
take him into custody and had presented a large horse pistol at the former, which however
was fortunately knocked from his hand. In addition to this violence the ruffian attempted
to stab Hollington with a knife which had the blow not been parried would have killed
him. Hillyer immediately swallowed something and bit the thumb of Hollington who tried
to recover what was thought to be a banknote. On Morgan a screwdriver, a sheet a
tablecloth, a towel marked F, a piece of ham, a wax candle, and two pieces of India rubber
were found along with a waterproof coat. Upon Hillyer was found a tweed jacket, a check
handkerchief. Some of these articles were found to have come from the burglaries at
Hartfield and Uckfield.

Leaving the prisoners in safe custody Morten and his colleague went to Woking where
they traced Hamilton’s residence (his nickname was butcher). Here they found a
suspicious looking character Joseph Carter from whose waistcoat pocket they took a
portion of a silver spoon with the initials “HE” upon it. A coat supposed to be the property
of Miss Farncombe’s butler was upon Carter as was a loaded pistol. The prisoner was
taken to Guildford where they lodged him until the morning, Sunday, where they started
by the Reading to Reigate line taking with them Morgan, Hillyer and Carter to Tunbridge
Wells.

The prisoners are mostly of the ferocious and repulsive countenance, especially Morgan
who is evidently much older than his companions. He appears to be between 30 and 40
while the other men seem all under 30. At eleven o’clock Monday morning the three
prisoners were taken before James Deane Esq., at Tonbridge Wells and upon the
application of Superintendent Morten remanded until Saturday next. Immediately after
this decision the prisoners were conveyed heavily ironed and handcuffed by Morten and
Dadson to Lewes Gaol calling at Uckfield to have some property identified. The men were
secured in a room at the King’s Head where the butler came and identified his coat stolen
from Downland House on Thursday morning and was found in the possession of carter.
The butler, Wood, also identified Morgan as the man who knocked him down with the
but end of the horse pistol and carter as the man who kept guard over him. Carter had
addressed Wood by his Christian name and it transpired that he had worked as a tradesman
at Uckfield
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We cannot close our account of this matter without a word of praise as to the unwearied
exertions made by Mr Morten and Mr Dadson. From the first moment they got on the
scent they followed the case up with unceasing activity- how successfully the result
sufficiently proves??!

1851 January 11: Entered the dressing room of Miss Susan Farncombe’s bedroom where
they held over the lady who was awake, the sword they had taken from Wood.

---- The Farncombe's’ financial arrangements might have been a cause of the burglary.
They received half yearly dividends on their stock and thus almost constantly had
substantial sums of money in the house. However, the date of the burglary was few days
before the next dividend was due and therefore the amount of cash would have been low
but a few days before a large sum was withdrawn from Lewes Old Bank and this was
stolen during the burglary. The dividends are usually transmitted through the carriers and
thus the practice of the sisters may have become known.??2

1851 January 11: Saturday Uckfield: In the meantime, the police at Tunbridge Wells
received intelligence of a burglary at Mr Kenward’s at Hartfield?%

1851 January 13 Monday: Lingfield Burglary: Two watches found on Oliver were
the proceeds of burglary belong to the Rev. O E Vidal whose residence in Sussex was
broken into in September. The other articles answered the description of valuable stolen
from the house of the Rev. J H Stewart at Lingfield on Monday fortnight (Monday 13
January 1851).

1851 January 16 Thursday: Burglary Frensham: The pistol found in the possession of
Morgan is supposed to form a part of the property carried away at a recent burglary at
Frensham. The hut tenanted by Morgan and carter on Woking Common is situated in the
heart of a notorious resort of gipsies, vagabonds and other indifferent characters.?%*

Arrests in Guildford

On arriving at Guildford on Saturday Morten and Dadson found that Superintendent
Hollington had arrested Morgan and Hillyer, who were without doubt a part of the gang,
in a beer-shop in the town, on suspicion of the Uckfield Burglary. On the men was found
property from the burglary at the Miss Farncombe’s and the burglary at Hartfield as well
as some tools taken from a carpenter’s shop also in Hartfield and which were evidently
adapted for the use of a burglar.

221 Daily News Wed Jan 8 1851

222 1851 January 11: Hampshire Advertiser

223 1851 Saturday Jan 11: Uckfield The Examiner

224 1851 January 16 Thursday: Nottinghamshire Guardian
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Morgan had made a violent attempt to resist his arrest by Hollington and another officer,
and had produced a large horse pistol, which however, was fortunately knocked from his
hand. In addition to this violence Morgan attempted to stab Hollington with a knife which
had the blow not been parried would have killed him.

Hillyer immediately swallowed something and bit the thumb of Hollington when he tried
to retrieve what was thought to be a banknote. On Morgan was found a screwdriver, a
sheet, a tablecloth, a towel marked F, a piece of ham, a wax candle, and two pieces of
India rubber were found along with a waterproof coat. Upon Hillyer was found a tweed
jacket, a check handkerchief. Some of these articles were found to have come from the
burglaries at Hartfield and Uckfield.

Leaving the prisoners in safe custody Morten and Dadson went to Woking where they
traced Hamilton’s residence (his alias was Butcher). Here they found a suspicious looking
character Joseph Carter from whose waistcoat pocket they took a portion of a silver spoon
with the initials “HE” upon it. Carter was wearing a coat thought to be the property of the
Miss Farncombe’s butler and he had a loaded pistol, which was seized by Superintendent
Gilbert of the Tonbridge Division of the Kent police (Note: the constabulary was not
formed until 1858)

The prisoner was taken to Guildford where they lodged him until the Sunday morning,
when they left by the Reading to Reigate line taking with them Morgan, Hillyer and Carter
to Tunbridge Wells.

The prisoners were described “mostly of the ferocious and repulsive countenance,
especially Morgan who is evidently much older than his companions.” He appears to be
between 30 and 40 while the other men seem all under 30.

At eleven o’clock Monday morning the three prisoners were taken before James Deane
Esq., at Tonbridge Wells and upon the application of Superintendent Morten remanded
until Saturday next. Immediately after this decision the prisoners were conveyed heavily
ironed and handcuffed by Morten and Dadson to Lewes Gaol calling at Uckfield to have
some property identified. The men were secured in a room at the King’s Head where the
butler came and identified his coat stolen from Downland House on Thursday morning
and was found in the possession of Carter. The butler, Wood, also identified Morgan as
the man who knocked him down with the but-end of the horse pistol and Carter as the
man who kept guard over him. Carter had addressed Wood by his Christian name and it
transpired that he had worked as a tradesman at Uckfield. The newspaper concluded:

“We cannot close our account of this matter without a word of praise as to the unwearied
exertions made by Mr Morten and Mr Dadson. From the first moment they got on the
scent they followed the case up with unceasing activity- how successfully the result
sufficiently proves”
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A valuable diamond ring and a gold chain belonging to Miss Mary Farncombe of Uckfield
was found in the vehicle in which Isaacs was conveyed after his capture. Fearing
detection, it is evident that he must have worked them out of his pocket during the journey

1851 January 18 Court Appearance

On Saturday 18 January 1851 the six men taken into custody and charged with the
burglary at Downland House were examined at Tunbridge Wells Magistrates Court on
Saturday 18 January. Property valued at £300 had been stolen. It was thought that the
prisoners formed part of a desperate gang who for some time had infested the Home
Counties. The examination took place in the large room of the Town Hall, which was
densely crowded by the gentry and inhabitants of the neighbourhood.

Shortly after twelve o’clock the prisoners, who were heavily ironed and handcuffed, were
placed at the bar. They gave their names as James Hamilton 29, John Smith 25, James
Smith 18, Thomas Morgan 36, William Hillyer 28 and Joseph Carter 25. With the
exception of the younger Smith their appearance and conduct indicated the most
audacious ferocity. The prisoners treated the proceedings with the great flippancy,
apparently joking among themselves and laughing at the eagerness of the spectators to
hear the evidence.

One of the men Hillyer was suffering from an injury he had inflicted on his hand. He had
been upbraided by some of his companions for want of “pluck” in the affair when to show
that he was not afraid he deliberately fired a pistol at his hand and wounded it.

There was a seventh prisoner Elizabeth Oliver placed at the bar with the burglars. She was
a respectable looking young countrywoman, with a child in her arms, who had been
charged with having some of the stolen property in her possession. She was much troubled
and allowed a chair. The Farncombe sisters were not up to giving their evidence. 2%°

The butler Thomas Wood in his evidence said he recognised the voices and general
appearance of Morgan and Carter. In addition to valuables a quantity of food was stolen.
Carter also called Wood by his Christian name.

Frances Carey, housemaid in her evidence said that she opened her bedroom window and
rang an alarm bell. The door to her room was instantly burst open, and a man with a heavy
bludgeon came in followed by a man in a white mask. She gave him money but they still
searched the room.

Morten said in evidence that he went to Guildford and found that Morgan and Hillyer had
been arrested so he went to Hamilton’s residence on a remote part of Woking Common
accompanied by Superintendent Gilbert. There they found Carter who was in possession

225 1851 January 18 Saturday: Hampshire Telegraph
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of stolen property from Uckfield. He was living in a hut with Morgan on Woking Common
in the heart of a notorious resort of gypsies, vagabonds and indifferent characters.

Mr Charles Hollington the Superintendent of the Guildford Police and PC Earl arrested
Hillyer and Morgan. On Hillyer two knives were recovered and on Morgan there was a
knife, there had previously been a pistol. More stolen property was recovered from the
two. The pistol found on Morgan came from a burglary at Frensham.

Mrs Morten wife of Superintendent Morten said that on searching Oliver she found gold
and silver concealed under her clothing.

Miss Susan Farncombe a middle-aged lady of rather delicate appearance was whilst
giving evidence nervously affected. She stayed with her sister Mary who had been very
unwell and was nearly in hysterics and remained with her until the burglars were gone.
They went to her sister Emily’s room and the room of a further sister, Charlotte. Emily
Farncombe also gave evidence. 226

Thomas Elliott assisted Hollington and PC Earl to arrest Morgan in the Swan — Earl called
on Elliott to assist as Morgan pulled a pistol from his coat and Morgan dropped the pistol
and a bundle. Elliott took possession of the gun and bundle and took them to the police
station.

1851 January 20 Morning Chronicle: The Uckfield Burglary: The six men and the
woman Elizabeth Oliver alleged to have been concerned in the above burglary, were re-
examined on Saturday at Tunbridge. A man named Edwards and his wife were charged
as receivers were placed in the dock with them. It appears on Friday se’night (sic) Oliver
having given her address to the police when calling on her brother, one of the prisoners at
Tunbridge, an officer proceeded to her residence, and in a plantation close by, where the
burglars had gone to overhaul their booty, he found the boxes which had contained the
jewellery taken from the Misses Farncombe’s house, and other portions of the property.
He further found in the house of Edwards where Oliver lodged, a cartload of property,
consisting of silk, cotton and calico goods together with other articles evidently the
property of a robbery of some draper’s shop. Mrs Edwards was then taken into custody
and shortly afterwards her husband in whose possession was found a watch.

Subsequently Oliver was secured and on being searched there was found suspended from
her waist under her clothes, a cloth containing several watches and seals, £17 in gold, and
other articles of value which were proved to be a part of the proceeds of the Uckfield
burglary. Two watches taken from Oliver have proved to be the produce of other
burglaries; and two found on Edwards belonged to the Rev OE Vidal whose residence at
Arlington, Sussex was broken into in September last. Other articles answer the description
of those stolen from the house of the Rev JH Stewart of Lingfield on Monday fortnight.

226 1851 January 20 Monday: Daily News: Court case

145



The police are now engaged in an active search for two of the burglars who are missing
and are wanted also for an extensive robbery at Farnham some time since. They and the
gang generally are also suspected of two other burglaries in the neighbourhood of
Tunbridge Wells.

As an indication of the mode by which the prisoners obtained the information necessary
to carry on their operations, it may be mentioned that in a box belonging to Brooks one of
the missing burglars, and which was found at Edward’s house, were found a number of
small bills headed, “The best price given for umbrellas, rags, broken metal” etc., for which
it was stated “D. Hayler” would call in two hours. This person proves to have been brooks,
and the opportunities of investigation thus afforded to him would unguestionably be of
the greatest service. The whole of the prisoners committed for trial.

On Wednesday a few days later, it was reported that Morten and Dadson arrested Brooks
at Woodham, Surrey. During the past seventeen days the officers had travelled through
Surrey, Sussex, Berkshire, Hampshire, Wiltshire and Oxfordshire to trace the wanted men.
Morten and Dadson were at Bagshot on the 11 January where Brooks had been at a beer
shop. He was traced to a house on the Hampshire border and lost. The officers having
business in Tunbridge Wells, left two auxiliaries in the vicinity (it is not known who or
what auxiliaries were) with instructions as to the course they should pursue to recover the
lost track. The plan adopted was successful. On Friday 17t the officers returned from
Lewes having received a telegraphic message to the effect that a man answering Brooks’
description had been seen between Woking and Chertsey. They started at once by train to
Guildford, both disguised as gypsies, arriving in Woking where they made a detailed and
speedy search of all the low beer-houses in the neighbourhood. The men were not found
and so the police officers began a thorough investigation of all the outbuildings in the
district where there was the remotest chance of the criminal being hidden. Lodges, barns

stables and piggeries underwent a thorough search and at last their efforts were successful.
227

Brooks was taken into custody at a barn belonging to the Hon. James Norton of Woodham
near Chertsey. He gives the name of W. Brooks and is said to be one of the most audacious
of the gang. Brooks had adopted cautious and wary measures to avoid detection.

The officers came to the barn at seven o’clock in the morning and found that a piece of
board had been pulled from the side of the barn causing an opening sufficiently large for
a man to creep through. They made the hole larger and both entered, made a search and
the prisoner Brooks was found under some straw. Each officer had a loaded pistol, which
they presented to him with the intimation that an offer of resistance would result in his
death. A search revealed two knives ready for use and a third in his pockets, which was
to prove to have been stolen in the Chailey burglary.

2271851 January 22 Wednesday: The Morning Chronicle
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Previously the woman Oliver whom Brooks cohabited was arrested with property from
that the Chailey burglary. The officers conveyed their prisoner from Woodham to Woking
station where they awaited the arrival of the mail train and took their places to London.

1851 January 22 Wednesday: Uckfield Burglaries: The Standard: Hartfield
Burglary: The prisoners Smiths, Hamilton, Morgan and Hillyer were now brought
forward upon the above charge. Hannah Kenward deposed: | live at Holtye-common in
the parish of Hartfield and | am the wife of William Kenward. On the night of the 31%
December, I went to bed about ten o’clock leaving everything safe. We were not disturbed
during the night but upon the following morning at sis o’clock when I came downstairs, |
found that the bar window at the roadside had been opened. There were two drawers in
the dresser in the bar that were broken open and articles taken there-from. Dessert spoons
and a variety of other property were also missing amongst which were 15 silver teaspoons.
The spoons are much worn and were very old. Some sheeting was here identified by the
witness as a portion of that which she had lost.

The prisoner Morgan here interrupted the proceedings by saying “Really, this is what |
call hanging a fellow without judge or jury. If I can’t get law here, I’1l send to London for
it (laughter) Look at us Mrs Kenward and say if we are the men.”

Mrs Kenward: “I don’t know you my friends; I am sure (laughter)

Harriet Baker: | live at the White Hart public house and | am maidservant there. Mrs
Kenward is my employer. On the 31 December my mistress and | locked up the house
and went to bed about ten o’clock. I was the first person down in the morning and when I
got down a portion of the stairs, | found the parlour door standing open, and a chair was
placed against the door at the foot of the stairs. Seeing several things strewed about the
place | raised an alarm and told my young master that | thought someone had broken into
the house. The witness here described the appearance of the premises and stated she had
not seen either of the prisoners there before. She also said she could not identify any of
the property with the exception of the master’s frock and if that were shown to her she
thought she would know it.

William Kenward was sworn. He stated that the frock produced by Hollington, the
Guildford superintendent of police was that which was stolen on the night of the burglary.

Prisoner Morgan “Put that frock down; it is not yours. Wonder you don’t come and own
my jacket.”

Charles Hollington Superintendent Guildford Police sworn: “When I apprehended the
prisoners Morgan and Hillyer, I took from the person of Morgan the frock | produce,
which has been identified by Mr Kenward. | produce a bundle, containing a sheet, not
made up, a tablecloth and various other articles. This bundle | received from the witness
Thomas Elliott and certain articles in it have been spoken to by Mrs Kenward.
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The prisoners were committed for trial on this charge??®

Another man who is concerned in the recent burglaries at this part of the country has been
apprehended. He was taken into custody at a barn belonging to the Hon. James Norton of
Woodham near Chertsey. He gives the name of W Brooks and is said to be one of the
most daring of the gang. The prisoner Brooks had adopted the most cautious and wary
measures to avoid detection. A clue was found by Morten and Dadson on Saturday
January 11 finding that Brooks had been at a beer-shop at Bagshot and from there he was
traced to a house on the Hampshire border, a well-known resort for thieves. However, he
had departed before the arrival of the officers and left no clue that could be followed. He
departed in the middle of the night.

The officers having business in Tunbridge Wells, left two auxiliaries?®® in the vicinity
with instructions as to the course they should pursue to recover the lost track. The plan
adopted was successful. On the return of Morten and Dadson from Lewes on Friday 17
where they had been to fetch the other nine prisoners for examination they received a
telegraphic message to the effect that a man answering Brooks description had been seen
between Woking and Chertsey having taken the precaution to attire themselves in the garb
of gypsies, they started at once by train to Guildford and after some enquiries proceeded
to Woking where they made an active search in all the low beer-houses in the
neighbourhood. This proved ineffectual and then they began a minute investigation of all
the outbuildings in the district where there was the remotest chance of the ruffian being
concealed. Lodges, barns stables and piggeries underwent the closest scrutiny and at last
their efforts were attended with success they deserved.

They came to the barn already mentioned at seven o’clock and during the examination of
it they perceived by way of a light that a piece of board had been pulled from the side of
the barn causing an aperture sufficiently large for a man to creep through. They made the
hole larger and both entered made a search and the prisoner found under some straw. Each
officer had a loaded pistol, which they presented to him with the intimation that an offer
of resistance would result in his death. A search revealed two knives ready for use and a
third in his pockets, which was to prove to have been stolen in the Chailey burglary.
Previously the woman Oliver whom Brooks cohabited with was arrested with property
from that burglary.

The officers conveyed their prisoner from Woodham to Woking station where they
awaited the arrival of the mail train and took their places to London. On Monday morning
the officers proceeded to Lewes with their prisoners, Smiths, Hamilton, Hillyer, Carter,
Brooks, Oliver and Morgan. During the first part of the journey the fellows behaved very
quietly, but the van in which they were conveyed scarcely passed Crowborough before

228 1851 January 22 Wednesday: The Standard
229 This is a very unusual reference. Were they Special Constables or did they come from Kent with
Morten?
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they became extremely violent and most grossly insulted everyone they passed declaring
they expected a rescue. Upon remonstrating with them upon such behaviour Brooks who
appears to be a most unmitigated ruffian, raised his heavily ironed hands, knocked of the
hat of Dadson and entreated the other prisoners to throw themselves out of the vehicle.
Hillyer immediately dashed his handcuffs against the side of the van apparently with the
intention of snapping them but not succeeding in that he attempted to throw himself in the
road. By this time the officers seeing how the case stood became most determined in their
manner and having presented their firearms threatened to shoot the first man that moved
which had the effect of quietening them. Before their arrival at Uckfield the prisoners
raised such an intolerable noise by hooting and yelling that a horse that was being led by
a boy took fright and started away at a most terrific rate - what becomes of it we have not
heard.2%

1851 January Further court appearance at Tunbridge Wells: In late January 1851 the
six men and a woman were again examined in Tunbridge Wells. Joining them was a man
named Edwards and his wife charged as receivers. Property belonging to the Misses
Farncombe was recovered from the Edwards and Oliver was arrested and more property
recovered at that address. 23!

Dadson had been to the address and in a plantation close by discovered where the burglars
had gone to sort the property finding boxes that had contained jewellery stolen from the
Farncombe’s house. He also found in the house of Edwards where Oliver lodged, a
cartload of property taken from a burglary at a draper’s shop. All there were arrested. 232

Two watches found on Oliver were the proceeds of burglary belong to the Rev. O E Vidal
whose residence in Sussex was broken into in September.

The other articles answered the description of valuable stolen from the house of the Rev.
J H Stewart at Lingfield on Monday fortnight (Monday 13 January 1851).

The police are now engaged in an active search for two of the burglars who are now
missing and are wanted for an extensive robbery at Farnham. They and the gang are
suspected of two other burglaries in the neighbourhood of Tunbridge Wells. All the
prisoners were committed for trial.

1851 January 30: Thursday: -- ayoung woman called Oliver and a man called Edwards
and his wife were taken into custody. Oliver gave her address when police approached
her as she called on one of the prisoners at Tunbridge. Dadson went to the address in a
plantation close by he found where the burglars had gone to sort the property and found
boxes that had contained jewellery stolen from the Farncombe’s house. He also found in

230 1851 25 January: The Northern Star Saturday
231 Uckfield Burglary; the Northern Star Sat Jan 25 1851
232 Nottinghamshire Guardian Thursday January 30 1851
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the house of Edwards where Oliver lodged a cartload of property taken from a burglary at
a draper’s shop. All there were arrested. Property from the burglary of Rev Vidal at
Arlington and the Rev Stewart at Lingfield was recovered.?

1851 January 31: Surrey Constabulary General Order 6: Superintendents on
receiving information of a robbery or any other serious offence having been committed
are required immediately to communicate the same with the chief constable. (Note: The
term robbery is used as a generic term for crime and is interchangeable with burglary,
larceny etc.) 24

1851. From now on the only people hung for crime in Surrey were murderers

1851 February 23: A simultaneous shudder of horror: Extract: But a few years ago
the perpetration of a single murder, either in town or country would from the comparative
infrequency of this most terrible of crimes arouse a simultaneous shudder of horror as it
were throughout the realm; now it is absolutely rare to take up a daily paper without
reading the sickening details of several. In proof of this let us only take the record of the
past week. With a police force more than double Napier’s army of the Indus, how difficult
is it found to keep the roving hordes of plunderers and villains of every description at bay
Let the police reports and our crowded gaols and the necessity for a new gaol speak for
the crime of the metropolis. The police as a force, to do them justice, do their best. ------
Highway robbery accompanied by violence worthy of a hundred years ago when the guilt-
steeped woman decoyed and the ambushed bully violently plundered or murdered the
wayfarer with impunity, is now the common work of the night. Then turning to the
country; no longer do the burglars concoct by twos or threes their midnight marauding;
now organised in large gangs they lay a whole county under tribute, as it were at will,
terrifying every district. 23

1851 March 7: More receivers and property recovered: The Morning Post: Morten
and Dadson have been continuing enquiries with 13 now in custody. In a garden of a
person called Arnold a relative of Oliver a quantity of tea corked up in bottles was found
as was a sack, a shawl, white bill, cocked hat, and a mask where they had been hidden
since July 1850. Morten recovered other property from pawnbrokers in Guildford part of
the property stolen during the burglary of Mr Penfold a farmer at Cuckfield on the 4 July
1851, twelve days before the burglary at Miss Kennard’s at Haywards Heath. A watch
sold by James Gulliver alias Jim Bull was also traced by Morten and found to be from the
burglary at Mr Marshall’s house at Frensham last November. Bull and the sister of Brooks
with whom he cohabited will next week undergo their final examination on a charge of
receiving several articles the proceeds of a burglary at Mr Bakers at Portslade.

233 1851 30 January: Nottinghamshire Guardian Thursday
234 Surrey Constabulary General Orders Book 1 1851-
2351851 23 February: The Era:
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1851 March 13: Thursday: Before the Lord Chief Justice: Brooks, John Smith, James
Smith, Thomas Morgan, William Hillyer Joseph Carter indicted for burglary £300 and
Elizabeth Oliver receiving a portion of the property.

Prosecution — an offence that attracted a good deal of attention not only in this county but
in the kingdom on account to of the circumstances connected with it and the daring
character of the offence. It was a most fearful thing to see, a desperate gang of persons
banded together to commit the most desperate crimes who would not be stopped at the
shedding of blood if they had met with opposition to their proceedings. The case would
also exhibit a system of organisation amongst the parties, knowledge of the face of the
country and the habits of persons living in lonely positions and a rapidity of
communication by the different members of the gang, which was really most surprising
and alarming.

James Hamilton gave evidence saying at Christmas last he lived on Woking Common and
that he knew all the prisoners at that time except Carter. Hillyer was at Hamilton’s house
before Christmas and he went to Shotter Mill to fetch Morgan and a man lIsaac was
expected from Reading. Hillyer and Morgan did not come but Isaacs did so he and
Hamilton set off for Edenbridge to meet some other men. During the night they fell in
with James and John Smith at Betchworth and they agreed to stay together on the errand.
They met up with Brooks, Morgan and Hillyer and Elizabeth Oliver with her child. They
remained in the barn until the middle of the day of the 31t December. Hamilton saw a
large and small pistol in the barn both loaded with powder and lead. It was arranged that
some of the men would go out that night and raid a house in the neighbourhood and
Morgan, Hillyer, Carter, John Smith and Isaacs went away for that purpose. The rest left
the barn to meet at another barn eight or nine miles away but they did not come.

The next day we found the five men sat around a fire in a wood and | saw a plum cake
and a bottle of wine and Brooks said they had broken into a public house at Old Pie Corner.
Brooks also said there was another robbery to be done and we were to meet at
Crowborough Forest about 3 or 4 o’clock that day which they did and prepared masks to
go and rob a lady’s house. Isaacs, Carter and Hamilton were sent on as lookouts about
eight miles from the forest and when the lights went out the men went back and joined the
other gang members all returning to the house as at 2-3 o’clock in the morning. They went
into a little ditch at the side of the plantation took of their coats; waistcoats and shoes, put
on their masks and James Smith went forward to see if all was quiet. When Hamilton got
to the house, he found that the others had forced open the dairy window and we all went
into the kitchen where some of the men put on coats they found there. Hamilton put on a
coat and a woman’s white apron, and Carter and Brooks each put on a female’s bonnet.
There were two pairs of stairs leading to the upper apartments. Isaac, Brooks John Smith
and Hamilton went up one of the staircases and the others went up the second one.

The men with bludgeons in their hands immediately burst into one of the bedrooms and
Hamilton saw two ladies. Hamilton did not know who had the pistols. John Smith gave
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Hamilton a candle to hold and with keys handed to them the burglars searched the house
and stole the property, food and drink. They also took a gun and a cutlass. The gang
returned to Crowborough Common to the house of a man named Edwards where Oliver
and her child were left, and the property was divided. The men remained in the wood until
9-10 o’clock in the morning of the 2" January and then they separated. Hamilton and the
two Smiths went to Groombridge where Hamilton got tipsy and after a dispute over a
sovereign gave Smith into custody, as was he the following day and property from the
burglary found in his possession. Miss Susan Farncombe of Woodland House, Uckfield
gave her evidence saying that with her three sisters they retired at about 10 o’clock. Emily
Farncombe and the butler wood also gave evidence. A great many witnesses were then
called in order to confirm the evidence, which was of a conclusive character. It was shown
that they were all in company at the times in question and they were traced in different
parts of the country going in the direction of the house in Uckfield. Property stolen from
the premises was found in their possession.

Mr Morten and Mr Hollington chief officer of Guildford who were the officers employed
in the case appeared to have acted most zealously in getting up the case and in procuring
the necessary evidence. The jury without any hesitation found them all guilty and were
sentenced to transportation for life except Oliver who was sentenced to 14 years
transportation. Carter exclaimed when sentenced that he would murder the first man he
came across when he got abroad and Hillyer said it was a very good thing he was ordered
to be transported for he ought to have been transported long before.?%

Charles Hollington said: In September last | was superintendent of the Guildford police.
I heard of the burglary at Mr Hollest’s the next morning and immediately made some
enquiries about Levi Harwood, Jones and Smith. | saw Jones about the middle of the day
in High Street, Guildford. I and Biddlecombe went on Sunday morning to Mr Hollest’s
and when we returned, we took Smith, Jones and Levi Harwood into custody. | told them
I wanted them on suspicion of burglary at Mr Hollest’s at Frimley and asked them to
account for their time on the Friday night as | had learned they were out. Harwood said
he went to London that night and Jones said he went up on the downs to set a few wires
to catch a rabbit. On the 30 September | took Samuel Harwood into custody and on this
day, Levi Harwood told me he would account for his time on Friday night and he said that
he came down from London. | told him he was right about that and that he arrived at about
eight o’clock to which he replied, “You know as much as I do.” I searched the prisoners
at the station. Upon Levi Harwood | found two sovereigns, one shilling, a sixpence and a
knife. Upon Smith | found half a crown, a tobacco box, a knife and a piece of string. Upon
Jones | found a cloth, a piece of sealing wax, and the token penny, which has been
produced. I afterwards searched Levi Harwood’s lodgings and found a pair of stockings,
on the foot of one of which there was a mark of blood and also a “stony” marble.

236 1851 March 13: Daily News Thursday
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I had previously examined Levi Harwood’s feet. And found that the right one was cut in
several places and there was blood between the toes. After Levi Harwood was in custody,
| examined his shirt and found some marks of gravel upon his left sleeve. On the 2
October I searched Samuel Harwood’s lodgings at Hyfield-green and found a box at Mrs
Catt’s, which belonged to him and from which I took a corduroy jacket. I had seen Levi
Harwood wear a similar jacket. It appeared to me as though it had been recently washed.
Levi Harwood afterwards claimed the jacket to be his.

On questioning: | was not engaged on the matter. I engaged myself. I don’t remember
having heard of any paper or wadding which was supposed to have been discharged from
the pistol, being found by the side of the bed. | may have heard of such a thing, but I don’t
recollect it. I don’t know that any paper was compared with any paper found in possession
of some of the prisoners. There was a little rivalry between me and Biddlecombe upon the
subject of the case and we have never acted together since. | did not give the prisoners
any caution before I put the questions to them. Smith made a statement to me and | have
no doubt he told me that it was their intention to have done the robbery on the Tuesday.
What he said was “We arranged to commit the robbery on Tuesday.” I believe a person
named Macy was examined as a witness before the magistrates. | cannot say if he has
been before the Grand Jury or not. | heard some man state that Smith had said something
about the person being a tight fit, and that he would not give him any “chuck.” Some
persons named Penny, Blackman and a broom maker were also examined I believe. I don’t
know if any of these persons are here today.

Biddlecombe and I used to be friends and we have quarrelled about this case. | wanted all
the prisoners and Biddlecombe wanted them too, but | thought I had the best right to them.
| am on very good terms with Biddlecombe now because we never speak (laugh). I know
there is a reward of £150 offered on the case, which is to be paid on conviction of the
parties. Smith asked me the meaning of the word accomplice and | believe he also asked
me if I thought they would fulfil the promise contained in the bills if he was to “peach?”
I have no doubt he used the word “peach”. The prisoners were not allowed to have any
professional advice until after Smith had made a statement of which he represented to be
the circumstances of the robbery.

Jeremiah Campbell one of the Guildford police deposed that on Wednesday morning after
the prisoners had been apprehended, Levi Harwood told him that on the night of the
burglary he left his home about twenty minutes to five and went down the Woodbridge-
road till he came to Mr Mayler’s at Stoke and he then turned to the right and went to
London and remained there nearly all day and came back to Guildford by the twenty
minutes past five train. He saw all the prisoners together on the Sunday morning after the
burglary. He had not given evidence before the magistrates. He had told Mr Hollington
who had been his inspector at the time — there must have been some reason why he was
not called. It was probably because there was some disagreement between Hollington and
Biddlecombe that he was not examined.
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Louisa Hollington the wife of Superintendent Charles Hollington: On the 2nd October
while Levi and Samuel Horwood were in custody in separate cells at the Guildford Police
Station, she heard Levi Harwood call out “Tidler” and Samuel Harwood reply “hello who
is that?” Levi said “Me!” Samuel replied, “Is it Bony?” Levi “Yes.” Samuel “Come here.”
Levi said, “I cannot. I am locked up.” Samuel then asked him where he was taken, and
Levi gave a response Mrs Hollington could not hear. Levi asked if they had found
anything on him and he said they had not. They had only taken 8d. He next asked whether
they had searched two places the names of which she could not distinguish, and he replied
“No, that’s all right. Goodnight Tidler.” Levi called out Tidler again and said, “Put your
mouth down, and don’t speak too loud or else Mrs Hollington will hear you.” Levi
Harwood then asked him if he had told them that the jacket belonged to him and Samuel
replied that he had and Levi asked what he did that for, and Samuel said it had been done
that morning. Levi then asked if the jacket had been wrung out and Samuel replied that it
was, and Levi said that was all right.

In cross examination: | had no desire to take any advantage of the prisoners and | told the
prisoner Levi Harwood several times that a still tongue makes a wise head. | heard there
had been a reward of £150 offered in this case but I do not know who is to get it. There
are so many things in law that it is hard to say how it will be disposed of. | have never had
any conversation with my husband about the reward. He expects some of it very probably.
Biddlecombe also no doubt expects to get some of the reward. | think my husband is
entitled to the reward whether he gets it or not. | was not examined before the magistrates.
| heard all the conversations and my husband knew of it; yet | was not examined as a
witness and the prisoners had no means of knowing what | was to prove. | wrote down
the conversation but have since lost the paper. | rather think I burned the paper not thinking
the contents were of consequence. | have not before been engaged to listen to
conversations of this kind and have never been reprimanded for doing so.

Superintendent Biddlecombe: at the time of the burglary of Godalming Police went to
Mr Hollest’s house on the 28™ October and found a piece of blue worsted under a cypress
tree which he has since compared with the stockings that were upon Samuel Harwood and
found it to be the same colour and material as the stockings. He also proved he had
examined the footmarks of the two men on the gravel and called out the particulars and
Mr Hollington put them down in writing. The footmarks on the gravel were not very plain
and the persons whoever they were, appeared to have stepped more in the toe than on the
heel. On questioning: He would not undertake to say that he made correct measurements
of the footmarks. He made them as correctly as he could considering the state of the
gravel.

Hollington re-called: The length of one of the feet was nine-and three-quarter inches and

the width three inches; the length of the other was nine and a half inches and the width
three and three-quarters.
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Biddlecombe: I measure the feet of Levi Harwood and Smith with a shoemaker’s rule and
| called out the measurements to Kendall who took them down. Kendall was recalled to
prove that the size of the feet of Smith and Levi Harwood corresponded almost exactly
with the footprints that were in the garden.

Hide, a sergeant produced the cord jacket that had been alluded to and a powder flask,
which he found in a box belonging to Samuel Harwood.

Mrs Hollest was recalled: The small silver cup that has been produced was my property.
The workbox is the property of my servant. The cloak was hanging in the hall on the night
of the burglary.

This closed the case for the prosecution.

Defence counsel addressed the jury: Levi Harwood: ------ it was idle to suppose that the
invasion of a quiet village by a band of mid-night marauders and the barbarous murder of
the clergyman of the village, would not necessarily create a strong feeling of indignation
and alarm, not only in the county where the dreadful deed was perpetrated but throughout
the whole of the country. The facts of the case: The first question they would have to
consider was whether the fact of the burglary having been committed had been made out
to their satisfaction, and whether the prisoners were guilty of that offence. Of course, if
that was not established that is the end to the charge of murder. The chief points against
his client were that he had left Guildford on the Friday afternoon and that he did not return
until the evening of the following day and from this it was argued that at all events, he
had the opportunity of committing the offence. In addition to this it was sought to be
shown that he was seen going in the direction of Frimley and there were some other trifling
circumstances from which guilt was sought to be inferred --------- had they not heard the
evidence of the accomplice they could for a moment think of finding a man guilty of the
crime of wilful murder upon such evidence. -------- It is up to the jury to decide if they
can rely upon the evidence of the accomplice Smith. ---- He had no hesitation in charging
the man with the murder---. A man long course of crime and become perfectly callous and
dead to any proper feeling---- From Mrs Hollest’s evidence it appeared to be impossible
for Levi Harwood to have fired the fatal shot but Smith who was the murderer.

It had not been proved that Samuel Harwood was present when the fatal injury was
inflicted.

The judge then summed up the case to the jury going through the whole of the evidence
with the greatest minuteness and he explained that if they were satisfied that all the
prisoners had set out with the determination to commit the burglary and to resort to
violence if it was necessary to carry out their intention, in that case it did not signify which
was the hand that had actually caused the fatal injury, for all were in law equally guilty of
the crime of murder under such circumstances. After two and quarter hours the jury
returned a verdict of guilty against Levi Harwood and James Jones and they declared
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Samuel Harwood not guilty. The foreman at the same time said that it was their unanimous
opinion that neither Levi Harwood nor Jones fired the fatal shot, but Hiram Smith fired
that. Both the guilty men declared their innocence as the judge sentenced them to death.
Samuel Harwood was then charged with the burglary at Frimley and no evidence was
offered so he was discharged. Superintendent Morten of Tunbridge Wells then took him
into custody for a burglary in Sussex. The approver Smith was detained in custody until
Her Majesty’s pleasure be known

Mr Hollington, Superintendent of the Surrey Police — eventually called by Hiram
Smith who made a voluntary confession to him for his participation in the burglary in the
presence of Mr Neale, the governor of Guildford Gaol. The confession:

“On the 27" September last, being Friday last, myself with other persons now in custody
named Levi Harwood, Samuel Harwood and Samuel Jones were at Frimley and broke into
Mr Hollest’s house by taking out a bar. I entered first and Levi Harwood second. With a
worm Levi Harwood bored two holes in the frame of the door leading to the kitchen and
pushed the bolt with his knife, and then myself, Jones and Levi Harwood went in and
there walked about. Levi Harwood then opened a workbox and took two shillings from it.
We then all three of us went into the sitting room, and Levi Harwood and Jones searched
while | fetched the candle and there found a silver hunting watch and a small old-fashioned
gold one. We then went into another room; I do not know what was taken from there.
They then went into the pantry. | then went and fetched Samuel Harwood in. Three of us
went upstairs. Myself, Jones and Levi Harwood went into a bedroom and removed three
ladies dresses, two out of the drawers and one from the bedstead; there was no one
sleeping in that bedroom. We then came downstairs and put on the masks; myself and
Jones put on the green ones which were produced last Saturday, and Levi Harwood put
on a white one, and a white Guernsey over his waistcoat. Jones put on a large cloak, which
was hanging in the passage, and | put on one likewise. The cloaks belonged to the nurse.
We then all four of us proceeded up the stairs; Jones went first with a pistol in his right
hand which was loaded on his way to Frimley. He loaded both pistols with marbles. Jones
first, Levi Harwood second and myself third here entered Mr Hollest’s room while Samuel
Harwood stood at the door with a sword drawn in his hand. Levi Harwood then said, “Lay
still my good woman or else I will blow your brains out.” He was standing at the foot of
the bed at that time. Mrs Hollest instantly got from her bed and Jones being on the side of
the bed took hold of her and thrust her into the corner of the room. Mr Hollest jumped out
of bed and went to take hold of Levi Harwood when he (Levi Harwood) immediately fired
the pistol at Mr Hollest and | took the gold watch off a stand in the room and we all ran
downstairs. We were in the room for about five minutes. Jones and Samuel Harwood then
started for Guildford and Levi Harwood and | went to Kingston then left him to go to
London, he having with him the things, which were stolen from Mr Hollest’s. We
arranged on the previous Friday to commit the robbery. It was about 9 o’clock when Levi
Harwood loaded the pistols. 2%

237 Morning Chronicle Wed April 2 1851
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1851 March 31 Thursday: Before the Lord Chief Justice: Brooks, John Smith, James
Smith, Thomas Morgan, William Hillyer, Joseph Carter indicted for burglary when £300
of property was stolen, and Elizabeth Oliver receiving a portion of that property.

Prosecution: an offence that attracted a good deal of attention not only in this county but
in the kingdom on account to of the circumstances connected with it and the daring (a
term frequently used which means more audacious than brave) character of the offence.
It was a most fearful thing to see, a desperate gang of persons banded together to commit
the most desperate crimes who would not be stopped at the shedding of blood if they had
met with opposition to their proceedings. The case would also exhibit a system of
organisation amongst the parties, knowledge of the face of the country and the habits of
persons living in lonely positions and a rapidity of communication by the different
members of the gang, which was really most surprising and alarming.

Verdict: The jury without any hesitation found them all guilty and they were sentenced
to transportation for life, except Oliver who was sentenced to 14 years transportation.
Carter exclaimed when sentenced that he would murder the first man he came across when
he got abroad and Hillyer said it was a very good thing he was ordered to be transported
for he ought to have been transported long before. 238

Violence during transfer to Lewes gaol

These dangerous men did not cease being high risk and violent because they had been
sentenced. They had little to lose — transportation for life was only one below the ultimate
punishment now largely a penalty for murder.

On the Monday morning the officers travelled from Tunbridge Wells towards Lewes gaol
with their prisoners, the Smiths, Hamilton, Hillyer, Carter, Brooks, Oliver and Morgan.
During the first part of the journey the prisoners were quiet, but the closed cart or van in
which they were being carried scarcely passed Crowborough before they became
extremely violent insulting everyone they passed and declaring they were to be rescued.
On being told to behave, Brooks who appears to be a most unmitigated villain raised his
heavily ironed hands, knocking of Dadson’s hat, encouraging the other prisoners to throw
themselves out of the vehicle. Hillyer immediately dashed his handcuffs against the side
of the van apparently with the intention of snapping them but not succeeding in that he
attempted to throw himself in the road. By this time the officers seeing how the situation
was developing determined that they should not escape drew their firearms and threatened
to shoot the first man that moved. This had the effect of quietening them down. Before
their arrival at Uckfield the prisoners raised such an intolerable noise by hooting and
yelling that a horse that was being led by a boy took fright and started away at a most
terrific rate.

238 Daily News Thursday March 13 1851
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Hiram Smith’s Confession of the Frimley murder

The confession of Smith was made between the committal and full trial where his turning
Queen’s evidence meant he was not charged with the murder and escaped punishment for
the Frimley crimes.

Mr Hollington, Superintendent of the Surrey Police was called by Hiram Smith who made
a voluntary confession to him about his participation in the burglary in the presence of Mr
Neale, the governor of Guildford Gaol. The confession:

“On the 27" September last, being Friday last, myself with other persons now in custody
named Levi Harwood, Samuel Harwood and Samuel Jones were at Frimley and broke into
Mr Hollest’s house by taking out a bar. I entered first and Levi Harwood second. With a
worm Levi Harwood bored two holes in the frame of the door leading to the kitchen and
pushed the bolt with his knife, and then myself, Jones and Levi Harwood went in and
there walked about. Levi Harwood then opened a workbox and took two shillings from it.
We then all three of us went into the sitting room, and Levi Harwood and Jones searched
while | fetched the candle and there found a silver hunting watch and a small old-fashioned
gold one. We then went into another room; I do not know what was taken from there.
They then went into the pantry. | then went and fetched Samuel Harwood in.

Three of us went upstairs. Myself, Jones and Levi Harwood went into a bedroom and
removed three ladies dresses, two out of the drawers and one from the bedstead; there was
no one sleeping in that bedroom. We then came downstairs and put on the masks; myself
and Jones put on the green ones which were produced last Saturday, and Levi Harwood
put on a white one, and a white Guernsey over his waistcoat. Jones put on a large cloak,
which was hanging in the passage and | put on one likewise. The cloaks belonged to the
nurse. We then all four of us proceeded up the stairs; Jones went first with a pistol in his
right hand which was loaded on his way to Frimley. He loaded both pistols with marbles.
Jones first, Levi Harwood second and myself third here entered Mr Hollest’s room while
Samuel Harwood stood at the door with a sword drawn in his hand. Levi Harwood then
said, “Lay still my good woman or else I will blow your brains out.” He was standing at
the foot of the bed at that time. Mrs Hollest instantly got from her bed and Jones being on
the side of the bed took hold of her and thrust her into the corner of the room. Mr Hollest
jumped out of bed and went to take hold of Levi Harwood when he (Levi Harwood)
immediately fired the pistol at Mr Hollest and | took the gold watch off a stand in the
room and we all ran downstairs. We were in the room for about five minutes. Jones and
Samuel Harwood then started for Guildford and Levi Harwood and | went to Kingston
then left him to go to London, he having with him the things, which were stolen from Mr
Hollest’s. We arranged on the previous Friday to commit the robbery. It was about 9
o’clock when the pistols were loaded by Levi Harwood”
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The Spectator of March 1851 wrote: The Frimley murder and several occurrences of
a similar character have conferred an unenviable notoriety upon the South- western
counties of England. The last Assizes at Lewes have laid bare the alarming extent to which
a confederation of robbers and burglars have carried on their attacks upon property, under
the disguise of honest dealers and labourers. A gang of twelve were brought to trial, and
eleven of them convicted, principally on the evidence of an accomplice.

The leaders appear to have resided in the heart of Surrey, and the field of their operations
extended into the counties of Sussex and Kent. The stationary members of the fraternity
were ostensibly shoemakers, basket makers, labourers, and so forth; their spies and the
agents of their correspondence travel- led about the country as hawkers.

The principal case tried was that of a burglary committed near Uckfield the perpetrators
of which had been summoned from a distance of more than thirty miles. The robbers
appear to have had a regular agency for the receipt and disposal of their plunder. In these
counties there is a numerous population occupying as it were the debatable lands between
the honest and the dishonest classes of society. It is composed partly of the numerous
squatters who may be seen upon commons, as in the neighbourhood of Woking, and the
semi-nomads who retire in winter to the villages, but whose tent-carts in summer swarm
on the highways and block up every green lane. The petty depredations of these itinerants
are as extensive as they are notorious; they and their stationary colleagues are allied with
all the poachers of the country, and with the " tramps," who are probably more numerous
in Kent, Sussex, and Surrey, than in other parts of England.

These counties are the "home circuit" of squatters this class, as have their headquarters in
the Metropolis. The proceedings of the Uckfield burglars resemble more the adventures
in De Foe's Colonel Jack or Fielding's Jonathan Wild, than could have been expected in
the days of the Metropolitan mounted police. We see them carousing on the daintiest
viands and wines, in the greenwood shade, and cheating each other out of their ill-gotten
gains, exactly as their predecessors of the last century did. On common occasions these
fellows appear to have moved about in decent society, in the guise of honest mechanics,
small traders, and labourers. Such facts speak volumes for the inefficiency of the Rural
Police and the defective state of our penal law?*°

Surrey Assizes

Home Circuit-Kingston, March 29, 1851 Civil Side: The Lord Chief Justice has been
engaged during the last two days in trying common jury cases, and the list has been gone
through with such celerity, owing to, the absence in many cases of anything like a defence,
and in others to the causes being entirely undefended that there are very few common jury
cases remaining to be disposed of. The special juries will be taken in their own order on

239 15 March 1851 The Spectator
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Frimley murder trial Home Circuit Assizes Kingston

1851 April 1: The trial began at half past eight when the prisoners were placed at the bar
and the jury who had been at The Sun Hotel during the night in charge of an officer, took
their seats in the box. The Approver?*® Hiram Smith was placed in the box usually
assigned to the superintendent of police. Baron Parke?*! took his seat.

George Bennett a waggoner was with his wagon near Kingston on Saturday 28%
September and Hiram Smith rode in his wagon with him from the Crown and Anchor,
Long Ditton to Guildford. It was between 10 and 11 in the morning that he saw the
prisoner and he arrived at Guildford between 6 and 7.

Harriet Seabrook gave evidence that her son kept the Swan beer-shop in Guildford and
that Levi Harwood lodged with her, and she remembered him leaving her house between
4 and 5 o’clock on the afternoon of the 27 September. He did not sleep at home that night
and she did not see him until near 8 o’clock the following night. He came home alone and
a very little while afterwards Jones came to the house and spoke to him. He wore a cord
jacket when he went out but he had not got it on when he came back and she observed to
him that he was like a snake — he had slipped his shirt (a laugh). Hollington the police
officer came to her house the following night to make enquiries and she told him about
Levi Harwood being out all night.

Benjamin Downes said he lived at the Wheatsheaf in Guildford and it was his duty to
fasten up the house at night. Jones and Smith lodged at the house. They were not at home
on the night of the 27" September and he did not see them until the evening of Saturday
the 28™. It was not uncommon thing for persons in the situation of the prisoners to stay
away from their lodgings all night. Benjamin Downs knew they were out all night as the
room had not been slept in. Witness was tried at the Sessions at Guildford for “a bit of
pork” which he was very fond of (a laugh). He had a twelve-month in prison for the bit of
pork. He was also charged another time with stealing some straw but was acquitted.

Mr Edward Kendall?*? (the police officer, according to the press, to whom the chief
praise is due for unravelling the mysteries of this atrocious murder, and who has been
appointed by the Commissioners of Police an inspector on account of his exertions). Mr
Ballantine (defence) tried very hard to shake Mr Kendall’s testimony but he utterly failed
in his attempt to elicit the slightest discrepancy in the statements he has made before the
coroner and magistrates.

Kendall was a sergeant at the time of the murder, a member of the very small group of
officers known as the Metropolitan detective police. He deposed that on Saturday the 28%"

240 Informer
241 The judge
242 Detective Sergeant, Metropolitan Police later promoted inspector and married the victim’s wife
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September he went down to Mr Hollest’s house. He examined the scullery window and
he compared the evidence of Smith as to the mode in which the iron bar had been removed
from the window. He said he also observed the mark of a naked foot on the doorstep, and
a mark of blood. He likewise found a small piece of baize under a tree and a few yards off
there was a mark as though some one had been there with naked feet and had slipped
down, and there were marks on the ground such as would have been made by corded
jacket or trousers, and the man, whoever he was, appeared to have fallen on his left side.
When examining the person of Levi Harwood, he found that one of his toes was very
much lacerated on the under-part.

Kendall did not go to the house until the Sunday morning after the murder. Biddlecombe
and the constables?*® of the village had been there before he arrived. It appeared to him
that the blood found on the doorstep had run down from a man’s body and that it was not
caused by the indentation of the man’s foot. He did not know if he had mentioned before
the magistrate the finding of the blood or whether anyone pointed out the blood to him.
He did not say positively that it was blood, but he believed it was at the time and he
believed so now. The other officers saw it as well as he did. It appeared to have been
raining a good deal during the night, but the doorstep was partially covered. Witness had
heard that a reward was offered in this case, but he did not know the amount and he did
not bother himself about a reward because he was not allowed to receive a farthing of it.
The injury upon Harwood’s foot was not sufficient to account for the quantity of blood he
saw, and he never discovered the source as none of the prisoners had been wounded. The
judge said that the blood could have come from Mr Hollest or from some other person,
not the prisoners, shot by Mr Hollest. On the 6™ of October Kendall went into the
plantations and field and he picked up a cloak, which he produced, in a ditch.

Mr Hollest a solicitor at Farnham brother of the deceased produced a small silver cup and
two green masks, which he received from William Everest and a worm bit which he was
shown by Randall the officer.

Charles Hollington said: In September last | was superintendent of the Guildford police.
| heard of the burglary at Mr Hollest’s, the next morning and immediately made some
enquiries about Levi Harwood, Jones and Smith. | saw Jones about the middle of the day
in High Street, Guildford. Biddlecombe and I went on Sunday morning to Mr Hollest’s
and when we returned, we took Smith, Jones and Levi Harwood into custody. I told them
I wanted them on suspicion of burglary at Mr Hollest’s at Frimley and asked them to
account for their time on the Friday night as | had learned they were out. Harwood said
he went to London that night and Jones said he went up on the Downs to set a few wires
to catch a rabbit. On the 30 September | took Samuel Harwood into custody and on this
day, Levi Harwood told me he would account for his time on Friday night and he said that
he came down from London. | told him he was right about that and that he arrived at about
eight o’clock to which he replied, “You know as much as I do.” I searched the prisoners

243 Appointed parish constables in post part time for one year — possibly a blacksmith or shoemaker
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at the station. Upon Levi Harwood | found two sovereigns, one shilling, a sixpence and a
knife. Upon Smith | found half a crown, a tobacco box, a knife and a piece of string.

Upon Jones | found a cloth, a piece of sealing wax, and the token penny, which has been
produced. I afterwards searched Levi Harwood’s lodgings and found a pair of stockings,
on the foot of one of which there was a mark of blood and also a “stony” marble. I had
previously examined Levi Harwood’s feet. And found that the right one was cut in several
places and there was blood between the toes. After Levi Harwood was in custody, I
examined his shirt and found some marks of gravel upon his left sleeve. On the 2" October
| searched Samuel Harwood’s lodgings at Hyfield-green®** and found a box at Mrs Catt’s,
which belonged to him and from which | took a corduroy jacket. I had seen Levi Harwood
wear a similar jacket. It appeared to me as though it had been recently washed. Levi
Harwood afterwards claimed the jacket to be his.

On questioning Hollington: I was not engaged on the matter. I engaged myself. I don’t
remember having heard of any paper or wadding which was supposed to have been
discharged from the pistol, being found by the side of the bed. I may have heard of such
a thing, but I don’t recollect it. I don’t know that any paper was compared with any paper
found in possession of some of the prisoners.

| did not give the prisoners any caution before | put the questions to them. Smith made a
statement to me and | have no doubt he told me that it was their intention to have done the
robbery on the Tuesday. What he said was “We arranged to commit the robbery on
Tuesday.” I believe a person named Macey was examined as a witness before the
magistrates. | cannot say if he has been before the Grand Jury or not. | heard some man
state that Smith had said something about the person being a tight fit, and that he would
not give him any “chuck.” Some persons named Penny, Blackman and a broom maker
were also examined I believe. I don’t know if any of these persons are here today.

There was a little rivalry between me and Biddlecombe upon the subject of the case and
we have never acted together since. Biddlecombe and I used to be friends and we have
quarrelled about this case. | wanted all the prisoners and Biddlecombe wanted them too
but | thought I had the best right to them. I am on very good terms with Biddlecombe now
because we never speak (laugh).

I know there is a reward of £150 offered on the case, which is to be paid on conviction of
the parties. Smith asked me the meaning of the word accomplice and | believe he also
asked me if | thought they would fulfil the promise contained in the bills if he was to
“peach?” I have no doubt he used the word “peach.” The prisoners were not allowed to
have any professional advice until after Smith had made a statement of which he
represented to be the circumstances of the robbery.

24 There is now a Highfield in Shalford close to Guildford
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Jeremiah Campbell a member of the Guildford police gave evidence that on Wednesday
morning after the prisoners had been detained, Levi Harwood told him that on the night
of the burglary he left his home about twenty minutes to five and went down the
Woodbridge Road till he came to Mr Mayler’s at Stoke and he then turned to the right and
went to London and remained there nearly all day. He came back to Guildford by the
twenty minutes past five, train. He saw all the prisoners together on the Sunday morning
after the burglary. He had not given evidence before the magistrates. He had told Mr
Hollington who had been his inspector at the time and so there must have been some
reason why he was not called. It was probably because there was some disagreement
between Hollington and Biddlecombe that he was not examined.

Louisa Hollington the wife of Superintendent Charles Hollington: On the 2nd October
while Levi and Samuel Horwood were in custody in separate cells at the Guildford Police
Station, she heard Levi Harwood call out “Tidler” and Samuel Harwood reply “Hello who
is that?” Levi said “Me!” Samuel replied, “Is it Bony?” Levi “Yes.” Samuel “Come here.”
Levi said, “I cannot. I am locked up.” Samuel then asked him where he was taken, and
Levi gave a response Mrs Hollington could not hear. Levi asked if they had found
anything on him and he said they had not. They had only taken 8d. He next asked whether
they had searched two places the names of which she could not distinguish, and he replied
“No, that’s all right. Goodnight Tidler.” Levi called out Tidler again and said, “Put your
mouth down, and don’t speak too loud or else Mrs Hollington will hear you.” Levi
Harwood then asked him if he had told them that the jacket belonged to him and Samuel
replied that he had and Levi asked what he did that for, and Samuel said it had been done
that morning. Levi then asked if the jacket had been wrung out and Samuel replied that it
was, and Levi said that was all right. In cross examination: | had no desire to take any
advantage of the prisoners and | told the prisoner Levi Harwood several times that a still
tongue makes a wise head.

| heard there had been a reward of £150 offered in this case but I do not know who is to
get it. There are so many things in law that it is hard to say how it will be disposed of. |
have never had any conversation with my husband about the reward. He expects some of
it very probably. Biddlecombe also no doubt expects to get some of the reward. | think
my husband is entitled to the reward whether he gets it or not. | was not examined before
the magistrates. | heard all the conversations and my husband knew of it; yet | was not
examined as a witness and the prisoners had no means of knowing what | was to prove. |
wrote down the conversation but have since lost the paper. | rather think | burned the
paper not thinking the contents were of consequence. | have not before been engaged to
listen to conversations of this kind and have never been reprimanded for doing so.

Superintendent Biddlecombe who at the time of the burglary of Godalming Police, went
to Mr Hollest’s house on the 28" October and found a piece of blue worsted under a
cypress tree which he has since compared with the stockings that were upon Samuel
Harwood and found it to be the same colour and material as the stockings. He also proved
he had examined the footmarks of the two men on the gravel and called out the particulars
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and Mr Hollington put them down in writing. The footmarks on the gravel were not very
plain and the persons whoever they were, appeared to have stepped more in the toe than
on the heel. On questioning: He would not undertake to say that he made correct
measurements of the footmarks. He made them as correctly as he could, considering the
state of the gravel.

Hollington was re-called: The length of one of the feet was nine and three-quarter inches
and the width three inches; the length of the other was nine and a half inches and the width
three and three-quarters.

Biddlecombe: I measure the feet of Levi Harwood and Smith with a shoemaker’s rule
and | called out the measurements to Kendall who took them down. Kendall was recalled
to prove that the size of the feet of Smith and Levi Harwood corresponded almost exactly
with the footprints that were in the garden.

Thomas Hide a sergeant of police proved that in October he searched the house of
Burbage the brother-in-law of the prisoner Jones and found a quantity of green baize. He
also searched the house of Mrs Gamp and found a cord jacket and a powder flask
belonging to Samuel Harwood

Mrs Hollest was recalled: The small silver cup that has been produced was my property.
The workbox is the property of my servant. The cloak was hanging in the hall on the night
of the burglary.

This closed the case for the prosecution.

Defence counsel addressed the jury: Levi Harwood: ------ it was idle to suppose that the
invasion of a quiet village by a band of midnight marauders and the barbarous murder of
the clergyman of the village, would not necessarily create a strong feeling of indignation
and alarm, not only in the county where the dreadful deed was perpetrated but throughout
the whole of the country. The facts of the case: The first question they would have to
consider was whether the fact of the burglary having been committed had been made out
to their satisfaction, and whether the prisoners were guilty of that offence. Of course, if
that was not established that is the end to the charge of murder.

The chief points against his client were that he had left Guildford on the Friday afternoon
and that he did not return until the evening of the following day and from this it was argued
that at all events, he had the opportunity of committing the offence. In addition to this it
was sought to be shown that he was seen going in the direction of Frimley and there were
some other trifling circumstances from which guilt was sought to be inferred --------- had
they not heard the evidence of the accomplice they could for a moment think of finding a
man guilty of the crime of wilful murder upon such evidence. -------- It is up to the jury
to decide if they can rely upon the evidence of the accomplice Smith. ---- He had no
hesitation in charging the man with the murder---. A man long course of crime and become
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perfectly callous and dead to any proper feeling---- From Mrs Hollest’s evidence it
appeared to be impossible for Levi Harwood to have fired the fatal shot but Smith who
was the murderer.

It had not been proved that Samuel Harwood was present when the fatal injury was
inflicted.

The judge then summed up the case to the jury going through the whole of the evidence
with the greatest minuteness and he explained that if they were satisfied that all the
prisoners had set out with the determination to commit the burglary and to resort to
violence if it was necessary to carry out their intention, in that case it did not signify which
was the hand that had actually caused the fatal injury, for all were in law equally guilty of
the crime of murder under such circumstances.

After two and quarter hours the jury returned a verdict of guilty against Levi Harwood
and James Jones and they declared Samuel Harwood not guilty. The foreman at the same
time said that it was their unanimous opinion that neither Levi Harwood nor Jones fired
the fatal shot but that was fired by Hiram Smith. Both the guilty men declared their
innocence as the judge sentenced them to death.

Samuel Harwood was then charged with the burglary at Frimley and no evidence was
offered so he was discharged. Superintendent Morten of Tunbridge Wells then took him
into custody for a burglary in Sussex.

The Approver (Queen’s Evidence) Hiram Smith was detained in custody until Her

Majesty’s pleasure be known. 24°

On more cheerful note in a story with little brightness on an early autumn day, 16 October
1852 at St Botolph’s Church in the City of London Mrs Caroline Hollest now a 42-year-
old widow married the detective from London, Edward Kendall.

1851 April 2: Frimley Trial: ----- Hollington evidence: Cross-examination: There was a
little rivalry between him and Biddlecombe about this matter but it was not about the
reward. Samuel Harwood was married and had a child; Levi was unmarried.

Thomas Hithe a sergeant of police (Surrey Constabulary did not have sergeants was he
Guildford Borough?) proved that in October he searched the house of Burbage the
brother-in-law of the prisoner Jones and found a quantity of green baize. He also searched
the house of Mrs Gamp and found a cord jacket and a powder flask belonging to Samuel
Harwood 24

245 Frimley Murder Home Circuit Assizes Kingston: Morning Chronicle Wed April 2 1851
246 1851 2 April: Frimley Trial: The Standard Wednesday
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The Frimley Murderers — another charge of burglary Daily News (London,
England), Wednesday, April 9, 1851

Yesterday Samuel Harwood, one of the persons charged with the murder of the Rev. G
Hollest and who was acquitted on Tuesday 1% inst., at Kingston was brought before the
magistrates at Horsham, Sussex charged with James Hamilton, one of the Uckfield
burglars by Mr Biddlecombe the active superintendent of the Surrey Constabulary with
having broken and entered the dwelling house of Mrs Harriet Stoner of Kirdford, Sussex
on the 4™ of June last, together with James Jones, Levi Harwood (now under sentence of
death in Horsemonger-lane (sic) Gaol for the Frimley murder) John Stones alias Smith
(transported for life for the Uckfield burglary) and John Isaacs. It appeared from the
statement of Mrs Stoner that on the day in question her house was entered at about three
o’clock in the morning by six men from 20-30 years of age, each with a mask on and five
with their shirts outside their other clothes. One had a dark round frock on, another had a
pair of dirty yellow trousers with a dark stripe up the outside seam; two of them held her
down in the passage each presenting a pistol to her head and threatened to blow her brains
out unless she gave up her money. The mask fell off one who was of sallow complexion,
about 28 years of age. Witness gave them her pocket in which were two canvas bags
containing £7 10s in gold and £4 in silver, after which they left the place. James Hamilton
one of the prisoners then made the following statement having been previously cautioned
by the bench.

“Last spring was the first time I met with Isaacs. | met him on Farnham-common. He has
no regular residence but lives in a travelling wagon. He came to me there. He had two
donkeys. | bought one. He told me it was stolen. | afterwards sold it. He then planned it
out to make a robbery at Kirdford near Petworth. He went to Guildford for two men to
help and brought back three, Levi Harwood, and the prisoner James Jones. Isaacs told me
to meet them at a place called Hidings Ball in Godalming (probably Hyden Ball) and bring
their old clothes and a lanthorn (sic).

They all five came and met me there making six of us. We agreed to go two at a time and
meet in a wood between Redford and Ball’s Cross. We all six met there. When night came
two of us went forward to watch the place we intended to rob; the other four of which 1
was one remained behind until the two came back to us. We then all stripped and disguised
ourselves and put-on masks. We all went to the house on Cadford Common, the residence
of Mrs Stoner. The Guildford men broke through the shutters and took out the whole
frame of glass when one went in and let the others in. We all looked about to find the
money but did not find any. They then went into the kitchen and found the stair-foot door
fastened. Mrs Stoner heard us then and said, “Who is there?”” Several of them burst upon
the door and we all ran upstairs. Mrs Stoner screamed and ran into another room. Isaacs
took hold of her to stop her noise when his mask slipped off. She then gave one of the
men her pocket. I only had 3s 6d. We parted and I did not see the Guildford men anymore.
This was the first time I was led into it”
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In order that the magistrates might consider whether they would accept Hamilton as an
approver against Harwood, the enquiry was adjourned.?*” They were on Saturday again
examined before the magistrate at Horsham- Mr W Biddlecombe, chief superintendent of
the Surrey Constabulary requested an adjournment of the case in consequence of a
communication he had received that morning that John Isaacs had been apprehended in
Somersetshire, whom he believed to have been concerned in the Kirdford burglary and
also the Uckfield burglary. If a remand were granted, he should be able to place Isaac in
the dock with other prisoners. The statement of Hamilton was then read which fully
corroborated the evidence of Mrs Stoner and disclosed the evil doings of himself and his
associates. The man Isaacs is one of the eight men who entered the house of the Misses
Farncombe and it is stated he was one of the gang involved in the Frimley murder. 248 249

The Frimley Murder: Disposal of Hiram Smith the Approver: This man, the associate
in murder and burglary of the two men executed on Tuesday morning, has been since the
trial confined amongst the prisoners on remand and through the newcomers had gleaned
information when they would undergo the sentence of the law. On Monday night he was
very restless on his bed, and several times exclaimed to his fellow prisoners “I did not
shoot him; I hope he will confess.” He had heard it was suspected that he was the man
who shot Mr Hollest and has been in a great state of agitation.

In the evening he was visited by the governor of the gaol and some of the authorities when
it was announced to him that Harwood had confessed to the reverent gentleman and had
asserted that his (Smith’s) evidence was all true, and Mrs Hollest was mistaken. He was
also told that Jones made the latter observation a few minutes prior to them leaving this
world. The prisoner seemed very much relieved at receiving this information. He hoped
that the government would pardon him and give the reward offered. No allusion was made
to the latter by the authorities and the prisoner was left to his meditation among his fellow
prisoners. He will however be detained in Horsemonger Lane gaol until the Surrey
Summer Assizes when he will be arraigned by the coroner’s inquisition, but it is probable
that the government will offer no evidence against him respecting the Frimley tragedy.
He will then be tried for the burglary at Farnham, as sufficient evidence will soon be
adduced to prove his connexion with a recent robbery there, in company with Samuel
Harwood and the parties that were executed.

A Report from The Spectator

Levi Harwood and Samuel Jones were executed according to their sentence, at
Horsemonger Lane Gaol, on Tuesday morning. Jones had been greatly depressed since
his sentence, but his companion had behaved with stoical indifference. Jones was so feeble
on Tuesday morning that he could hardly stand, and officers had to assist him on to the

247 Daily News (London, England), Wednesday, April 9, 1851
248 Daily News (London, England), Wednesday, April 9, 1851
249 The Derby Mercury (Derby, England), Wednesday, April 16, 185
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scaffold. Harwood walked up with a firm step but when the cap was drawn over his eyes
he trembled violently and raised his pinioned hands as if in prayer. The two criminals
grasped each other's hands and appeared to speak together. Their death was unusually
violent. A concourse of seven or eight thousand witnessed the execution. Jones made a
confession to the Chaplain, the Reverend W. S. Rowe, the night before the execution. Mr.
Rowe gave the following statement to the reporters.

Reverend W. S. Rowe: Between ten and eleven o'clock last night, | went to take
instructions of the convicts as to the subject matter of the letters which they had previously
promised to write to their relatives and on asking the prisoner Burbidge (or Jones) as to
what he would wish to have said to his relatives, he said he wished to speak to me before
| began the letter; and | said | was ready to hear what he had to say and he requested that
the Governor might be sent for. When he came, the prisoner proceeded to make the
following confession.

“There were in the room at the time of the murder, Smith, myself and Levi Harwood. |
held Mrs Holiest round the waist: | had a pistol in my hand, and might have shot her, but
never intended to do it. Levi Harwood was the man that rushed at Mr. Hollest. | believe
that Mr. Holiest was stooping to pick up the poker, and Levi Harwood was the man who
fired the shot." He said with emphasis, 'l am certain of that. Smith and Levi Harwood both
ran out of the room, leaving me the last person in it. I followed as soon as | could get away
from Mrs Holiest. Then | immediately left the room and overtook them just on the other
side of the turnpike-gate. All four, namely, Levi Harwood and Samuel Harwood, Smith
and myself—came on together. After | had left the premises and had got into the main
road, | heard the sound of firearms, as from the house of Mr. Holiest. The account given
by Smith of what took place in the room is quite true and Mrs Holiest is mistaken in
swearing as to her belief that it was Levi Harwood who held her, as it was me. Myself and
Samuel Harwood parted from Smith and Levi Harwood about four miles from Frimley,
and came on together. Samuel Harwood made away with the pistols.’

Mr. Rowe and the Governor of the gaol immediately went to Levi Harwood and told him
that Jones had made a full and free confession and wished to know if he desired to say
anything, telling him what his companion had said. They told him that Jones had said he
fired the pistol and asked him whether the statement was true or false? His answer was,
"He may say what he likes, sir, | have nothing to say.” When Mr. Rowe energetically
urged him to state the truth upon such a matter, he repeated the words, 'Sir, I know nothing
whatever about it." Early on Tuesday morning, however, he sent for the Governor and
said, "The truth has been spoken by. Smith. What was done was never intended to be
done.” The Governor said, "You mean, the murder was not contemplated?" he answered,
"Yes, that is what I mean” and to that statement he fixed his mark. Mr. Rowe read to the
prisoners, prayed by them, and talked to them. They both appeared very contrite,
particularly Jones. He expressed a hope that Harwood did not feel displeased at his making
any confession. Harwood said, "Not the least, | forgive everybody." The two men shook
hands. Both were in tears.
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Hiram Smith, the approver, was in great agitation till he heard of Jones's confession. On
Monday night he was very restless, and several times exclaimed to his fellow prisoners,
"I did not shoot him! I hope they will confess.” On the following evening, Jones's
confession was announced to him. He seemed much relieved and declared that he never
intended anything but to speak the truth. He hoped that Government would now pardon
him and give him the reward. It is considered probable that he will not be tried for the
Frimley burglary but there are other charges of the same kind, which can be brought
against him.

The trial of Levi Harwood, with his cousin Samuel Harwood, and James Jones, for the
murder of the Reverend George Edward Holiest, at Frimley, in September last, occupied
the Judge of Assize at Kingston during Monday and Tuesday. The case against the
prisoners was deemed insufficient without the evidence of Hiram Smith, the approver and
the chief interest of the trial lay in the point, on which no doubt is felt, that this man
actually fired the shot by which Mr. Holiest lost his life. It will be recollected that Mrs
Holiest was awakened before her husband, by the entrance of the burglars, and that she
got out of bed first. The men wore masks, but they spoke frequently, so that she could
recognize their voices. At the trial Mrs Holiest swore to her firm belief that Levi Harwood
was the man who pushed her against the wall and used threats against her life to make her
keep quiet; and that Hiram Smith was the man who threatened Mr. Holiest when he awoke,
struggled with him, and ultimately shot him with the pistol.

A large portion of the time occupied by the trial was taken up by evidence, which was
possibly put in with the intention of better judging if its effect on the Jury would be
sufficient to insure a conviction without the use of Smith's evidence as Approver. The
chain of circumstances was strong, but not demonstrative, and it was deemed necessary
to place Smith in the box and so he has probably escaped, under the promise of the Queen's
pardon as the price of his revelations. His evidence was given with the air of a man
wrongfully accused, and anxious to forward the ends of justice from wholly unselfish
motives. He ascribed the deadly shot to Levi Harwood.

The bearing of the prisoners, and of Smith during the proceedings of the second day of
trial is thus sketched by the reporter of the Times. "The prisoners on first presenting
themselves in the dock looked as fresh and confident as they did yesterday. They listened
to the evidence adduced against them with much composure and even the full effect of
Mrs Hollington's testimony (describing an overheard confession of guilt between two of
the prisoners) hardly appeared to be appreciated by them. When their counsel addressed
the Jury on their behalf, they leant forward over the front of the dock, and paid the most
earnest attention to all that was said. One singular instance of the intentness with which,
though ignorant men, they watched the proceedings may be mentioned. At the
commencement of the trial, all the witnesses for the prosecution, except those under
examination, were ordered to withdraw. Notwithstanding that order, Mr. Hollest brother
to the deceased presented himself in court.
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Levi Harwood at once went to the Governor of the gaol and pointed him out. Mr. Hollest,
observing the movement of the prisoner, at once prudently retired. The interest and
evident satisfaction with which the accused listened to the defences made on their behalf
by their counsel were changed into a different but not less impetuous channel when the
learned Judge proceeded to sum up the evidence on the whole case. As under that calm
and deliberate review of all the circumstances each saw his chances with the Jury reduced
to their exact limits, a great and obvious alteration took place in their appearance and
bearing. Jones, upon whom the evidence bore strongest, (the penny token was found in
his possession) though his animal courage did not desert him, exhibited through his
coarse, sullen, and hardened features, the distinct traces of extraordinary emotion. His
complexion deepened into a dull bronze hue, and his face was suffused with perspiration,
the result of mental anxiety. Levi Harwood was not less moved, though he showed it in a
different manner. He moved restlessly about in the dock, never remaining for more than
a minute in the same position. His eyes rolled wildly from the bench to the bar-table and
the Jury and though his cheek did not blanch, his features appeared to shrink up and
become attenuated under the violence of his sufferings.

Samuel, his cousin, seemed more at his ease than any of the prisoners, partly from the
peculiar stolidity of his disposition but even his countenance was flushed with emotion
when the Jury returned their verdict (which acquitted him). By far, however, the most
remarkable characteristic of this day's proceedings, was not what place in the dock, but in
a small box near it, where Hiram Smith sat alone, listening to the evidence against his
accomplices in crime, and seeing the last links in the chain of proof against them supplied.
He was calm enough while this was going forward but when the counsel for the prisoners
rose, and one after the other denounced him as a self-convicted murderer and a perjured
witness, he fairly quailed under their attacks. His face was over- spread with a deathlike
pallor, and his whole appearance was that of a man suffering the most intense anguish."
Baron Parke summed up the case at elaborate length. The Jury retired for nearly two hours
to consider their verdict. They found Levi Harwood and James Jones "guilty"”, Samuel
Harwood "not guilty" and they declared themselves unanimously of opinion that neither
Levi Harwood nor James Jones fired the shot, which caused Mr. Hollest's death. On being
asked if he had anything to say why sentence of death should not be passed upon him,
Levi Harwood, his body stretched forward over the dock, said, " I am as innocent of the
murder of which | stand indicted as any man in this court: I am as innocent as this man,
(pointing to some person who stood near,) or even as your Lordship, both of the burglary
and of the murder." Jones also said, " | am innocent of the charge against me: I am quite
innocent.” Levi Harwood, again speaking, and shaking his head earnestly said, "The Jury
have not looked strictly into this matter."

Baron Parke explained to the convicts, that though neither of them fired the shot, they had
both intended to fire in case of resistance and were therefore rightly found guilty of the
murder. He sentenced them to be hanged; and with great emotion besought them to repent
before they die.
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Samuel Harwood, on being discharged from custody, was at once arrested on the charge
of being concerned in a burglary committed in Sussex; the chief evidence in which case
will, it is said, be given by an approver. Hiram Smith remains in custody awaiting her
Majesty's pleasure with regard to him.2°

Kirdford — court appearance April 1851

In 1850 on the night of the 4™ June a burglary was committed in Sussex in the village of
Kirdford. The full details of this offence were revealed in 1851 when a number of men
were taken before the court charged with the burglary. These were desperate men one of
who was Samuel Harwood, one of those charged with the murder of the Rev. G Hollest
and who was acquitted on Tuesday 1% June at Kingston. Harwood was brought before the
magistrates at Horsham, Sussex charged with James Hamilton, one of the Uckfield
burglars (of which more below) by Mr Biddlecombe, described by the papers as “the
active superintendent of the Surrey Constabulary?®!,” with having broken and entered the
dwelling house of Mrs Harriet Stoner of Kirdford, Sussex on the 41" of June 1850, together
with James Jones, Levi Harwood (now under sentence of death in Horsemonger-lane Gaol
for the Frimley murder) John Hones alias Smith (transported for life for the Uckfield
burglary) and John Isaacs.

Mrs Stoner gave evidence at Horsham court that that on the 4™ June her house was entered
at about three o’clock in the morning by six men aged from 20-30 years, each with a mask
on and five with their shirts outside their other clothes. One wore a dark round frock
another had a pair of dirty yellow trousers with a dark stripe up the outside seam. Two of
the men held Mrs Stoner down in the passage each holding a pistol to her head threatening
to blow her brains out unless she gave up her money. The mask fell off one who was of
sallow complexion, about 28 years of age. Mrs Stoner gave them her pocket (purse) in
which were two canvas bags containing £7 10s in gold and £4 in silver, after which they
left the place.

In order that the magistrates could consider whether they would accept Hamilton as an
“Approver” against Harwood, the enquiry was adjourned.?®?

Further Court Appearance — Kirdford burglary

Report 14 April 1851: The men were again on Saturday examined before the magistrate
at Horsham with the town hall crowded to excess and in addition to the burglary of Mrs

2505 April 1851 The Spectator

21 The Surrey Constabulary still in the first few months of formation with Biddlecombe number one on
the roll

252 Daily News (London, England), Wednesday, April 9, 1851
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Stoner it was believed that the death of Mr Griffith by the roadside between Horsham and
Brighton in 1849 would be investigated. 23

James Hamilton one of the prisoners was in time to turn Queen’s Evidence against the
gang and from him details of how the gang worked was uncovered. On this court
appearance Hamilton made the following statement having been previously cautioned by
the bench.

“Last spring was the first time I met with Isaacs. I met him on Farnham-common. He has
no regular residence but lives in a travelling wagon. He came to me there. He had two
donkeys. | bought one. He told me it was stolen. | afterwards sold it. He then planned it
out to make a robbery at Kirdford near Petworth. He went to Guildford for two men to
help and brought back three, Levi Harwood, and the prisoner James Jones. Isaacs told me
to meet them at a place called Hidings Ball in Godalming ?>*and bring their old clothes
and a lanthorn. 2%

They all five came and met me there making six of us. We agreed to go two at a time and
meet in a wood between Ridford and Ball’s Cross. We all six met there. When night came
two of us went forward to watch the place we intended to rob; the other four of which |
was one remained behind until the two came back to us. We then all stripped and disguised
ourselves and put on masks. We all went to the house on Kirdford Common, the residence
of Mrs Stoner.

The Guildford men broke through the shutters and took out the whole frame of glass when
one went in and let the others in. We all looked about to find the money but did not find
any. They then went into the kitchen and found the stair-foot door fastened. Mrs Stoner
heard us then and said, “Who is there?” Several of them burst upon the door and we all
ran upstairs. Mrs Stoner screamed and ran into another room. Isaacs took hold of her to
stop her noise when his mask slipped off. She then gave one of the men her pocket. | only
had 3s 6d. We parted and I did not see the Guildford men anymore. This was the first time
I was led into it”

Mr W Biddlecombe, chief superintendent? of the Surrey Constabulary requested an
adjournment of the case in consequence of a communication he had received that morning
that John Isaacs had been apprehended in Somersetshire, whom he believed to have been
concerned in the Kirdford burglary and also the Uckfield burglary. If a remand were
granted, he should be able to place Isaac in the dock with other prisoners. The statement
of Hamilton was then read which fully corroborated the evidence of Mrs Stoner and

253 1851 14 April: Morning Post Monday
254 Probably Hyden Ball
25 Archaic word for lantern

2% Biddlecombe at this time was frequently referred to as chief superintendent, a designation that was in
time dropped.
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disclosed the evil doings of himself and his associates. The man Isaacs is one of the eight
men who entered the house of the Misses Farncombe and it is stated he was one of the
gang involved in the Frimley murder.?’

Yet another court appearance Kirdford burglary

On the 19 April 1851 again at Horsham court, which was densely crowded with gypsies.
At twelve o’clock the prisoners were placed at the bar: John Isaacs (captain of the gang,
six of whom were at the late Sussex Assizes transported for life), Samuel Harwood
(brother of Levi Harwood who was executed at Horsemonger Lane gaol for the murder of
the Rev Hollest) and James Hamilton the Approver in the case of the Uckfield Burglary.
Harwood was implicated in the murder, but it was shown he was not in the room at the
time when the shot was fired, was acquitted but re-arrested on a charge of burglary.

The prisoners were charged with breaking into the dwelling of Harriet Stoner at Kirdford
Common and stealing monies and other property the following evidence was given:

Mr William Henry Biddlecombe, chief superintendent of the Surrey Police stated that he
took the prisoner Samuel Harwood into custody on this charge of burglary after he had
been acquitted at the Kingston Assizes for the murder of the Rev. Hollest. He told him
that he was charged, with five others, in breaking into the house of Harriet Stoner at
Kirdford Common. He read to him his description in Hue and Cry. He replied he knew
nothing about it that he was innocent and that at the time he was working for Mr Pewters
at the paper-mills. He added that he was employed on night work. Harwood had no
questions of Biddlecombe — stated it was right and true.

A statement from Hamilton was read out and the men were committed for trial.

Hamilton appeared downcast which amused Isaacs and Harwood. Isaacs was also charged
with the Uckfield burglary and the police have a further serious case to bring forward
against him if necessary, but the detail was not revealed. It might, just might have been
the murder of Mr Griffiths at Pyecombe the previous year. 258

Press report 19 April 1851: Hiram Smith the Approver (Queen’s Evidence) will be tried
for a burglary at Farnham where he committed the offence in company with Samuel
Harwood and the parties who were executed. Smith has been confined amongst remand
prisoners. The prison governor visited Smith and told him Harwood had confessed
supported by Jones “just before they departed this earth.” It is thought that the government
will offer no evidence against Smith regarding the Frimley murder. However, there will

257 The Derby Mercury (Derby, England), Wednesday, April 16, 185
2% The Standard Monday April 21, 1851:
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be evidence connecting Smith and Samuel Harwood, together with the two executed men,
in a robbery (burglary). 2%°

The Approver Smith has been confined amongst remand prisoners; his two accomplices
were executed Tuesday morning. 26

Hamilton’s full confession to a series of crimes with the Isaacs gang

This is a remarkable document that clearly establishes who the criminal gang were and
how they operated giving great detail of the burglaries and levels of violence offered
against the victims. This confession is possibly unique in the early history of crime before
the Surrey Constabulary.

1851 22 April: Lewes: Since the committal of James Hamilton (the magistrate having
refused to take his evidence on behalf of the Crown) he has made a full confession of all
the burglaries which he and the gang have been engaged in during the last twelve months.
Some of the revelations allowed the police to trace the receivers allowing for a great
amount of the stolen property to be recovered. The document is of a very extraordinary
character and shows the immense amount of daring possessed by these men.

The gang consisted of himself, Levi Harwood and Samuel Jones (both hung Hollest
murder) Samuel Harwood, John and Edward Isaacs, William Brooks, Joseph Carton, John
and James Hones (Jones), alias Smith, Hiram Smith, Thomas Toot alias Morgan, William
Hillyer, John Brooks, Mary Crowder, Sarah White and James Jones (alias Samuel?). John
Isaacs was duly elected captain and all the others acted under his direction. They were all
sworn to obey the orders of the captain and if anyone attempted to back out or refused to
take any part in any robbery or murder if necessary, he or she would instantly be shot, and
if anyone left the gang without the consent of the captain he or she were to be followed
and if overtaken to be shot.

After giving particulars of the burglary at Kirdford which has already been published he
goes on to say: “The second day after this Isaacs and John Hones came to me at Farnham
Common and agreed for me to meet them at Dorking, Homwood (Holmwood) Common.
Isaacs’ brother Ned came to me also John Hones and James Hones. We all went to an old
man’s house (a farmer near Horsham.) They heard he had a good deal of money. We all
went two at a time from the Holmwood. Six of us met in a wood near Mr Broadwood’s
lodge and we went from there to the farmer’s house one got through the window and let
the rest in through the back door. We all went into the kitchen. The old man heard us and
hallooed out and we all left the house.

2591851 19 April: Hampshire Telegraph Saturday:
260 1851 19 April: Hampshire Telegraph Saturday
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Four of us, myself, W Brooks, and J and E Isaacs went down to the house on Hayward’s
Heath near the Brighton station where two or three ladies of the name of Kennard (sic)
lived. The robbery was planned by William Brooks who knew the place. There was a man
servant who was ill, and a maid servant who slept in the same room to watch him. Her
bed was right against the window where the light was. The servant burnt a light all night
because the man was ill. They found a long ladder; put it up to the window. It was a sash
window, which moved on one side. We all got into the window. The female servant was
lying close to the window and we fell over her. They went into the ladies’ room disguised
with masks. After pacifying the two servants they left me to mind them. The ladies’ room
was locked but they broke open the door. They collected all the property that was there.
They threatened to blow out the brains of the ladies if they gave any alarm. We were there
two hours during which time | sat in a chair with the two servants and kept talking to them
all the time. It was just getting daylight when we left the house.

We came back two at a time until we got to Copthorne. There we looked the property over
and shared what money there was £4.5s each was shared. There was a deal of foreign
money, which | took to be French. This was put amongst the plate and 111 guineas in
gold, and that gold was put with the gold watches. There were three gold watches and two
silver ones. One gold watch had a gold case and steel hands the other had a white face. Of
the silver watches two were small plain ones and the other was a double hunting watch
with a silver chain. There was a double-barrelled gun taken from the house and we had
two guns with us. There were a great many rings and brooches and trinkets, which were
put among the gold and plate all of which John Isaacs took away to Guildford to give to
one of the Guildford men (Levi Harwood) to go to London with him to sell, for which the
Guildford man was to get a share, as Isaacs did not know where to go and sell them. There
was also some clothing brought away, two pairs of trousers one pair of cord breeches and
a large shawl.

These were all hid and lost when the policeman came after it. Three guns were hidden by
the roadside. My three companions went together to London and they gave me some
money to take back to their women at Copthorne Common where we had four tents. About
an hour after | had left the men and had returned to Copthorne Common and was packing
up my things, two policemen came along; they knew Brooks wife and enquired after
Brooks and they came and asked me where | was going. | told them | did not know, as |
was a stranger to the country. They searched the tents, but they did not search me although
| had the money on me | had shared. This was the same morning as the robbery at
Hayward’s Heath. Whilst the men were sharing the money the women hid the clothes and
that was why the policemen did not find them. The policemen knew the women and
watched them and talked to them for half an hour.

| then moved to a place called the Chestnuts by myself and I had one tent with me. J Isaacs
wife then came there. The two Brooks and John Isaacs and myself each had one wife and
one tent, and | had a little girl with my wife. John Isaacs was to meet me at the Chestnuts
after he had sold the property. He was gone a week or better. When he came back, he said
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there was only 30s each besides the guineas of which he had only sold one with the other
gold to see what it would fetch, keeping the others back so that the Guildford man should
not have his share of them. He took the guineas again to sell and gave me a sovereign
down, on a promise to pay me the remainder but he did not give me any more money.
There was a quarrel amongst us over a large quantity of plate which some of them said
Isaacs had concealed and bought his wagon with.

Shortly after this I fell in with Tom Brooks again near Shenfield in Sussex, and | and Ned
Isaacs went back again with Brooks. We all three met in Wareham-lane near Shenfield
and went from there to a place called Hambledon, Surrey to break open a shop there.
Brooks and Ned Isaacs broke it open whilst | watched in front. They got in and took out
two whole cheeses, a quantity of tobacco and a quantity of tea and about a pound weight
of snuff, a loaf of bread and a pound of new butter. They drank what wine they liked and
brought me out some in a quart pot and then filled a three-quarter bottle to bring away.

We then returned back to Wareham Lane again and | and Ned Isaacs did not meet John
Isaacs at the time expected. We afterwards went to Copthorne Common for a few days. |
think we stayed there a week. On the afternoon of Tuesday, the 31% December last, we,
James Hamilton, John Isaacs, Joseph Carter alias Cockman, John Smith alias Hones,
James Smith alias Hones, Thomas Toot alias Morgan, William Hillyer and William
Brooks — after various messages and communication between ourselves, I (Hamilton) and
Brooks and his wife and James Smith came on from Edenbridge to Crowborough at a barn
there just outside. These five men went to break open a public house of Mr Kennard’s
called the Old Tye. These five men met us out of Groombridge next morning just about
daylight. Brooks went to look after them and found them in the corner of the wood close
to the road. They gave us a plum cake a bottle of wine, some whisky and tobacco done up
in pennyworths. | (Hamilton) had four, James Smith had four.

The same three men and woman went in again having agreed to meet the five men the
same afternoon (Wednesday) just off Crowborough Common on the Uckfield side. Three
of us Isaacs, Carter and myself went into Miss Farncombe’s house and got there between
8 and 9 o’clock to lay in front of the house to see how many lights and watch them to bed.
We saw the butler fasten the front door. When the house was dark and quiet, we were to
go back to some haystacks close by where we eight were to meet until it was time to go
back. We all met at the haystack at the pay-gate and the house on the opposite side to Miss
Farncombe’s. We all went to Miss Farncombe’s house and as were going we met a woman
and either two or three men in the road. We were all eight together then. We had left
Brook’s wife at her uncle’s at Crowborough. There are two gates to Miss Farncombe’s
house, one for the foot road leading to the back door and one on the carriage road. We left
James Smith just outside the little gate to watch. Some of us went down to the big gate
leaving me, Hamilton, to watch there in case anyone came along the road and to give
notice if anyone should. Three or four men came along soon afterwards. | watched them
quite away and did not give an alarm to those in the house. In a little while two more men
came along and passed. | think they were gamekeepers. Just before they got into the house
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one of them came out to me and said, “I am going to stand near that little bush.” Thomas
Morgan desired me to give him notice if anyone came and he would let them know.

When the two gamekeepers came along, | went to tell Morgan but did not find him and
soon after Morgan came to me and brought me a bottle of wine. He said they had got in
and were rummaging below. Morgan went back to the house and a little while afterwards
he returned to me again and he said, “They be all come out, and they think they heard
somebody.” They all came out up to the little gate and there they all stripped and pulled
off their clothes and shoes and put on their masks and said, “We will go up.” We all eight
were together there. | left the gate to meet them and after talking about leaving someone
outside we all agreed to go into the house together. We all eight went in first through the
pantry window, but Morgan who was first ready, ran forward to the house and got a light
though there was somebody coming down, Isaacs with an oath said “Oh, come along,
follow me. Give me the pistols and I will go and fix him.” When we got to the house, we
found it was Morgan with the light. Then we all went in through the pantry window to the
kitchen or front parlour where we found the butler’s coats and some of the female bonnets.

Brooks put one of the bonnets on and Carter put on another and we put the butler’s coats
on, and | put one on handed to me by Morgan. We all searched about the house. We found
the canisters. Four of us went up one set of stairs and four the other. Isaacs, John Smith
and myself and another went up one staircase. In the room we went into there were two
ladies. Isaacs gave me the candle. | followed him. There was no violence in that room.
Isaacs broke open everything that was broken open and | held the candle to him. Isaacs
asked the ladies where the plate was. The ladies said, “That is in the pantry downstairs.”
Isaacs and the others took all the valuable things in that room. They went to another room
leaving me behind holding the candle. I did not take anything in that room. They left me
there to mind the doors and the ladies begged of me to go outside for they would be still.
| had a mask on all that time. | went outside holding the door in my hand. | never left the
door but once in all the time. The rest were rummaging about the house and that was while
they were going into another room where there was, | believe, only one lady. | heard the
lady scream and ask, “Is that you William?” I said, “yes, it is William, marm, don’t be
frightened, nothing is the matter.” Carter was at the door with a pistol in his hand and
when I made answer “It is William” he turned round and was going to shoot me only |
sung out “It’s all right.” Then I returned back to the door again to mind the two ladies and
there 1 remained until they were ready to leave the house. Isaacs returned to the room
where | was and said, “Take that little box under your arm.” The ladies had before that
begged that it might not be taken because it belonged to their grandfather, 1 think they
said. | took the box downstairs and we all went away together. This was between 4 and 5
o’clock in the morning.

When we came out, we turned to the left and went up the road. We all eight kept together
until we came to Crowborough Common, nearly the same road as we came. We turned
off the main road at the top of the hill to the left and went across the common and a wheat
field and down into a wood, and there all eight sat down and had some breakfast with
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what we had brought from the house, consisting of some hare, veal, roast mutton and |
think some hog’s meat, some loaves of bread, two whole cheeses and two raw hams. We
all shared this after breakfast with a sovereign and 7s each in money, but there was a deal
more money smuggled amongst ourselves. | had a £5 note also which | got out of a
pocketbook when Isaacs gave me as we went along to carry and put it into my pocket.
There were a great many more notes in the book. | gave him the book again, because the
other knew | had got the book. He said he would give me half of what he got for the notes.
This was going along before our breakfast.

After breakfast and after sharing the money, we looked the plate over and broke up what
we thought was not silver. There were two gold watches and two silver ones. The two
gold ones were along with the plate and the silver plate that came from the Old Pye public
house was put along with it. The two silver watches were up amongst us for those who
would give most for them. Carter was the highest bidder at eleven shillings for the small
watch and the other one a double cased one was taken by Morgan for 25s. The trinkets
were all tied up together and put with the plate. Isaacs took all the plate etc., in a flag
basket. A cutlass was taken from the house and a tree chopped with it. Hillyer took the
cutlass. We stood in the wood to nearly 10 o’clock in the morning. We parted at the wood
that Thursday morning. | and James Smith and John Smith came away and parted from
the other five, we went another way up through the wood. We agreed to meet at another
place and before Isaacs took the plate to London, we were all eight to meet at Warlingam
on the Friday night.

We three went on to Groombridge and John Smith was so tired that we could not get him
along the road. We went into a public house at Groombridge where we had a good deal
of beer. We three got tipsy. | dropped a sovereign and John Smith picked it up and put it
in his pocket and took a shilling out of another pocket and offered it to me. | had him
taken by the constable. The sovereign | dropped had been given me in the wood. The
constable took John Smith into custody upon my charge to Tunbridge Wells that Thursday
afternoon. | slept at Groombridge that night in the inn and James Smith was put in the
stable. When I was tipsy the landlord took 18s 6d from my pocket to take care of it. In the
morning when | got up, | asked the landlady for my money which she refused to give to
me until she had seen the constable. | went to the constable and told him | would rather
lose the sovereign and pay his expenses than go on with it. The constable told me the
expenses to make it up would be a sovereign and if so, | thought I ought to leave the 18s
6d in the landlady’s hands and get away as fast as I could rather than go to the Wells. |
and James Smith started on the road for Tunbridge Wells and turned into a wood and after
we had gone two miles half a dozen people were after us and took us.

At the beginning of all this I was living at Woking Common with my wife and Hillyer
lodged with me. About a week before Christmas a man named Thomas Gaines came to
me with a message from Isaacs to send Hillyer after Tom Toot alias Morgan, to Shotter’s
Mill at Sarsams. Hillyer started away the day after Christmas day for Toot and was to
return with Toot to my house on the Saturday, and Isaacs was to come himself by the first

178



third class train from Reading to Woking and | was to meet him. I met him there. He came
to my house the same Saturday afternoon expecting to find Hillyer and Toot that night.
They did not come. Isaacs stayed with me all Sunday night. Isaacs went alone on Sunday
morning to Edenbridge and on the road met the two Hones (alias Smith) and asked them
to be of the party. Toot and Hillyer were there before us. Brooks and Carter were there
also. That made eight.”

It is estimated that the amount of property stolen by the gang during the last two years
was £1,500. When Moreton arrested Isaacs in Frome he was in possession of valuable
property stolen from Misses Farncombe. 261

The Frimley gang is now completely broken up. Great credit is due to the police officers
who have had the case in hand; indeed, at the last sitting of the magistrates the chairman
of the bench publicly stated that the whole credit of the capture of these daring men and
the exposure of their system was due to Mr Biddlecombe, the superintendent of the Surrey
Police. %62

Horsham Magistrates Court
Spectator 25 April 1851

The Horsham Magistrates on Saturday finally examined three men charged with burglary
at Kirdford Common, near Petworth. It is stated that six were engaged in it, Levi Harwood
and Jones, who were hanged last week; John Jones a man who has been convicted of
burglary and the three prisoners. The latter consist of John Isaacs, the captain of the
Sussex' gang so recently broken up; Samuel Harwood, who was acquitted of the Frimley
murder and James Hamilton, the approver in the Uckfleld case, who how offers evidence
against his companions in this burglary. If his statement is true, it fully makes out the
charge against the prisoners; and other witnesses strongly corroborate it. Mrs Harriet
Stoner, a grocer, occupied the house that was robbed and both she and her servant declare
that Isaacs and Harwood were a portion of the gang. Harwood stood ‘over Mrs Stoner with
a pistol, and demanded her money, with a threat to blow her brains out: all the men were
masked; Mrs Stoner recognized Harwood by his voice, but she saw Isaacs's face, his mask
having fallen off. Two of the men had pistols; Isaacs had a chisel; Mrs Stoner was thrown
down in the passage and treated with brutal violence. She gave up her money.

Witnesses deposed to having seen six men walking along the road from Guildford to
Kirdford on 'the night of the robbery; and they identified Hamilton and, Harwood as two
of the party. All three were fully committed for trial. Hamilton has made a long statement
to the Police respecting the gang of which he was a member. The gang consisted of
fourteen men and two women John Isaacs was "elected captain,"” and the others all swore

261 £1,500 in 1851 is equivalent in purchasing power to about £210,785.81 in 2020, a difference of
£209,285.81 over 169 years. https://www.officialdata.org/uk/inflation/1851?amount=1500
262 Morning Chronicle Wednesday April 23, 1851
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to obey his orders. If anyone attempted to leave the gang, to refuse to rob, or to murder, if
necessary, the recusant was to be shot. Hamilton gave a long detail of diver’s burglaries
in which he were engaged. It seems that the thieves cheated each other, privately
appropriating plunder instead of putting it in the common stock one robbed another of a
sovereign and was given into custody by his brother burglar. This formidable gang is now
completely broken up. The Police, especially Superintendent Biddelcombe, have gained
much credit by the achievement. 263

Spectator 26 April 1851

A consequence of the Hollest murder was that householders across the country armed
themselves against burglars and inevitable people were hurt.

This is a case from the Midlands: “The reason | provided myself with the pistol was
painful anxiety of mind, occasioned by the Frimley murder and other cases of that kind
which have been reported and not being possessed of bodily strength, and bring alone in
the house with women and children—the house being accessible on all sides without
passing through the village— I felt it my duty to have some fire-arms to use in case of
danger. | had one before (a pistol) similar to the one | used not being able after several
trials to hit any- thing with that pistol, | exchanged it for this one. | fired recklessly out at
the door, and then went in and shut the door loudly. There were only three or four barrels
loaded. After remaining in the house, a short time, | recovered consciousness so as to see
the rash exposure 1 had made of myself and of my family, and also the risk | had run of
wounding any person out of doors. At this moment it struck me | should go out again, at
all hazards, to see if there via, any one there, or any trace of any one having sustained any
injury. | held the lantern in my hand and looked all around to see it I could see anyone
having sustained any injury but saw nothing.” In the morning at seven o'clock, Mr.
Armstrong was found lying just inside the gate, a cold corpse; outside the gate were the
footmarks of a horse that seemed to have stood a long time.2%4

1851 26 April Letter to The Times from Superintendent Charles Hollington
Superintendent of the Guildford Borough Police — letter dated 24 April. Mr Hollingsworth
felt aggrieved that “that the whole credit of breaking up the “Frimley Gang” was due to
Mr Biddlecombe.” Hollingsworth asserted he arrested six of the men. “Levi Harwood.
James Jones alias Burbage (hung for the murder of Mr Hollest) Samuel Harwood, Hiram
Smith alias Trowler (the approver in the Frimley case) Thomas Toots alia Morgan and
John Hillyer — the two latter were transported for life for the Uckfield burglary. These
men I arrested entirely on my own suspicions. “How is it the whole credit is due to Mr
Biddlecombe that he did not apprehend some of them as it was well known that one of the
rendezvous of the Uckfield gang was Hindhead a little below Godalming where
Biddlecombe was located?

263 26 April 1851 The Spectator
264 26 APRIL 1851 The Spectator
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The man Levi Harwood I had convicted nine years ago; he then had one year’s hard
labour, since which time | have had several summary convictions against him for
assaulting the police etc. | also apprehended Jones on March the 13" 1850 on suspicion
of a burglary at Mr Horne’s linen draper Guildford (whose house was broken into on the
14" February in the same year) and found property belonging to Mr Horn’s housekeeper
upon him. He was committed to the Guildford borough sessions but owing to a month
having elapsed between the burglary and apprehension, and the prisoner stating he had
bought the property, the jury ignored the bill. At the same time, | apprehended a man
named George Brisk, a companion of both Levi Harwood and Jones, and found property
in his house the produce of several burglaries in the county. He was committed to the
assizes at Kingston, where he was tried and sentenced to seven years transportation.

| beg further to state that | have on several occasions named these men to Biddlecombe,
detective, and other officers, as the ones | had suspected to have committed burglaries in
Surrey and elsewhere.

By inserting this you will greatly oblige your most obedient servant Charles Hollington
265

Investigation of crime was soon on the agenda

Although the priority for the new police force, as it had been in 1829 when the
Metropolitan Police first walked the streets, was prevention although practicalities drove
the investigation of crime was soon onto the agenda and on January 31 general Order 6:

Superintendents on receiving information of a robbery or any other serious offence
having been committed are required immediately to communicate the same with
the chief constable. (Note: The term robbery is used as a generic term for crime
and is interchangeable with burglary, larceny etc.) 266

Between 1861 and 1865, 59,394 indictable offences were recorded in England and Wales
equivalent to an offence rate of 287.9 per 100,000 of population.

Approximately the same number of offences was recorded for the next five-year period
but since the population was rising sharply at the time the actual average per 100,000
dropped slightly to 270.5. Thereafter apart from a blip between 1881 and 1885 when
60,220 indictable offences were recorded the rate fell steadily.

265 The Times online Article CS50889882
266 Surrey Constabulary General Orders Book 1 1851-
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The five years between 1896 and 1900 show not only lower total numbers than a quarter
of a century earlier 51,612 cases as against 59,394 but a massive reduction in the average
per 100,000 people down from almost 300 to 175.6.

Indictable offences Per 100,000 population
1861-1865 59,394 287.9
1866-1871 270.5
1881-1885 60,220 (Slight blip up)
1896-1900 51,612 175.6

Only burglary and housebreaking seem to have resisted the general trend downwards no
doubt because they were the offences most likely to be committed by hard core of
professional criminals. Murder rate started to decline from the mid-century mark. There
was a brief upwards trend in the 1860s but thereafter the number of homicide indictments
declined from an average of 299.4 per annum in the 1860s.

Some of the rewards available

Those involved in the arrest of criminals or deserters could benefit from substantial
rewards. For some, it was said it was best not to arrest when forty shillings was the reward
for the conviction when it was more advantageous to leave a young offender until he
committed a £40 (reward) crime. The reward of £40 or £50 was almost a year’s pay for
many involved in law enforcement and for an unpaid parish constable a considerable
amount of money. There was also not much chance of recovering property until a
sufficient reward was advertised. 267

House of Commons Mr Fitzroy in the chair. 28

Mr Henley moved an amendment with the view of enabling justices of counties to
determine what description of police force should be established in their respective
districts--------

Surrey statistics gathered by Chief Constable Hastings and sent to a committee of
the House of Commons. Omitting the metropolitan part of the county the rural
population might be taken as 111,000 a nice manageable little population. The
chief divided the suspect portion of his community into three classes. The first
comprised those who lived by the violation of the law, depredation, fraud &c., and
prostitution. The second were persons who followed some legal occupation but
were known to have committed offences; and the third were known as associates
of thieves and were otherwise suspicious persons. Of the first class there were only

267 A History of Police in England WL Melville-Lee 1901 Kessinger Rare Reprints 2012 page 212
268 The Times (London, England), Saturday, Apr 26, 1856
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26 females of the second there were 9 and the third 1, altogether 36 a very
satisfactory state, if it could be relied upon.

There were 525 males who came under the same category. He would now see how
Surrey stood however in the matter off offences committed and detection and
punishment of offences.

In the year 1851, which was the first year of the establishment of the police force
in that county, the total number of persons taken into custody for every sort of
offence was 684, and of that number 246 or one in three were discharged at once
by the magistrate. Now he (Mr Henley) was not what was called a “liberal” but he
did not understand this wholesale apprehension of persons if no crime were
committed; and this was a question, which, no doubt affected the poor man, it
deserved to be looked into.

Of the 684, 314 were summarily convicted; 124 were committed for trial and 94
only were convicted.

In 1855 the total number of persons taken into custody was 947; of these 310 were
at once discharged by the magistrates, 539 were summarily convicted, 96 were
committed for trial and 64 only were convicted.

In both these years there was by no means a satisfactory amount of convictions
upon commitments. In 1851 the proportion of convictions to committals was 75
per cent while in 1855 it was only 65 per cent. It appeared that in the year 1855
the population of the rural part of Surrey was 111,000. The number of
housebreakings had amounted to no less than 36 and there had been one robbery,
and of sheep stealing and horse stealing there had been 21 cases; and of the smaller
offence hen roost breaking there had been 47 cases so the total number of cases
amounted to 105.

Now let the committee mark the number of convictions, For the 36 offences of
housebreaking and for the one case of robbery no one was apprehended. For the
21 cases of horse and sheep stealing the number of persons apprehended was seven
and of those, the magistrates discharged 4 and the remaining 3 sent for trial, but
not one of them was convicted. So, for these 58 cases not one person has been
convicted. Then with regard to the roost-breaking 47 offences had been committed
and six persons apprehended of which three were discharged and the three sent for
trial were convicted. That was the result of the system and could such a result be
considered satisfactory?

Such a system might answer in a town, but in a rural district it could not, for the

thieves would know the whereabouts of the police better than the police would
that of the thieves; and at the same time the public generally relying upon the
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police force would not give themselves the slightest trouble to do anything to catch
anybody. Another element for consideration upon which they could not be
deceived was the proportion of convictions to committals in counties with police
as compared with the same proportion of counties under the superintending
constabulary system.

He had compared the statistics of four counties with police and four counties with
constabulary, the population being greater in the latter; and he found that during
the 15 years from 1840-1854 inclusive, the aggregate number of committals in
counties with police was 32,000 and the acquittals 9,300 being 29%; while the
counties with no police the number of committals was 30,000 and the acquittals
7800 being only 25% and a fraction. He was not arguing against any police but in
favour of letting counties adopt such a force as they thought best.

Jones and Harwood (1851)

A summary of the Frimley Murder and the outcomes 26°

Two Surrey men repent on the scaffold after a local clergyman is killed while
they're burgling his house. But did the real murderer escape?

The Facts: James Jones, Levi Harwood and Hiram Smith were all members of a notorious
gang of burglars, which plagued the Surrey countryside in 1850. The Illustrated London
News described them as "three young men of bad character [who] are well-known to the
local police as very daring thieves, and each of them has been several times in custody".
On the night of Reverend George Hollest's murder, Samuel Harwood, Levi’s younger
brother, completed the gang.

The burglars fled and Reverend Hollest, not yet realising he'd been shot, gave chase
The Hollests lived in the parsonage at Frimley Grove, a village of some 40 or 50 houses
about a mile and a half from Farnborough Station in Surrey. Hollest, who was 54 years
old, had been the curate there for 17 years. The house, which stood on the western edge
of the village about 100 yards from its nearest neighbour, was also home to Mrs Hollest
and three live-in servants. Both the Hollests were well liked in the neighbourhood for their
many charitable works.

Smith and Samuel Harwood first called at the parsonage towards the end of September
1850, posing as tradesmen hoping to sell their earthenware dishes there, but actually
studying the place for a potential break-in. On Tuesday, September 24, they briefed Jones
and Levi Harwood on what they'd found, and the four men agreed to rob the Hollests that
Friday night. As it happened, this was the same Friday night the Hollests' two teenage
boys would return home from boarding school for the Michaelmas holidays.

269 http://www.planetslade.com/broadside-ballads-jones-and-harwood.html
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When Friday came the four thieves met about 9pm on a hilltop about two miles from
Frimley Grove, where they loaded their two pistols with marbles. A little after midnight,
they were gathered on the grass outside a Mr Mayberry's house in Frimley Grove, where
one of Mayberry's servants spotted them and later identified Smith and Jones as two of
the men she'd seen.

Reaching the parsonage, they slipped round to the rear of the house and broke a scullery
window. They then cut away at the woodwork anchoring an iron bar, which blocked the
window's access and took that bar out, leaving Samuel Harwood as a lookout outside
while the other three climbed in. Everyone in the house had retired to bed by that time,
leaving the gang to move through the empty ground floor with no interference. They took
two shillings from a workbox there, plus two watches and whatever else they could find
worth stealing. As they moved from one room to the next, they jammed each internal door
open behind them in case they needed to make a quick exit. They called Samuel Harwood
inside, donned linen masks to conceal their faces, and then it was time to move upstairs.

"About three o'clock in the morning, | heard lootsters in our bedroom,” Mrs Hollest later
testified. "And | saw two men at the foot of our bed. One of them put his left hand on me,
and his right hand held a pistol, which appeared to be levelled at my head. One of the men
was a little taller than the other. The tallest seized Mr Hollest in the same way and levelled
a pistol at him. As nearly as | can recollect, both of them said together that, if we made
any noise, they would blow our brains out. Mr Hollest at first thought it was our boys
playing a trick upon him, and he told (them) to go to bed. | saw at once the terrible reality
and sprang out of bed on the left-hand side to ring a bell, the rope of which hung down at
the head of the bed. On my doing so, one of the men rushed towards me and pushed me
down with so much force that the bell rope broke in my hand. The man continued to press
me down and held a pistol close to my eyes. While in this position, | heard my husband,
who had also got out of bed, scuffling with another man on the other side of the room and
presently afterwards, | heard the report of a pistol.”

Mrs Hollest couldn't see it at the time, but her husband had reached down to grab a poker
by the bed, hoping to use it as a weapon, and that action had panicked his assailant into
firing. Apparently fearing that it was his comrade who'd been shot, the man restraining
Mrs Hollest let her squirm free and reach a handbell, which she started ringing as loud as
she could. The burglars ran out of the room and Mr Hollest, not yet realising he'd been
shot, gave chase. He seized a loaded gun - whether his own or one dropped by the robbers
is not clear - and fired a single shot after them as they fled across the front lawn.

Mrs Hollest opened the bedroom window in time to see two of the men disappearing, and
then started ringing her handbell again to raise the alarm. "I went to my children's room
and, on the landing, I met Mr Hollest coming upstairs,"” she told the court. "He said to me
‘The fellow has shot me’, and at the same time showing his wound." She sent one of the
servants to fetch William Davies, the local doctor, who arrived at about 3am.
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"I found Mr Hollest in bed,” Davies later said. "He did not appear to suffer much at that
time. He was perfectly collected and related to me the circumstances that had previously
occurred. He showed me his nightshirt, which was saturated with blood [...] the wound
had every appearance of being caused by a gun or pistol. | remained with Mr Hollest till
8 o'clock Saturday morning. | considered from the appearances and the direction the body
had taken that the wound was mortal."

Sure enough, Hollest died at about 8:20pm on Sunday. "I was with him at his death,"
Davies testified. "He suffered the most excruciating agony." A post-mortem found a grey
marble lodged under Hollest's bladder, just like those the robbers had loaded in their
pistols on Friday night. The angle of entry confirmed he'd been stooping over when the
shot was fired.

The murder caused a great deal of consternation in Surrey, where many householders in
rural areas feared their homes were beyond the reach of the city-based police. "It would
be difficult to describe the state of fear and alarm that prevailed in the county in
consequence of the dreadful event (...) at Frimley," the Illustrated London News reported.
"Few murders have excited greater horror," agreed The Spectator. The UK Government
offered a £100 reward (about £10,000 today) for information leading to conviction of the
guilty men, and Hollest's family added a further £50 to the pot.

All this must have added to the pressure on police to catch the culprits, and a detective
sergeant called Kendall was sent down from London on the same night Hollest died. Later
that evening, Smith, Jones and Levi Harwood were arrested on suspicion of the robbery
at a Guildford pub called The Rose & Crown. Samuel Harwood followed them into
custody a few days later.

At an inquest hearing on Monday, September 30, Mrs Hollest said that she'd seen only
two men in her bedroom that night, both of whom wore linen masks. She suspected a third
must have been present too, as that was the only way to account for a missing watch which
she'd have seen being taken if either of the first two men were responsible. Of the three
men in custody so far, Levi Harwood seemed particularly familiar to her, convincing Mrs
Hollest by his general appearance and his squeaky voice that he had been the man holding
her down while someone else shot her hushand.

The inquest jury found that Smith, Jones and Levi Harwood had a case to answer for
wilful murder, but that there was not enough evidence to lay a similar charge against
Samuel Harwood. The three accused were known to have been absent from home on the
night of the murder, had already been caught in several lies about what they claimed to be
doing that night, and Mayberry's servant had seen two of them near the Hollests' home
shortly before the break-in.

There was other evidence against them too. One of the Hollests' servants had found four
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or five round pieces of green baize in the parlour after the robbery, which matched the
material used in two discarded masks discovered nearby. A matching piece of baize was
found at Samuel Harwood's house, suggesting perhaps that he had supplied the material
for their masks and cut out the necessary eyeholes when already in the Hollests' house.

Footprints on the lawn and gravel outside the parsonage showed marks where one of the
fleeing robbers seemed to have stumbled and fallen to the ground. These matched the size
of both Smith and Levi Harwood's feet, and Levi had an injured toe, which could have
been caused by just such a fall. A scrap of stocking worsted recovered from the scene
matched stockings worn by Samuel Harwood.

Most incriminating of all was a damaged copper penny, found in Jones' pocket when he
was arrested at The Rose & Crown. A local schoolmistress called Bulpin had passed this
coin, which bore an image of King George I11 to Mrs Hollest for her parish-clothing fund.
The two women had discussed the coin a few days before the robbery, noting that the
word "penny" on one side was almost obliterated, and that the king's nose on the other
side's portrait was terribly battered too. They pondered for a moment whether it was too
damaged for anyone to accept it as genuine currency, but then decided to add it to the bag
where Mrs Hollest kept the fund's accumulated contributions. That bag had been one of
the things stolen from the parsonage on September 28, and now here the coin was again
in a key suspect's pocket. Mrs Hollest identified the penny after it had been recovered
from Jones, who claimed he'd been given it in change at the pub.

The circumstantial evidence against them was mounting, but the three accused were canny
enough to know that the police still had nothing conclusive. They continued to deny every
point of the charges against them, insisting they had not even been in Frimley that night.
"As these were skilful and determined ruffians, and kept their own counsel, nothing had
yet been discovered which brought the crime clearly home to them," The Annual
Register concluded.

Magistrates and police wanted to make sure Smith, Jones and Levi Harwood had no
opportunity to cook up a story between themselves while the investigation continued, so
they sent each man to be locked up in a different town's cells. One went to Farnborough,
one to Guildford and one to Godalming.

Smith was still locked up in Guildford Gaol on Monday, October 14, when he asked to
see Mr Keene, the prison governor. Keene came to confer with Smith in his cell, where
Smith asked to see again the handbill offering £150 reward. He asked Keene if the bill's
promise of a pardon would apply if he "peached"” - an old English word meaning to betray
or inform against.

"He was told that he must use his own judgement,” The Annual Register reports,

"Thereupon, being duly cautioned, he made a confession to the effect that he, Jones, Levi
and Samuel Harwood had broken into the house, plundered the lower apartments and
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disguised themselves. They then proceeded upstairs, and, in the ensuing scuffle, Levi
Harwood fired the pistol at Mr Hollest." In the legal parlance of the day, this made Smith
an "approver" - someone who agreed to testify against his friends in order to escape his
own punishment for the same crime.

In Smith's account, it was only Jones and Levi Harwood who went into the bedroom
armed with pistols. Smith said he had followed them into the room, but that they had left
Samuel Harwood standing guard outside with a screwdriver.

"Mrs Hollest instantly got from her side of the bed, Jones being on her side of the bed,
Levi Harwood at the foot of the bed and myself against Mr Hollest's side of the bed,"” he
said. "Mr Hollest jumped out of bed and went to take hold of Levi Harwood, when he
immediately fired the pistol at Mr Hollest."

Keene took the full confession down in writing and passed it to the police. Later the same
day, Smith, Jones and both Harwood brothers were taken to Horsemonger Lane's
courtroom to face the magistrates again. The four men were arranged in a crescent shape
before the bench, each separated from his neighbour by a guard to prevent communication
or violence between them. The magistrates’ clerk, a Mr Smallpiece, read Smith's
confession aloud while the four thieves listened. "Smith remained with his eyes fixed to
the ground,” The Annual Register says. "Levi Harwood swung himself to and fro,
occasionally, and shot looks full of the most savage anger at his approver accomplice, his
hands all the time being deeply buried in his breeches pockets, as if to restrain himself
from some act of violence. Jones scowled fiercely forward, and Samuel Harwood looked
more and more alarmed. When the reading of the confession had terminated, Levi
Harwood exclaimed in a subdued tone of voice: ‘It is all false what he says, gentlemen, all
of it." "Jones then, for the first time since the announcement of the confession, turned
towards Smith, and in a voice rendered hoarse by the vehemence of his passion, said: 'l

hope you will get shot yourself some day for what you have said'".

Reporting the confession, the Illustrated London News pointed out that it looked as if
much of Smith's account would prove to match the independent testimony and physical
evidence already gathered. "If this should be correct, the case will be quite complete,” it
said. The police returned all four men to their cells while investigations continued. They
were committed for trial, and a court date found the following Spring.

The trial began at Kingston Assizes at the end of March 1851, with huge crowds gathering
there to watch. "Not a hundredth part of the persons who flocked into Kingston to hear
the proceedings could obtain entrance into the court,’ The Annual Register tells us Jones
and the two Harwood brothers were all charged with murder, but Smith was required in
court only to testify against them.

A lawyer called Ballantine, who questioned Mrs Hollest, defended Levi Harwood and she
confirmed that, when she'd seen Hiram Smith at the inquest hearing, she'd believed him -

188



not Levi Harwood - to be the man who'd both struggled with her husband and shot him.
"Do you believe so now?" Ballantine asked. "I do,”" Mrs Hollest replied.

"This remark was made most emphatically by Mrs Hollest, and created a thrilling
sensation throughout the court,” The Annual Register says. "It was thought by many that
it would go far to destroy the evidence hereafter to be given by the approver Smith." When
the time came for Smith's own testimony, The Annual Register adds, he "seemed
thoroughly depressed and trembled violently".

"Levi Harwood was standing on my right," Smith told the court. "I had no pistol in my
hand. | had a watch in one hand and a candle in the other. Levi Harwood was about a yard
or a yard and a half off Mr Hollest when he fired at him. (...) I did not struggle with Mr
Hollest at the fireplace, and I did not see him struggling with anyone else." Summing up
his defence for Levi Harwood, Ballantine asked the jury if they would
even consider convicting his client for murder on the evidence presented if it had not been
for Smith's statement as well. He bluntly accused Smith of being the real killer, saying
he'd told "falsehood after falsehood and lie after lie”. Not the slightest reliance should be
placed on this man's testimony, he warned.

Ballantine said he could not understand why the prosecution had decided to place Smith
in the witness box instead of the dock, and now proposed to hang two innocent men on
his testimony alone. It appeared to him, he said, that if Smith had been tried for the crime,
the evidence against him would have been quite conclusive. "His object evidently was not
only to escape the consequences of his crime, but also to obtain a portion of the reward
that had been offered,"” he told the jury.

Jones' and Samuel Harwood's defence counsels took a similar line, adding their own
accusations that Smith was a murderer and a perjured witness. "He fairly quailed under
their attacks,” The Annual Register says. "His face was over-spread with a death-like
pallor, and his whole appearance was that of a man suffering the most intense
anguish.” The jury took a little over two hours to reach their decision, returning with a
verdict that Jones and Levi Harwood were both guilty of murder. The foreman added,
however, that it was the unanimous opinion of the jury that it had actually been Smith
who fired the fatal shot.

Baron Parke, the judge agreed saying, "probably this is the fact”. On a point of law,
though, he explained that, in a case like this, where all those involved were equally
prepared to resort to violence in pursuit of their illegal aims, the act of one must be viewed
as the act of all. In the eyes of the law, Jones and Harwood were guilty, no matter which
individual had fired the shot, and that meant they must hang. The jury petitioned Sir
George Grey, the Home Secretary, to commute Jones and Harwood's death sentence, but
he declined to do so. The injustice of hanging them was more apparent that real, he said,
and Parke's sentence was perfectly justified in law.
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"It might possibly have sufficed to prove the case without the assistance of the ruffian
(Smith), who would in that case have been placed at the bar with his
fellows," TAR? concluded. "But the law officers very properly resolved that there
should be no doubt upon the case". Parke himself was not entirely happy with this tactic,
however, and signed a warrant returning Smith to the cells at Horsemonger Lane as soon
as the trial was over.

Jones and Harwood's hanging day was set for April 15, 1851, and barriers set up around
the scaffold at Horsemonger Lane to help manage what police knew would be a big crowd.
As the two men awaited their fate, Harwood maintained a sullen demeanour, insisting
again and again that he had not killed anyone.

Jones, on the other hand, softened considerably in gaol. On the evening before his
execution, he made a statement to the prison chaplain saying: "Levi Harwood was the man
who fired the shot, of that | am certain. The account given by Smith of what took place in
the room is quite true.”

This statement was taken to Harwood, who at first replied he had nothing to say. An hour
before he was due to go to the scaffold, though, he called for Horsemonger Lane's
governor and said: "The truth was spoken by Smith. What was done was never intended
to be done." Asked by the governor if he meant the guns had been intended only to scare
the Hollests rather than to harm them, he replied "Yes."

Jones and Harwood were duly hanged before what The Annual Register called "an
immense crowd"” on the morning of April 15, 1851. Their executioner was William
Calcraft, England's most famous hangman, who was notorious for the “short drop"
hangings he favoured. These allowed the condemned men to fall only three feet before
the rope halted them, ensuring they strangled slowly to death rather than dying instantly
from a broken neck. Powell's ballad sheet records that Jones and Harwood struggled for a
full three minutes at the end of their own ropes before falling still.

Smith was eventually brought to trial for Hollest's murder, but the Crown brought no
evidence against him, so he was automatically found not guilty and allowed to go free. He
complained bitterly at his treatment throughout this period, calling on the Home Secretary
to honour his promise of freedom and give him a share of the £150 reward. "It is
understood that the intention of the Government is to hand over a small sum of money to
Smith and make some arrangements that will remove him from the country,” The Law
Times reported.

Samuel Harwood found himself in court again in August 1851, this time accused of a
burglary in the Sussex village of Kirdford, which he'd carried out three months before the

270 The Annual Register
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Frimley job. He and his companion John Isaacs were both found guilty and sentenced to
transportation for life.

1851 April 14: Monday: Horsham — Apprehension of another Burglar: The town hall
was crowded to excess and in addition to the burglary of Mrs Stoner it was believed that
the death of Mr Griffith by the roadside between Horsham and Brighton in 1849 would
be investigated — a statement having been made by one of the prisoners in the Uckfield
case implicating not only Harwood but the convicts under the sentence of death for the
Frimley murder and Smith the Approver?™

1851 April 19: Saturday: Hiram Smith the Approver (Queen’s Evidence). Smith has
been confined amongst remand prisoners — two men executed Tuesday morning. The
prison governor visited him, and informed Harwood had confessed supported by Jones
“just before they departed this earth.” It is thought that the government will offer no
evidence against Smith regarding the Frimley murder. However, there will be evidence
connecting Smith and Samuel Harwood, together with the two executed men, in a robbery
(burglary).?72

1851 April 19: Wednesday: Charge of burglary Harwood: Samuel Harwood acquitted
1t instant at Kingston for the murder at Frimley was charged before magistrates at
Horsham with burglary at Kirdford. (4™ June last: James Jones, Levi Harwood (under
sentence of death at Horsemonger-lane), John Stones alia Smith (transported), John
Isaacs, Samuel Harwood)?"

1851 April 19: Horsham Court: Apprehension and committal of the remainder of
the Frimley gang: The court was densely crowded with gypsies. At twelve o’clock the
prisoners were placed at the bar: John Isaacs (captain of the gang) (six of whom were at
the late Sussex Assizes transported for life), Samuel Harwood (brother of Levi Harwood
who was executed at Horsemonger-lane gaol for the murder of the rev Hollest) and James
Hamilton the approver in the case of the Uckfield Burglary. Harwood was implicated in
the murder, but it was shown he was not in the room at the time when the shot was fired,
was acquitted but re-arrested on a charge of burglary.

The prisoners were charged with breaking into the dwelling of Harriet Stoner at Kirdford-
common and stealing monies and other property the following evidence was given:

Mrs Harriet Stoner: 4" of June last, she keeps a small grocer’s shop and between three
and four o’clock, she was aroused by the crashing in of a door on the staircase. (The
prisoners had gained entry by removing the glass and iron bars of a back window.) On
hearing the noise, she got out of bed and went into the passage to call the servant when

271 1851 14 April: Morning Post Monday
2721851 19 April: Hampshire Telegraph
273 1851 19 April: Daily News
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two men seized her, each of who had a pistol in his right hand and wore a black mask.
They threw her down in the passage and demanded her money or they would blow her
brains out. Each man held a pistol by the side of her head and another man stood in front
with a chisel in his hand, which was flourished over her head and throat. She was not able
to speak in consequence of the violent manner they held her down. One man pressed on
her nose and another grasped her throat. The three used the most violent language and
threatened to blow her brains out if she did not give up her money. One who held a pistol
said, “tell us where your money is.” One of the others said, “Blow her brains out if she
does not tell.” She was much alarmed.

The mask of the man who held the chisel fell from his face. He drew it back and put it on
again. This man said, “Don’t hurt her; don’t kill her.” Two men came from her bedroom
with her keys and desired her to find them her money. She begged of them to spare her
life. The man who held the chisel kept behind her and the other two men still kept the
pistols pointed to her head. She got to her bedroom and gave them her pocket containing
about £10 in money. They took other articles. In all there were five men. They went out
the back door. One passed her a few moments afterwards and pointed a pistol at her head
saying “Silence.” She afterwards examined the house and found the drawers and other
parts ransacked. Discovered the back, shop window cut open. Found a chisel in the
passage and a man’s cap. The witness said she recognised the voice of Samuel Harwood
and recognised John Isaac as the man whose mask slipped. Isaacs and Harwood both said
the evidence was false. Henry Ekinford who was employed by Mrs Stoner also identified
Isaacs.

Mr S. Panel superintendent of the Petworth Police found a dark lantern, a chisel and a
piece a centre bit in the house of Mrs Stoner on the morning of the burglary. The chisel
corresponded with the marks on the staircase door and which was used in forcing it down.

Mr Henry Hoare of Dunsfold a timber merchant saw six men walking on the high road
from Guildford to Kirdford. They were walking two by two. Looking very suspicious
characters he observed them more particularly. He identified the prisoner Harwood as
being one of the first two men he saw walking along the road, but again Harwood said
this was false.

Mr William Henry Biddlecombe, chief superintendent of the Surrey Police stated that he
took the prisoner Samuel Harwood into custody on this charge of burglary after he had
been acquitted at the Kingston Assizes for the murder of the Rev. Hollest. He told him
that he was charged, with five others, in breaking into the house of Harriet Stoner at
Kirdford-common. He read to him his description in Hue and Cry. He replied he knew
nothing about it that he was innocent and that at the time he was working for Mr Pewters
at the paper-mills. He added that he was employed at night work. Harwood had no
questions of Biddlecombe — stated it was right and true.
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A statement from Hamilton was read out (see Daily News (London, England),
Wednesday, April 9, 1851)

The men were committed for trial. Hamilton seemed downcast which amused Isaacs and
Harwood. Isaacs was also charged with the Uckfield burglary and the police have a further
desperate case to bring forward against him if necessary.

It may be stated that a valuable diamond ring and a gold chain belonging to Mrs Mary
Farncombe of Uckfield House was found in the vehicle in which Isaacs was conveyed
after his capture. Fearing detection, it is evident that he must have worked them out of his
pocket during the journey.?’

1851 April 19: Execution of the Frimley murderers: 7-8000 people were present for
the execution of Levi Harwood and Samuel Jones alias Burbridge at Horsemonger-lane
Gaol. The executioner Chalcraft had to pull their legs to complete the execution.

Reverend W S Rowe the chaplain informed the press that both men made a full confession.
Jones: There was in the room at the time of the murder, Smith, myself and Levi Harwood.
| had Mrs Hollest around the waist. | had a pistol in my hand and might have shot her but
never intended to do it. | believe Mr Hollest was stooping to pick up the poker and Levi
Harwood was the man who fired the shot. | am certain of that. Smith and Levi Harwood
both ran from the room leaving me the last person in it, | followed as soon as | could get
away from Mrs Hollest. | immediately left the room and overtook them just on the other
side of the turnpike gate. All four namely Levi Harwood and Samuel Harwood, Smith and
myself came together. After | had left the premises and got to the main road, | heard the
sound of firearms as from the house of Mr Hollest. The account given by Smith of what
happened in the room is quite true and Mrs Hollest is mistaken in swearing as to her belief
it was Levi Harwood who held her, as it was me. --------------- In the Rose and Crown,
Levi Harwood was with Mary Crowder the lady he lived with. Jerry Campbell a
policeman had previously looked in and had gone out again and in ten minutes Hollington
came with three policemen and apprehended us.

Levi Harwood was seen by the governor and told what Jones had confessed but Harwood
insisted he knew “nothing whatever about it.” The following day an hour before execution
Harwood sent for the governor and said, “The truth has been spoken by Smith. What was
done was never intended to be done.” Governor “You mean the murder was not
contemplated?” Harwood “Yes that is what [ mean.”

Hiram Smith the Approver will be tried for a burglary at Farnham where he committed
the offence in company with Samuel Harwood and the parties who were executed.?”

274 The Standard Monday April 21 1851
275 |_eeds Mercury Saturday April 19 1851
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1851 April 21: Horsham Saturday — the courthouse was densely crowded gypsies
forming a large portion of the auditory. 2

1851 April 22: Hamilton confession: Lewes: Since the committal of James Hamilton
(the magistrate having refused to take his evidence on behalf of the Crown) he has made
a full confession of all the burglaries which he and the gang have been engaged in during
the last twelve months. The document is of a very extraordinary character and shows the
immense amount of daring possessed by these men. Some of the revelations allowed the
police to trace the receivers allowing for a great amount of the stolen property to be
recovered.

The gang consisted of himself, Levi Harwood and Samuel Jones (hung Hollest murder)
Samuel Harwood, John and Edward Isaacs, William Brooks, Joseph Carton, John and
James Hones (Jones), alias Smith, Hiram Smith, Thomas Toot alias Morgan, William
Hilyer, John Brooks, Mary Crowder, Sarah White and James Jones. John Isaacs was duly
elected captain and all the others acted under his direction. They were al sworn to obey
the orders of the captain and if anyone attempted to back out or refused to take any part
in any robbery or murder if necessary, he or she would instantly be shot, and if anyone
left the gang without the consent of the captain he or she were to be followed and if
overtaken to be shot. After giving particulars of the burglary at Kirdford which has already
been published he goes on to say: “The second day after this Isaacs and John Hones came
to me at Farnham Common and agreed for me to meet them at Dorking, Homwood
(Holmwood) Common. Isaacs’ brother Ned came to me also John Hones and James
Hones. We all went to an old man’s house (a farmer near Horsham.) They heard he had a
good deal of money. We all went two at a time from the Holmwood.

Six of us met in a wood near Mr Broadwood’s lodge and we went from there to the
farmer’s house one got through the window and let the rest in through the back door. We
all went into the kitchen. The old man heard us and hallooed out and we all left the house.
Four of us, myself, W Brooks, and J and E Isaacs went down to the house on Hayward’s
Heath near the Brighton station where two or three ladies of the name of Kennard lived.
William Brooks who knew the place planned the robbery. There was a manservant who
was ill, and a maidservant who slept in the same room to watch him. Her bed was right
against the window where the light was. The servant burnt a light all night because the
man was ill. They found a long ladder; put it up to the window. It was a sash window,
which moved on one side. We all got into the window.

The female servant was lying close to the window and we fell over her. They went into
the ladies’ room disguised with masks. After pacifying the two servants they left me to
mind them. The ladies’ room was locked but they broke open the door. They collected all
the property that was there. They threatened to blow out the brains of the ladies if they
gave any alarm. We were there two hours during which time | sat in a chair with the two
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servants and kept talking to them all the time. It was just getting daylight when we left the
house. We came back two at a time until we got to Copthorn. There we looked the property
over and shared what money there was £4.5s each was shared. There was a deal of foreign
money, which I took to be French. This was put amongst the plate and 111guineas in gold,
and that gold was put with the gold watches. There were three gold watches and two silver
ones. One gold watch had a gold case and steel hands the other had a white face. Of the
silver watches two were small plain ones and the other was a double hunting watch with
a silver chain. There was a double-barrelled gun taken from the house and we had two
guns with us. There were a great many rings and brooches and trinkets, which were put
among the gold and plate all of which John Isaacs took away to Guildford to give to one
of the Guildford men (Levi Harwood) to go to London with him to sell, for which the
Guildford man was to get a share, as Isaacs did not know where to go and sell them. There
was also some clothing brought away, two pairs of trousers one pair of cord breeches and
a large shawl.

These were all hid and lost when the policeman came after it. Three guns were hidden by
the roadside. My three companions went together to London and they gave me some
money to take back to their women at Copthorn Common where we had four tents. About
an hour after | had left the men and had returned to Copthorn Common and was packing
up my things, two policemen came along; they knew Brooks wife and enquired after
Brooks and they came and asked me where | was going. | told them I did not know, as |
was a stranger to the country. They searched the tents, but they did not search me although
| had the money on me, | had shared.

This was the same morning as the robbery at Hayward’s Heath. Whilst the men were
sharing the money the women hid the clothes and that was why the policemen did not find
them. The policemen knew the women and watched them and talked to them for half an
hour. | then moved to a place called the Chestnuts by myself and | had one tent with me.
J Isaacs wife then came there. The two Brooks and John Isaacs and myself each had one
wife and one tent, and | had a little girl with my wife. John Isaacs was to meet me at the
Chestnuts after he had sold the property. He was gone a week or better. When he came
back, he said there was only 30s each besides the guineas of which he had only sold one
with the other gold to see what it would fetch, keeping the others back so that the
Guildford man should not have his share of them. He took the guineas again to sell and
gave me a sovereign down, on a promise to pay me the remainder but he did not give me
any more money.

There was a quarrel amongst us over a large quantity of plate which some of them said
Isaacs had concealed and bought his wagon with. Shortly after this | fell in with Tom
Brooks again near Shenfield in Sussex, and | and Ned Isaacs went back again with Brooks.
We all three met in Wareham-lane near Shenfield and went from there to a place called
Hambledon, Surrey to break open a shop there. Brooks and Ned Isaacs broke it open whilst
| watched in front. They got in and took out two whole cheeses, a quantity of tobacco and
a quantity of tea and about a pound weight of snuff, a loaf of bread and a pound of new
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butter. They drank what wine they liked and brought me out some in a quart pot and then
filled a three-quarter bottle to bring away. We then returned back to Wareham-lane again
and | and Ned Isaacs did not meet John Isaacs at the time expected. We afterwards went
to Copthorn Common for a few days. | think we stayed there a week.

On the afternoon of Tuesday, 31% December last we, James Hamilton, John Isaacs, Joseph
Carter alias Cockman, John Smith alias Hones, James Smith alias Hones, Thomas Toot
alias Morgan, William Hillyer and William Brooks — after various messages and
communication between ourselves, | (Hamilton) and Brooks and his wife and James
Smith came on from Edenbridge to Crowborough at a barn there just outside. These five
men went to break open a public house of Mr Kennard’s called the Old Tye. These five
men met us out of Groombridge next morning just about daylight. Brooks went to look
after them and found them in the corner of the wood close to the road. They gave us a
plum cake a bottle of wine, some whisky and tobacco done up in pennyworths. I
(Hamilton) had four, James Smith had four.

The same three men and woman went in again having agreed to meet the five men the
same afternoon (Wednesday) just off Crowborough-common on the Uckfield side. Three
of us Isaacs, Carter and myself went into Miss Farncombe’s house and got there between
8 and 9 o’clock to lay in front of the house to see how many lights and watch them to bed.
We saw the butler fasten the front door. When the house was dark and quiet, we were to
go back to some haystacks close by where we eight were to meet until it was time to go
back. We all met at the haystack at the pay-gate and the house on the opposite side to Miss
Farncombe’s. We all went to Miss Farncombe’s house and as were going we met a woman
and either two or three men in the road. We were all eight together then. We had left
Brook’s wife at her uncle’s at Crowborough. There are two gates to Miss Farncombe’s
house, one for the foot road leading to the back door and one on the carriage road. We left
James Smith just outside the little gate to watch. Some of us went down to the big gate
leaving me, Hamilton, to watch there in case anyone came along the road and to give
notice if anyone should.

Three or four men came along soon afterwards. | watched them quite away and did not
give an alarm to those in the house. In a little while two more men came along and passed.
| think they were gamekeepers. Just before they got into the house one of them came out
to me and said, “I am going to stand near that little bush.” Thomas Morgan desired me to
give him notice if anyone came and he would let them know. When the two gamekeepers
came along, | went to tell Morgan but did not find him and soon after Morgan came to me
and brought me a bottle of wine. He said they had got in and were rummaging below.
Morgan went back to the house and a little while afterwards he returned to me again and
he said, “They be all come out, and they think they heard somebody.” They all came out
up to the little gate and there they all stripped and pulled off their clothes and shoes and
put on their masks and said, “We will go up.” We all eight were together there. I left the
gate to meet them and after talking about leaving someone outside we all agreed to go into
the house together. We all eight went in first through the pantry window, but Morgan who
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was first ready, ran forward to the house and got a light though there was somebody
coming down, Isaacs with an oath said “Oh, come along, follow me. Give me the pistols
and I will go and fix him.”

When we got to the house, we found it was Morgan with the light. Then we all went in
through the pantry window to the kitchen or front parlour where we found the butler’s
coats and some of the female bonnets. Brooks put one of the bonnets on and Carter put on
another and we put the butler’s coats on, and | put one on handed to me by Morgan. We
all searched about the house. We found the canisters. Four of us went up one set of stairs
and four the other. Isaac, John Smith and myself and another went up one staircase. In the
room we went into there were two ladies. Isaacs gave me the candle. | followed him. There
was no violence in that room. Isaacs broke open everything that was broken open and |
held the candle to him. Isaacs asked the ladies where the plate was. The ladies said, “That
is in the pantry downstairs.” Isaacs and the others took all the valuable things in that room.
They went to another room leaving me behind holding the candle. I did not take anything
in that room. They left me there to mind the doors and the ladies begged of me to go
outside for they would be still. I had a mask on all that time.

| went outside holding the door in my hand. I never left the door but once in all the time.
The rest were rummaging about the house and that was while they were going into another
room where there was, I believe, only one lady. I heard the lady scream and ask, “Is that
you William?” I said, “yes, it is William, Marm, don’t be frightened, nothing is the
matter.” Carter was at the door with a pistol in his hand and when I made answer “It is
William” he turned round and was going to shoot me only I sung out “It’s all right.” Then
| returned back to the door again to mind the two ladies and there | remained until they
were ready to leave the house. Isaacs returned to the room where I was and said, “Take
that little box under your arm.” The ladies had before that begged that it might not be
taken because it belonged to their grandfather, | think they said. | took the box downstairs
and we all went away together. This was between 4 and 5 o’clock in the morning. When
we came out, we turned to the left and went up the road. We all eight kept together until
we came to Crowborough-common, nearly the same road as we came.

We turned off the main road at the top of the hill to the left and went across the common
and a wheat field and down into a wood, and there all eight sat down and had some
breakfast with what we had brought from the house, consisting of some hare, veal, roast
mutton and I think some hog’s meat, some loaves of bread, two whole cheeses and two
raw hams. We all shared this after breakfast with a sovereign and 7s each in money, but
there was a deal more money smuggled amongst ourselves. | had a £5 note also which |
got out of a pocketbook when Isaac gave me as we went along to carry and put it into my
pocket. There were a great many more notes in the book. I gave him the book again,
because the other knew I had got the book. He said he would give me half of what he got
for the notes. This was going along before our breakfast.
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After breakfast and after sharing the money, we looked the plate over and broke up what
we thought was not silver. There were two gold watches and two silver ones. The two
gold ones were along with the plate and the silver plate that came from the Old Pye public
house was put along with it. The two silver watches were up amongst us for those who
would give most for them. Carter was the highest bidder at eleven shillings for the small
watch and the other one a double cased one was taken by Morgan for 25s. The trinkets
were all tied up together and put with the plate. Isaacs took all the plate etc., in a flag
basket.

A cutlass was taken from the house and a tree chopped with it. Hillyer took the cutlass.
We stood in the wood to nearly 10 o’clock in the morning. We parted at the wood that
Thursday morning. | and James Smith and John Smith came away and parted from the
other five, we went another way up through the wood. We agreed to meet at another place
and before Isaacs took the plate to London, we were all eight to meet at Warlingham on
the Friday night. We three went on to Groombridge and John Smith was so tired that we
could not get him along the road. We went into a public house at Groombridge where we
had a good deal of beer. We three got tipsy. | dropped a sovereign and John Smith picked
it up and put it in his pocket and took a shilling out of another pocket and offered it to me.
| had him taken by the constable. The sovereign | dropped had been given me in the wood.
The constable took John Smith into custody upon my charge to Tunbridge Wells that
Thursday afternoon.

| slept at Groombridge that night in the inn and James Smith was put in the stable. When
| was tipsy the landlord took 18s 6d from my pocket to take care of it. In the morning
when | got up, | asked the landlady for my money which she refused to give to me until
she had seen the constable. | went to the constable and told him | would rather lose the
sovereign and pay his expenses than go on with it. The constable told me the expenses to
make it up would be a sovereign and if so, | thought | ought to leave the 18s 6d in the
landlady’s hands and get away as fast as I could rather than go to the Wells. I and James
Smith started on the road for Tunbridge Wells and turned into a wood and after we had
gone two miles half a dozen people were after us and took us.

At the beginning of all this | was living at Woking-common with my wife and Hillyer
lodged with me. About a week before Christmas a man named Thomas Gaines came to
me with a message from Isaacs to send Hillyer after Tom Toot alias Morgan, to Shotter’s
Mill at Sarsams. Hillyer started away the day after Christmas day for Toot and was to
return with Toot to my house on the Saturday, and Isaacs was to come himself by the first
third class train from Reading to Woking and | was to meet him. | met him there. He came
to my house the same Saturday afternoon expecting to find Hillyer and Toot that night.
They did not come. Isaacs stayed with me all Sunday night. Isaacs went alone on Sunday
morning to Edenbridge and on the road met the two Hones (alias Smith) and asked them
to be of the party. Toot and Hillyer were there before us. Brooks and carter were there
also. That made eight.”
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It is estimated that the amount of property stolen by the gang during the last two years
was £1,500. When Moreton arrested Isaacs in Frome he was in possession of valuable
property stolen from Misses Farncombe.

The Frimley gang is now completely broken up. Great credit is due to the police officers
who have had the case in hand; indeed, at the last sitting of the magistrates the chairman
of the bench publicly stated that the whole credit of the capture of these daring men and
the exposure of their system was due to Mr Biddlecombe, the superintendent of the Surrey
Police. 277

1851 April 24: Frimley gang: Thursday — Trial: Hamilton: On the second day after
the Kirdford (6 June 1850) shooting Isaac and John Jones came to me again at Farnham
Common and agreed for me to meet them at the Dorking Holmwood Common. Isaacs
brother Ned and also John and James Jones; we all went to an old man’s house — a farmer
near Horsham. They had heard he had a great deal of money. We all went — two at a time
from Holmwood. Six of us met in a wood at Captain Broadwood’s Lodge and we went
from there to the farmer’s house, one got in the window and let the rest in the back door,
but they were disturbed by the occupants and made off.

Four of us, myself, William Brooks and James and Edward Isaacs went to a house in
Hayward’s Heath where two or three ladies called Kenward lived. William Brooks who
knew the house planned the robbery. The ladies’ room was locked but they broke the door
down collected the property and threatened to blow out their brains if they raised an alarm.
The burglars had two guns with them during the robbery. They were in the house two
hours leaving as it was getting light travelling two at a time to Copthorn where they shared
out the property. Four pounds five shillings each was shared and a great deal of property
including a double-barrelled gun a lot of which was taken by John Isaacs back to Guildford
to give to one of the Guildford men Levi Harwood to go up to London with him to sell
This was all hid and lost when the police came after them. The three guns were hidden on
the roadside. My three companions all went together to London and | was given money
to take to their women at Copthorn Common. About an hour after | left the men and started
packing up at Copthorn Common two policemen came along. They knew Brook’s wife
and enquired after her husband and they asked me where | was going, and | told them |
did not know as | was a stranger to the country. They searched the tents but not me
although I had the money on me. This was the morning of the Hayward’s Heath robbery.”

It is estimated that the amount of property stolen by these men during the last two years
cannot be less than £1500.278

277 Morning Chronicle Wednesday April 23 1851
278 1851 24 April: Frimley gang: Nottinghamshire Guardian
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1851 26 April Letter to The Times ?”® from Superintendent Charles Hollington
Superintendent of the Guildford Borough Police — letter dated 24 April. Mr Hollington
felt aggrieved that “that the whole credit of breaking up the “Frimley Gang” was due to
Mr Biddlecombe.” Hollington asserted he arrested six of the men.

“Levi Harwood. James Jones alias Burbage (hung for the murder of Mr Hollest)
Samuel Harwood, Hiram Smith alias Trowler (the approver in the Frimley case)
Thomas Toots alia Morgan and John Hillyer — the two latter were transported for
life for the Uckfield burglary. These men I arrested entirely on my own suspicions.

“How is it the whole credit is due to Mr Biddlecombe that he did not apprehend
some of them as it was well known that one of the rendezvous of the Uckfield
gang was Hindhead a little below Godalming where Biddlecombe was located?

The man Levi Harwood I had convicted nine years ago; he then had one year’s
hard labour, since which time | have had several summary convictions against him
for assaulting the police etc. | also apprehended Jones on March the 13™" 1850 on
suspicion of a burglary at Mr Horne’s linen draper Guildford (whose house was
broken into on the 14" February in the same year) and found property belonging
to Mr Horn’s housekeeper upon him. He was committed to the Guildford borough
sessions but owing to a month having elapsed between the burglary and
apprehension, and the prisoner stating he had bought the property, the jury ignored
the bill. At the same time, | apprehended a man named George Brisk, a companion
of both Levi Harwood and Jones, and found property in his house the produce of
several burglaries in the county. He was committed to the assizes at Kingston,
where he was tried and sentenced to seven years transportation.

| beg further to state that I have on several occasions named these men to
Biddlecombe, detective, and other officers, as the ones | had suspected to have

committed burglaries in Surrey and elsewhere.

By inserting this you will greatly oblige your most obedient servant Charles
Hollington

Hollington and Biddlecombe were to be colleagues in the newly formed Surrey
Constabulary.

1851 April 26: Saturday: Horsham Town Hall — John Isaacs captain of the gang for
burglary at Kirdford. 2°

The Frimley Murderers — another charge of burglary

279 The Times online Article CS50889882
280 1851 26 April: Hampshire Telegraph
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1851 June 4: The burglary: Yesterday Samuel Harwood, one of the persons charged
with the murder of the Rev. G Hollest and who was acquitted on Tuesday 1% inst., at
Kingston was brought before the magistrates at Horsham, Sussex charged with James
Hamilton, one of the Uckfield burglars by Mr. Biddlecombe the active superintendent of
the Surrey Constabulary with having broken and entered the dwelling house of Mrs.
Harriet Stoner of Kirdford, Sussex on the 41" of June last, together with James Jones, Levi
Harwood (now under sentence of death in Horsemonger-lane (sic) Gaol for the Frimley
murder) John Stones alias Smith (transported for life for the Uckfield burglary) and John
Isaacs. It appeared from the statement of Mrs. Stoner that on the day in question her house
was entered at about three o’clock in the morning by six men from 20-30 years of age,
each with a mask on and five with their shirts outside their other clothes. One had a dark
round frock on, another had a pair of dirty yellow trousers with a dark stripe up the outside
seam; two of them held her down in the passage each presenting a pistol to her head and
threatened to blow her brains out unless she gave up her money. The mask fell off one
who was of sallow complexion, about 28 years of age. Witness gave them her pocket in
which were two canvas bags containing £7 10s in gold and £4 in silver, after which they
left the place. James Hamilton one of the prisoners then made the following statement
having been previously cautioned by the bench.

“Last spring was the first time I met with Isaacs. I met him on Farnham-common. He has
no regular residence but lives in a travelling wagon. He came to me there. He had two
donkeys. | bought one. He told me it was stolen. I afterwards sold it. He then planned it
out to make a robbery at Kirdford near Petworth. He went to Guildford for two men to
help and brought back three, Levi Harwood, and the prisoner James Jones. Isaacs told me
to meet them at a place called Hidings Ball in Godalming (probably Hyden Ball) and bring
their old clothes and a lanthorn (sic). They all five came and met me there making six of
us. We agreed to go two at a time and meet in a wood between Ridford and Ball’s Cross.
We all six met there.

When night came two of us went forward to watch the place we intended to rob; the other
four of which | was one remained behind until the two came back to us. We then all
stripped and disguised ourselves and put on masks. We all went to the house on Kirdford
Common, the residence of Mrs. Stoner. The Guildford men broke through the shutters and
took out the whole frame of glass when one went in and let the others in. We all looked
about to find the money but did not find any. They then went into the kitchen and found
the stair-foot door fastened. Mrs. Stoner heard us then and said, “Who is there?”” Several
of them burst upon the door and we all ran upstairs. Mrs. Stoner screamed and ran into
another room. Isaacs took hold of her to stop her noise when his mask slipped off. She
then gave one of the men her pocket. I only had 3s 6d. We parted and | did not see the
Guildford men anymore. This was the first time I was led into it”
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In order that the magistrates might consider whether they would accept Hamilton as an
approver against Harwood, the enquiry was adjourned.?! They were on Saturday again
examined before the magistrate at Horsham — Mr. W Biddlecombe, chief superintendent
of the Surrey Constabulary requested an adjournment of the case in consequence of a
communication he had received that morning that John Isaacs had been apprehended in
Somersetshire, whom he believed to have been concerned in the Kirdford burglary and
also the Uckfield burglary. If a remand were granted, he should be able to place Isaac in
the dock with other prisoners. The statement of Hamilton was then read which fully
corroborated the evidence of Mrs. Stoner and disclosed the evil doings of himself and his
associates. The man Isaacs is one of the eight men who entered the house of the Misses
Farncombe and it is stated he was one of the gang involved in the Frimley murder. 22

Some of the Uckfield burglary gang were also a part of the Kirdford burglary gang and
further linked to the Hollest murder. The burglary at Frimley was not the first murder the
gangs were suspected of.

1851 June 9: Monday: To the editor from Superintendent Morten: Sir, In justice to
myself | beg leave to trespass on your most valuable time, as well as to be allowed a small
piece in your column to contradict an assertion in your paper last April which is calculated
to injure me in my profession as superintendent of police, it being well known that
character and testimonials are of great importance to most men, but more in particular to
persons who hold the responsible situation as superintendent of police. It is calculated to
injure me by taking away that credit which is due, and the more in consequence of the
extensive circulation of your paper which is well known to be read in most parts of the
world.

The statement I allude to is under the head of the “Frimley Gang”; the paragraph concludes
with the following words:

“At the last sitting of the magistrates the chairman of the bench publicly stated that the
whole credit of the capture of these daring men and the exposure of their system were due
to Mr Biddlecombe the superintendent of Surrey Police.”

Now sir, being present at that sitting at Horsham | beg to give the exact words. Mr Dickens
said, “The magistrates are desirous of expressing their active satisfaction with the
persevering and praiseworthy conduct which you have manifested throughout these
proceedings and they have felt great pleasure in acting upon your suggestions.” The
conversation was at the committal of Samuel Harwood, James Hamilton and John Isaacs.
That compliment was paid to Mr Biddlecombe for having so well got up the case then
before them; and | beg to inform you that it was entirely through me that the case was
brought forward. | waited the two days at the trial of Samuel Harwood, Levi Harwood,

281 Daily News (London, England), Wednesday, April 9, 1851
282 The Derby Mercury (Derby, England), Wednesday, April 16, 1851
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and Samuel Jones charged with the Frimley murder, to have apprehended them all three
if they had been acquitted of the murder of Mr Hollest, upon a charge of burglary, with
extreme violence at the house of Mrs Stoner, Kirdford, Sussex, there being no other person
in attendance although others were in possession of the same information as | was. | made
the case known to Superintendent Biddlecombe who agreed to assist me if all three were
acquitted. Samuel Harwood being the only one acquitted | gave the case to Superintendent
Biddlecombe. | was the cause of the apprehension of John Isaacs the captain of the gang;
| was the cause of James Hamilton, alias Butcher, being detained on a charge of burglary
at Miss Farncombe’s with violence; as well as John and James Smith alias Hones, both of
whom were transported for life.

Joseph Carter alias Cockman | apprehended in a hut on Woking Common; and William
Brooks alias Hayler I apprehended on the Right Honourable Lord Norton’s barn at
Woodhams, Chertsey, Surrey, both of whom were transported for life. E Oliver alias
Cockman I also apprehended, who is transported for being a receiver in the above offence,
for 14 years, and two others named Edwards were apprehended charged with being
receivers by Mr Dadson, constable of Tunbridge Wells who was connected with me in the
affair. So, you will perceive that | have been the cause of detaining and apprehending
eight of that gang of desperate characters who have so long infested the counties of Surrey
and Sussex and other counties. | think the following rewards and gratuities, which have
been received by men in conjunction with Mr Dadson will, I trust, be sufficient to suffice
and to show to whom the credit is due.

In addition to a reward we received from the judge at the trial a subscription was raised in
my district and the sum of £45 was presented to me and £25 from the Uckfield Prosecution
Society; £25 from the Rev. Owen Emerie Vidal of Upper Dicker, Horsebridge near
Hailsham, Sussex; £5 from the Misses Farncomb (sic) of Uckfield, in addition to the
reward they offered through the society; £5 from Mrs Hurat of the Five Bells Inn, Chorley;
£2 from Mr Wood, butler to the Misses Farncomb (sic) who it will be remembered was
so near to being murdered by the gang; £2 from Mr Baker of Portslade, Sussex who also
was a sufferer; and £1 from Captain Wetherall of Forest House, Hartfield, Sussex and a
promise of other rewards from societies that have not yet had their meetings.

The above are facts that cannot be denied. | have not done this to come in contact with Mr
Biddlecomb (sic) who I have known for some years to be a good officer but at the same
time | feel it my duty to beg of you to allow the statement to be contradicted, to claim that
which every man is entitled to, the merit his perseverance deserves.

It having been argued by several persons who have not been thoroughly acquainted with
the circumstances, that Mr Biddlecombe was entitled to the whole of the credit which |
feel bound to deny, trusting you will insert this so that the public may be in possession of
the true facts.
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| remain Sir, your obedient servant W M Morten, Superintendent of Police, Tonbridge
Wells, Town Hall, Tonbridge Wells, Kent June 6 1851283

Life and crime continue

The Isaacs’s gang must have occupied a considerable time of the newly appointed Surrey
Constabulary officers but of course, other crime continued. These includied burglary
though it would appear from press reports that the number of reported offences reduced
significantly after the arrests. It was not until late October of 1851 that Biddlecombe dealt
with burglars not associated with the gang.

1851 October 21: Tuesday: Attempted burglary Addlestone: T Collier 25 and J Tovey
25, were indicted for attempting to break into the house of Sarah Willis 72, who lived
alone in near the Addlestone railways station. Mrs Willis lived on an annuity that was
passed to the hand of a lady for safety. On Saturday night the 20" ult., she went to bed
and after about three hours she heard the sound of breaking glass. She got out of bed and
struck a light and went to the window where she saw some faces. One of the men believed
Collier called out “Give us some money or it will be the worse for you.”

She told them to go about their business, but they refused to do so, and they started to
force the door open. She put a piece of iron against the door to prevent them breaking it
open. She noticed a knife coming through the shutter and took up a candlestick and pushed
against it to stop it coming any further. With one hand she held the candlestick and with
the other the shutter. She told them to remember the Frimley murder and to go about their
business. They again demanded a sovereign, a half sovereign or half a crown and she told
them she had none but offered a shilling if they would go away. Mrs Willis threw out a
shilling and some bread and cheese. She was positive she knew Collier as he lived with
his parents in the next cottage. Mrs Willis “You bad boy Tom, go away.” They said, “No
we shan’t, we want more.” She then threatened them with a dagger, and they went away.

Walter Ayling one of the Surrey Police said he watched the prisoners from a beer-shop on
the night in question to the prosecutrix. They crossed a hedge and went to the back of the
house where he followed them and hid in an outhouse close by from where he could
observe all their actions. He then saw then trying to break open the door when Mrs Willis
came to the window and asked them what they wanted. “Money and if she would not
make a noise, they would not hurt her.” They then broke several panes of glass when the
old lady told them to go round and she would give them some money. The police officer
followed them, but they ran away but he chased and captured Tovey whom he took at
Collier’s house. While standing there, Collier came home and having sent for the
superintendent they were both taken to the police station.

283 1851 9 June: The Standard
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Superintendent Biddlecombe of the Surrey police said he examined the old lady’s house
afterwards and found the back door broken very much as if the thieves intended to force
the lock back by wrenching it off the bottom board. The shutters were also very much cut,
and the marks corresponded with the knife found on Collier. The verdict of Guilty was
returned. A former conviction against Tovey having been proved he was sentenced to 10
years transportation and the other prisoner to 12 months hard labour

The chairman told them that had it not been for the courageous old lady they would have
entered her house and might have succeeded in committing a crime similar to that in
another part of the county for which two men suffered recently.?8

1851 2" December Sussex Advertiser- Dextrous apprehension of a very suspicious
character — On Friday night last about 10 o’clock our active and vigilant Superintendent
Radley effected a most important capture. He was near the street leading to the Railway
Station when he observed a man, evidently a stranger to town, looking about him as if
undecided which way he should go. The man’s appearance answered the description of a
person advertised in the Police Gazette as having absconded after committing a burglary
at Walton on Thames, and the Superintendent was consequently determined to watch him.

He made an instantaneous change in his dress, to avoid exciting suspicion and followed
the man some distance up the Portsmouth road. The man made a stop at one of the large
houses there and after looking at it for some time he turned back, went down to Mount
Street and into the Wheatsheaf Public House. The superintendent followed him and made
some enquiries with the land lady and others, all the time scanning the appearance of the
man. Feeling more and more satisfied that he was right in his conjectures respecting him,
the superintendent accosted him, and said he must see what he had about him. The man,
finding the game was up, submitted quietly to the operation of searching and the first thing
taken from his pocket was a stack and large centre bit, in common use among burglars. In
the opposite pocket he found a very large instrument called a life preserver, certainly the
largest and most formidable weapon he had seen.

The search continued and he asked the man if he had a bundle. He at first denied he had
but afterwards said he had but there was nothing in it. On searching it, however a lot of
skeleton keys were found as well as other articles, making up along with those previously
found, the complete stock in trade of a finished ‘cracksman’. The superintendent at once
took the man into custody and he gave the name of Alfred Garnet, and said he was a
journeyman harness maker, travelling in search of work, he had travelled that day from
Alton and he had previously been in Portsmouth, Gosport and Southampton. On Saturday
he was brought before the Police Office charged with being in possession of skeleton keys
and housebreaking implements without reasonable excuse and a long list of articles found
on him was produced. He was then remanded until the following Monday. The magistrates

284 1851 21 October: Daily News
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expressing the opinion that very great credit was due to Superintendent Radley for his
conduct on this occasion.

1852 August 4 Lingfield: Guildford Assizes: A prisoner named Moses Betts was tried
on a charge of burglary at Lingfield. Richard Langridge?® of the Surrey Constabulary was
examined as a witness for the prosecution. In the course of his evidence, he prevaricated
and fenced with the questions that were put to him in such a manner that the learned judge
ordered him to stand committed for ten days for contempt of court. Betts was acquitted.
286 287

Cross border crime, for many years the most significant issue when attempting to detect
crime, was an issue from the formation of the Surrey Constabulary.

1855 April Chief Constable’s report to the Rural Police Committee: That depredations
frequently occurring on the borders of those counties which have not accepted the Rural
Police are very difficult of detection for example, in the year 1854 there were two
burglaries, four sheep stolen, two horses and several cases of fowl stealing known to have
been committed by thieves residing in Berkshire whom it is impossible to bring to justice
from the petty jealousy and unwillingness on the part of the parish constables to give any

information, so they do form the facilities afforded for the disposal of stolen property.”?8

1855 August 9: Bucks County Police Court: Burglaries at Iver and other places:
Charges of burglary were heard by the court against Thomas King. PC C Dickman 103
one of the horse patrol?® apprehended the prisoner near the George Inn, Colnbrook.
Committed for trial at the spring assizes. Mr Biddlecombe the Superintendent of the
Surrey Constabulary at Chertsey said he could adduce some evidence to connect the
prisoner with eight different burglaries. They said they could not hear him as the offences
were outside the county. Biddlecombe persisted and said that property found on the
defendant came from a burglary at the Wheatsheaf Inn, Esher. Biddlecombe could prove
that the footmarks in the garden correspond to with the prisoner’s shoes. 2%

1855 December 4: Burglary Wednesday 5 December 1855: Assizes: Home Circuit:
Hertford: Sarah Baker alias White 47, Ann Williams alias White 26, her daughter, John
Williams alias Goodenough 23, described as a hawker and Thomas King 25, labourer,
were charged with burglary in the dwelling house of Edward Webb and stealing money
and other property. The two women were also charged with receiving.

2851851 June: GO 50: In the first five months eight men were dismissed and others including Richard
Langridge disciplined. He allowed a prisoner to go into a public house whilst he waited outside.

286 1852 August 7 Saturday: Reading Mercury, Oxford Gazette, Newbury Herald and Berks County Paper
287 Richard Langridge a former paid constable of Nutfield, number 88 in the register 22 February 1851,
aged 26, 5 feet 7 % inches tall. Dismissed 3 August 1852 for general incompetence and contempt of court.
Defaulter’s register.

288 Durrant P 13

289 Bow Street officer

290 1855 August 9: Windsor and Eton Express, Berk, Bucks and Middlesex Journal and West Surrey
Gazette
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The prisoners were believed to be a part of a gang of London thieves who are in the habit
of travelling about the country committing offences of this description. Another woman
Catherine Hawkins was included in the indictment, but she was admitted as a witness for
the Crown. The prisoner King pleaded guilty. The gang left Blackfriars for Hertford where
they committed the burglary. Eventually they were arrested, two by superintendents of the
Bucks police, Thomas and Adams when stolen property was found in their possession.
Also, there was a chisel, which fitted the marks from the burglary.

At the Assizes the prisoners were found guilty, Goodenough for 15 years transportation
and the others to six years penal servitude.

Goodenough was taken into custody for another burglary in Surrey and committed for
trial. He told the court that he was innocent and that Biddlecombe the inspector of the
Surrey police had got up the case, because he told him that he should like to have his neck
stretched for him. As he left the dock, he shook his fist at the officer and in the most
threatening tone he said, “I only wish I may live to come back for your sake,”?29 292

1857 January 3: Robbery at the bank; Godalming: Information has been received by
the Metropolitan Police of a daring and extensive robbery committed at the banking house
of Messrs Mellish and Kuns in the town of Godalming between midnight and daybreak.
The watchdogs gave no alarm and those placed to take care of the bank were not disturbed,
though considerable force must have been used to break open the iron safes containing
the cash and securities. The burglars possessed themselves of £290 in silver a small sum
in bank of England notes and some valuable securities. Fortunately, the iron safe
containing gold and Bank of England notes to a very large amount upward of £15,000,
resisted their efforts, and it is supposed that from being disturbed, they desisted, carrying
off merely the silver money and the notes.?%3

1857 February 21: Surrey Adjourned Sessions: John Mayne (before convicted of a
felony) aged 20, labourer for breaking and entering the dwelling house of George Haynes
at Godstone and stealing a silk handkerchief and frock — one year’s penal servitude.?%
1857 February 19: Sessions burglary; Thursday: John Mayne, 20, an old offender and
convicted thief was indicted and pleaded guilty to breaking into the dwelling house of
George Haynes at Godstone and stealing property. Four years penal servitude?%

1857 February 21 Burglary Farnham: Burglary at Wrecclesham, Wednesday, between
one and four o’clock in the morning. Mrs Parratt was disturbed in the night by her child
and thought she heard a shutter banging. She concluded the servant had not secured it
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properly and called to her (she slept with the children) to go downstairs, which she did
and found the pantry door open. She saw a man in the taproom, which greatly alarmed
her, but without appearing so, she returned to the upper house and communicated her fears
that the house had been robbed to her master. Mr Parratt immediately went downstairs
and found their house had been entered. Panes of glass removed, and an arm inserted, and
the window opened. An attempt had also been made to bore a hole in the door to open it.
Eight pounds of beef and some linen had been stolen. The superintendent of police had
been communicated with the same morning but as yet no clue had been traced to the

depredators who we should say were men well acquainted with the interior of the house.
296

1857 August 8: Summer Assizes: Charge of Housebreaking at Dorking: James Bristow,
30, bricklayer was charged with burglary in the house of Thomas Ede at Dorking and
stealing a quantity of tobacco and about 10s in money. About 5am on 27 July, Thomas
Ede a baker found his shop, which is attached to his house, broken into. Superintendent
John Page, Surrey Constabulary took the prisoner into custody and found some tobacco
on him and was told that he had hidden some coppers in the churchyard so his mother
would not find them. PC John Sleigh, Surrey Constabulary saw the defendant close to the
shop and knowing him a bad character watched him. His Lordship: “You have no right to
say that; if you ever repeat such a piece of impertinence, insolence and injustice, you will
be punished, and very severely to.” In summing up his Lordship entreated the jury to
dismiss from their minds the remarks of the policeman and passed some strong censures
to his conduct. He went through the evidence at some length and the jury acquitted the
prisoner.?%’

1858 April 3: Surrey Lent Assizes: Burglary Chertsey at the house of Alice Hatchet
by Thomas Boylett. Overnight the house was entered, and clothing stolen; the prisoner
was seen nearby. PC73 Beagley, Surrey Constabulary apprehended the prisoner about 7
in the evening 5 February and the prisoner said if he had done it, he must have been very
drunk. His boot marks matched marks at the scene and the coat he had on came from the
burglary. Found guilty then pleaded guilty to a second similar offence in Chertsey and
was sentenced to 15 months hard labour for the two offences. 2%

1858 November 17 Frensham Burglary: Pilgrim Marshall 16 was indicted for breaking
and entering the dwelling house of John Marshall of Frensham near Farnham with intent
to seal therein. No 77 of the Surrey Constabulary said that on the evening of the 8™ instant
he was employed to watch the prosecutor’s house, and about eleven o’clock he heard
someone unlock the door and proceed to enter the cellar. Witness went from his hiding
place and met the prisoner coming from the cellar when he apprehended him for stealing
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the key and entering the house. The prisoner said he found the key in a ditch close by. Mrs
Marshall said that the key was left inside the door when she went to bed and the prisoner
must have climbed through a window to get at it. She missed from the cellar a quantity of
bread, butter and cheese. Verdict Guilty, sentenced to four month’s hard labour. 2%°

1860 November 24: Daring Burglary at Byfleet: On Thursday evening after 7, Byfleet
Park House the residence of JT Francis sg., was entered and plate of considerable value
stolen.3%

1861 February 2: Kingston County Bench: Burglary at Leatherhead: William
Beauchamp alias Walter Willoughby and John Smith were brought up on remand charged
with stealing a copper boiler, a jar of jam, a goose, a duck, two cloths and a wet chemise.
John Constable kept the Royal Oak at Leatherhead. On the night 24 January his house
was broken into and the property stolen. Superintendent Page, Surrey Constabulary
examined the premises and found footprints, which he covered up and on comparing the
boots of the prisoners they corresponded. A second charge was also burglary at the
dwelling house of Edward Worsfold in Leatherhead from where a jacket and six silver
teaspoons were stolen. A third charge when the defendants with two young girls
committed burglary in the dwelling house of Charles Charles at Leatherhead from where
food was stolen. They were committed for trial.

A further charge against Willoughby alone for robbing his father was raised but this was
not pursued. For some time, the Surrey Constabulary have been endeavouring to trace the
prisoners but although they had used all vigilance, they were unsuccessful and it is
probable the prisoners might have eluded justice some time if not altogether had they not
been so adroitly captured by PC Harrison. The officer is deserving of much commendation
for his shrewdness and tact. 0

1861 June 18: Tuesday: Kingswood murder: Kingswood murder June 1861: On the
night of Monday 10™ June a murder was committed at the Parsonage House, Kingswood
near Reigate the residence of the Rev. Samuel Barnard Taylor Incumbent of Kingswood
Church. The victim was the wife of Halliday the parish clerk has for a long time taken
care of the house in the absence of Mr Taylor. She was last seen alive at about six o’clock
by her husband who went on Tuesday morning to the Parsonage having as usual slept at
his own cottage in the churchyard about 300 yards distant, and finding the front door open
he went up to his wife’s room. There he saw her lying on the floor with her hands and feet
tied, a handkerchief tied tightly around her head and mouth, and a sock or part of a
stocking crammed into her mouth. She was quite dead, but no sign of external violence
was discovered.
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On examining the house, it was found the burglars had attempted an entrance at the
kitchen window. They had first cut out a pane of glass, but the shutters were securely
barred. They afterwards went to the rear of the house and by the aid of the trunk of an old
tree got up upon the roof of a low building, broke a square of glass, and opened the
window of Mrs Halliday’s room who it is conjectured must have immediately heard them
and attempted to give an alarm. The burglars had turned over everything in the room but
had not broken into any other part of the house.3?

1861 June 28: Friday: Kingswood murder: Mansion House yesterday the young
German who gives the name Frederick Auguste Salzmann but who is strongly suspected
by the City police of being Johann Carl Franz one of the two men supposed to have
murdered Mrs Holliday at Kingswood on the night of Monday fortnight. The local MP
Alcock who had offered £100 reward sat on the bench although he was a county magistrate
he was not acting as such. PC Underwood had arrested the prisoner in Old Broad Street
for burglary. He had with him several begging letters. PC Underwood was struck with the
similarity of his prisoner and the man Franz as described in the Police Gazette and further
enquiries were made. He is a little slender man about 24, poorly dressed, with a poverty-
stricken look, light hair and complexion and having the appearance of an artisan. Two
detective sergeants found he had come to the London two days after the murder on the
12™ accompanied by another man whose appearance corresponded with Adolph Krohn
also wanted for the murder. Krohn has disappeared.

Superintendent Coward of Reigate informed the court that he had a warrant for the arrest
of Johanna Carl Franz and Adolph Krohn and he asked the court to hand over the prisoner
into his custody. The court refused saying someone from Reigate would need to come and
identify him, no risk could be taken that he might escape. The prisoners were remanded.3%

1861 June 29: Saturday: Superintendent Coward again appeared again before the court
accompanied by William Bishford a gardener from Chipstead close to Kingswood. The
witness swore he recognised the prisoner as having been in the Cricketers at Reigate with
another man. He was in their company for more than an hour and he was sure this was
one of the men. The witness said he had identified the prisoner at Newgate where he was
placed amongst 12-14 men and he had identified him immediately. The murder was
committed a few hours after the men had been drinking in the Cricketers. The prisoner
responded by saying Reigate was unknown to him. A further witness who sold the
prisoner a ball of string identified him, as did another lady who served him in Reigate.
Superintendent Coward again asked the court to hand the prisoner to him, which was
agreed, and he was taken to Reigate.
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--- very great credit is due to the City Police constable Underwood who is only a young
officer, for his shrewdness in at once detecting the resemblance of the prisoner to the
description of one of the murderers.

Reigate Town Hall Monday afternoon in a crowded to excess court room: Inspector
Whicher of the London detective police informed the Bench that he and Sergeant
Robinson were in attendance at the request of the commissioners of police to assist in the
enquiry and he said that Sir Richard Mayne had photographic copies made of the various
entries in the book found at the scene of the murder and facsimiles of other documents
prepared for forwarding to Dresden and other places to help identify the owner of the
book. Whicher also told the court that the prisoner had arrived at his lodgings in London
the night after he murder and the following day, he gave a shirt to the proprietor which,
in every particular the description of that worn by the foreigners seen in Reigate. The
bundle was tied with cord similar to that sold by the shopkeeper in Reigate

Mr William Bashford the parish constable and grocer of Chipstead repeated his
identification evidence given in the City. Superintendent Coward gave evidence
producing the book found at the scene of the murder at which point it was noticed that the
prisoner went exceedingly pale. The prisoner again declined to ask any questions. The
prisoner was remanded for further enquiries to be made.3

1861 September 21: Egham — conviction of a notorious burglar: At the Surrey Session
on Tuesday last Edward Thompson alias Edmund Winkworth a notorious housebreaker
was tried at the above sessions for breaking into a house at Egham and sentenced to ten
years penal servitude. Previously convicted of for stealing fat from Mr Gurney at Egham
when he was sentenced to 12 months hard labour. A further sentence of four years for
burglary at Peckham and has undergone several terms of imprisonment since. He has
committed robberies by housebreaking in broad daylight at Denham, Burnham, Langley
Marsh and various robberies in the counties of Berks, Hants, Herts, Middlesex and Surrey.
Winkworth broke into a house at Knoll Hill, Egham but he was disturbed by the
householder he got under the bed to hide himself but was soon dragged out by a group of
“navvies” who had come to assist their “mate” the householder.

The prisoner was given in charge to a PC of the Surrey Constabulary. Since Winkworth’s
committal Mr Superintendent Murtell of the Surrey Constabulary, Mr Superintendent
Berry, and PC McClonkie Bucks Constabulary, proceeded to London and found the
prisoner’s residence where they found evidence that his wife was busy pawning and
disposing as fast as Winkworth could forward the stolen property to her. Great credit is
due to the officers for their exertions in tracing much of the property from the numerous
robberies. 3%
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1864 April 16: Murderous attack by a burglar upon constables: Police Court —
believed Bristol but involved is Biddlecombe no longer a member of the Surrey
Constabulary: John Smith alias Goodenough a middle aged, swarthy complexioned man
of medium stature, but possessing a most villainous cast of countenance was charged with
resisting his lawful apprehension under a warrant charging him with having committed a
burglary at Alverstoke in the county of Southampton and stolen property of Samuel
Wheeler and also with violently assaulting PCs 51, 199 and 200 with intent to do them
grievous bodily harm. (A six-shot revolver was involved) The Superintendent from
Southampton had arrived in Bristol with a warrant for the arrest of the prisoner who he
had been seeking for several months for five very clear cases of burglary. He now sought
to take him to Southampton.

The bench wanted to keep the prisoner because of the serious assault charges and the
Superintendent asked that he take his companion Stewart to Gosport and if he was
discharged he would be brought back to Bristol. Mr Hollington Superintendent of
Chertsey (Surrey Constabulary) said he would take the responsibility upon himself. (It is
not clear why Hollington was involved).

Mentioned also in the report, which gives graphic information on the assault of the three
officers, is Biddlecombe, late chief superintendent Surrey Constabulary. He said 8 years
(1858) ago he had 25 cases of burglary against the prisoner. He was tried at Hertford and
sentenced to 10 years transportation. He had been out 8 or 9 months and believed he had
committed about 25 burglaries in his neighbourhood. He had broken out of more gaols
than any other man in England. The prisoner was handed over to the police authorities to
be conveyed to Gosport. Other men were then charged with trying to rescue the prisoner
from PC199.3%

One can only assume that the man was also wanted for the burglaries in Surrey and this
was “a joint operation” with Southampton. Long retired Biddlecombe was probably there
to identify the prisoner and prove he had convictions, as there was no other method.

1864 July 16: Biddlecombe: Capture of a notorious burglar at Chertsey 1864 16 July:
The Surrey Advertiser reports that readers will remember the capture by the late
superintendent of police Mr Biddlecombe of a clever burglar living quietly in Bristol
under the name Captain Smith who made a desperate escape at Chertsey shortly before
his capture. At Winchester Crown Court John Goodenough alias Smith alias Williams
was charged with five burglaries in Hampshire and being at large before his fifteen years
sentence to transportation had expired. The Judge said he would deal with the matter
himself at the Central Criminal Court 307 308
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1865 June 24: Weybridge Robberies: Mr Booth of Weybridge Common whose house
was plundered last Sunday week has not yet succeeded through the instrumentality of the
police in recovering any portion of his stolen property or obtaining the slightest
information to enable him to bring the depredators to punishment. There has evidently
been some well-organised scheme for a considerable period emanating from London
burglars to levy blackmail upon the inhabitants of this district and which has been carried
on in a most cool and impudent manner with seeming indifference to the possibility of
interference or detection from police officials.

It is very clear that the Sabbath day has been selected as the most convenient and fitting
time for the cracksmen of the great metropolis to take a little excursion and for taking
advantage of those who with perfect reliance upon the Surrey Constabulary leave their
homes to attend their several places of worship. The systematic manner in which robberies
have been effected at the houses of Mrs Currie, Miss Russell, Mr Bolton, Mrs Harrison,
Mr Booth and others, lead to the conviction that they are artfully planned by a gang who
are bent upon pillaging the whole village if the can, with impunity. The police authorities
should take prompt measures. A meeting of the inhabitants at the Weybridge schoolroom
to express their opinion and propose some arrangements that will stop these depredations
would not be undesirable. 3°

1865 August 5: Burglary Frimley: Some time during Saturday night the 29" ult., or
early on Sunday morning the residence of Mr WA Maybury, surgeon was entered by
thieves through the drawing room window, which had foolishly been left open because of
the heat. Property was stolen from the bedrooms but none of the family was disturbed.
The police were later informed.31°

1866 February 10: Frimley Burglary: The house of Captain Knight was recently broken
into by some thieves. Their operations were confined to the lower portions of the house
for they were unable to get upstairs. The fellows materially diminished the gallant
captain’s provision store.3!

On the same night of the burglary at Captain Knight’s house some ruffian went on the
railway and tore up four of the telegraph posts two of which were placed upon each line
of the rails. Soon afterwards a goods train came up on one line, and fortunately carried
the obstacles with it for some distance.3!?

1866 August 11: Frimley: Clever and fortunate capture of a supposed housebreaker:
In our last week’s paper we noticed the fact that this village was infested with
housebreakers. We are now glad to be in a position to state through the active agency of
the Surrey Constabulary, that a person has been arrested on suspicion, he being seen the
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same day of the robbery by an inhabitant of Frimley going in the direction of Guildford,
on the main road, with a bundle under his arm, and having dropped a glove which was
identified as part of the stolen property.

A person well known as a ticket-of-leave man Jack Matthews was seen last Friday in the
vicinity of Chobham and an exciting chase took place. After a splendid run of two miles
leaping over fences and a five-barred gate like a deer, he at length entered a cornfield,
which was being reaped. The reapers left their employment and surrounded the supposed
burglar and the policeman was enabled to secure him and hand him over to justice to
receive the rewards for his misdeeds. He had it is said, just 11 days to finish his ticket-of-
leave, which accounted partly for his endeavouring to escape.3®

1866 December 15: Mysterious burglary Chilworth: A very daring burglary was
enacted at the residence of Mr H Allnutt, paper manufacturer, Chilworth towards the close
of last week. It was discovered at about 9 o’clock on Wednesday evening that a window
had been tampered with so as to leave an entrance into the scullery. The window, however,
was secured and the door to the scullery fastened. During the nigh the son of the house
heard a noise at about 2am, rushed downs stairs and was struck by someone in the
darkness. No trace was later found of the burglar, but cash and jewellery were stolen.
Information was passed to Deputy Chief Constable Mr Parr of the Surrey Constabulary at
Guildford in whose hands the case rests.3'4

1866 December 29: Apprehension of a burglar and release and escape of the
prisoner: Godalming. Borough head constable Mr Burt received information that a man
named Roberts wanted for burglary at Nottingham was in his neighbourhood and a heavy
reward was offered for his capture. Shortly afterwards Mr Burt saw a man in the street
answering the description and arrested him. But as he did this two men Booth and
Thompson came up and proceeded to hustle the superintendent with the object of rescuing
the prisoner. The superintendent pushed the prisoner into Mr Akers’ shop followed by the
men and a severe struggle ensued and although several of the neighbours came to assist,
Roberts managed to escape through the back of the shop across a field before anyone
could pursue him. Thompson also escaped but Booth was captured and conveyed to the
police station before being taken before the magistrates charged with rescuing the prisoner
and he was committed for trial. On the same night PC Franks assisted by Mr Garton
succeeded in taking the other man Thompson as he was sleeping in a house at Meadrow.
He too was committed for trial. Roberts remains at large.3%°

1868: Burglary at Leatherhead: The Metropolitan Police Detective Department were
investigating a series of burglaries at substantial house on the outskirts of London. On

313 1866 August 11 Sheldrake’s Aldershot and Sandhurst Military Gazette
314 1866 December 15 Surrey Advertiser
315 1866 December 29 Surrey Advertiser

214



such burglary was at the home of a banker in Leatherhead. Information from informants
and good police work led to the arrest and imprisonment of the team.316

1869 April 1: A burglary at the old church in Reigate was reported to the Watch
Committee as was a second in St Matthews Church; from both the contents of the offertory
box were taken. 37

1870 April 19: Chertsey Burglary: Home of the Hon Mrs Norton’s. At the sitting of
the magistrates at Chertsey on Saturday Nathaniel William Holloway was charged with
being concerned in this burglary, which was committed on the 8 March. Superintendent
Barker of the Surrey Constabulary deposed that he succeeded in apprehending the
prisoner. He had evidence to prove that the accused had quite recently sold some plate,
which he believed to be a part of the stolen property, and, if the prisoner were remanded,
he should be able to produce it. The prisoner was accordingly remanded. 38

1870 April 23: Chertsey Special Sessions: The great robbery at Anningsley Park:
Nathaniel Holloway, David Rowe and Thomas Cooper were charged with burglary at the
dwelling house of Hon. Mrs J Norton at Anningsley Park, Chertsey, and stealing mostly
silver plate valued at £500 on the 81" March. The house was securely fastened on the night
of the 8™ but at 6am the following morning all the doors were broken open. The safe had
been opened and taken away and found abandoned in the garden.

Superintendent CW Barker stationed at Guildford arrested the prisoner Holloway on the
12 April at Egham when he denied all knowledge of the offence and the silver. The
superintendent saw Rowe at Staines on the 13 April when from his mother’s house he
produced two silver forks that were then produced to the court. On being arrested he said
he would state all before the magistrates. He then made a statement, which was written
down and afterwards signed by Rowe. The officer made a note of the statements in his
book a copy of which he then produced. After interviewing Rowe, the officer saw Cooper
at Egham police station and the other two prisoners were present. He produced Rowe’s
statement and read it to them, and Cooper responded by saying he knew nothing of it.

Inspector Gray apprehended Thomas Cooper on the 14 April on the burglary charge. It
was the opinion of the bench that the case was not proved against Cooper and he was
discharged, Holloway and Rowe were committed for trial at the next Assizes and bail was
refused. (This is a brief summary of a very lengthy report)3®

1870 April 30: The Hon. Mrs Norton presents her compliments to the editor and in answer
to numerous letters wishes to state that no burglary has been committed at her house,
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that mischance having occurred to the Hon. Mrs James Norton, widow of a clergyman the
Rev. James Norton a junior branch of the family. With respect to any advantage to be
gained from by a nocturnal visit to the house of the Hon. Mrs Norton, who is anxious, not
only for the reassurance of friends, but for the information of those gentlemen who get
their living by these irregular adventures, to declare that the most moderate minded
burglar will be disappointed in the result, unless he were able to avail himself of
manuscript papers in verse and prose, and deal for them with some liberal publisher, there
being nothing else in her house worth taking.3%°

1870 August: Burglary Chertsey: Guildford Summer Assizes yesterday Nathanial
Holloway and David Roe for breaking into the house of the Honourable Mrs Norton at
Annerley Park, Chertsey and stealing £500 worth of plate. The prisoners arrested when
they offered the plate for sale. Guilty, Holloway with a previous conviction seven year’s
penal servitude, and Roe, nine months hard labour3?*

1870 April 30: Normandy races: Surrey Advertiser: There was the absence of any
police at the Normandy course when gentlemen arrived for the races. They were quietly
pinioned in open light in the sight of hundreds they were relieved of valuable field glasses
or within a stone’s throw of a railway station, held whilst watches and money were stolen,
the bandits with cool assurance saying that these were somewhat of the kind of thing
required. We know that many persons on Monday asked, “Where were the police?”

We believe they were quietly at their various stations waiting with exemplary patience for
the first alarm of burglary in their respective districts. It would have been dangerous to
the safety of the county to have removed them for a day or two, to prevent the plunder,
gambling and rowdyism, which went on in Normandy. We understand that it was only on
Saturday it was decided by the responsible authority that it was not expedient to remove
the police from their districts as a sufficient and numerically efficient force could not be
spared to the racecourse without prejudice to the regular interests of the county.

This is a very proper view on which to act, but what we think might have entered into the
consideration of the matter was, that burglaries in the outlying districts were
problematical; robberies, gambling and illegal practices of every sort, were certain to
come off at the races if the police were absent. After all, what are the regular interests of
the county? Surely it must be one, that no part of it should be given up for even one day
and night to scenes of ruffianism, robbery and gambling that would disgrace the lower
parts of Wapping; or that gentlemen who have for years paid their quota to the police rate
and county taxes should in pursuit of lawful pleasure and sport be made the victims of
audacious rogues to whom for the time being all law was dead! But there is another
consideration in this rather important matter.
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We are amongst those who have always given the Surrey Constabulary credit for the good
points which we believe it possesses but we would like to know how are the police force
of this or any other county to become experienced in catching thieves or detecting crime,
if they never get an opportunity of studying the class in society against which they are
pitted. What makes the police of London and other large cities so efficient?

The constant practice they have in dealing with the criminal class and when an opportunity
offers of bringing the police of this county face to face with the enemies of society, it
ought not, in our opinion, to be lost. If the county police are numerically not sufficient to
provide for exceptional demands, such as this, cannot some provision be made for an
increase, which would enable the Chief Constable to have a force capable of at once
attending to their regular duties and of protecting the public on extraordinary occasions?
We know that at present at any little flower show in any part of the county, where not
even a tipsy villager can be anticipated, there is always, as of course there ought to be, an
efficient body of police; surely the same degree of oversight should exist in the interest of
the public who attend race meetings?

There are many persons who disapprove of racing from principle; their views are entitled
to the highest respect, but while we do not intend to discuss the matter on this ground, we
would point out that racing is a perfectly lawful sport that is patronised by the highest
personages in the land, and so long as it occupies this position, those who take part in it
ought to have their protection which the law guarantees to all persons in this country who
may engage in lawful pursuits.3??

1870 June 29: A burglary Reigate: in a house where entry was gained through the
billiard room and cigars and billiard balls stolen. Not detected. 322

1870 September 13: The Head Constable of Reigate Borough Police reported to the
Watch Committee a burglary on Reigate Hill where entry to a house was made through
the drawing room window after cutting a hole through the shutters. The burglars also
broke through the dining room door accessing downstairs but were disturbed after being
heard by the householder and made their escape with a table cover.

PCs Deacon and Roser of the County Constabulary stopped a man at the corner of Wray
Lane with the stolen table cover. On Deacon taking his prisoner down Reigate Hill
towards the police station another man who was supposed to be a confederate of the man
he had in custody met him. Near the Yew Tree Public House, the constable was knocked
down and both men made their escape. The criminals have not been found3%*

3221870 April 23: Surrey Advertiser and County Times
323 Report Borough of Reigate Watch Committee by George Rogers SCC CC98/22/11
324 Report Borough of Reigate Watch Committee by George Rogers SCC CC98/22/11

217



General Orders 1870: The chief constable of Surrey issued an order in 1870 that all
superintendents were responsible for giving personal attention to the investigation of all
crimes, which gives some idea of their rarity: “They were to proceed immediately to the
places themselves and were not to be satisfied in deputising an Inspector or any other
subordinate officer to make those enquiries which it was the imperative duty of the
superintendent to do himself” In the more rural areas, the constables and sergeants played
a more prominent role in the early stages, handing over the investigation to the divisional
superintendent or even the Chief Constable when he finally arrived in his horse drawn
carriage. There was no scientific evidence, few rules or guidance as to what should or
should not be done, just a reliance upon the experience and practical common sense of the
police officer.

1877 June 1: Friday: Burglary at Guildford: A burglary was committed on Wednesday
at Stoke Park mansion, Guildford the seat of Sir Charles Hulse. The thieves cleared the
plate chest of its contents and took from a bureau a large sum of money in notes and
gold.3?

1877 June 5 Burglaries in Surrey: At a meeting of Surrey Magistrates held on Tuesday
at the Sessions-house, Newington-causeway, reference was made to burglaries committed
in the lower part of the county beyond Guildford. Captain Hastings the Chief Constable
of Surrey in his report for the last quarter showed that 33 crimes were committed, and 32
persons apprehended. Of the persons apprehended 27 were committed for trial and five
discharged. The number of persons charged with offences punishable summarily by
Justices was 443 of whom 369 were summarily convicted and 74 discharged. Mr Godwin
Austin suggested in consequences of the recent burglaries that the force of police should
be increased. In answer to the Court the chief constable thought that a dozen additional
constables would render the force more efficient. Mr Hardman was of opinion that the
matter should be referred to the Committee to consider what means should be adopted to
render the force efficient for the protection of the public. The latter suggestion was
adopted. 326

1877 June 30: Burglary Sutton Place: Attempted jewel Robbery Sutton Place,
Guildford: At an early hour on Saturday morning a daring attempt was made to effect an
extensive robbery of plate and jewellery at the historic mansion of Sutton Place near
Guildford, the seat of Captain Harrison. It appears that shortly before two o’clock PC
Woodgate of the Surrey Constabulary was passing through the grounds of the mansion
when 20 yards away, his attention was attracted by the flickering of a bulls-eye lantern in
one of the lower rooms. The constable crept noiselessly to the back of the house when he
found that an entrance had been obtained by the removal of a pane of glass and the
subsequent boring of the shutters.

3251877 1 June: Northern Echo
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The constable entered by the window and with the aid of his lantern made his way to the
hall. Here he found two men whose faces were hidden by crape masks. He endeavoured
to seize one of the men, but the presentation and the unpleasant click of a revolver caused
him to draw back. The two burglars then made off through the open window and into the
darkness. The constable sprang his rattle and succeeded in arousing the butler and the
occupier of the house. A search was then made and when it was found that the plate chest
had been entirely cleared out and the contents packed for removal. A jewel case, the
contents of which are of great value, had been removed from an upper room. It was found
intact lying beside the plate package. The unexpected entrance of the constable prevented
what would have been a robbery of articles of the value of thousands of pounds.

Although the burglars were not seen the police have obtained a clue, two suspicious
looking men having been seen near Woking station and they are believed to be hiding
somewhere in the neighbourhood. An active search is being made under Deputy Chief
Constable Barker. At an earlier period between Friday night and Saturday morning an
attempt was made to break into a house at Send not far distant from Sutton, but here the
burglar’s designs were frustrated by the movement of an inmate and they decamped,
leaving a jemmy behind.3?7 328

1878 Saturday March 9: Burglary Betchworth: A remarkable robber of jewels of great
value was effected on Wednesday night from the house of Sir Benjamin Brodie in Surrey.
The modus operandi of the thieves has not been described, but we may suppose that they
went to work in the usual simple way. Jewel robbery in Surrey is not a complicated art.
The thief has only to place a ladder against the wall when the family is at dinner or at
evening prayers, walk in, pocket the object of his search, and walk composedly out again.
So far there is nothing singular, we may presume, about the robbery of jewels from
Brownhall. Nor is there anything extraordinary in the fact that the robbery was
“immediately discovered.” It generally is immediately discovered. And yet this robbery
is a very remarkable one. For not only did the inmates of the house immediately become
aware of the loss, but the alarm being given to the police, the robber was apprehended
with the whole of the stolen property in his possession. The intelligent officers went to
the nearest railways station and caught the bold burglar quietly taking his ticket for the
metropolis. He was no doubt greatly surprised to find the order and regularity of his
proceedings interrupted in this way, but it will be a lesson to him and his comrades in
future not to presume too much upon the forbearance of an intelligent constabulary3?°

Further details of the Burglary at Betchworth: A jewel robbery of great value was
effected at Broome Hall, Betchworth the seat of Sir Benjamin Brodie. The robbery was
almost immediately discovered and information was given to all stations of the Surrey
Constabulary in the district. Constables were at once despatched to watch the railway

3271877 June 30: Cambridge Independent Press
328 1877 June 26: The Sussex Express, Surrey Standard Weald of Kent Mail, Hants and County Advertiser
329 The Examiner (London, England), Saturday, March 9, 1878
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stations with the result that at the Leatherhead station a man who gave the name Wilson
was apprehended. On his being searched the whole of the stolen jewellery was found upon
him.

There have been numerous jewel robberies in the district but hitherto the thieves have
escaped detection. At the Surrey Sessions Thomas Morten 40, who said he was a
bricklayer, was indicted for breaking and entering the dwelling house of Charles Dobson,
Broom Park near Dorking and stealing a dressing case, a jewel case, a workbox and a
large quantity of jewellery. He was also indicted for maliciously wounding Caleb Tugwell
one of the Surrey Constabulary when he apprehended him. The prisoner pleaded guilty to
both charges.

The robbery occurred by means of a ladder while Mr Dobson was at dinner with his
family. A dressing case and two boxes with a quantity of jewellery were missed and Mr
Dobson sent messages to Reigate and Dorking to give information. PC Tugwell went to
the South Western line and heard a man had taken two tickets for Waterloo. He saw two
men getting into a third-class carriage and on making towards them they escaped. He
called out “Stop thief” and ran round in front of the engine and saw a person running
towards the steps. When PC Tugwell got to the waiting room someone called out that a
man was under a bench and he found the prisoner lying flat on the floor. Tugwell pulled
him out and told him he would be charged with committing a robbery at Mr Dobson’s
house. The prisoner shifted about and as Tugwell went to grasp hold of him he received
a violent blow to the side of the head. A desperate struggle ensued, and the officer was
severely wounded with a loaded cane or life preserver, which was produced, and he bled
very freely. Assistance was rendered and the prisoner handcuffed.

When searched it was found that the prisoner had on him six gold rings, a pair of gold
spectacles and other articles identified by Mr Dobson. The prisoner also had a jemmy on
him, a putty knife, a wax taper and a gimlet. Gray, an inspector of the constabulary force
on the following morning found some little children playing with a dressing case and two
boxes which they had found in a meadow between Dorking and Mickleham.

Before passing sentence, Mr Hardman called up PC Tugwell and after a warm eulogism
for his gallant conduct he would receive £5 the highest reward the court could make. The
learned chairman likewise commended the railway porter Wright for his assistance and
allowed him £3. Mr Dobson had in addition presented Tugwell with £5 and Wright £2 for
their praiseworthy conduct. The sentence was fourteen years penal servitude the longest
period the court could give.33°

1878 Burglary Walton Heath: Great jewel robbery: Jewells to the value of £4000 were
stolen on Sunday night from the residence of Mr Valentine Cunningham of Walton Heath.

330 The Bristol Mercury and Daily Post Friday March 22 1878

220



The robbery occurred whilst the family was at dinner, the articles taken from Mrs
Cunningham’s dressing room. No clues to the culprit have been found. 33!

1878 October 9: Burglary by a soldier: At the county police court on Saturday a private
of the 2"4 Regiment of Foot stationed at the barracks, named James Bird, was charged
with burglary at the house of Miss Charlotte Blagrove in the Shalford Road during the
night of the 30" ult., and stolen a shawl, silk handkerchief, and other articles of clothing.
From the evidence given in the case it was proved that the prisoner, who had been cleverly
captured with the articles in his possession early the following morning, had entered the
house by breaking open one of the spare bedroom windows and ransacked the drawers in
the room. He was committed for trial at the ensuing Assizes.33?

1881 January 28: Surrey Sessions before Mr Hardman: James Davis 54, Phillip Tiller
(Stiller also spelt) 42, Ann Newbury 62 and Emma Moore 33 indicted for stealing a
writing desk, a quantity of silver, wearing apparel and other articles, together with the sum
of £30 the property of John Stroud Maber in his dwelling house and in a further count,
indicted for receiving the said property well knowing it to have been stolen.

Evidence was given by a number of witnesses including John Bentley of the Surrey
Constabulary who stated that on the morning of the 24 December the two men came upon
the platform of the Woking Railway Station and booked for London by the 3am train.
Tiller was carrying a large black bag and the constable having some suspicions about them
asked several questions. He was told they lived at a village in the neighbourhood and were
going up to town to visit some friends. He asked what they had in the bag and the prisoner
opened it and showed the constable some bath chaps, which they said they were taking
with them as a present. He was satisfied with that and did not make a further search and
allowed the men to depart on the train.

Inspector Matthew Fox of the M Division (Metropolitan Police) said that the four
prisoners had been under his observation for six weeks prior to the robbery. During the
whole of the time both the men and the women were in the habit of frequenting a public
house in Friar Street, Blackfriars Road, but he occasionally missed the men for a day or
two. Late in the afternoon of the 23 December he saw the two male prisoners leave the
public house and go to Waterloo Station where they took tickets for a journey down the
line. He went to the station the next morning but found they had returned on a train
arriving at 4am. On the 24™ of the present month he caused all the prisoners to be arrested
and their dwellings searched, and a large quantity of stolen property was found. Some of
the property was from Woking and other burglaries. When going to the police station
Newbury gave up 40 pawn tickets and when she was examined by the female searcher the
foot of a silver flower stand, which had formed part of the stolen property was found
concealed under her armpit. The jury found all the prisoners guilty of robbery.

331 Birmingham Daily Post (Birmingham, England), Tuesday, March 26, 1878
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Mrs Donaldson of Westminster prison proved several convictions against Moore under
various aliases dating back to 1867. Two previous convictions for burglary with sentences
of 15 months and five years penal servitude were proved against Davis and it was stated
by Inspector Fox that Tiller had refused to give his address or any particulars of his past
life and had not been traced. The inspector knew Davis as a prolific burglar and during
the present winter no less than 30 burglaries had been committed within a radius of 40
miles from London. Since the arrest of the prisoners no further case of burglary had been
reported from the districts they had operated on. On the morning they were taken the two
men had just returned from the preparation of an extensive robbery at Thorne in Kent, the
whole of the property there stolen found at their lodgings.

Newbury was sentenced to 5 years, Moore to 7 years, Tiller to 10 years and Davis as the
worst offender to 14 years penal servitude. The Chairman said that the grand jury had in
the case of Inspector Fox highly commended him for the favourable consideration of the
court for his conduct in bringing these four criminals to justice. The court had much
pleasure in endorsing that recommendation and in endorsing that recommendation and in
ordering him to receive a reward of £5.%3

1881 Sacrilege: The man Turner who was captured after a desperate struggle at
Sevenoaks last week on a charge of breaking into over forty churches in Kent, Sussex and
Surrey was on Tuesday handed over to the Dorking Police for similar offences in that
neighbourhood. On Thursday he escaped from his cell through a small ventilator and went
over a wall without hat, coat or boots. Immediate pursuit was given but the prisoner got
off to the woods and up to the present the police had been unable to capture him. He is a
desperate character and escaped from prison in 1881.

1881 September 30: The Kingston Murder: The funeral of the unfortunate
policeman Fred Atkins who was murdered by a burglar outside The Knoll, Kingston Hill
last week took place yesterday afternoon in the picturesque cemetery adjoining St Mary’s
Church, Walton on Thames. The occasion was taken advantage of to show the great
sympathy felt both by his comrades in the force and the inhabitants of the district where
he was thoroughly known. The blinds in most houses were kept drawn and signs of
mourning were exhibited throughout the village, while form midday business was
practically suspended.

At one o’clock the first portion of the police force made their appearance in the village
and proceeded to the rendezvous appointed about halfway between Walton and the
railway station where they were joined by the remainder of the men who had come from
London and other places by special trains. The entire number of police who arrived by
rail was between 1500 and 1600 drawn from various divisions of the Metropolitan force
all being under the individual command of Superintendent Digby V Division who had

333 1881 January 28 Morning Post
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entire control of the arrangements. These were joined by members of the Surrey
Constabulary and the men from adjoining districts, which must have brought the full
strength up to something approaching two thousand. It was impossible that such a large
number could obtain admission to the church they were formed in double ranks either side
of the road from the deceased’s house to the churchyard.

About half past two an advance party of fifty men attached to the Richmond and Kingston
stations followed by the band of the V Division playing the “Dead March”, started from
the house immediately preceding the coffin, carried on the shoulders of six comrades of
the deceased, with 8 others acting as pall bearers. The father and mother, brothers and
sisters and other relatives followed the body. Amongst the friends in attendance were the
servants of Mr Powys-Keok outside whose house the murder took place. The coffin bore
the name and age of Atkins, was completely covered with flowers, which had been sent
from all quarters.

After the mourners there followed police sergeants of the various divisions, and then the
inspectors who preceded the fire brigades from Kingston, Surbiton, Walton and
Richmond. These in turn were succeeded by the Local Lodges of Odd Fellows and
Foresters in funeral regalia and the rear of the cortege was brought up by some of the
inhabitants. At the arrival at the gate of the churchyard the Rev. T J M’Cowan, the vicar,
met the procession. The first part of the service was read in the church and then the coffin
was carried to the cemetery and laid in the grave. Before the coffin was lowered into the
grave Mrs and Miss Digby laid wreaths on the coffin as did many others. After the service
a number of the police filed past and took a last look at the coffin of their murdered
companion.33*

1882 September 9: Burglary at Reigate: On Wednesday night last, a daring robbery
was perpetrated in Reigate the residence of Mr Smith, Beech Road. Sometime during the
night, the house was entered by a back window on the ground floor the thieves evidently
moving the fastening. The rooms on the ground floor were completely ransacked although
only half a sovereign and some lose silver appears to have been taken. In the course of
their explorations the thieves came across a quantity of silver plate and other valuables,
which they moved to fresh places but it probably not suiting their purpose to be in
possession of goods so readily identified they considerately left them behind. The police
are busy in endeavouring to trace the thieves but so far, their efforts have been
unsuccessful .33

1882 September 9: At Croydon bench a number of Metropolitan Police and Surrey
Constabulary officers were presented with cash awards for their work in the arrest of a
gang of burglars who committed their crimes at Whyteleafe. The money was a
subscription from the residents of Caterham, Coulsdon and Whytleafe. After a trial at the
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Guildford assizes the gang were sentenced to 12 years penal servitude. There was a series
of burglaries and officers of the Surrey Constabulary PC Richardson and Bishop were
party to their detection and arrest.33¢

1883 September 24: Capture of a notorious criminal: The Bootle police have captured
a notorious criminal after a few days ago Surrey police issued a notice with a £10 reward
for the capture of the convict named Evans who held a ticket of leave (on licence from
prison). A description of the wanted man was given and immediately recognised by the
Bootle constabulary as that of a man who had been arrested for trespass and who had a
pending action against the police for false imprisonment. The man had lost a joint of the
little finger on the right hand and other peculiar and unmistakable marks about his body.
The prisoner was arrested with some difficulty and admitted he was Evans and was the
convict referred to. He was wanted on several charges the most serious being that of being
concerned in the burglary and shooting of a constable at Wimbledon. He had already
served 14 years penal servitude for attacking a constable. The prisoner will be handed
over to the Surrey Police. 33’ (It may be this is a Metropolitan Police case with the not
unusual confusion over Surrey and the Metropolitan Police District)

1884 February 5: Burglary Godalming; Surrey Sessions: Walter Kemp 28 was
indicted for breaking and entering the house of William Kemp residing at Godalming and
stealing a suit of clothes valued at £4 the property of his brother. Pleaded guilty; previous
conviction so sentenced to twelve months hard labour.3%8

1884 October 20: Burglary Cobham George Smith age 30 Burglariously breaking and
entering the dwelling-house of George Sheath at Cobham in Surrey and stealing therein
10s 6d his money; second Count, feloniously receiving the same.

George Sheath: I keep the Running Mare at Cobham in Surrey. On Sunday, 31st August,
| closed my house at 10 o'clock. I took all the money out of the drawer where it was kept,
counted it and put back five sixpences and one shilling into the drawer. | also left the
coppers; there were about 7s worth. When | went to bed everything was safe. | came down
next morning about 6 o'clock and found the door open and pane of glass taken out of it—
that is an outer door, with a window in it. The glass had been cut out and laid down. When
the pane of glass was cut out anybody could put their hand in and unlock it and get in that
way. When | went into the room where the drawer is, | found the drawer open, and all the
money, which | had left in it the night before was gone. | had noticed when | put the
money into the drawer the night before that one of the sixpences had a hole in it, and
among the coppers | noticed a bent farthing. | should know them both again. These two
coins (produced) are exactly like what | had. | know the prisoner as a customer; he has
been in my house to my knowledge.
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The Prisoner: That farthing is what you gave me in change, and there are plenty of
sixpences with holes in them. (The sixpence produced with the hole in it was of the reign
of George Il1)

William Thomas Skinner. | am a sergeant of the Surrey Constabulary. On September 1,
in consequence of information, | went to the Cricketer beer-house at Cobham. That was
on the Monday afternoon, about 2 o'clock. | found the prisoner there, already detained by
another constable. | searched him, and found on him a half-crown, four shillings, and six
sixpences in his trouser pocket on the right-hand side, and in his left-hand trouser pocket
5s. 11 3/4d in bronze, among which was this small, crooked farthing. It is bent. I told him
| should charge him with burglary, being concerned in breaking into the Running Mare
public-house. I also found a knife and a bag on him, but I believe they have nothing to do
with this charge. He said that he had not committed any burglary. I took him back to Mr.
Sheath's with the assistance of Police-constable Hewett.

The Prisoner's Statement before the Magistrate: "On Monday last | went to the place and
called for a pint of beer. I gave the landlord a shilling; he gave me back a sixpence which
had a hole in it, and four penny pieces. | have been accustomed to have my bread at the
public-house, and the price was lowered, and the farthing produced is the one I received
in change."

Guilty; there was another indictment against the prisoner for stealing a live ferret, which
was not proceeded with. Six Months' Hard Labour

1884 October 20: Central Criminal Court; James Taylor (forty-two years of age:
Burglariously breaking and entering the dwelling-house of Edward Harbord Lushington,
and stealing therein a spirit case and labels, a seal, a locket, and other articles, his property;
Second Count, feloniously receiving the same.

Guy Lushington: | live at Brockenhurst, Cobham. My father Edward Harbord
Lushington, is the proprietor of the house. | was sleeping there on the night of 23rd
September and when | went to bed the place was safe, as far as | know. The plate-glass
window in the dining room was not broken at 9 o'clock. Next morning, | was called up; I
found the plate-glass window in the dining room had been broken and a number of things
stolen. The police had been sent for before | actually came down. Among other things
there is a tortoiseshell locket miniature case with a portrait inside, a seal, a pencil-case, a
silver caddy spoon, and these four separate labels (produced) I identify them as my father's
property; they were all taken from the house. | saw some things taken from the garden,
but none of these. | found in the neighbouring park two large parcels, one containing some
lace curtains, and the other a quantity of gentlemen's hosiery, just bought in London, and
two tobacco-boxes; they were on the property of Mr. Leaf and had been taken from our
house.
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William Thomas Skinner. I am a sergeant in the Surrey Constabulary: About 7.15
on 21st September, | received information, in consequence of which | went to Mr.
Lushington's house. | was about a quarter of a mile from his house at the time | received
the information and when | got there, | found the plate-glass window broken in the dining
room. | found in the grounds this liqueur case and four bottles and this tea caddy full of
tea, and other articles in the adjoining gardens.

Thomas Marshall (Metropolitan Police Policeman K 205). On 20th September | was
fetched to Mr. Deacon's shop, and as | arrived at the door, | met the prisoner just coming
out and | stopped him. Mr. Deacon was behind the counter. The prisoner was charged
with the unlawful possession of two napkin rings, which were shown to me. Before | took
him, | asked him if he would give any account of how he came by them. He said that he
did not feel disposed to tell me, but they were his own property, and if I liked to go with
him to 46, Gabel Street, | could see his wife. | went towards 46, Gable Street, with him,
and on the way, he said that he did not like to go with me, it would be such a show up,
and he would wait at the corner of the street for me if | would go.

When we had got a few yards, he ran away for half a dozen yards, but I caught him, and
told him I should take him to the police-station and charge him with the unlawful
possession of the two rings. | did so and the charge was read over at the station, and |
searched him, and found on him five napkin rings, a caddy spoon, one cruet-stand, four
spirit labels, one portrait case, a seal, and a pencil-case; the flat portion of the cruet-stand
was under his Guernsey. These articles were identified by Mr. Lushington. | also found
some pawn tickets, two of which related to rings, and one for a coat. He was taken back
and recharged with having all the other property upon him. The inspector read the charge
to him and he made no reply. Guilty

1885 October 22: Burglary Dorking: Alfred Lloyd 14 pleaded guilty at Surrey Sessions
to an indictment charged with breaking and entering the dwelling house of William Henry
mason at Dorking and stealing a watch and a sum of £5 12s 6d. The prisoner entered the
premises through a grating opening to the cellar from where he gained access to the rest
of the house. Sentenced to one month’s imprisonment and five years in a reformatory3®

1886 September 7: Burglary Guildford: Surrey Sessions Monday: John Hale, 20, a
sailor was convicted of breaking and entering the dwelling house of Richard Mclnary a
private in the Seaforth Highlanders near Guildford and stealing a suit of clothes and
various small articles. The prisoner was later found in possession of the property. It was
proved that he had a previous conviction and was a deserter from the army; he was
sentenced to 12 months hard labour.34°

1886 October 24: Burglary Redhill: - Sessions: Robbery from a jeweller’s shop: Henry
Carvell, 44, labourer pleaded guilty to breaking a plate glass window and stole a gold
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watch and other articles. George Bonham the assistant gaoler at Guildhall police court
proved a previous conviction with twelve months in prison for another robbery of
jewellery. The police had lost sight of him for some years. He was sentenced to 18 months
hard labour.

1886 November 8: Burglary Egham: William Todman 28, Margaret Todman 30,
burglary, 22nd November: Burglary in the dwelling house of Charles Wightman, and
stealing two chemises and other articles, his property.

Annie Wightman. | am the wife of Charles Wightman, of 11, Carlisle Place, Hythe Road,
Egham. On the night of 8th November, | went to bed leaving the house all safely shut up.
| left a bundle of clothes on the sofa in the parlour. In the morning my husband got up
first; he called to me to come down; I went down and found the kitchen window open and
the bundle was gone. After that, in the course of the day, | went out, and in the street, |
met the male prisoner on Staines Bridge; it was about 11.30 in the morning, and he had a
bundle under his arm and was going into a pawnbroker's. | recognised the bundle; it was
part of the same that had been on the sofa in my room. I followed the prisoner into the
pawnbroker's, and he offered the things in pledge. | went into the next compartment and
waited till Mr. Fern, the pawnbroker, spoke. The prisoner asked 2s on the things, and |
said, "Don't take them in, for they were stolen out of my house between last night and this
morning." The prisoner was there at the time. The pawnbroker gave the things to me and
told me to follow the prisoner out and give him in charge, and | did so. These things
(produced) are mine and are what were in my bundle. The prisoner did not say anything
to me with respect to the things.

George Fern. | am a pawnbroker, of Staines. On the morning of 9th November, the male
prisoner offered these articles to me in pledge. After hearing the last witness's statement,
| refused taking them and gave the things up to her.

Henry Collis. I am an inspector of the Surrey Constabulary. On 9th November, at 12 at
noon, | received the male prisoner in custody. He was charged with burglariously entering
the dwelling house of Charles Wightman, at Egham, on the morning of the 9th, and
stealing there from the articles in question. I cautioned him. He said, "I did not steal the
articles, they were given to me by a woman at Frog's Island, who | did not know; she
asked me to take them to Staines and pawn them; | was to obtain 1s 6d for them.” From
further inquiry | went to the house of Mr. Bailey, a marine store dealer, at Frog's Island,
and there found one sheet, one box-cover, one chemise, and a pair of drawers, which the
female prisoner had pawned. The prosecutrix identified them as part of the property she
lost on that night.

Mark Trusler: | am a policeman, stationed at Egham. On the 9th November |
apprehended the female prisoner and charged her with burglariously entering the dwelling
house of Mr. Wightman, and stealing the articles mentioned in the charge. | cautioned her
and she said, "I sold some things to Mrs Bailey this morning, but they were my own
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things." She afterwards said, "A woman gave them to me to sell, and | sold them.” A
woman named Elizabeth Jackson was in custody at that time, but she has been discharged.

Sarah Bailey. | keep a marine store at Frog's Island, Staines. My husband has lost the use
of his limbs. On 9th November the female prisoner came in with these articles. She said
she was very hard up for a bit of bread, and would I buy them. I asked her what she wanted
for them. She said 1s. 2d and | gave it to her. Being poor people’s articles, | thought they
belonged to her. | afterwards gave them up to the police.

The Prisoners' Statements before the Magistrate William Todman says: "I went to Mrs
Franklin's at 8.30 a.m. yesterday morning. Jackson was there with a bundle and asked me
to pawn some of the clothes. I went down, and Mrs Wightman saw me as | went into the
shop." Margaret Todman says: "Yesterday morning Elizabeth Jackson gave me the clothes
to sell. I asked her if they belonged to her. She said they did, or she would not have let me
sell them, and | went and sold them for her."

William Todman: guilty four Months' Hard Labour; Margaret Todman not guilty.

1887 September 11: Burglary Ashtead: Charge of burglary against a sailor, Harry
Alexander Lewis, Charing Cross Street, London and Reuben James Lewis his brother who
wore the costume of a seamen and was arrested HMS Impregnable were charged at Epsom
with breaking into and stealing from the Ashtead post-office on the 11" September last,
money, stamps and other articles of the value of £28 and were also concerned in the
burglary at Wrydelands, Leatherhead, a quantity of plate and other articles to the value of
£15 on the 7 September last.

The evidence showed that as a consequence of an anonymous letter received by the
Leatherhead police, a constable went to the Impregnable and saw the younger prisoner
who acknowledged that he had written the letter and said he had done so because he had
not been able to rest since they did it. He subsequently confessed to the burglary at
Leatherhead and stated his brother and two men named Bafton and Powell was convicted
last week at Lewes and sentenced to fifteen years imprisonment for a burglary at
Billingshurst. Both were committed for trial

1887 November 8: Burglary Egham: On Tuesday night a burglary was committed at the
residence of Baron G. de Worms, Milton Park, Egham and property estimated to the value
of £900 was stolen. The robbery was discovered between 9 and 10 o’clock by reason of
the baroness being unable to gain access to her bed and dressing rooms, the doors of which
had been locked on the inside. An examination of the premises showed that the burglars
had effected an entrance by means of a window in the upper part of the new wing of the
mansion, having brought a ladder from a shed on the estate about a quarter of a mile from
the house. The wardrobe and every drawer and cupboard in the bed and dressing rooms
had been ransacked and all the baronesses’ jewellery found there taken in a addition to
about £80 in money.
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The thieves had anticipated pursuit by fixing lines from a stack pipe to trees so as to check
pursuers. From the fact that they left a jemmy behind them they seemed to have been
disturbed, but unfortunately, they got clean away with their booty. Information of the
occurrence was given the same night to Inspector Colliss of the Surrey Constabulary, and
the supposed thieves were traced to the Wheatsheaf Hotel at Virginia Water, but the
officers were then foiled, the clue ending there. Early yesterday morning a description of
the stolen property was in general circulation among police in Surrey and the adjoining
counties, and inquiries made in every direction. Several burglaries have recently been
committed in the same way in West Middlesex and Surrey and it is believed that the gang
of thieves has been the same in every instance.3%

1887 November 16: Burglary Egham: A reward of £100 is offered in an advertisement
following a burglary at Milton Park Egham. The reward is independent and in addition to
that already offered for the recovery of the property stolen. Communication to be made
with Superintendent Bungard, Surrey Constabulary, Chertsey34

1889 August 29: Burglary at Guildford: A burglary was discovered at Guildford
yesterday morning. Mr J. Lintott a carman, on rising and entering his sitting room found
that someone had fetched all the eatables they could get from the larder and eaten some,
whilst the remainder was strewn in all directions. On-going to his bedroom he discovered
that over £30 had been taken from his cash box. No clue has yet been found of the burglar
and it is not known how the entrance was effected.3#

1889 December 16: Burglary Farnham Central Criminal Court: William Jones 25
burglary, 16th December 1889: indicted for burglariously breaking and entering the
dwelling-house of David Isaac Hinge, and stealing therein six coats, two ounces of
tobacco, and a looking-glass, his property. Second Count: for feloniously receiving the
same

David Isaac Hinge: | am a retired veterinary surgeon in the army, and reside at Heath
End Cottage, Heath End, Farnham, in the county of Surrey. On Wednesday, the 13th
November, at five minutes past six am my servant ran upstairs to me and made a
complaint, in consequence of which I immediately dressed and went downstairs. | heard
my groom calling out, and I at once went out to him, and together we went down over my
lawn and meadow, in pursuit of a man who I saw running; in consequence of the morning
being so dark and foggy | lost sight of him.

| then went for the police, and on returning to the house | examined the outside of it, and
| noticed that the window of the carriage-house had been forcibly opened, and someone

341 The Times Thursday Nov 10, 1887
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had been inside the carriage-house. An empty box had been placed under the window, and
a rope passed round the window; one of the panes of glass was broken. I also found that
wire gauze of the pantry window had been ripped up about seven or eight inches by some
instrument, such as a knife. The kitchen window had been forcibly opened; the woodwork
was broken away from the bottom. Just outside the window I found six coats, a pair of
shoes, and a pair of trousers, which were my property.

On going into the house, | found the doors of the drawing room, morning room, and
cloakroom all open. They had been locked the previous evening. In the morning I found
my papers lying all about the room. On my desk | had left two letters ready for the post,
but without stamps, and those letters were taken from that room. In the dressing room |
found that a small-carved wooden box had been opened, and my pipes had been taken
from a bracket, and were lying in an armchair, with some tobacco. One pipe was missing,
and my tobacco-jar had been emptied. | afterwards identified a pipe and case as my
property. The case is marked "D. I. H." this (produced) is my pipe and case. Here is also
some tobacco exactly similar to that I lost, and which had been in my jar. | had heard a
noise in the night, previous to my servant calling me. In the cloakroom | found clothes
lying on the floor, all over the place. The six coats, the shoes, and the pair of trousers had
been taken from that room; these are the things that were found outside the kitchen
window. About three-quarters of an hour after | had given information to the police,
Constable Halliday brought the prisoner to my house. He was charged with breaking and
entering my house.

William Williams: | am groom, in the employ of Mr. Hinge. | was aroused on this
morning, about five minutes past six | came into the cottage and rang the gate bell. I heard
somebody running along the path leading from the kitchen window. | tried to see who it
was, but I could not; the gate was too high. The last witness opened the gate to me, and |
called my master, and he and | ran after the man across the lawn and the meadow. He was
a tallish man, with a black hat on. I lost him in the fog. I then went and gave information
to Police Constable Halliday.

Jesse Halliday. | am a member of the Surrey Constabulary, No. 68, and stationed at Heath
End, Farnham. About a quarter-past six on the morning of 13th November | was called. |
received information, in consequence of which | went to Major Hinge's house. | found
that the premises had been broken into. | found these coats lying on a flowerbed outside
the kitchen window. Subsequently | searched the neighbourhood to try and find the
prisoner, and about a quarter to seven I met him coming across the fields towards the
prosecutor's house. | stopped him, and said, "Where do you come from?" He said, "From
Portsmouth.” | said, "This is not the way from Portsmouth.” He said, "Oh, | have come
from Cornwall." | said, "Where do you belong to?" He said, 'Battersea” He said he had
left Battersea about five weeks previous.

| was not satisfied with his explanation, and | detained him, and took him to Major Hinge's
house with a view of getting him identified by the servants; he was not identified. | found
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on his clothing some dust and chaff, like that which had covered the window that had been
broken into. There was also a blotch of green on the leg of his trousers, which
corresponded exactly with that on the fence over which he had jumped, at the bottom of
the lawn. | found this burnisher in his side-pocket; the groom identified it at once. This
looking glass was also found on the prisoner later on, after a further search at Farnham. |
took him to the Farnham Station, searched him there, and in his pockets, I found this pipe
and case, which have been identified by the prosecutor as his property. | also found two
knives, some tobacco, and a small looking glass, which has been identified by the groom.
On 17th November, in consequence of what | heard, | went to a cottage at the back of the
Half-way House at Heath End, and | found these trousers concealed at the back of the
pigsty; the prosecutor has identified them.

Prisoner's Defence: The servant cannot recognise me as the man that broke into the house;
it appears that it was light enough to see that the man had a dark hat on therefore it was
certainly light enough for her to recognise me. If the man saw me once, | flatter myself he
would know me again. As regards the things that Major Hinge is owning, | would not for
a moment say they were not stolen. | left Portsmouth five days before | came to Farnham,
in company with two other men; they went into Aldershot the night previous, and met me
at six o'clock the following morning, and they gave me these things. I left them, and
immediately afterwards | was apprehended. If | was the man they chased away from the
house, surely, | would not have gone directly back to the house, knowing that the police
were there; it stands to reason that a man who had been there would know that the police
would be there.

Guilty: Nine Months' Hard Labour. Although nothing was known of the prisoner, the
police stated that eight burglaries had recently taken place in the neighbourhood, but none
since the prisoner had been apprehended.

1889 December 16: Burglary Weybridge: Central Criminal Court: William Holgate
30, burglary, 16th December 1889: Burglary in the dwelling-house of Herman Gadge,
at  Weybridge, and stealing a clock, two dozen plated spoons, two blankets, and other
articles, the property of the Oatlands Park Hotel Company.

James Last (Police Inspector W). | am stationed at Brixton. At about half-past nine in the
evening on Wednesday, the 4th of December, the prisoner came to the Brixton station,
and said, "I wish to give myself in custody for a burglary | committed two years ago" |
said, "Sit down for a time" | then told him that anything he wished to say to me I should
take down in writing. I did not tell him what would be done with it. | wrote down what he
said at the time; | took it down at his dictation, and then read it over to him. This statement
(marked A) is what | took down at his dictation

Read: "Statement of William Holgate, no home, who came to Brixton Police-station at 9.
30 p.m., on 4th December 1889. I, William Holgate, do voluntarily give myself into the
custody of the police at Brixton Police-station, and say that I did in October, 1887, about
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the middle of the night or early in the morning, break into the Oatlands Park Hotel,
Walton-on-Thames by opening the window of the smith's shop at the rear, thence through
the folding doors to the laundry, and so into the hotel. | took a marble clock, five plated
teapots, four or five sugar-tongs, about two dozen plated spoons, and two blankets from
the still-room and laundry. | sold the clock for 10s at a broker's shop in Spring Place,
Wilcox Road, South Lambeth, the same day. | will not say where | disposed of the other
property. | knew the way into the hotel, as | had been employed there as kitchen porter.
The manager of the hotel was Mr. Humphries. | was by myself when | committed the
burglary. W. HOLGATE". He signed that in my presence. | read it after he wrote it, and
then he signed it; I read it before he signed it, and then he signed it in my presence. In
consequence of the statement, he made | detained the prisoner and communicated with
Superintendent Bungard, of the Chertsey Police, the following morning, and afterwards
handed the prisoner over to the Surrey Constabulary at midday the following day.

George Boon: | am a sergeant of the Surrey Constabulary, stationed at Weybridge. On
the 8th October 1887, | received a communication from the manager of the Oatlands Park
Hotel, Walton-on-Thames, that a burglary had been committed. | ascertained that the
prisoner had been in the employment of the company. | knew him as being in the employ
of the company in 1886. On the 22nd October 1887, the prisoner was on remand at
Holloway, and | went there to see him. | saw him with other prisoners there and picked
him out as the person who was in the employ of the Oatlands Park Hotel Company in the
year 1886. A knife was shown to me at Brixton, and the stamp of the Oatlands Park Hotel
was on the blade. It was alleged to have been in the possession of the prisoner. | saw it on
October 22nd, 1887; the prisoner was then at Holloway Prison, on remand, charged with
a burglary at Brixton.

Herman Gadge: | am manager of the Oatlands Park Hotel Company, Walton-on-Thames.
| was in the employment of the company in the year 1887, and on the morning of 8th
October that year, | found that the hotel had been broken into and a marble timepiece and
a tablecloth were missing out of sitting room No. 11. That was all we missed at the time;
but afterwards we missed some teapots and blankets. An entrance had been made through
the smith's and engineer's shop, which is in the rear of the premises. The sitting room from
which we missed the marble timepiece and tablecloth is not near the smith's shop; it is at
the other end of the building. I gave information to the police. The prisoner had not been
there when 1 was there; he was discharged in 1886. When he states that he was a kitchen
porter there, | can verify the fact. He was there from July to December.

Mr. De Michele here put in the following written statement by the prisoner, in
contradiction to his former one. Read: "Wednesday, December 11th, 1889. Gentlemen of
the Court, Sir: The reason of my giving myself up to the Brixton police for burglary at
Oatlands Park Hotel was to bring my case before the Gentlemen of the Court. Two years
ago, | was charged at the Old Bailey for attempted burglary at Villa Road, Brixton. |
pleaded guilty, but | was starving with hunger at the time, as my uncle used to live in Villa
Road, and | went to see if | could get some food: my uncle is H. W. Brand, Esq., maker
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and inventor of brand's essence of beef and sauce. His private address is no. 1, Omega
Cottages, Hornsey Rise. | have wrote to him since | have been remanded, to ask him if he
would give me a little assistance to get work, but he refused to answer my letter. | have
been sleeping where | can for the last fortnight, and the cold almost killed me; and feeling
so miserable | thought I would give myself up for burglary to get a bit of food; but the
only light I can throw on the burglary is, | met a waiter who used to work there, and he
gave me a pint of beer and some bread and cheese, and he says, 'here’s a knife for you'
and it had on O. P. Hotel. | asked him where he got it from, and he says he brought it away
with him from the Hotel.

After the judge gave me a good talking to, he discharged me, hoping it would be a caution
to me, and then | wrote to the manager of the Hotel, telling him I would tell him who gave
me the knife if he would see me, but | got no answer from the letter. | met the same waiter
about three months ago, and he told me he broke in Oakland’s Park Hotel and Stole a
marble clock, and sold it in Wilcox Road, Wandsworth Road, at a broker's shop for ten
shillings. I have been trying ever since to get an honest living, but I give myself up on this
false charge to ask some gentlemen of court to assist me to get work, as | was in such a
distended condition. | can prove where | was on the night of the 7th of October '87. | was
in the royal artillery, Woolwich. I hope some kind gentleman of the court will have the
kindness to give me a pair of boots, as my feet is on the bare ground. I remain yours Obed.
Servant, W. HOLGATE."

Prisoner's Defence: Gentlemen, the reason | gave myself up on this charge of burglary is
that | was destitute and starving. After | got off on the other charge, the Judge gave me a
good talking to, and said he hoped it would be a caution to me. Ever since | was discharged
from the Army, | have been trying to do my best to get an honest living, but I cannot do
it. My uncle is in a very good position, Mr. Brand, of Hornsey Rise, but he refuses to
answer my letters; any gentleman can write to him.

Not guilty

1890 January 28: An ex-publican of Godalming charged with burglary: Two men are
in custody at Havant, one the former landlord of the Duke of Wellington, Farncombe,
Cyrus Joy charged with burglary near Havant. The second is Joy’s son in law George
Wakeford who will have to answer a charge of receiving. Joy has been convicted several
times in Surrey for housebreaking and other offence.®**

1890 October 15: Thursday: About ten o’clock last evening head-constable Pearson of
the Redhill (sic) Borough Police received information that a burglary had been
committed at Reigate Priory the seat of Lord Henry Somerset. It seems that the
Marchioness of Anglesey was in residence and whilst at dinner the residence was entered
by burglars who obtained an entrance by placing a ladder procured from the adjacent

344 1890 January 28: The Sussex Express, Surrey Standard Weald of Kent Mail, Hants and County
Advertiser
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premises, against the bedroom window. Having effected entry they placed wedges under
the doors to stop them being interrupted and succeeded in carrying off diamonds, watches
and jewellery. An alarm was raised and the household turned out in pursuit. Their progress
was however checked by a network of wires placed across all paths leading from the house
and the burglars had at least half an hour’s start before Head-constable Pearson and
Inspector Prior took up the chase. The police have full particulars of the property but up
to last night the burglars had not been apprehended.34°

1890 October 20: Burglary Esher Central Criminal Court: Thomas Morris, 60, 20th
October 1890: Breaking and entering the dwelling house of Charlotte Despard (at Esher),
and stealing therein a clock and other articles, her property.

Mary Jane Heslop: Last June | was a cook in the employment of Mrs Despard, of Esher,
Surrey, the house is name Courtlands House. | remember the 13th June. | went round the
house that night with a fellow servant. | saw that all was safe. That was about ten minutes
to ten o'clock. The next morning, 14th June, I came down about 6.30 I found the dining-
room door open, the pantry door open, and the smoking-room door open. They had all
been shut and locked the night before. I also found the kitchen window open at the top.
That had been shut and fastened the night before by a catch. I found the scullery door
unlocked and unbolted., which on the previous night that had been locked and bolted.
When | found this state of affairs, | informed my fellow servant, and sent for the police.
Mrs Despard, my mistress, was away at the time.

Adelaide Hall: I was a parlour maid in the employment of Mrs Despard, of Courtlands
House, Esher, on 13th June. | went round the house with the last witness and saw that it
was all locked up. I bolted the scullery door. The next morning, | found the doors open.
The top of the window was pushed down. | came down about a quarter past seven. The
last witness communicated to me, and then | came down. You can get from the kitchen
all over the house. I missed a silver cup and a pewter cup, which belonged to Mrs Despard,
also a soup-ladle, two plated gravy-spoons, six egg-spoons, and a sauce-ladle. They all
belonged to my mistress. In addition to those I missed a small travelling clock, my
property. This is it (produced); | identify this clock as belonging to me. It was a
presentation clock by a former mistress. On the night of 13th June, it was in the pantry.
That was one of the rooms of which | found the door open. It had been shut. I have not
the slightest doubt this is my clock. | next saw it when Sergeant Gould brought it to me. |
am not quite sure of the date. Then I identified it. The value of the clock is eight guineas.
Mrs Whiteway gave it to me.

William Thomas Skinner (Sergeant, Surrey Constabulary). I received information on
14th June of this burglary at Mrs Despard's. | examined the premises. | received the
information about eight o'clock the same morning. | found that the catch of the kitchen
window had been forced back. It had been tampered with. The frames of the windows

345 1890 15 October: The Standard
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were level, and the woodwork was cut between the two pieces of frames. The paint had
been scratched off the ironwork of the catch. | found footprints on the kitchen table and a
footprint of the windowsill. Adelaide Hall gave me a description of the clock she lost. The
description corresponded with this clock (produced) on the 30th June; in consequence of
the information I received | went to Mrs Despard's in company with Sergeant Gould. |
then showed Adelaide Hall the clock (produced) and the cases. She identified them as her
property. On 1 July I went to King's Cross Police-station where | found the prisoner there
detained. I took him into custody. I said, "I shall charge you with burglariously breaking
and entering Courtlands House, Esher, the residence of Mrs Despard” He made no answer.
| took him to Hersham Police-station. On Friday, 4th July, | went to King's Cross Police-
station with Detective Sergeant Gould. | then went to Mr. Beringer's shop at Alfred Place,
South Kensington. | showed the clock to Mr. Beringer; he identified it.

Alfred Gould (Detective Sergeant G). On 16th June | went with Detective Willis and
other officers to No. 1, Baker's Court, Virginia Row, Bethnal Green, about 6 p.m., to arrest
the prisoner. | searched the rooms. This carriage clock was found in my presence. | said
to the prisoner, "How do you account for the possession of this carriage clock?" He said,
"A man brought it to me about a week ago, and asked me to sell it for him" | said, "Who
is he?" he replied, "I don't know" | said, "Can you describe him?" He said "No" | then
charged him with the unlawful possession of it. He was taken to the Hoxton Police-station.
He was remanded for a week at Worship Street, and then discharged. Previous to 30th
June | received information, and on 30th | proceeded to Esher with Sergeant Skinner, and
to Mrs Despard's, at Courtlands House. | saw Hall and she identified this clock as her
property. On 1st July | went to the prisoner's lodgings in Baker's Court. | took him into
custody for breaking and entering Mrs Despard's house and stealing a carriage clock and
other articles; also receiving. He said, "I know nothing about it" | made a further search
and found a key of the clock. The officer is here who brought me the clock from an upstairs
room. | taxed the prisoner with stealing it. When | had finished searching, the prisoner
said, "That clock was brought here during my absence™ It was when we were about to
leave that he said, "That clock was left here during my absence."

Witness for the Defence

Henry Chapman. | am a carman and | live at 42, Wellington Street, Colchester Street,
Pentonville. 1 remember delivering coals at the prisoner's house in June last. It was the
16th June, and between twelve and two. The prisoner was not at home; his wife was at
home. When 1 took the coals in the house a man followed behind me and in at the street
door, a gentleman. He asked if the governor was in. Mrs Morris said no, he was not in.
He had a brown paper parcel in his hand, and he said, "I shall leave this till I call again™
Mrs Morris said, "Very well, then put it on the table” He went away. She cut the string
with a knife, and | saw it was a little clock. It was in this case; | cannot say it was this one.
I was waiting for my coal-money when she cut the string. She lifted the top or the side; |
do not know which. I did not see the prisoner till about half an hour afterwards in a public
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house. | told him a parcel was left for him. He said, "I don't want any parcels left at my
place, let them clear it out” I left him then.

Guilty of receiving and then he pleaded guilty to a conviction at Clerkenwell in January
1877. Twelve Months' Hard Labour

1890 October 25: A burglar captured: On Wednesday night a man who gave the name of
Thomas Williams gained a forcible entrance into the house of a tradesman at Ockley near
Dorking. He stole about £7 in cash and was making his exit by a bedroom window when
a constable of the Surrey county police cleverly caught him.

The facts are that a man named Williams was committed for trial from the police-court
today for burglary and stealing £7 in money and a quantity of jewellery. His capture was
effected under very unusual circumstances by Constable Madgwick of the Surrey
Constabulary who while on his beat at 2am on Thursday saw the prisoner rummaging the
front room of a tradesman in the village of Ockley. He saw the prisoner break open a desk
and extract money from a bureau. The officer hid beneath the window and as the prisoner
climbed from the premises the constable seized him. Williams struggled violently and
threatened to murder the constable but the later quieted him with a blow from his
truncheon. 346

Williams was committed for trial from the police-court for burglary and stealing £7 in
money and a quantity of jewellery. 1890 November 10: GO 351: Special promotion for
a constable following the arrest of a burglar and recovery of property at Ockley.3*

1890 November 6: The Surrey county police stationed near Guildford and other railway
stations have received instructions to watch all trains arriving from London after dusk for
suspicious persons likely to engage in burglaries3#

1891 Reigate Borough Police: Of the 330 persons proceeded against summarily150 or
about half were non-residents. The number of robberies of all kinds coming to the
knowledge of the police during the year was 23. Burglary and housebreaking 1

1892 September 3: Reigate Borough Watch Committee: resolved on the 2 August that
PC22 Skeggs Reigate Borough Police be allowed 7s 6d reward for his extraordinary
diligence and exertion in capturing William Jackson. The Mayor said the case was one of
many of Skeggs’ careful attention to his duty and of the diligence and zeal with which he
always carried it out (hear, hear). On the occasion in question he thought Skeggs shone
very much indeed; he was extremely zealous and to some extent ran risk in pursuing the
man; but he pursued him across the line and across fields and succeeded in apprehending
him and bringing him to justice and thereby, no doubt, he saved the borough from some

346 1890 October 25: The Hampshire Advertiser
347 Surrey Constabulary General Orders Book 1 1851-
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unpleasant surprises in the way of attempts at burglary for the prisoner was equipped with
skeleton keys, numbering 26, and afterwards appeared from the information they received
from London that he was well known as what was called a ladder thief and was thoroughly
up to his “professional” business in that direction. His Worship repeated that it was not
this instance alone but other previous instances of zeal that made Skeggs well deserving
of this little recognition.®4°

1892 October 26: Burglary Reigate: William Aldridge, James Maxwell and George
Weldon were arrested at Croydon on Sunday morning with a large quantity of valuable
property in their possession, were at Reigate Borough Police Court yesterday charged with
burglary of Northcote, Wray Common, Reigate the residence of Mr Frederick Pawle JP
and stealing a gold mounted Malacca cane and a number of other articles on the 23
instant. Mr W G Morant, Chief Constable of Reigate, said that between midnight on the
Saturday and 5 am on Sunday the house was entered by burglars, and a great number of
valuable articles were stolen.

An entry had been made via the dining room window, forced by a jemmy. The jemmy
produced was found on Aldridge and comparing it with the marks on the window it
corresponded exactly. The prisoners were remanded in custody. 3°° 1892 November 1:
Burglary in Reigate at a house named Northcote; Head Constable Morant said that since
the last remand he had made a further examination of the prosecutor’s premises and found
that the door of the dining room had been considerably damaged with a chisel which was
in the prisoner Maxwell’s pocket when he was arrested. In the morning room five drawers
had been broken open and there was a circular hole in a desk, which had been made with
a centre bit also found on Maxwell. The pair of boots and socks left behind by Weldon
who had that morning identified them. The prisoners reserved their defence and were sent
for trial at the Assizes. The bench praised the work of the Croydon Police. 35 32

1892: Police officers were still reliant on observation and minute examination of crime
scenes, snags off clothing, individually shaped footwear, witnesses and confessions to
gain convictions. Often there was little at the scene so then as in the last half of the 20™"
century, police officers relied on local knowledge and the understanding that an individual
did not belong and was therefore suspect. What is the norm? Look for the abnormal!

It was around the time of the burglary at Wray Common Road in 1892 that Inspector
Eduardo Alvarez found bloody fingerprints at a murder scene in La Plata, Buenos Aires
Province. The fingerprints were checked against those of the suspect, and those of the
mother of the two murdered children, who accused her neighbour of killing them. The

349 1892 September 3: The Sussex Express, Surrey Standard Weald of Kent Mail, Hants and County
Advertiser

350 October 26, 1892: The Standard

311892 1 November: The Standard

352 October 26, 1892: The Standard

237



fingerprints matched the mother’s fingerprints and she confessed the first person to be
convicted on the evidence of fingerprints.>3

In 1893, Hans Gross, a Professor of criminal law in the University of Graz published a
“Handbuch fur Untetsuchungsrichter.” Repeatedly stressing the value of science to the
detective, the book was reproduced in numerous editions. The first translation into English
was published in 1907 as Criminal Investigation. It was revised and reissued many times.
In 1968, paying tribute to Goss, Dr Hamish Walls a senior British forensic scientist
declared “The whole craft of detection still bears his stamp.” 3%

It is clear from the careful actions of Biddlecombe at the scene of serious crimes that he
was aware of the principles of detection established by Vidocq a French former criminal
who was the founder of the French Surete. Vidocq valued data and records and is credited
with encouraging early studies in fingerprinting, ballistics and crime scene analysis. In

1845 Vidocq’s book “Memoirs” in English translation had been the talk of London and it
is very likely that his work had an influence on an ambitious detective such as
Biddlecombe. Vidocqg wrote:

“The minute exactitude had been observed in removing the body. Nothing had
been neglected which might lead to the discovery of the assassins. Accurate
impressions were taken of the footmarks, buttons and fragments of paper dyed in
blood were carefully collected.”3%®

In the Surrey Constabulary Library at HQ and available through the internal post system
to all officers in 1864 were the Memoirs of Fouche, Minister of the French Police in 1825
— two volumes.3%6

Fingerprint Bureau at New Scotland Yard was established in 1901 using the concept
developed by Galton of whorls and loops published in 1892 June. Galton lived in rural
Surrey at Brockham and may have had contact with local police. Fingerprints were first
used in the UK at a murder trial in London in 1901. Henry’s system of ten finger
classification was effective in facilitating searches of formal fingerprint files, but it is the
single print left at the scenes of crimes that is the task most frequently encountered by
investigators. Searches of ten finger collections would impose an onerous burden in such
circumstances. 1902 there was a UK conviction following a burglary.®*’

In 1930 New Scotland Yard adopted a single print system devised by CI Harry Battley,
then the head of the fingerprint bureau. The system comprises ten numbered files, each
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referring to individual digits as they appear in the ten-finger records. Although Henry’s
general formula of classification is followed, greater attention is paid to details of ridges,
cores and deltas. In English law, 16 points of matching characteristics are required in a
single print or 10+10 in two prints or two parts of the same print, before ID is deemed to
have been established.3%8

Advances in microscopy and the finding that blood consists of erythrocytes (red
corpuscles), leucocytes (white corpuscles), and a watery fluid (serum) prompted the
thought that bloodstains might be identified under the microscope because of the
characteristic shapes of red cells. The discovery that all human blood is not of the same
type, that they are divided into distinct groups, some of which are biologically
incompatible. Established that human blood can be classified into 4 main types. These
became known as groups A, B, AB, and O. 3°

1893 January 5: Burglary Reigate Thursday: Francis John Davis (33) was indicted at
the Surrey Sessions yesterday for breaking and entering the dwelling house of Lady Henry
Somerset, The Cottage, Park Lane, Reigate and stealing a quantity of china, telescopes
and other articles the value of £50; and George Killick with receiving a portion of the
property knowing it to have been stolen. On November 27 the prisoner was seen in the
neighbourhood of the premises where later that a plate glass window was removed. Two
rooms were ransacked, and a quantity of china and other goods stolen. Soon after
Inspector Hendly arrested Davies who had deposited some of the property at a common
lodging house called the “Peartree” at Reigate after which the other prisoner disposed of
the clock, which was stolen during the burglary. The jury found both men guilty.
Numerous convictions for felony and other offences were proved against Davies and
Killick was found to have a conviction for assault. Davies sentenced to 18 months and
Killick three months, both with hard labour. 3

1893 April 8: Surrey Quarter Sessions: Burglary at Earlswood: James Gardner and
Rose Vincent on 18 February entered the tank-house at Earlswood Asylum and stealing
clothing and a lady’s gold Geneva watch and chain valued at £5. The report is torn! PC
Taylor was involved, and it seems the home was unoccupied, and an entry was forced,
and the prisoners seen with a suitcase at Redhill Station. PC Taylor stopped and searched
the suspects but did not detain them. The following day he went to the Cromwell Road
where some of the stolen property was, items he had seen when he stopped the prisoners.

On Sunday night Taylor received the prisoner from the Dorking police with some of the
property and a pawn ticket. The chairman summed up the evidence and the jury held a
whispered conversation and the foreman announce the woman was not guilty. A juror

358 https://forensicsdigest.com/history-of-
fingerprints/#:~:text=HARRY %20BATTLEY ,which%20was%20very%20simple%20method.
359 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK2263/

360 1893 5 January: Birmingham Daily Post
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stood and asked to speak but was told “No”, but before he sat, he made it clear that it was
not a unanimous opinion and he wished to retire.

The Head Constable, Mr Morant Reigate Borough Police, leaned over to the counsel for
the prosecution and the latter rising explained to the jury that if they could not find the
woman guilty on the first count that of entering the house and stealing, they could do so
if they were agreed that she received the property well knowing it to have been stolen.
They then retired and found the woman guilty on the second count.

Owing to the circulation of a photograph in all the principal towns in England Mr Morant
was able to prove a conviction against the male prisoner on a charge of horse stealing at
Sevenoaks for which he had been convicted 22 November 1891 and sentenced to 12
months hard labour. The woman prisoner was with him at the time and had received a
similar sentence. The woman had two other previous convictions and the chairman said
one was bad as the other and he could make no distinction sentencing them both to 16
calendar months in prison with hard labour. The prisoners were then removed shouting at
the top of their voices. 36!

On April 8, 1893: The chairman of Surrey Quarter Sessions in giving the charge to the
Grand Jury said they must not take the diminution in cases as representing a diminution
in crime for the number of cases reported to the Chief Constable had been as numerous in
the present quarter as in the corresponding quarter of last year. In some cases, the
offenders had not been caught. He mentioned that particularly because he wished to
impress on the public the great importance in cases of housebreaking and similar offences
to lose not time in giving information to the police. The Surrey Constabulary had during
the last quarter twice distinguished themselves where early information had been given.
The adjoining places were communicated with, and constables despatched on bicycles
with the result that offenders were brought to justice. They might congratulate the county
on the diminution of crime, which was greatly due to the efficiency of the police. 362

1893 April 8: Surrey Easter Quarter Sessions, Newington: James Gardner 25 and Rose
Vincent a remarkably good-looking woman of 23 were indicted for housebreaking and
burglary at the dwelling house of William Lawrence at Earlswood. The prosecutor is
employed at the Earlswood asylum and locked his house and went to work retuning to
find it had been entered and property taken. Information was given to police and the
prisoners were arrested at Dorking with some of the stolen property. Both prisoners had
lived together for a number of years and during that time had effected many burglaries.
The female was the most daring of the two and a most expert burglar. Both prisoners had
already suffered 12 months’ imprisonment for housebreaking and since their release in

361 1893 April 8 The Surrey Mirror and General County Advertiser
362 1893 April 8 The Surrey Mirror and General County Advertiser
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October of last year numerous daring robberies had been traced to them. Sentenced to 16
months hard labour warning them they were qualifying for penal servitude. 362

1894 May 21: Burglary at Farnham: Weybourne House, Farnham the address of
Captain Burns, Aide de Camp to the Duke of Connaught was entered on Wednesday night
by burglars who stole jewellery of the value of £1,500. The burglary was a daring one and
carefully planned and there is little prospect of catching the thieves. The latter entered the
bedroom allotted to Mr and Mrs Pelham Clinton, Captain Burn’s guests, and Mrs
Clinton’s case was rifled but the burglars were evidently disturbed for Mr Clinton’s
belongings were untouched. Some officer’s servants are suspected, and their arrest is
probable.364

1894 July 4: Singular discovery of stolen property: In consequence of reports made
from Tonbridge, Walthemstow, Watford and the surrounding districts of the metropolis
of thefts of jewellery from the bedrooms of houses whilst the families were at dinner, the
police have been endeavouring to arrest the authors of the robberies. On the 29" May
police arrested two men and took them to King Street police station, Westminster to
answer a charge of burglary. When searched, upon one of them named Gilmore, nothing
of importance was found but on the other, Ward, a pocketbook and a peculiar key were
found. Asked how the key came to be in his possession Ward said he picked it up in a
train with a pair of gloves.

The men in custody were discharged and soon after the police endeavoured to find to
whom the key belonged. They proceeded to the Chancery Lane Deposit Safe Company
where the manager recognised the key as belonging to a renter who gave the name of
Lyons. In the presence of a director of the bank the safe was opened and found to contain
diamonds and precious stones to the value of £5,000, jewellery, watches with diamond
settings, bracelets, gold lockets, cameos, rings etc. A search of the missing property files
at Scotland Yard revealed that some of the property formed part of the proceeds of various
robberies including one at Mr Buxton’s, The Ledgers, Chelsham, Croydon.

Search was made for Gilmore and Ward who were arrested and charged with having
committed the burglary at The Ledgers on 5" April. They were handed to the Surrey
Constabulary and brought before a special bench of magistrates at Godstone yesterday.
Mr H Barclay presided. The prisoners gave the names Henry Gilmore and Frank Ward
and their professions as bookmakers and commission agents. Evidence of the burglaries
having been given, Superintendent Ryan said he recognised Gilmore as the renter of a
guinea safe in the basement of the Chancery Lane Safe Deposit in the name of Lyons.
Prisoner began to rent the safe in March 1893 and had paid for it up to March 1895. He
called about twice a fortnight. He described himself as a traveller of Great Titchfield Street
and told witness on his last visit that his address would be vague for a little time as he was

363 1893 April 8: Sussex Express, Surrey Standard Weald of Kent Mail, Hants and County Advertiser
3641894 May 21: The Morning Post Monday
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going travelling on business. A regular number and a password identified a renter.
Gilmore: You permitted a renter’s safe to be searched without the permission of the renter.
Isn’t that contrary to the law. Witness: No: the police and a director were present.
Detective Constable Gough said for some time he had been engaged in watching the
prisoners and had seen them together in Hanbury Street, Hyde Park and other places.

Sergeant Southcott said on proceeding to Ward’s address in Falcon Road, Battersea he
found a life preserver and a clever contrivance for forcing iron bars. Ward explained he
was going to do a little carpentry work with the latter. In reply to the usual caution from
the Clerk to the Bench, Gilmore contended that no evidence had been given to connect
him with the Chelsham burglary. Certain property had been traced to his possession and
he hoped to be able to give a satisfactory account of the same. Ward reserved his defence.
Both men were committed for trial.3%°

A further report with some additional information established that following a number of
burglaries in districts surrounding the metropolis where jewellery was stolen on the 29
May police arrested a number of men in Westminster. On one a safe deposit box key was
found rented in the name of Lyons. £5000 worth of jewellery, watches and gold was found
in the box. Property was recovered from a burglary at The Ledgers, Chelsham on the 5
April, and so two prisoners were handed to the Surrey Constabulary and brought before
the magistrates at Godstone from where they were committed for trial.36®

1894 November 23: Before the Central Criminal Court Common Sergeant, Harry
Gilmore 42, traveller and James Ward 31, agent, were indicted for burglary at The
Ledgers, Godstone home of Francis William Buxton. An alarm was raised at about 10 pm
when a man was seen leaving Mrs Buxton’s dressing room and it was discovered that a
burglary had taken place. A ladder was found placed against the window. The window
had been opened by extracting one of the pains by means of brown paper covered with
paste, a box of which had been left in the room by the burglar or burglars. The prisoners
were found guilty and showed that Gilmore had been convicted at Melbourne and
sentenced to long terms of imprisonment. Superintendent Bryce was the investigating
officer together with a constable and sergeant from the Metropolitan Police. Gilmour was
sentenced to 7 years imprisonment and Ward 3 year’s penal servitude. 367

1894 August 18: 1894 22 October: Burglary Oxted: Central Criminal Court: Charles
Wilson 16, George Smith 18, and Thomas Langworthy 16, Burglary in the dwelling-
house of Henry Green, and stealing four pairs of boots and other property. Second Count,
Receiving the same. Wilson and Langworthy pleaded guilty

Ellen Green. | live with my uncle, Henry Green, a clothier, at Hawthorne Cottage, Oxted,
On 18th August | went to bed about nine o'clock. My uncle closes the house after | go to

3651894 July 4 The Standard
366 1894 July 4: The Standard
367 1894 23 November: The Standard
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bed. The next morning, | came down at seven and noticed that the front door was open,
and the right hand sitting-room window was down as far, as it would go, and the writing
table drawers were pulled out. Those things had not been like that when | went to bed. |
went to the left-hand sitting room and found the blind turned up, and | missed a tankard
and spoon off the table, which had been left from dinner overnight. 1 went down the
passage. The door was open into the storeroom. | went into the shop; it was all in
confusion. I missed some boots out of a glass case, and some trousers. | was shown boots
at the Police court, which I identified; they were in the house on the 18th August and were
gone when | came down on the 19™. Two pairs have our private mark; the third pair has a
red medallion with a beehive. | had only two pairs with that mark in the shop. These two
pairs and the pair worn by one of the prisoners were in a glass case. My uncle missed
some money.

Henry Green. | am the uncle of the last witness and live at the same address with her. On
18th August, before going to bed, I locked up all the lower part of the house, with the
exception of the front door, which is always fastened by the Reverend William Gordon. |
always fasten the sitting-room window, and it was fastened. The following morning my
niece called me, and | went over the house with her, and found it had been ransacked and
things taken from it. | identify these boots as such as we keep, but my niece has the
management of the shop. I can tell them by these marks. I also missed a salt spoon and a
tankard; and 2s, 1s, 6d and 2d off the kitchen mantelpiece. | sent for the police.

Frederick George Percy (PC47, Surrey Constabulary). | am stationed at Limpsfield. |
was spoken to about this matter on 19th August, and in consequence of what | was told |
went to Mr. Green's house. | found the part of the house, which is used, as a shop all in
confusion. I did not notice how entrance had been obtained. From information received |
searched a haystack in a meadow adjoining Mr. Green's garden. | found three pairs of
trousers, two were identified by Mr. Green as his property, and the third pair was
afterwards owned by Wilson. | also found a pair of socks, which Langworthy owned, and
shoes with India-rubber soles, which another of the prisoners owns. | also found a tin of
biscuits, and a portion of a jar of jam.

James Butler (PC122, Surrey Constabulary). I am stationed at Woldingham. On 19th
August, from information received, | went down the Croydon Road to Caterham Valley
about two o'clock. | found the three prisoners together sitting under a hedge in a field,
close to the footpath. They each had on a pair of new boots, and Langworthy and Wilson
had on new trousers. | took them to the station. | searched and found on Wilson 2s, 1s, 6d
and 2d. | went back to the field again and found a knife and a tin of cocoa. Smith said he
had been down to Brighton harvesting and had bought the boots there; then afterwards he
said he had bought the boots at Kingston. He did not say from whom he had bought them;
he gave me no particulars by which I could discover the shop.

James Bryce (Superintendent, Surrey Constabulary). | am stationed at Godstone. On
19th August I received information about a burglary at Mr. Green's house. | went there at
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ten o'clock on the Sunday morning, and made an examination of the premises. Entrance
had been effected by forcing back the fastening of the sitting-room window with a sharp
instrument. Butler showed me a knife, the marks on which corresponded with the marks
on the window.

At 6.30 that evening the prisoners were brought to Godstone. Smith was wearing a new
pair of boots, which Miss Green identified. | said to Langworthy, all the prisoners being
together, and able to hear what was said, "Where are your trousers? | have not got any to
give you, but I will get yours if you will tell me where to get them" He had been wearing
the stolen trousers, and | had taken them off. He replied, "My trousers are with the others
on the stack™ On the following morning I went to the stack; | moved a quantity of hay,
and on the top, | found a pair of trousers and an old pair of boots. I took the trousers to the
police station, and showed them to Langworthy, and he said, "Yes, those are my trousers"
Wilson said nothing. | charged each of them with burglary, and each replied, *No, I know
nothing about it" I cannot say which pair each of the prisoners was wearing.

Guilty, Smith twelve months' hard labour, Wilson and Langworthy nine months' hard
labour each3®®

1895 September 17: Woman charged with burglary: At Epsom Petty Sessions Thomas
John Rogers alias Phillips and Sarah Lipscombe of Tooting were charged with burglary
in Bridge Road, Leatherhead and stealing jewellery and cash. The female prisoner had
formerly been a servant in the house and a sum of £31 was found in her room as was some
underclothing stolen at another burglary in the same neighbourhood. Both sent for trail
with Lipscombe on bail.36°

1896 October 22: Burglary Woking: Central Criminal Court 16th November 1896:
William Wye 20 and Evan Howard 20 Burglary in the dwelling house of Arthur Samuel
Dark, and stealing a razor and other articles, his property.

Arthur Samuel Dark. | am a hairdresser at Chobham Road, Woking. | live on the
premises. On Wednesday night, October 21st, | fastened my doors immediately after
eleven o'clock, before retiring. About ten or fifteen minutes after, | heard a noise; | entered
the shop, and | saw some persons passing the door, but not sufficient for me to recognise
them. | was aroused in the morning by a neighbour and found that my window had been
broken; it was forced inwards, and | missed some razors, perfumes, and other articles. |
immediately gave notice to the police. The size of my window was seven feet six by seven.
The piece that was broken out was two feet six. | have since seen some of the articles that
were taken. Police Constable Lucas had them, and | recognized them as the things stolen
from my shop.

368 Old Bailey online
369 1895 September 17: Morning Post Tuesday
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William Robert Lucas (Surrey Constabulary). On October 22nd | was informed of the
prosecutor's shop being broken into in Chobham Road, Woking, and at nine p.m. | met
the prisoner Wye in Chertsey Road, Woking. | said to him, "Where were, you last night?
He replied, "I don't know where I slept,” I said, "What time did you get there?" He said,
"At half-past ten, and | then went to work at labouring, and at a quarter-past six, | came
to Wheatsheaf Bridge" | said, "Did you see anyone pass by?" He said, "Yes, | met Evan
Howard at the Red Lion, where we now stand, and we went to Chertsey Road" I told him
there had been a shop broken into in Chobham Road during the night. He said, "I did not
do it and I would not tell of anyone™ I took down the words he said in my pocketbook,
about ten minutes afterwards. | said, "l believe you know all about it" He then said,
"Howard broke the window, opened it with his knife, took out the razor strop, some scent,
and bottles of stuff; he got into the window with a bull's-eye lantern; I held a pair of boots
for him, and watched whilst he got in the window and took the walking stick, Which |
took from him on his getting out” | afterwards said, "Come back and show me the shop,
and how it was done," which he did, and pointed to the rack, where the walking-stick was
taken from. He then said, "It was not done this morning; it was done last night, about half-
past eleven™

| then charged him with burglariously entering the shop of Mr. Dark. Next day, at twelve
p.m., | took Howard. I told him what Wye had said. He said, "It's a lie; | know nothing
about it; 1 have not seen Wye since | last saw him in Wandsworth Prison" None of the
stolen property was found on either prisoner. | produce the things, which have been
identified by the prosecutor, also three articles identified by Edward Robins, whose shop
was also broken into on the night of the 19", The whole of these things were found at
Inkerman Barracks, with other property, for which two soldiers are awaiting their trial at
the next Sessions. | was present when the prisoners were charged before the Magistrate.
Wye made no reply to the charge; Howard said, "I know nothing about it."

The Recorder held that there was no evidence against Howard and directed the jury to
find him not guilty. Wye, guilty; he then pleaded guilty to a conviction of an indecent
assault, and other convictions for misdemeanour were proved against him. Nine months'
hard labour.

1897 February 20: Burglary: The County Police in Surrey are busily engaged in
endeavouring to trace the perpetrators of a daring burglary committed during the early
hours of yesterday morning at the residence of Mr Kuhner, The Cottage, Old Malden. The
house was searched, and a quantity of property stolen. A pickaxe was stolen from a
neighbour’s house used to gain access. A bulldog was chained in the yard. Several
burglaries have occurred in the same neighbourhood within the past two months and the
police are now actively endeavouring to trace what they believe to be the operations of an
organised gang.3"®

370 1897 20 February Morning Post Saturday
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1897 September 16: Surrey Police are investigating a daring burglary at Charterhouse,
Godalming the residence of Rev. H J Evans, one of the masters. The place was ransacked.
371

1897 September 17: Burglary: The Surrey County Police are engaged in investigating
several burglaries that have taken place at Esher this week, one of which occurred on
Wednesday. The thieves entered a draper’s shop in the High Street using a ladder to gain
entry through a rear window. £30 was stolen from the till and a cash box. The adjoining
house was also broken into whilst the occupants were on holiday. At present the police do
not have a clue to the thieves.37

1899 February 25: Burglary Leatherhead: During Monday night or early Tuesday
morning some enterprising individual broke into a boot maker in Bridge Street and stole
three pairs of boots. The rear window was forced open.3"3

1899 November 2: Chobham or Cobham burglary: A daring case of burglary at
Chobham near Guildford is occupying the attention of members of the West Surrey
Constabulary. Early on Saturday morning the post office at Cobham (sic) was broken into
and a quantity of postal orders amounting in the aggregate to £37 was stolen. Some stamps
and coppers were also appropriated by the burglars who appear to have made good their
escape for up to last night the efforts of the police to track them down have proved
futile.®™

1899 December 31: Annual Report of the Chief Constable to the Right Worshipful
Mayor and the members of the Watch Committee of the Borough of Reigate; sixth report
from CC James Metcalfe: The Borough Police prosecuted 471 men and 47 females 37°
Crimes committed 59 an increase of 9 with 33 men and two females apprehended for
offences including burglary and housebreaking.

Property to the estimated value alleged to have been stolen or obtained by fraud £101 16s
a decrease of £55 17s 4d; recovered £31 7s 9 %d and increase of £10 17s 10 Y2d 376

1857-1901 Indictable offences declined by almost 50%
Population grew from 19 million to 33 million

The number of serious crimes fell from 92,000 to 81,000
By 1991 ten times that of 1955 forty times that of 190137

371 1897 September 16: Daily News Thursday

372 1897 17 September: The Standard (London, England), Friday

373 1899 February 25 Dorking Advertiser

374 1899 November 2: Berrow’s Worcester Journal
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A 1906 Home Office Circular established the availability of skilled chief inspectors from
Scotland Yard to assist local police forces for temporary service in difficult cases of
murder or other grave crime. Not be regarded as a rival but as an expert called in to deal
with the special difficulties of the case. Two months after the announcement Detective
Chief Inspector Fox of the Metropolitan Police went to Camberley to assist with the
burglary and murder of a woman in her home. Superintendent Simmonds from the Surrey
Constabulary worked with him. It was said that the use of officers from the Metropolitan
Police was found to be disagreeable by the chief constable who decreed that as long as he
was the chief, the Surrey Constabulary would not again seek assistance from the
Metropolitan Police. And it is believed they did not!

The burglary and murder took place in 1906 on June 11on a sunny afternoon. Two elderly
maiden sisters Miss Mary Anne Hogg aged sixty-eight, and Miss Caroline Gwinnell Hog
aged sixty-two, were found by a postman in their house Heathfield, Camberley, where
they had lived alone for some years. They had been brutally attacked. Mary was dead and
her sister so seriously injured that it was feared she would die. Police were called and PCs
Holdaway and Brown arrived and were joined by Dr Rayner and they started a thorough
search of the house. They were later joined by Dr Cadell, the local medical officer of
health, who considered that the death had occurred about an hour before his arrival, i.e.
about 4.10pm. Caroline survived and gave evidence at an inquest a month later. Both had
been hit on the head with a hammer wrapped in a piece of merino, and their throats cut
with a knife. Even Professor Pepper the Home Office pathologist was unable to give much
assistance. There was a careful search of the house and garden; checks made for missing
people from asylums; interviews of scores of residents; investigation of the movement of
known criminals who from previous convictions may have been involved. A large reward
was offered but there was no resolution of this case.

On the 25" June at the inquest the Coroner said: “The public must bear in mind that
however astute a detective might be, and however anxious the police might be to unravel
the mystery, they could not do impossibilities. They might have seen the murderer, or
even passed him over and over again, but it must be remembered that he did not show
murder in his face, or bear a placard telling the nature of his crime, and it was only by
piecing facts together that the police would be able eventually to lay their hands on the
murderer”.

1909 June 18 Burglary at Charterhouse School: At Godalming police court yesterday
Joseph Plaff aged 19, a German waiter, and Henry Manin aged 20 a Belgian restaurant
porter both from central London were charged with burglary at one of the houses at
Charterhouse School and stealing five mackintoshes, nine pairs of boots and other articles
to the value of £15. PC Bond said that early on Wednesday morning he saw the men with
a large portmanteau at Farncombe railway station. Both men were wearing mackintoshes
and other stolen property was found in the portmanteau. He arrested the prisoners but only
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captured Manin after a chase of three quarters of a mile. The prisoners were remanded
until Monday.3"8

1909 September 13: Burglary: On Saturday Charles Cook and American engineer and
Charles Werner, cabinet maker an Austrian, were charged at the Chertsey police court
with burglary at Silverlands, the residence of Sir John Brunner MP, on September 6 and
stealing articles, mostly souvenirs in silver of St John’s residence in the Northwich
division, valued at £300. Sir John was present at court. PC Edwards of the Surrey
Constabulary now stated he saw the prisoners at Addlestone Railway Station in the
waiting room. They had a bag with them. He had his suspicions and asked them to
accompany him to Chertsey police station. One of them called out “Run” and both ran
away, Cook towards Chertsey and Werner towards Addlestone. The witness chased Cook
for 300 yards when he, (Cook) jumped a hedge into a brook. The witness followed and
after a struggle and with the assistance of civilians took him to the police station. The bag
was found where the prisoners had run away. PC Bailey said he was on the bridge over
the Wey at Weybridge and saw Werner coming. Werner answered the description of the
man with Cook. Edwards identified Werner at Weybridge police station. They were
remanded until Friday®"

1913: PC Edwin Lawty, Guildford Borough In 1913 awarded the King's Police Medal
for Gallantry for arresting a housebreaker at Newlands Corner. During the severe and
prolonged struggle, the constable was injured when struck by a golf club. In July the
homes of Lt Col Grier and Dr Arthur Bryan were burgled, and £50 worth of property
stolen. Following a three-mile chase across Pewley Downs PC Lawty caught the burglar
at Newlands Corner where a severe and prolonged struggle took place during which
Lawty was injured having been struck by a golf club. However, he hung onto his prisoner
until help arrived.

For his gallant and determined action PC Lawty was commended by the judge at the
Assizes and was awarded the KPM for gallantry. The Watch Committee made monetary
awards to Mr William Lee and Mr W H Brown who assisted in the arrest. The
householders who had been burgled presented the force with £10 for the purchase of
pistols and shields (possibly trophies) and three were purchased along with a thousand
rounds of ammunition and four shields and leg guards. The weapons would be used for
range practice and would not be carried unless an emergency arose. 38°

1916 11 March A Housebreaking Charge. A Soldier was remanded in Guildford for
housebreaking. Henry Lewis Bleach serving with the 22 Battalion, London Regiment. 38!

1919 May 20: The Surrey Police on bicycles and in motor cars are scouring the wild and
unfrequented common around Woking in search of an alleged burglar who was captured

378 The Times (London, England), Friday, Jun 18, 1909

378 The Times (London, England), Monday, Sep 13, 1909

380 They Guarded Guildford by Richard Ford Surrey 1969 internal publication Surrey Constabulary
381 Surrey Times and County Express 11 March 1916
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on the premises of Woking Cooperative Society. Twice he escaped when hotly pursued
by the police by plunging fully clothed into the Basingstoke canal and swimming across
and twice he was recaptured. A third attempt at escape was successful and he got away.
He was described as big and powerful and was initially discovered on the premises by the
manager but escaped into the street where he stole a bicycle and knocked down one of his
pursuers. He was caught, taken back to the shop by a number of men and as the police
were being telephoned, he wrenched free from the two men holding him and escaped
leaping on another bicycle hotly pursued by police.38

1920 May 13: It was stated at Reigate Police Court yesterday when a man was remanded
on a charge of housebreaking, that a second man was arrested and handcuffed to the
defendant. The second man however slipped out of his overcoat and the handcuffs and
escaped over a hedge and ditch into open country.383

1920 July 31: Woman’s story of attack on lonely footpath: At Guildford police court
yesterday Arthur Fletcher aged 24 of Walnut Tree Close, Guildford was charged with
highway robbery with violence, indecent assault on a little girl, housebreaking and theft
of jewellery and a bicycle and aggravated assault on a young woman at Woking. Margaret
Lyons of Littleton said she was walking along a lonely footpath near her home when the
prisoner came up behind her and threw his arm around her neck. She called out and
struggled. The prisoner put his hand on her moth and said, “I will kill you.” He then
knocked her down, took her handbag and ran off. The Bench also investigated a case of
assault on a girl aged 11 years. The prisoner said he had lost his discharge papers and this
prevented him from getting employment. Committed to the Assizes. 384

1920 October 15: Policeman sent for trial: At Chertsey yesterday PC Walter Field who
has 21 years’ service with the Metropolitan Police, Walter Reuter electric plater of
Tottenham Court Road and Joseph Blackwell dealer of Camberwell were committed for
trial charged with stealing and receiving proceeds of a burglary at Englefield Green and
with conspiracy to break and enter dwelling houses. 38

1920 December 11: Surrey Police are investigating a burglary at Furze Hill, Pirbright
the home of Lady Stanley the widow of the explorer Sir Henry Morten Stanley. Thieves
ransacked each room except that occupied by the caretaker but only took a small clock.
Police has found fingerprints of four persons.3

1921 February 25: Burglar’s buried booty: At Surrey Assizes James Brown 37 a fitter
was sentenced to three years penal servitude for burglary at Ashtead Grange from where

3821919 May 20: The Times

383 The Times Thursday 13 May 1920
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plate worth £220 was taken and buried in a local wood. The police watched the spot for
three days and arrested Brown when he went with a portmanteau to fetch the plate. 38’

1924 January 8: A cleverly planned burglary took place at Silverlands, Chertsey the
residence of Sir Cecil Chubb who presented Stonehenge to the nation. The offence took
place on Sunday night between 7.30 and 9.30, whilst the family were at dinner. The
thieves reached Lady Chubb’s bedroom by standing on the portico over the door.
Fortunately, Lady Chubb’s principal jewellery was in the strong room, but £500 worth
was stolen along with £150 in notes. Contents of the drawers were scattered all over the
rooms. The ladder used was carried from a rick at a farm a quarter of a mile away and it
is believed they got away in a motorcar. The case is in the hands of Scotland Yard and
Surrey Police.38

1924 July 24 Burglary: Surrey Assizes: On June 28, 1916 when he was sentenced for
burglary at the home of Herman Lange and feloniously wounding Olive Kate Wickens
aged 18 with intent to cause Grievous Bodily Harm on April 28. This was the conviction
Mr Justice Avery referred in sentencing Mahon on Saturday. It was stated that Mr Lange
was the manager of the National Provincial bank at Sunningdale and that Mahon got
through a window into the premises. When the girl Wickens came downstairs in the
morning she saw the prisoner coming out of the manager’s room. She screamed and he
hit her several times on the head with a hammer wrapped in a piece of cloth. Her life was
saved only by the thickness of her hair. The judge described the prisoner as not only a
burglar and a coward but a thorough based hypocrite. He would be sentenced to five years
penal servitude on each charge to run concurrently. 38

1924 August PC William ElKkins: Send was experiencing a number of serious burglaries.
One morning PC Elkins attended a burglary and searched the house for clues finding a
cigarette-end and a small piece of the inside flap of a matchbox no more than half an inch
by a quarter of an inch. Pursuing enquiries later that morning the constable approached a
young man on a punt on the River Wey and asked him for a light. Obligingly the young
man handed over a box of Swan Vesta, found to have a piece of the casing missing,
measuring half an inch by a quarter of an inch. The man was arrested and found to be a
notorious criminal named Anthony St. George and hundreds of pounds of stolen property
were recovered.3® 1924 September 13: Alleged burglar sent for trial: Anthony St
George 29, who had already been committed for trial on charges of burglary at Sendmore
House, Send and Greywell House, Woking. Yesterday he was charged with breaking into
Pyrford Court the residence of Lord Elveden MP, on August 9 and on July 9 the house of
Mr George Sydney Coppen at Weybridge. Superintendent Boshier told of finding certain

387 The Times 25 February 1921

388 1924 January 8: The Times

389 The Times 21 July 1924

3% Durrant Surrey Constabulary 1851-1951 page 42
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of the articles in a room at the New Inn, Send. Committed for trial at the Guildford
Assizes.391

1924 December 4: Surrey Assizes: Sentenced to five years penal servitude. After the
verdict had been given Superintendent Boshier stated there were six other warrants out
against the prisoner for other burglaries and two other burglaries had been attributed to
him. These were in addition to the three other indictments at the Assize. Superintendent
Boshier said he had no doubt the prisoner had been concerned in burglaries at Wimbledon,
Putney, Byfleet and other places in that neighbourhood. On the night of the burglary at
“Sendmore” there were three other burglaries in the same district in which he believed the
prisoner was associated. On sentencing the Judge said that the prisoner was a clever and
wicked man, and a clever professional burglar. 39

1925 March 10: Boy housebreaker sent to reformatory: Three further charges of
housebreaking were preferred at the Guildford Petty Sessions yesterday against George
Dixon aged 13 who was remanded last week on a charge of housebreaking and theft at
Guildford. DC Penbered of the Wolverhampton Borough Police said that while he was
taking down a statement at Dixon’s dictation concerning the murder of PC Willitts of the
Wolverhampton Police. Dixon voluntarily added that he had done several housebreakings
in various parts of the country and indicated to him a number of houses he had entered.
Detective Sergeant Manfield of the Guildford Borough Police said in a statement the
defendant gave his name as William Jones and said his father served in the Royal Artillery
at Woolwich. The defendant pleaded guilty to the four charges and DC Penbered said
Dixon had broken into ten houses all together. The boy was sent to the Liverpool Juvenile
Reformatory Association to be placed in one of their homes until he was 19.3%

1925 July 1 Burglary: Sentenced to five years penal servitude by Surrey Assizes Cyril
Reeves 33, clerk, pleaded guilty to burglary at Guildford. He was also sentenced to six
months imprisonment to run concurrently for obtaining credit by fraud at Guildford and
three other cases of theft at Farnborough and Aldershot were taken into consideration.
Several previous convictions with sentences of penal servitude were proved and the Judge
commented that the prisoner’s career included every sort of offence ever since he was a
boy.3%

1926 June 23: Superintendent Boshier received a visit at Woking Police Station from a
workman who had overheard colleagues discussing a crime they had committed, a
burglary at a shop. Gerald Matthews and Thomas Victor Lewis were arrested by Boshier
and later released without charge. Letters were exchanged with solicitors Triggs Turner
seeking recompense for their innocent clients. The chief constable wrote indicating that
Boshier had acted in every way without malice or ill will, they were merely conveyed to

391 The Times 13 September 1924

392 The Times 4 December 1924

3% The Times Tuesday, Mar 10, 1925
3% The Times 1 July 1925
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the police station by the superintendent to enable him to clear up certain points, which
arose during his enquiries.3%

1926 October 22: Alleged housebreaking at Guildford on 20 October: Four young
men from London remanded: At Guildford police court yesterday four young me were
charged with breaking and entering toe Rosary, Ennismore Avenue, Guildford. DC Fuller
attended the scene and found that entry had been made to the house by forcing a window.
He then drove to Thames Ditton where the defendants had been detained. At an
identification parade that day the accused were picked out as the men seen in Ennismore
Avenue. Bail was refused.®% October 28: At Guildford police court yesterday the four
men were committed for trial at the Surrey Assizes. The caretaker of the Rosary saw a
motor car outside the premises during the afternoon. When he went in through the front
gate two men approached him. As he was talking to them, he saw a man come out of the
lavatory window. The three men ran into the road and got into the car, which drove away
at a furious pace. He took the number of the car and the police were informed. A Thames
Ditton police sergeant gave evidence that as the car came along the Portsmouth Road at
Thames Ditton, he signalled the driver to stop but the driver took no notice. PC Taylor
jumped onto the running board but the driver pushed him off. After coming onto collision
with a lorry the car turned into a side road and went at great speed towards the river. Just
before reaching the water all four men leapt out and the car plunged into the water. The
four men were arrested later.3%” 1926 December 6 Surrey Assizes: Sinclair and George
Wolfe were found guilty of breaking into a house and Howard and Bernard Wolfe pleaded
guilty to the same charges. Three of the men received penal servitude for three years
because of their previous convictions and George Wolfe because of previous good
character one-year penal servitude.3%

1927: PC William Locke and PC James Gascoyne Guildford Borough Police found a
burglar in a house in Warren Road. A chase followed and when Locke overtook the thief
a violent struggle ensued ceasing only when Locke had used his truncheon and Gascoyne
had applied “ju-jitsu” holds. A loaded revolver was found in his pocket.3% 1927 January
25: Alleged armed burglary: At the Guildford Police Court yesterday Arthur Cole 42,
coal heaver NFA was charged with breaking into Kingsdene, Warren Road, Guildford and
stealing jewellery valued at £18. PC Locke stated that at 4.30am he found finger marks
on a frosty windowpane and saw Cole and chased him, eventually hitting him on the neck
with a truncheon and knocking him down. PC Gascoigne stopped the prisoner struggling
by putting a ju-jitsu grip on his wrist. In his pocket the prisoner had a loaded revolver and
he is alleged to have said whilst being searched, I did not use it but I was going to.” The
bench commended both officers.4%°

3% Surrey Archives CC98/11/7

396 The Times Friday, 22 October 1926

397 The Times Thursday 28 October 1926

3% The Times 6 December 1926

39 They Guarded Guildford by Richard Ford Surrey 1969 internal publication Surrey Constabulary
400 The Times 25 January 1927
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1928 June 30: Worst Form of burglary: Anthony Castor 32 a musician was sentenced
yesterday at Surrey Assizes at Guildford to five years penal servitude for burglary having
been disturbed in a bedroom. He had been released from penal servitude one month after
8 years for manslaughter of a woman he was living with.#°t Offence not known for certain
to be in the Surrey Constabulary area.

1931: When in 1931 PC Fountain joined the Guildford Borough CID he was on call
when off duty. Housebreaking was prevelant as was theft of cycles. The cycle theft caused
a lot of hard work and was finally cleared up when it was discovered that bikes were
leaving the town by train avoiding the road checks that had been set up. When the thieves
were arrested cycles from across England were recovered

Fountain owned a motor cycle and since the Force did not have any transport he was able
to use the vehicle and claim an allowance. Before he joined CID he would often use the
motor cycle on nights to pad out the cover when they were short of men. He would carry
the detective sergeant in the side car — both being in plain clothes. This proved effective
and they made many arrests. The motor cycle was kept in the yard of the Surrey Arms
opposite the police station. The DS at the time was Manfield. 40

1932 January 7: Burglary Chertsey: Burglars who entered Silverlands a mansion near
Chertsey late on Tuesday night made off with a quantity of jewellery whilst the owners
were out. The servants were in the basement at the time and it was not until the owners,
Wilkinson, returned that the burglary was discovered. A ladder was found near the house.
The Chertsey police are investigating what is the third burglary at the house.*%® (There are
reports in other years of this house being burgled)

1932 May 13 The Duke of Newcastle’s Miniatures: The Duke of Newcastle gave
evidence at Dorking Police Court on Saturday when George Wilton, 21, clerk, of Orchard
Street, Mansfield, Notts, was charged with burglary at Harrowlands the residence of the
Duke at Dorking and stealing 18 miniatures and a jade ashtray.

The Duke said, “In the early hours of May 13 | was awakened by the barking of my dog
which was tied up outside my room. | got up to see what was the matter. On getting out
onto the landing | switched on the light and unleashed my dog. | went downstairs and
when | got to the half landing, | realised the door leading to the garden was open. | went
on and looked into my study to make sure that nobody was there. As | had no glasses and
| cannot see but dimly without them, | did not notice that anything was missing in that
room.

401 The Times 20 June 1928
492 From a biographical note by PC Fountain below
408 The Times (London, England), Thursday, Jan 07, 1932
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Having satisfied myself that there was nobody in the room | went with the dog to examine
the rest of the rooms and then went to bed again. The next morning, | was informed that
the miniatures had been taken from the mantelpiece in my study. Wilton had been
employed as a pantry boy two or three years ago. He was committed for trial at the Quarter
Sessions. 04

1932 October 8 Cut Mill murder: Just before dinner on October 8, 1932, Annie Keen
(64) was clubbed three times with a sharpening stone in the scullery of her isolated Surrey
cottage. Her throat was cut with a kitchen knife found at the murder scene. An odd-job
boy found her body in a pool of blood. It was lying next to an untouched meal that had
been laid out for two. Mrs Keen should have prepared the dinner for her and her husband,
but he never made it home. Some minutes after the attack on his wife, Albert aged sixty-
one, was beaten with a cudgel on his walk home from work. He was thrown into a nearby
pond, and his body found floating there by police. Back at the cottage, police found signs
that money had been stolen from the house. It was well known locally that Keen, a
cowman, kept all his cash in his house. Detective Sergeant Curry and PC Tom Roberts
attended the scene.

Tom Roberts was to become a founder member and later head of Surrey CID and had the
opportunity at the scene to develop some forensic skills. There was no training for
detectives, picking up elements of their work from more experienced colleagues. Roberts
used his own camera to take photos and developed the film in the bathroom of his digs,
thereby also developing forensic photography within the Surrey Constabulary.

Four days later, a local man called Godfrey Nobes was arrested by Surrey Constabulary
officers and charged with the murders. He had been seen walking around the woods near
the Keens' cottage by a gamekeeper. Nobes was a formerly wealthy farmer now on his
uppers. He hadn't paid his rent for four weeks and there were rumours that he was being
blackmailed, so he had a motive for the crime. More incriminatingly, ninety-six spots of
blood were found on his suit and hat. At the trial he claimed that the blood on his suit
came from a nosebleed and that he had got blood on his hat because he took it off in a pub
and hung it on a peg next to a rabbit corpse.

Roberts believed that the suit worn by Nobes had been heavily blood stained but washed,
he said because of a nosebleed. In 1932, the forensic techniques had not been developed
to establish whether the blood was from Nobes’ blood group.

After forty-five minutes of deliberation, the jury, though urged to convict by the judge,
pronounced Nobes not guilty. He jilted his fiancée on the courthouse steps, then
disappeared for good - some said to live under an assumed name in Kent, others said to
Australia.

404 The Times (London, England), Monday, May 23, 1932
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Why did Nobes get found not guilty? Locals at the time suggested that it was because he
was a freemason, and the jury was stuffed with freemasons. "I found no evidence of that,”
says Anthony Scrivener QC, who has reopened the seventy-year-old case for a TV
programmes on unsolved murders. "I think the jury did very well not to convict on the
basis of the evidence presented to them. The evidence was incriminating but not
conclusive.”" The prosecution could not prove that the blood on the hat was human, still
less that it was Mrs Keen's.

Mr Paling the prosecutor, said the killer knew the habits of Mr and Mrs Keen and the
motive was undoubtedly robbery. Nobes, who was the son of the late Mr A. G. Nobes of
Cutt Mill Farm, was living at the Princess Royal at Runfold, and was engaged to the
daughter of the licensee, Mrs Hook. He paid 12s 6d a week in rent, and on October 7 he
owed Mrs Hook £2 15s 6d.

In a statement, he said that on that day he had caught a bus from Sandy Cross to Shoelands
corner, where he alighted, telling the driver he would pay the fare on the return journey.
He walked to Cutt Mill, arriving at 5.55pm, and then on to Shackleford. The reason he
went to Cutt Mill was to look over it in daylight and to kill time so that he would not arrive
home too soon as he had told the Hooks he was working at a pork butchers in
Farnborough, and that he would be late.

Mr Paling said that an examination of the suit Nobes was wearing on October 7 showed
48 places on the jacket where there was human blood, 24 on the waistcoat and another 24
on the trousers. There was also blood on a pullover and a trilby hat and on a brown suit.
Nobes had suggested that the blood was as a result of nose bleeds, from which he suffered.

Ernest Glew, of Worplesdon Road, Stoughton, was the driver-conductor of the Yellow
Bus running between Farnham and Guildford on the lower road. He said Nobes had said
to him, as he got off at Cutt Mill: "I will square up when I come back." He did not see him
again that day.

Norman Vessey, a gamekeeper of Hampton, Seale, said that at 5.15pm on October 7 he
saw a man near the Puttenham road who he subsequently picked out at an identity parade
at Guildford police station 13 days later. The man had asked where he could catch a bus
to Guildford. Later, he saw a man by the edge of the pond and another man near the
Gatwick entrance to Cutt Mill. Both were strangers. A car was nearby. He watched them
for about 15 minutes and when the car drove off the second man was in it, and the first
joined him. He could not swear that the man he saw get into the car was the person he had
seen earlier.

William Hyams, an engineer's foreman, of Hookley Lane, Elstead, said that about three
and a half years ago Mr Nobes senior at Cutt Mill Farm employed him. Godfrey Nobes
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was an overseer at the farm, and the dead man, Albert Keen, also worked there. Mr Hyams
said that 18 months ago he had declined to lend Godfrey Nobes £20.

Albert Sharp, of Stoughton Road, Guildford, told the court that on October 7 he was the
licensee of the Bricklayer's Arms in Abbey Street, Farnham. The accused was a customer
and at about 10am on that day he had refused him a loan of £1. Cecil Griffin, the manager
of a fishmonger's shop in Farnham, said he lent Nobes £1 so that he could catch a train to
Alton. He had not seen him since, but twice before he had repaid loans.

The accused's landlady, Annie Louisa Hook, of the Princess Royal at Runfold, said that
on October 8 Nobes paid her £2 towards the £2 15s 6d he owed her. She said he was never
in later than 7pm, unless she knew that he was going to be late. On October 7 he left the
pub at 10am and she did not see him again until 10.30-10.45pm. She told the court she
said to him: "You are a nice one, where have you been?" to which he replied, "Working
late." The next day she had noticed that he wore a cap instead of his usual trilby. She
identified a blue suit, brown suit and pullover as his. On October 10 her daughter washed
the brown suit which was dirty with mud.

Gladys Emily Hook said she had become engaged to the accused in February 1932. She
had once walked with him to Cutt Mill, and it had taken two and a quarter hour to walk
back. At one time he had a car and they went out for rides. On one occasion he went to
the Keens' cottage. Forensic science was in its infancy

At the trial, PC Tom Roberts, of Guildford, said he had made a detailed search of the
Keens' cottage and had discovered the locks on two wooden chests in one of the bedrooms
had been forced. Two purses in the living room were empty. On a chest of drawers in the
bedroom were two small boxes. They were locked and in both was money, including eight
three penny pieces and three £1 notes.*%® Tom Roberts was a pioneer in forensic science
and photography in the police force. He helped establish Surrey CID and after only 15
years in the force had risen to the rank of detective superintendent. Mr Roberts left the
service in the early 1950s on secondment to the War Office, retiring in 1969 and starting
a new career as an industrial security consultant. Tom Roberts, OBE, KPM, died in
December 1989, aged 84

1933 Captain Sant the Chief Constable’s house was burgled Red House, next door to
the Sea Horse at Shalford. Licensee was an ex-Portsmouth City sergeant. Inspector Curry
arrested a man named Lemon alias Sooty Jack for sixteen burglaries. Police were allowed
to wear civvies, as there were often no detectives. The DCC was the superintendent of the
Guildford Rural Division. No real Criminal Investigation Department. PS Johnny Lucas

405 G http://www.getsurrey.co.uk/news/local-news/65-year-old-mystery-cutt-mill-murders-4860878et
Surrey website
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was in charge of the stores, clothing, and training. Gave me my first job as a recruit - clean
the urinals.4%

1934 PC Kendall Guildford Borough: In 1934 with the passing of the Road Traffic Act
it was necessary to enforce it but Mr Nicholas the Chief Constable was dead against motor
transport of any sort however we had to do something and a Ford Model 8 was purchased
and PC Kendall became the first driver with PC Rook. “We had another officer with us
as observer and worked 0900-1700 and no night duties. We did not have to make any
“rings” but we were restricted to the Borough and called in at the station when passing to
check if we were required as there were no radios.” 4%’

The total strength of the force was 30 the Chief Constable being number 1 and so on down
the ranks.

There were no ambulances so the police kept a hand ambulance at the station for carrying
injured people, suicides etc.

One of the conditions of service was that an officer had to be able to swim and had to
qualify as a lifesaver along with first aid training.

There was no wireless in use in the Borough before the War and when the first sets were
used one was fitted to a Sunbeam Talbot patrol car and PC Kendall responded to the first
emergency call, which was to a suspected housebreaking at Old Woking.

The late Superintendent Fred Shoobridge recalled that the Surrey Constabulary formed a
Criminal Investigation Department between 1937-38 with Tom Roberts as head and
sergeants on each Division with DCs who would dust for prints. In HQ there was Crime
Bureau who would come and photo the prints. These were not the first plain clothes
officers. Many of the divisional group photos, and those from the boroughs, have officers
present out of uniform.

1936 February 27: Sergeant George Capelin Reigate Borough Police was commended
with Police Sergeant Kimber by the chief constable for their activities on 14 February
1936 in arresting WD Fish of Reigate for a series of housebreakings.*%®

1937 September: Alleged propaganda in the army: Four men were committed from
Farnham to the Surrey Quarter Sessions on a charge of burglary. It was alleged they broke
into a hut occupied by Wilfred Foulston Vernon and stole various property at Old Park,
Farnham on August 18. Mr Vernon a civil servant at Farnborough slept in the hut in the
winter and in a tent and described himself as a student of affairs. PC Tanner T Division
Metropolitan Police said whilst on patrol on the Great West Road, Staines he received a

4% Retired Superintendent Fred Shoobridge in 1999 in conversation with Robert Bartlett
407 Note from PC Kendall biography below
408 Surrey Constabulary Appointment book George Ellis James Capelin
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wireless message and later he stopped a car containing the accused. One Preedy the driver
said, “Let me telephone the Intelligence Department.” A chopper, a dummy revolver and
aluminium knuckle-duster were found in the car. “I was in the Army. A major got me to
distribute propaganda among the troops and I am now ashamed of myself.” Vernon was
linked to the distribution of communist papers and Preedy circulated them on his behalf.
The defendants pleaded not guilty and reserved their defence. %

1937 December: Lady’s £200 jewellery stolen: A thief or thieves broke into Lady
Farrer’s residence Abinger Hall last night at about 9pm and stole jewellery valued about
£200 belonging to Lady Farrer. Entrance to the house was made by using a ladder to climb
to a bedroom window that was smashed. The burglary was discovered within an hour of
it being committed. The bedroom from which the jewellery was stolen was left in great
disorder.40

1941 September 5: Tom Roberts called to Weybridge where the murdered body of an
eighty-year-old woman had been found in The Shelter,
Towers Walk. A man had been seen on the ground surrounded
by wine and spirit bottles near the gate of the house. Another
man lying drunk in army uniform was found in the house on
the scullery floor. Police were called and the house was found
to be in great disorder. The main bedroom door was locked
but there was no key in the door so a policeman climbed in
through the window and found the body of Miss M E Salmon
in her nightdress. There had been an unsuccessful attempt to
strangle her and that she had fought for her life although

. suffering a number of injuries from a severe beating. There
was a glass in her hand and nearby was a bottle of brandy. The men were arrested and the
one in uniform was found to be a Canadian with jewellery and other valuables from the
house in his pocket. The second man was a merchant seaman Cussack who had once been
employed by the victim and had a key to the house, which he could use with the consent
of the victim who had given him money over the years. He also had stolen property from
the house in his pockets. Both men had become friendly and after the event sought to
blame the other. The first trial was at the Central Criminal Court on 16 January 1942 but
soon Cussack was to die of pulmonary tuberculosis. The second trial of McDonald started
on the 21 January and he was found not guilty in what was seen to be a very surprising
decision. McDonald returned to Canada where he was killed in a road accident shortly
after his return.

409 The Times Friday 3 September 1937
410 Dorking Advertiser 13 December 2012 — reprint of 1937 news
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In 1937, Professor Keith Simpson was
appointed the medico-legal advisor to the
- Surrey Constabulary, and by the early
1940s he was involved in the examination
. of wartime crimes. One day, a reclusive
4 elderly woman was found dead in her
. locked, barricaded bedroom. The key lay
on the floor inside. She held a glass of
& 8 =8 brandy tightly in her hand, as if she'd
et S o=l simply fallen, yet from bruises on her face
and head, she had clearly been assaulted; more suspicious, her jewellery cases were open
and empty. Two suspects, a drunken seaman and a soldier were found on the property
with her jewellery in their pockets. It seemed possible that they had entered to batter and
rob her, and she had then barricaded herself inside her room. Yet Simpson decided the
extent of her injuries would have hindered her from setting up the barricade. So how had
it happened? The incident proved a challenge to reconstruct, but eventually the
investigators surmised that one of the men had knocked the victim down in her room and
tried unsuccessfully to strangle her. He had second thoughts and possibly used the brandy
to try to revive her. Failing that, he had staged the scene with the barricade to make it
appear less lethal. To see if this was possible Simpson helped with an experiment that
proved that the barricade could have been rigged from the other side of the locked door,
and the key slid under it. With this evidence and the victim's condition, it was not difficult
to get the pair of killers to confess that they had indeed killed the woman. However, one
died before trial, so the other threw all the blame on his deceased partner. With no
evidence to the contrary, there was reasonable doubt and he was acquitted.

1946 October 18: Surrey Police announced yesterday that a considerable amount of
jewellery had been stolen from Ednam Lodge where the Duke and Duchess of Windsor
were staying. Ednam Lodge, Sunningdale the house of the Earl of Dudley where Duke
and Duchess of Windsor had been guests and her jewellery was now reported stolen.
Detective Superintendent Tom Roberts attended. As the theft was close to the
Metropolitan Police District, Metropolitan Police assistance was sought and the head of
New Scotland Yard fingerprint department Superintendent Cherrill with DI Capstick and
DS Monk came to help. The jewels were priceless because of their historic association
but were never found.4! 412

Dick Kirby in his book “The Sweeney” writes that the suspect was a Barry Fieldsen
who had become Barry Redvers Holliday a wealthy man about town, whose background
appeared shrouded in mystery. Obviously, he was a man of means because he attended
Hunt Balls, was welcomed at lavish dinner parties and frequented many of the better
racecourses where he gambled heavily. Immaculately attired in Saville Row suits he
owned several properties (including on in Chelsea and another in Sunningdale) and a

411 Tom Robert’s Book Friends and Villains
412 1946 October 18: The Times
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cabin cruiser, a Bentley and a Mercedes. He could afford to do so, because he specialised
in breaking into the homes of the very rich. It is estimated that during his 25 years of crime
he had amassed a fortune of a quarter of a million pounds probably £7m at today’s prices.

413

Duches of Windsor’s abandoned jewellery case

On the afternoon 16 October 1946 the Duke and Duchess of Windsor had been staying at
Ednam Lodge, Sunningdale, the country estate of their friends the earl and Countess of
Dudley. In fact the Earl and Countess had vacated their property and moved temporarily
to Claridges Hotel so the Duke and Duchess might enjoy the privacy of their surroundings.
(It took three army lorries to deliver the duchess’ luggage.

The duchess had a jewel box, which was locked in a small trunk and this, she had been
urged to deposit in the strong room of the Lodge. Instead, she opted for her personal maid
to move it into the bedroom. The Windsors left for London and the staff went to tea and
two hours later that the chest had been forced and the case missing. The duke initially
made a claim to the insurance company for half a million pounds — he later amended the
sum to £20,000. Jack Capstick was detached from his Ghost Squad duties and raced to the
scene. No information came in from informants. The following year a staff member was
charged with housebreaking at Surrey Quarter Sessions with 26 cases taken into
consideration and not surprisingly he became a suspect. His garden was dug over and he
had repeated visits when in prison but no evidence was revealed.

The years passed and then Holliday did something stupid; he stole a pie from a pub where
he was known. Information on the theft arrived on the desk of Bob Lee at New Scotland
Yard who decided to go to Sunningdale and keep watch on Holliday. Lee recognised
Holliday as a thief he had known 25 years ago in south London. There followed a three-
month surveillance made difficult by the suspect using counter-surveillance techniques.
In December 1949 the suspect was seen going into a bank near Sloane Square with a

413 Tom Robert’s papers
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parcel under his arm, leaving without it. A search warrant was obtained and gems to the
value of £10,000 were found, some identified as stolen property. Holliday was arrested at
his house from where more stolen property was recovered. He was charged and bailed
and surveillance continued. He was not however followed three days before Christmas
when he booked into the Wheatsheaf Hotel, Virginia Water where he shot himself dead.
Over a period of time other safe-deposit boxes rented by Fieldsen were discovered and
jewels to the value of £100,000 were recovered much of it positively identified as coming
from burglaries between 1932 and 1949. There was little doubt that Fieldsen was
responsible for the burglary at Ednam Lodge, none of the jewels stolen were recovered.44

1948 spring: Sergeant Darbyshire makes first arrest with a tracking dog Anna of
Avondale following a burglary at Hersham, finding one of the burglars hiding under a
hedge in a neighbouring garden and the second nearby. 41> Only a few weeks later
Sergeant Darbyshire and Anna were called to their first job, a burglary at the Co-op in
Hersham. Within minutes of arriving Anna had tracked from the scene and located the
burglar hiding under a hedge in a garden. This was exactly what was needed, and the
credibility of the team was greatly enhanced and it also gave added impetus to the plans
to develop the dog section. 16

1950 October 4: A burglary was reported where paintings valued at between ten and
fifteen thousand pounds had been stolen from the mansion of John Page-Blair at
Windlesham Court. Surrey Police are making a detailed investigation and it is believed
a gang specialising in hauls of this kind may be responsible.*’

1950 November 5: Sutton Place jewellery theft Duke and Duchess of Sutherland. The
jewellery was valued at £54,000 worth over a £1m today. No doubt there was staff
involvement and they did have links to a man suspected of being a country house burglar
but there was no evidence. Two years later the butler, now working for Lord Thorneycroft
gave himself up and was again interviewed by Roberts admitting involvement naming his
accomplices. At trial the charges against the butler McLeod were dropped and he became
the principal prosecution witness and the other two, Burley and Sparkes, did their time.
The jewellery was never recovered. 418

1951 Murder Frederick Gosling at Clay Corner, Chertsey: January 17: Police
continued throughout Monday night and yesterday their inquiries into the death of
Frederick Gosling the 79-year-old grocer whose body was found tied to his bed above
his shop at Addlestone Moor, near Chertsey. Last night two men were charged with assault

with intent to rob. They will appear at Chertsey magistrates’ court this morning.*°

414 Dick Kirby “The Sweeny” Pen and Sword 2011
415 Tom Roberts p79

416 Denis Turner to Robert Bartlett
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1951 January 19: Third man charged with assaulting with intent to rob, Frederick
Gosling, about 6.10pm on January 11 in Addlestone. He will appear in the court in the
morning. 42

1951 January 25: Three men appeared on remand and Superintendent AE Curry told the
court that the case had to be reported to the D of PP. The men were remanded to January
31. 421

Frederick Gosling was a shopkeeper, at Clay Corner in Chertsey where in 1951 he was
murdered. He had worked and run the same shop for forty-four years and was now
seventy nine. Although living at home and of a good age he was fit though deaf, and was
| supported by his son, daughter and daughter in law who
regularly visited cleaned and cooked for the old man. Three
men from Ashford in what was then Middlesex, and in the
Metropolitan Police District, decided to rob the shopkeeper as
it was rumoured there was considerable cash kept on the
premises. They drove in a borrowed car and parked in
Wheatash Road by the premises and went into the shop. The
plan failed as customers came in. The men ran off and PC Hall
with his Sergeant H. W. Jobson attended a reported attempted
robbery. They had great difficulty understanding what had
gone on, although later Mr Gosling’s son was able to discover

Mr. Gosling the details of the attempted robbery. The following morning
the milkman found the premises insecure and on entering the living accommodation found
Gosling bound and dead. The safe door in the bedroom was open and a few coins scattered
on the floor. Detective Inspector Cox was the first police officer on the scene Detective

420 The Times 19 January 1951
421 The Times 25 January 1951
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Superintendent Roberts took charge and attended with Dr Keith Mant the pathologist and
were later joined by Keith Simpson.

The PM was undertaken by Mant at Chertsey where the cause of death was established,
asphyxia due to suffocation by gagging. The safe door was open, although not forced with
money scattered inside the safe and on the floor outside it. A quick search had been made
of the bedroom but there was no indication of disturbance in any other part of the house.
A quantity of tobacco and cigarettes were packed up ready to be taken away. The police
had a significant and fortunate early break when a witness was traced who had seen
someone he knew at the time of the robbery the previous evening.

The suspect Fred Brown was arrested and interviewed by Chief Inspector Tappenden and
Detective Sergeant Place during which he implicated his brother, Joe. He also said that a
friend Edward Smith was involved but another brother George Brown being on the run as
an escapee from prison did not take part in the crime. Forensic examination of the car
suspected of being used found hairs, fibres and debris on the foot mat some of which were
found to be goat hairs that exactly matched the hairs being shed from three moulting
goatskin rugs in Mr Gosling’s bedroom. Fred agreed in return for immunity to act as a
prosecution witness. Joe Brown was arrested and interviewed by Chief Inspector Sidney
Tappenden then along with Edward Smith was charged with assault with intent to rob. On
the 15th January, Fred Brown, Edward Smith and Joe Brown appeared before the court
charged with assault and Fred was then discharged. The remaining two were charged with
murder and found guilty at the Surrey Assizes and executed on 25 May 1951. 422

In an unusual aside for the modern police officer the attitude of the solicitor for a suspect
is interesting. Inspector Ferguson tried to interview suspects but they refuse although later
they agreed to do so in the presence of their solicitor. At first the solicitor advised them to
continue to refuse to cooperate. When Inspector Ferguson complained about his attitude
towards what was a very serious investigation, he changed his mind and told his clients to
make a statement, warning them to say nothing that would incriminate them. 423

1951 February 1: When the case was opened yesterday at Chertsey Magistrates Court
the prosecution withdrew the charges against Frederick Brown who was discharged.
Joseph Brown and Edward Smith were jointly charged with murder and remanded in
custody until February 6. 424

1951 February 7: Chertsey Magistrates Court yesterday: case for the prosecution: On
January 11 about 6 pm Gosling was in his shop and at about that time two men entered
and followed Gosling into a room at the back. Whilst these two men and Gosling were in
the room two girls entered. It could only be inferred that the two men were disturbed

422 Tom Roberts “Friends and Villains” Hodder and Stoughton 1987 page 131; Photos from the Chris
Roberts collection Various detailed entries in Th Times

423 Tom Roberts “Friends and Villains” Hodder and Stoughton 1987 page 145

424 The Times 1 February 1951
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having seen through the small window between the shop and the living room and they
immediately rushed out of the shop. They were seen by witnesses coming out of the door
and rushing up the street. Gosling followed the two men out of the living room into the
shop and witnesses will say there was a recent red mark on his face. One of the men was
identified as Smith who admitted being on the premises. The other was Brow. They got
in a car and drove to Ashford where Mrs Dodd a sister of Brown lived. The men returned
on a second visit. Shortly after 9am the following day Gosling was found dead in his
bedroom upstairs. He was bound to the foot of the bed and was gagged. A PM showed
that death was due to asphyxia due to suffocation from the gag. The bedroom was in
disorder. The chest of drawers had been searched the safe was open and the floor of the
sitting room behind the shop there was a quantity of cigarettes tied in a sheet obviously
ready to take away. In the bedroom on the floor were three goatskin rugs and the hairs
from these rugs had been compared with hairs found in the car and they were similar in
every detail. On the heart were 13 cigarette ends. A comparison was made between the
saliva of the two accused and that found on the cigarette ends. The groups of these saliva
corresponded. The prosecution sought a committal to the Assizes. The case was adjourned
after several witnesses were called.425

GOSUING PHONED MURDERED HERE
POLICE AT 6.15 P.M. suusst AT MIDNIGHT

1 §ll

MILK BOTTLE LEFT 71”"
UNOPENED

10 ADDLESTOIE

FRED GOSLING'S ONE-MAN SHOP

Mha swnmlos: sndandeni snme docaasd oo

425 The Times 7 February 1951
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1951 February 8: Grocer’s death at Clay Corner: Two men for trial on murder charge: At
Chertsey Magistrates Court yesterday Joseph Brown, 30, general dealer of Pennock Road,
Peckham and Edward Charles Smith 30, lorry driver of Green Hundred Road, Peckham
were charged on remand with
the murder of Frederick William
Gosling 79 at his grocer’s shop,
- Clay Corner Addlestone on
January 11. Both men were
committed for trial at Surrey
| Assizes pleading Not Guilty and
reserving their defence.
" Detective Inspector Frank Cox
of the Surrey Constabulary said
¢ in evidence he went to Mr

Gosling’s shop at 9.50 am on
January 12. Upstairs he found Mr Gosling’s body face downwards across the lower end
of a double bed. There was a large piece of white material round the face, tied in one knot
at the back of the neck, the wrists were securely tied and he was tied with a cord to the
bed. A safe was in the corner of the room with the door open and on the floor was a cash
box and some coins. The court was shown 13 cigarette ends, five partly burnt matches
and an empty cigarette packet fond in the hearth and a dust sheet containing several
thousand cigarettes and tobacco together valued at £30, which the witness said was on the
floor. The wires of the alarm bell had been cut.

Detective Sergeant John Place said he saw Smith on January 17 and told him that enquiries
were being made about an assault on Mr Gosling with intent to rob him. Smith replied,
“Not me.” And said that at 6pm on January 11 he was at home. Asked to go to Weybridge
police station he said, “I do not know what you are talking about. I was home then.” Chief
Inspector S Herbert Tappenden said that on January 15 he saw brown at Pennock Road,
Peckham. Brown said, “I’ve done no murder.” On January 16 Brown was charged with
assault with intent to rob and said, “No Sir.” On January 18 Smith was charged and he
also replied, “No Sir.” In an alleged statement Smith said that during an evening visit to
Weybridge on Wednesday they lost their way. The slept the night at Joe’s sister’s and left
at 5.30 in the morning for London. On that day Joe had borrowed a car in which they
travelled back to Ashford arriving there sometime about 5 o’clock. He then went from
there with a person in a car to Clay Corner. There were three of us all told. On arrival at
Clay Corner, I went into Mr Gosling’s shop with another person. I produced a pond note
and asked for some cigarettes. He took the £1 note into a room at the back of the shop.

They followed Gosling thinking they would see him add it to a larger sum of money,
which they intended to steal. They ran out and decided to go back to Ashford. The next
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day he thought it would be best to go to the police and tell his story but other people
advised him not to anything about it.426

1951 March 3: Trial at Assizes continues. A number of witnesses called including a
director of the Metropolitan Police Laboratory New Scotland Yard who gave evidence of
saliva found in a number of cigarette ends found at the scene. Frederick Brown gave
evidence against Joe Brown his brother.427

1951 March 5 Surrey Assizes: The trial continued. Joseph Brown in cross examination
said he did not want to go back to the shop after the early evening attempt when they were
disturbed by two girls as he though the police might be watching the premises. Several
witnesses were called and the case adjourned.428 1951 March 6: The trial was concluded.
The judge summing up said no one had suggested that either of the accused could be guilty
of the lesser charge of manslaughter. All the jury need to concern themselves with was
the verdict of guilty or not guilty. Both men were found guilty and sentenced to death.429
The Home Secretary decided there are no sufficient grounds to justify him in
recommending any interference in the due course of the law. 430

Charged with murder, Smith and Joseph Brown were executed

1951 February, the Central Criminal Court commended Brian Gunning and Sergeant
Storr for the manner in which they carried out their extensive enquires in the complicated
case of housebreaking against Davidson, Gardner, and Reeves*3. (Brian Gunning retired
from Surrey Constabulary on 30" July 1966 as superintendent Dorking. Edward Storr
retired from the position of chief inspector at Dorking on 17" September 1962.)

426 The Times 8 February 1951

427 The Times 3 March 1951

428 The Times 5 March 1951

429 The Times 6 March 1951

430 Believed The Times April 24 1951
431 Gunning Service Record Page 2092
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1959: Murder in Oxted: Before the days of Scenes of Crime Officers a murder of an
old lady in Oast House Road, Oxted following a burglary. She was struck on the head.
A number of young men waiting to go to training school were brought from HQ to help
with the searching. One took a swig from a bottle and the fingerprints were found and for
some time were thought to be those of the suspect. Gordon Ellerby was dealing with
fingerprints and Ron Underwood was a DC.

1959 Tuesday, 4 August: (Dave Strudwick Scenes of Crime Officer) before the days of
Scenes of Crime Officers a murder of an old lady in Oast House Road, Oxted following
a burglary. She was struck on the head. A number of young men waiting to go to training
school were brought from HQ to help with the searching. One took a swig from a bottle
and the fingerprints were found and for some time were thought to be those of the suspect.
Gordon Ellerby was dealing with fingerprints and Ron Underwood was a DC.

John Molyneux: The murder of Mrs Gooding of Oast Hatch, Oast House Road, Hurst
Green, Oxted, was on Tuesday, 4 August 1959. | was on the last week of my CID
attachment and did a lot of house-to-house enquiries in the area with DC Barratt (or Balmy
B as he was affectionately known to his colleagues).

Derek Dearmer: | was two days in the job and at Mount Browne for a week prior to
going to Sandgate with fourteen new recruits, when we were called from breakfast and
told we were going to Oxted to a murder scene to search the grounds for evidence. We
arrived in sweltering heat and were tasked with a hands and knees search of the very large
garden. As | remember Harold Barnes was the training Sergeant and in charge of our much
untrained squad. During the morning we were told we could break for a drink and I
remember we were told the kitchen had been cleared and we could take water from the
tap. From somewhere a bottle of squash was produced and most of us had some added to
our water. | believe someone had taken this from the larder and it was later discovered
that this had not been fingerprinted. We all got a big rollicking but poor old Harold took
the brunt of the fury, although he was totally innocent, but blamed because he was in
charge. The next day the Daily Express showed a photograph of us on our hands and knees
doing the search and as | remember had the caption "A specially trained squad of Surrey
CID men search the grounds for the murder weapon"”, or words to that effect. As I
remember, of our group only Dave Stone, Brian Silver, Peter Earle and myself went on to
stay in the force until retirement.

Peter May: The road was Oast House Road | believe and the addition to the tale about
someone drinking from a bottle of squash or lemonade was, as | heard it, that all the people
on the production line at the Kent factory were fingerprinted before it was found that an
officer had handled the bottle.

Lynn Evans: In the 1980s when DS at Oxted there was a binder file with all the details
and copy statements from the murder of the old lady in Oxted in 1959. In the middle
nineties | was working crime desk at Reigate. One day | was asked by Detective Chief
Inspector Cooper if | had knowledge of the murder and was able to produce the binder.
Apparently, the family were making enquiries as to whether the file was closed and
Detective Superintendent Brian Woodfield made the inquiry. | went to see Bill Standen
because he was involved and he told me the story and the name of a suspect who lived in
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the Oxted area but who died before interview. He believed the suspect murdered the old
lady on the way to his home in Hurst Green. Paddy Swain (the only name | knew him by)
was the SIO | believe. Also in the binder was a list of officers involved. Ron Underwood
may also be able to assist but the Binder tells all.

Brian Woodfield: There was a review of the case about twelve years ago when the file
was examined in detail, some family spoken to but there were no exhibits and so it was
not possible to take it very far. (About 2000)

Brian Silver: | was one of the PCs on an induction course at Headquarters, prior to going
to Sandgate. | believe there were twelve of us who were sent to Oxted and instructed
to search the garden for the murder weapon. The weather was very hot and one of our
members apparently took a drink from the kitchen. When a fingerprint was found on the
bottle it was thought to be that of the murderer. I cannot remember how long it took to
eliminate the print. Little did | know at the time that within two years | would be posted
to Oxted, which at that time was considered to be 'behind the iron curtain’. Incidentally
this case was one of those mentioned by Brian Marjoram at last year’s Old Comrades
reunion. My recollection was the same as that of Paddy Swain that the person responsible
was known, although he was never actually convicted.

1959 August 6: Widow found dying: Door-to-door police enquiries: Surrey Police were
making enquiries about the death of Florence Mabel Gooding aged 73, a widow who was
found with head injuries in bed in her house Oast Hatch about two miles from Oxted. Her
husband a solicitor died about 18 months ago. Mrs Gooding was found at about 9pm on
Tuesday after police had been called and died yesterday in hospital at Wimbledon. A
postmortem examination last night showed she had received a blow on the left side of her
forehead. It is believed she was last seen alive about 6.30pm on Saturday when her married
daughter took her home. Police believe she was attacked between then and 6.30pm on
Sunday Lieutenant-Colonel Herman Rutherford, the Chief Constable of Surrey appealed
yesterday for anyone for anyone who had seen anything suspicious in the neighbourhood
to inform the police. He said that entry had been made through a window at the rear on
the ground floor, where glass had been smashed. Dr Richard Christopher Howard of
Harley Street who lives next door to Mrs Gooding said that he was called to the house by
her son in law about 8.30pm. “It was thought she had had a stroke but she obviously had
a depressed fracture of the skull and shock” he said. “Everything was knocked over the
side of the bed.”*%

One of the original Surrey Constabulary Scenes of Crime Officers*
In Surrey prior to 1963 there was no specific Scene of Crime Officer, most crimes being

handled by CID officers who made their own investigation of the crime scene, the taking
of elimination fingerprints, etc.

432 The Times 6 August1959
433 John Molyneaux email to Robert Bartlett
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It was becoming obvious that the detectives' workload was becoming too great, but the
thought of a uniformed officer assisting the CID was viewed, in some quarters, with
suspicion and derision.

On 20th September 1963, Course Order 469 was issued for a ‘Course for Scenes of Crime
Officers at Headquarters from 30.9.63 to 12.10.63", for a dozen or so to train to become
SOCOs. Some of those listed were already doing this type of work, notably PC 333
Massey. The course was intensive, covering not only fingerprinting, but the packaging of
materials found, the identification of prints, vehicle crime, and most other thing which
could relieve the routine work of the detective. A visit to the Metropolitan Police stolen
car squad was included, as was the taking of plaster casts of foot or tyre prints.

Returning to Divisions - | was at Caterham, the theory was that we worked normal duties
when not engaged on SOC, but in practice it was usual to get phoned on a conference
point (there were no personal radios then), cycle to the police station to collect the
equipment and cadge a lift to the incident from the area car - assuming that it was not the
vehicle already dealing with the incident.

The 'equipment' comprised a box, about attaché case size, made by Detective Inspector
Danny Hobbs of Oxted Division CID, containing a jar of white powder and a similar jar
containing black powder, together with two pairs of large, fluffy brushes with which to
apply the powder. The box also contained a copper faced block, a tube of fingerprint ink,
a roller to spread the ink evenly on the block, a piece of rag and a small bottle of white
spirit, with which to clean the block. This was used when taking elimination prints. The
use of the rag was permitted to remove most of the ink from the fingers, but a wash with
soap and hot water was recommended to the ‘victims' (Similar rollers, etc. were used to
take prisoner's prints, but they were generally in better condition than that in the box!)
Marks found on items which could not readily be removed e.g., window frames, were
labelled and Crime Bureau informed for a photographer to attend. (My pocketbooks
record a DC Mynott, a Mr Williams, and a DC Woodford amongst the photographers who
attended at various times). Marks on removable items e.g., jewellery boxes, were labelled
and taken to CB.

At that time, Caterham was the sub-division of Oxted Division. Jeff Tuckfield was the
SOCO there, and eventually (c.1967 - 8) he became the SOCO for the Division as there
was insufficient work for us both (and the duty sergeant got rather upset when he had no
driver for the area car as | had been called out earlier)

Another way of lifting prints from paper, etc. was by the use of Ninhydrin spray. The
object to be examined (e.g., letter, chocolate box lid) was sprayed with Ninhydrin, and
then allowed to dry. The active ingredient in the spray reacted with the grease in the print
making it visible (and purple in colour). Mainly Crime Bureau used this method, because
they were the experts at identifying prints. There was also a method of taking a person's
prints using Ninhydrin. A pad soaked in Ninhydrin, was rubbed onto the fingers, which
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were then placed on a sheet of sensitised paper. (Similar to photographic paper) The prints
would appear, purple in colour. Although this method was much less messy that black
fingerprint ink, it was not regularly used as it was expensive and it had not been proved
to be everlasting.

Towards the end of my time as a Scenes of Crime Officer, | was issued with a Minivan,
SPD826F, in which to attend incidents. This, of course, passed to PC Tuckfield when he
took over these duties for the whole Division.

1964 October 2: Burglary: Accused of robbing Florence Desmond: Two youths lan
Fowler, motor-mechanic of Stoke Newington and Steven Raymond a chef of Highbury
were charged at Woking Magistrates Court yesterday with being concerned together in
robbing Mrs Florence Hughesdon, Florence Desmond the actress. Of Dunsborough
House, Ripley of property valued at approximately £5,000. They were remanded in
custody for a week. Detective Sergeant DC Hughes said he saw Fowler and Raymond at
Barnes police station yesterday. Fowler admitted that the property recovered from the car
they were driving came from a robbery at Ripley. Raymond agreed. Raymond, ““ I do not
wish to make a statement. We did not get in with the intention of committing a robbery.

We thought the house was empty from what we read in the papers.” 434

1964 16 October. Florence Desmond Tells of Raiders: Florence Desmond told
magistrates at Woking how three raiders entered her bedroom and she pretended she had
a weak heart. She awoke to find a hand on her face and torchlight in her eyes. A man’s
voice said, “Don’t scream and don’t yell otherwise 1’1l shoot.” The youths are charged
with robbing when armed with two automatic pistols and a shotgun of two pistols, seven
shotguns, jewelry and other property to a value of £6,902 at Ripley on October 1. All three
are also charged with breaking and entering and taking a car without consent on
September 30 at Eastcote, Middlesex. The hearing was adjourned*®

17 October: Youths tried to ram police cars: The three youths were captured after a
60-mph chase during which they had tried to ram two police cars in Barnes. Raymond
jumped out brandishing a loaded revolver and was caught when two officers jumped into
the Thames. (Metropolitan Police District PC W Bannell Victor 1)436

1964 31 October: Surrey Assizes both men sentenced to five years imprisonment. A
sixteen-year-old was sentenced to four years.*¥’

1965 21 September Tuesday 4-12m/n J76: 1730 Robert Bartlett pocketbook:

434 The Times 2 October 1964

435 The Times 16 October 1964
436 The Times 17 October 1964
437 The Times 31 October 1964
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From Control to Cox Corner Ockley re break man disturbed wearing a motorcycle crash
helmet. Search A24 Ockley, Capel. J21, J41, J124, CID DI and Detective Constable
Morley; 1800: On motorcycle patrol duties on the A24 travelling towards Horsham. When
| was about 100 yards Dorking side of Warwick Road, South Holmwood | saw a green
scooter turn out of Warwick Road and head towards Dorking. A man | now know to be A
S G of Fetcham was riding it. | turned my motorcycle around and chased after the scooter.
The scooter was travelling at about 50-60mph cutting in front of cars. | came up behind
the scooter sounding my horn continuously the rider looked over his right shoulder and
then swung over to the right to stop me overtaking. The rider then continued to swerve to
the left and right to stop me overtaking him. On several occasions | pulled alongside the
scooter but was unable to stop it. The rider continuously looked over his shoulder. On
three occasions | pulled alongside the scooter and shouted at him to stop, but he just said
“No.”

When | was about 200 yards from the pedestrian crossing in Holmwood on the Horsham
side I cut in front of the scooter and forced him to stop. G said, “Alright, alright I did it. I
just want to see my girlfriend.” G then pushed me violently and I fell off the motorcycle
to the pavement. | remounted my machine and chased after the scooter. The rider looked
over his shoulder again and began to swerve violently from side to side every time | tried
to pass him. I was sounding my horn continuously and shouting at him to stop. Eventually
| came alongside the scooter forcing it to slow down. I then jumped off my machine whilst
it was still moving and grabbed G around the neck pulling him from his scooter.

As he fell of his scooter a 9-inch blade carving knife fell from the inside of his pocket. |
continued to hold G around the neck lying in the road until assistance arrived. Upon arrival
of the assistance, | cautioned the defendant G and said, “I am arresting you on suspicion
of housebreaking.” He said “Yes I did it. I just want to see my girlfriend.” He was
conveyed to Dorking Police Station where | again cautioned him and said, “It has now
been reported that a house has been broken into at Cox Corner, Ockley.” He said, “I’m
not denying it, here’s all the money I took.” He then elected to make a statement, which I
took down in writing at his request and after reading it over to him he declined to make
any alterations or additions he signed it.

At 9pm that day in company with CDI Doyle the defendant G indicated to me a house he
had broken into which, identified as Cox’s Corner. He said, “That is where | got the money
and rings from.” At 1110pm that day I was present when he was formally charged with
the offence now before the court and he said, “I’m sorry for what’s happened and for the
trouble I’ve caused to everyone concerned.” 12m/n off duty

This is a not unusual tale of a suspect, chase and arrest with varying levels of violence.
However, significant violence against the police was rare. All the PC had was a truncheon!

1966 ""Criminals Invade Surrey'': "More than half of Surrey's criminal threats will soon
come from outside the County, which is a problem never before faced by a Police Force™.
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This was a small part of a report relating to the unfair funding given to the County from
the Government, due to its close proximity to London in 2009. So, what if anything has
changed. I joined the "Constabulary" in 1966 and the same threat was in existence in those
days. Most will remember those days no doubt and will have "nicked” a few of those
villains in their time. I think we all took pride in the work that we did and were proud to
be in "the Job". It was a fact that "villains" coming into Surrey took a big risk, as they
were likely to be stopped by the Traffic lads and the divisional "Crime Cars". There has
always been "cross border" and long-distance villains coming looking for rich pickings in
this county, many from London and that was why the various Regional Crime Squads and
Burglary Squads were formed. The Surrey Burglary Squad used to start their working
days in London. In the "WF" division we had armed robbers and burglars from Liverpool,
London, Hampshire, and Berkshire. The Brighton and Southampton antique knockers. No
doubt they frequented other divisions also. | retired in 1992 after doing my last five years
as "Local Intelligence Officer at WF" and | attended monthly cross border LIO meetings
held at various nicks. Details of current local crimes, the perpetrators and vehicles
involved etc. would be circulated at shift parades. 4%

1966 March 23 1-7pm D21 Robert Bartlett pocketbook (call signs changed — still a
motorcycle) Arrest 3 men from London following a chase of a minivan from Dorking to
Ashtead. At 2.55pm on Wednesday 23 March 1966 | was on motorcycle patrol on the A24
at Dorking near the Burford Bridge Hotel when | saw an Austin Mini Van AAN496C
being driven along this road towards Leatherhead. | saw that the vehicle contained three
men and | followed it. As | reached Mickleham, I got close to the van and | saw a man
look out of the rear window. The van accelerated to a speed of about 60 — 65mph up to
the Givons Grove roundabout. | followed through Leatherhead town to the Knoll
Roundabout, which the van took the wrong way and continued on at a fast speed towards
Ashtead.

On reaching Ashtead the van turned left into Woodfield Lane going to the right of the
keep left bollards. He then turned the car across the road in front of my motorcycle causing
me to fall off. The driver who I now know to be DK jumped out and ran into Ashtead
High Street. | followed him and detained him. I told him | was arresting him and cautioned
him for suspicion of having stolen the van. (I gave him initially into the custody of three
bus inspectors and | then arrested the other two men who were also held by the bus
inspectors until assistance arrived). The van was stolen from Carter Street in London on
the 20th and after caution Kelly said, “I bought it in a pub in Epsom for £25.” D21 had a
smashed windscreen but | was not suspended from riding. (K was charged with
Housebreaking, receiving and driving whilst disqualified and was committed for trial)
(Attended Epsom court by public transport and claimed 2/6d)

1968 January: Robert Bartlett: The first train from Dorking in the morning was
checked whenever possible to see who was on it and if they were “strangers”. The arrest

438 Retired Sc Alan Fletcher in email to Robert Bartlett
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of a burglar following these checks was unusual and turned out to be something of a coup.
We would walk through the train and speak with anyone who looked out of place or who
we were unhappy with. During one such walk through I think it was PC Peter Harrison,
and | spoke with a man sitting in a carriage on his own and looking most unlike an early
morning commuter.

After a brief few question, he was searched and we found a number of expensive Dunhill
lighters, which he had stolen after a smash and grab during the night from Wakefield’s
Jewellers in Horsham. The suspect was arrested and in his possession was found a silver
matchbox cover with an inscription engraved on it. This was eventually traced to having
been stolen during a burglary at the home of a peer of the realm who lived in a large house
at exclusive Sunningdale. This man had committed a large number of burglaries at high-
class properties in the Wentworth, Sunningdale areas, and as a result there were numerous
officers keeping observation for over a lengthy period in very cold conditions to try and
find the person responsible. The owner of the property disturbed the burglar whilst
committing the burglary and during a scuffle, he stabbed the Lord. Probably resulted in
some green ink from the chief!

Steve Buss: With other officers | kept observations at Egham for four nights 27th Jan
1968 - 30th January on Wentworth golf club because of burglaries in the Wentworth
estate. It was freezing cold at the time and | can remember sitting in the blue van with
icicles forming from the condensation on the roof.

1968 March 7: A Student pilot from Exeter and girl from Basingstoke aged 19, remanded
by Chertsey magistrates for housebreaking in Virginia Water and driving away a Rover
saloon car in Leeds.**

1968 May 1: Murder hunt after fire: Surrey detectives were involved in another murder
hunt last night when a man’s body was found after a fire on the ground floor of a house
in Hookwood. A pathologist’s examination showed the man had wounds to his face,
forehead and a fractured skull. The police were trying to trace the dead man’s wife who
was believed to be in Greece. They were also seeking a green Morris Traveller car
GNK794C missing from the house. Police said there was no reason to suppose the case
was connected with the recent murder of the schoolboy at Dorking.44°

Bob Scott: Hookwood house fire murder — Incident Room was run by DS Nick Carter
and | had the privilege of being posted outside the house in Hookwood (October House it
was called) to secure it while all the HQ troops were being mustered and driving to the
scene. 4

John Thorne: | attended this incident with Detective Chief Superintendent Place MBE.
| seem to recall the house had been set on fire. | believe some of the silverware stolen
from the house was recovered from antiques shops in Brighton.

43 The Times 7 March 1968
440 The Times (London, England), Wednesday, May 01, 1968
441 1968 April: 1968 1 May: The Times
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Colin Skilton: The Hookwood murder was at the house on the edge of the roundabout
just along from the car garage. | was sent to a house fire where the Brigade was having a
great time with their axes pulling down the ceilings to get the hoses in. A man’s body was
covered up on the front lawn. He was a retired naval officer. His wife had gone away for
a few days, so he went out for the evening and brought a man named Imre Gathy home
for the night. After killing the house owner for whatever reason, he left the scene and went
home to Brighton. After a day or so, seeing there were no reports in the papers, he returned
and set fire to the scene. During the time of the investigation, it was suggested he travelled
to Horley and stood across the road from the police station wanting to give himself up. He
gave himself up through a national paper which | believe was the Daily Mirror.

Derek Harding: | think the house was called October Cottage or something similar and,
as far as | know, it still exists. It was immediately beside the Hookwood roundabout on
the A217 as it turns onto Hookwood Spur on the southwestern corner and the entrance
gateway was opposite the Hookwood police houses and office. In early 1968 (perhaps as
early as January) | was looking after the telephones at Horley Police Station (I was the
duty cadet) when | took a message from Control about a house fire at Hookwood Spur but
we were told there was no need for Police attendance.

Just after 9am, HQ phoned again to say that the Fire Service was asking us to send a PC,
"To look after the traffic.” PC Colin Skilton and I turned out. We arrived and a Fire Engine
was parked outside the gate of the house. There was no traffic problem so Colin suggested
| go and ask the senior fire officer what they needed while he parked the car beside the
Hookwood Police Office. I duly went over and the SFO pulled back a tarpaulin to reveal
the body of Humphrey William Grace, Commander RN (Retired) thoroughly dead and
whom they had found inside the house. | handed over to Colin and went to the Hookwood
Office to set up a communication point and there | stayed all day. Scotland Yard were
engaged at an early point during the morning and set up shop at Horley CID and
Hookwood Office.

Peter Lucas (also a cadet at the time) was the CID office gopher and | "helped" the Met
DS whose name quite escapes me. He was a jolly fellow and introduced me to calling
senior officers "Guvnor". The "guvnor" was a Met Inspector who kept finding little jobs
for me to do such as running off copies on the hand operated Roneo. (Was Dorothy Boxall
the typist?) A few days later | was again in the station office when Tom Tullett a crime
reporter for the Daily Mirror came up to the counter. | didn't recognise him but I certainly
knew his name. He asked to speak to the Inspector or the DS. It duly transpired that the
murderer, a Hungarian, Imre Gathy, had surrendered to Tom Tullett and had come to the
Station with him so there in the Station Office | witnessed my first arrest for murder.

Imre Gathy had been hitch-hiking along the A23 south of Gatwick and Commander Grace
had picked him up and taken him to October Cottage. | think Gathy stayed overnight as a
guest; Grace's wife and daughter (?) being away. It was alleged by Gathy that Grace, made
unwelcome sexual advances and so he seized a doorstop and bashed Commander Grace
on the head with it. He tried to cover up the crime by setting fire to the hallway but the
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fire didn't take. When he came back the next morning, he saw the house was apparently
undamaged and no-one paying any attention, so he tried to restart the fire by pushing a
burning newspaper through the letterbox. Although he wasn't seen, the smoke was, the
alarm raised by a forecourt attendant at the neighbouring petrol station and so the affair
came to light. Gathy had returned to the scene and seen the Police presence and later went
to the Police Station, intending to give himself up but didn't do so. | don't recall what
happened to him but he was charged with murder "against the peace".

Peter Lucas might recall more as he was the Cadet actually attached to the murder squad.
| guess this would be one of the last murders handed over to Scotland Yard for
investigation by Surrey Constabulary in the closing months of Herman Rutherford's tenure
as Chief Constable. I think it was a pretty usual thing then for Scotland Yard to provide
resources for major crimes as part of the Central Services.

1968 June 8 Chef for trial on murder charge: Imre Gathy aged 29 a Hungarian chef
was committed for trial at Dorking Magistrates Court yesterday for trial at Surrey Assizes
charged with the murder of former naval officer Humphrey Grace aged 59. 44> Murder 1
May 1968 — see above.

1968 July 30: At 8.15p.m a burglary was reported at an early 1800s country mansion
Foxhills estate belonging to the Borthwick family. Scenes of Crime Officer was called to
the scene and took samples of the broken window glass, which was the original glass,
therefore unique and also a sample of the very aged velvet curtains which, if you brushed
against them, left a smudge of crimson on wherever it touched. Later that night, a very
warm one, at 12.15 a.m. two men were arrested as suspects and taken to Chertsey police
station. Scenes of Crime Officer was recalled and on examination of the suspects, found
particles of glass in the head chest hair of one of them, and smudges of the curtains on the
pullover of the other. This made it easy and they were charged and pleaded guilty,
receiving a custodial sentence. 44

1968 November 2: Leatherhead Theatre Murder: The News of the World: “Sudden
death struck at a theatre yesterday and turned the spotlight on a real-life whodunit - the
Murder of the Major. The crime that shocked a quiet country town had all the drama of a
stage thriller----. It was 6.27 am in Leatherhead Surrey, and the rain lashed down. In the
dim light a PC stumbled over a man’s body, crumpled below the stone steps leading from
the back door of the stage at the town’s tiny repertory theatre. The dead man was 53-year-
old Lawrence William Byrne, a retired major in the Northumberland Fusiliers, and
secretary of the theatre’s Green Room Club. He had died from injuries to the head but
there was no sign of the weapon.”

442 The Times 1968 8 June
443 Don Sapsford email to editor 13 March 2010
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At 8.30 am on the Sunday morning present at the scene was the Chief Constable Peter
Matthews, ACC John Maskell, Detectlve Chief Superintendent Plaice, Detective Supt

: Simmons, and Detective Chief Inspector
Doyle. Incident Room: Inspector Short,
DS Carter, DC Illing, DC Corbett and PC
Joyce. Scene of crime search: DI Haynes,
DS Ellerby, Pc Hopkins, PC Woodhams,
PC Bartlett, DC Anderson, DC Newman,
DC Fordham and DC Green. PC
Woodman was with the body. Enquiries:
DI Brunt, DI McGregor, DS McFadden,
Detective Constable Hughes, Detective
Constable Hammond, PCs Murphy,
Hancock,  Joyce, Harrison, DC
O’Riordan, Byrne, Pratt

The barman was arrested by DI Brunt at
8.30 am and later that evening admitted the crime. A bogus telephone call lured the major
to the theatre where he was murdered. The barman William Ryan pleaded guilty to
manslaughter on the grounds of diminished responsibility and was sent to Broadmoor. It
turned out that Ryan had pretended to be a police officer and called the victim back to the
theatre where he suffered, according to the prosecuting counsel “a prolonged, sustained,
brutal and violent series of attacks.

1968 November 3: Pocketbook: 0730 police station with Detective Constable O’Riordan:
Sit with prisoner William Thomas Ryan charged with the murder of Major Byrne at
Leatherhead Theatre on the 2.11.68. 0930: “I know I’ve done it I can’t believe it, but in
the back of my mind I know I have done it, it will hit me in a couple of days. I’ll know
for the next six or seven years, for the rest of my life. | rang him up. | put on this Welsh
accent. | said | was Detective Sergeant Stone. | asked him to come to the theatre. He came
down. | was going to roll him for the safe keys. He sussed me. He sussed me. It was about
one so he sussed.

We had a bundle. He was very strong. He had a big cut on the head. He fell. He wouldn’t
stay down. He must have known he was going to die. I lost the spanner. | hit him a few
times with a brick. I felt his pulse. It was going fast.” He then sat down on the bed (in the
cell) “Can I read the papers? You can take out any bits you don’t want me to read. Can I
have my last cigarette? You’re thinking to yourselves — what a stupid bastard he is. He
must be round the twist. All | keep thinking about is gurgle, gurgle, gurgle; “For God’s
sake don’t do it!” I’ve got about three things to go into consideration. I’ve got a tape
recorder from the Co-Op Credit sale. | sold it. Who will get my stuff from the theatre?
What sort of impression did you get from the theatre staff? Did they know anything? PC
O’Riordan said, “I don’t know.” He said, “Did Peter Walker say anything?” “I don’t
know.” Major Byrne was a cunt. He wasn’t so bad. I suppose you meet all sorts of people
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in all walks of life.” 444

1968 5 November
Barman accused of
murder: William
Thomas Ryan of Clare
Close, Leatherhead
| aged 18 appeared at
' Epsom Magistrates
Court today charged
with the murder of
retired army major
Laurie Byrne, manager
of the Green Room
Club at Leatherhead
Theatre. He applied for
legal aid and was
remanded in custody in

a two-minute hearing.44

1968 November 1644: 1630 with DS McFadden to a pawnbroker in Brixton Hill and
recovered a quantity of property stolen during a burglary in Dorking

1969 April: Cannabis offences and burglary: Convictions for cannabis offences in
Surrey last year were double those of 1967 the Chief Constable reports. Break-ins
(Burglary) jumped by 2127 to 3563 and the total number of crimes committed was 14,537
compared with 12,909 in 1967.447

1969 August 12: 6-2am D1 PC 1086: 0155: Pipbrooke Garage, Dorking at the side next
to Deepdene Avenue. Saw C lying on the ground against the wall. Above him there was
a pane of glass broken. On the windowsill there was a black rubber torch. C had a pair of
brown and white gloves on his hands. | spoke to him and got no reply. A few minutes later
the defendant opened his eyes, shook his head. I said, “What are you doing here?” “I don’t
know. Where am 1?” I said, “You have been seen going around these premises.” “My
head hurts, oh, fucking hell.” I said I said, “I believe you have just attempted to break into
the garage and am arresting you for burglary.” He was taken to Dorking police station
where he was interviewed by me and he said “I saw this man break-down with the van. |
thought poor bloke, I know how it feels as | broke down a while ago. I stopped. After |
pushed him, I noticed that my petrol was low. | thought there would be some petrol in
Pipbrooke so I looked around for some open window. There wasn’t one so I smashed one

444 Robert Bartlett pocketbook

445 The Times 5 November 1968

446 Robert Bartlett pocketbook

447 Dorking Advertiser 24 April 2014 reprint of 45 years ago
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with my torch. | was climbing on the window to try and get in when I heard your car.” He
then made a statement under caution. Checked a red S and the petrol gauge was reading
empty. C was to admit a number of burglaries and was fined £30. Doesn’t seem much for
burglary. 448

1969 November 5: 3-11 PC809: Attended a burglary at Weare Street, Capel. On the
inside at a point of entry was a wallet of a well-known criminal living in Redhill. Details
were passed to Control who arranged for someone to be waiting for him on his return
home. Arrest of C by Detective Chief Inspector at BDR: 1830: Change to the new car a
Hillman Minx. Robert Bartlett: Another unusual case at this time was where the villain
left his identification behind. C was a professional burglar but that did not make him a
successful one. | attended a burglary at a house named Cleavers in Woodlands Drive,
Weare Street, near Capel in November 1969. The villain had smashed his way in through
a rear window of a nice, detached house. When the owner returned from shopping and
discovered the burglary the police were called and | was sent to the scene | am sure with
Peter Harrison. On searching the house for evidence, and to make certain that the burglar
was not still there, | found a wallet at the point of entry. As the criminal had climbed in
through the window he had forced, it appeared that the wallet had fallen from a pocket; it
had the name AC a known burglar from Redhill. He had stolen jewellery and clocks to
the value of £1,500. C had also committed a burglary in Holmwood and Kingswood.
Police waited near his home and arrested him as he returned from his afternoon of criminal

marauding. He pleaded guilty, not surprisingly, and was sentenced to five years in prison.
449

1974 — At about the same time of the IRA attacks in Guildford? The murder of Maud
Cock at Effingham:

MURDER

AT 12 NOOK ON THURSDAY, 27th NOVEMBER, 1975, A 78 YEAR OLD WOMAN WAS
FOUND DEAD AT HER HOME AT EFFINGHAN JUNCTION, SURREY, HAVING BEEN

* BEATEN SEVERELY ABOUT THE HEAD. THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED RINGS ARE
BELIEVED TO BE MISSING FRON THE HOUSE:~

ONE PLAIN THIN GOLD WEDDING RING (NO RING SIZE KNOWN)

ONE ENGAGEMENT RING DESCRIBED AS BEING CONTEMPORARY
STYLE THIN GOLD BAND WITH THREE SMALL DIAMONDS IN
CLAN SETTING (CENTRE STONE MAY BE BLUE SAPPHIRE).
THE GOLD BAND IS BELIEVED TO NARROW WHERE IT JOINS
THE STONES.

THIS PROPERTY MAY BE OFFERED FOR SALE EITHER SINGLEY OR AS A PAIR

AND IT IS REQUESTED THAT YOUR RECORDS BE CHECKED FROM THE 26th

- NOVEMBER, 1975, TO TRACE ANY SUCH SALE OR ENQUIRY IN RELATION TO THE
RINGS,

448 Robert Bartlett pocketbook
449 Robert Bartlett pocketbook
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Len Phillips: I was the detective chief inspector at Dorking and was involved with Ron
Underwood; Hoppy (Sergeant Hopkins) was the scenes of crime officer, Nick Carter,
office manager. Nick Brent and Gordon Smith were also involved. We had a fairly good
suspect a teenager who was known to the victim but as Ron Underwood said we were
short of forensic evidence. When found she was in her nightdress and it was believed there
was a cup of cocoa in the room. It was her habit to go to bed each night with a cup of
cocoa and listen to Radio 4 Book at Bedtime.
ETTIRgnam_ N
Junction

Ron Underwood, Teresa Grant, Tony Begbie, Paul Cooper, Ray Parratt and
Norman Lewis
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Mrs Cock’s House “Chelsea”

The suspect
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Searching for evidence

Dorking Advertiser 16 July 2015

Brian Woodfield: This was a shocking murder and a great shame it was never resolved.
I was a detective sergeant on this case dealing with actions and think incident room was
run by Ray Parratt. Ron Underwood was SIO and Jim Dixon the deputy SIO. The victim
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was widow of Mr. Cock - can't recollect his first name. However, | seem to think he was
a fair bit older than wife and had been a tailor of some repute in Chelsea area. | remember
that on trying to compile a family tree interviewing some then elderly relatives in Northolt
area, usual thing what did they know when they last saw the victim etc. The thing that
stuck in my mind was that they mentioned remembering as a child standing at garden gate
when the victim’s husband came home on leave from the trenches during WW1. He still
had his rifle, packs and was covered in mud. Strange isn't it what you recall?

2015 December 7: BBC website: The unsolved murder of a 78-year-old woman in a
Surrey village 40 years ago is to be reviewed by police. Kathleen Maud Cock was found
dead in the kitchen of her home in Surrey Gardens, Effingham, on 27 November 1975 -
she had been beaten around the head. Entry to her house had not been forced, and the only
items stolen were her wedding and engagement rings. Blood believed to be that of Mrs.
Cock's attacker, found by her body, will now be subjected to new forensic tests.

Cold case detectives hope that advancements in forensics could ultimately lead to finding
her Kkiller. Widow Mrs. Cock was last seen shopping for Christmas presents in Guildford
the day before a neighbour found her body. Phil Waters, the village bobby at the time,
said she "kept herself very much to herself, lived in her little cottage, and didn't come out
to talk to the village policeman”. She was known as kind-hearted and intelligent and was
nicknamed "The Angel".

The murder weapon - believed to have been a hammer - was never found despite searches
of local ponds and nearby land. Two suspects were identified - one was a man in a local
cafe asking for directions to Surrey Gardens, who was found and eliminated from the
inquiry. A second man seen lurking in people's gardens in the nearby area was never
found. Detective Superintendent Ronald Underwood, who headed the investigation, said
he did not believe the case should ever be laid to rest. (Ron has been dead for some time
"All the time there is the possibility of catching somebody who has committed a crime as
horrible as this... what's to say that they aren't going to kill somebody else again?" Surrey
Police said the case was reviewed in 2002 and 2006, but no new leads emerged.

A spokeswoman said the new forensic review would "take a number of months".

1976: Annual Report 1979: A study made in 1976 revealed that for every Surrey based
criminal arrested for burglary thirteen were resident elsewhere, and nine of that thirteen
lived in the Metropolitan Police District; that is only those that were identified. Surrey

experienced the second highest number of burglaries where more than a £1000 was stolen.

In 1976 New Scotland Yard installed a national fingerprint computer called Video File
containing 2.5m prints of convicted criminals.

1976 About: Derek Cordery: Murder of an old lady who died in a large house in
Chiddingfold: Her body was found at the seat of the fire | believe on floor in the bedroom
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- she had been murdered by possibly a Slav gardener. | had the dubious pleasure of taking
her skull in a container to Frimley Park hospital for dental checks and identification by
her dentist.

Kevin Morris: | went to Haslemere in 1974 and left in 1976 so | think it was 1976. | was
on early turn when Operations said that HF were attending a fire at Combe Court which
has two entrances, one in Combe Lane and the other in Prestwick Lane down at the
Chiddingfold end. I think most of us knew about the owner Miss Fanshaw and although
personally I had not met her, the local village constable Colin Grafham had spoken of her
frequently. | followed an HF unit who turned into Combe Court Farm so | went on and up
to Combe Court. The place was well alight and other residents
who rented apartments/rooms were distraught but there was no sign of Miss Fanshaw or
her handyman/chauffeur. The car, which was usually left out also appeared to be absent
S0 we were not too worried at first. The car was found in a lock up and residents spoke of
hearing an argument. | seem to recall Brian Richardson was sent as SIO. HF found the
body and Brian looked at me and just said "Coroners Officer". | got home about 11 pm.
Her chauffeur had been seen near the lake shortly after that the blaze was discovered. Her
body was badly burnt especially around her head and the floor around her head had been
burnt through, as it was clearly the seat of the fire. HF had no hesitation in saying it was
suspicious, as an accelerant had obviously been used. The PM was by Dr Ainsworth who,
for me, was brilliant as he explained everything as he went along leaving her head till last.
Her skull was just that, a skull burnt and black no skin or hair left but it had been fractured.
Inside the fracture Dr Ainsworth found skin, blood and hair so he readily exclaimed it was
prior to the fire and sufficient to cause death.

The chauffeur was found drowned in the lake and a stain on his clothing proved to be
human blood (before DNA) and Brian was happy he had a solved case. Now my memory
of this was that he was Sicilian and the view was he owed her money, they argued, he
killed her, poured paraffin over her head and set fire to it. Stricken with grief he wandered
down to the lake and topped himself, code of honour in Sicily! This was also the only time
| ever saw the Fire Salvage people. The really odd thing is that last summer | got a call
from a lady with a Northern accent who was asking if I would take photos at her father’s
birthday party in the grounds of her brother’s house in Chiddingfold. I said yes and agreed
a price (along with a discussion about her living near my hometown etc., etc.) To my
surprise her brother owns Combe Court, big Internet guy apparently and the murder was
a big talking point. The place had changed a lot but then fires are destructive, but what a
coincidence?

John Stone: 1976 is about right for the Chiddingfold murder, for | went to Haslemere in
1975. | was one of the first uniformed officers to attend. The address was "Coombe
Court", Chiddingfold, and | got my photo' on the front page of the Telegraph with the
burning building in the background. The murdered woman's name was Fanny Fanshaw
and the murderer was the handyman/gardener whose body was found in the lake in the
grounds the following day.

Jamie Donaldson: | attended as Scenes of Crime Officer. You could just make out the
shape of a very badly charred body. The scene was utter devastation with the bedroom
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completely gutted. The door was gone and so was part of the floor. The door lock was in
the debris and in the locked position. Her manservant could not be found. A PM was
carried out that evening and | attended with Cedric Gardner when a skull fracture was
found and a piece of skull about two inches by two inches was inside the skull with hair
on. This showed the damage had been done prior to the fire. The pathologist said it would
take considerable force to cause such an injury and ruled out a fall making the manservant
a suspect. Next day the underwater search unit searched a large lake in the grounds of the
house and found his body. It is thought he did the deed then killed himself.

XXX

Special Crime Patrol Unit (Burglary Squad)

1976 Marilyn Parsons: | was also on the Burglary Squad when it was first formed in
1976. Detective Chief Inspector Taffy Powell started it up. | am not sure how | got
selected for it, but | was on CID at Woking at the time and DC Murphy and | had
uncovered a lot of information and property with regard to burglaries, which we had used
when setting up the squad. We were both seconded at Detective Constables from Woking
along with a PC from Woking. There was a team of four to each group, a Detective
Sergeant, two Detective Constables and a PC. Barry Siviers was one of the Detective
Constables from SE division. Georgie Wilkinson Detective Sergeant from Addlestone,
DC Bob Pratt, DC Martin Wise and PC Cliff Cox, Detective Sergeant Woodfield, DC
Colin Ward, DC Charlie Emmett and PC Pengelley. We had a lot of success in the early
days. I left in 1980 as | was expecting a baby and that was the end of my police career
unfortunately, as women couldn't return part time it was all or nothing! We worked in
pairs within a team of five. | worked with Bob Pratt mostly on George Wilkinson's team.
Martin Wise worked with Cliff Cox. George Wilkinson was our Sergeant. Bob and | had
a Beige Cortina with multi-force radios and we had car-to-car radio link. Graham Powell
gave our jobs to us at our weekly squad meetings. They would be mostly vehicles seen
near or around local burglaries where part indexes had been taken. We would house the
cars and then the owners. They mostly always were in the Metropolitan Police area. We
would sit on the suspects address for days following them when they left and gathering
intelligence on their associates. We had to be careful about alerting the local police/CID,
as | am afraid there were unscrupulous officers around at the time in the Metropolitan
Police. This was 1976-80.
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| can recall that there were situations where on occasions when we had arrested Met
villains and had taken then into a Metropolitan Police Station, we would find that the local
CID was not impressed. London based criminals did not understand that Surrey officers
were not interested in bribes or a sweetener for "a bit of bail”. If it was thought to be a
good case the whole squad would end up following the suspects. It was a dawn till dusk
operation for days on end sometime, before anything happened. We used to get very
excited if they came down into Surrey whilst following them. On one occasion | can recall
Bob and | were involved in incidents where we ended up getting the arrest. One of the
other teams was tailing a pair of breakers who led them from Kent into Surrey into the
Dorking area. | think one was called "Jack the Hat". They were in a mini.

They drove around Dorking early evening with no obvious target in mind. They bought
fish and chips and sat and eat them in a local car park and helped themselves to a large
box and placed it in the car, we couldn't think why at the time. Then they parked up in the
car park in West Street where all the antique shops are and went on a walk about. They
took particular interest in a little antique shop in West Street and went around the back to
see, we guessed, where they would get in. It was still daylight and eventually they
wandered back to their car. Bob and I sat in the car park watching them from our car; |
think the term was that we "had the eyeball”. | think we must have sat there at last three
hours waiting for them to move.

Meanwhile officers had been positioned around the back of the shop ready to pounce. The
area was very dark and dimly lit. At about midnight they got out of the car and picked
something up from the ground at the back of the car and got their large cardboard box out
of the back. They walked into West Street and crossed the road. We could see the front of
the shop from our car and gave a radio alert to the officers around the back. The next scene
was like something out of a movie. They threw the brick, they had picked up from the
ground in the car park, through the front plate glass window of the shop, smashing the
glass everywhere. The contents of the window display were scooped into the box they had
taken with them. They then ran back across the road and got into their getaway car, a mini!
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We were giving a blow-by-blow account to all and directed the officers from behind the
shop to come into the car park. Somehow our dialogue was missed in the disruption and
they ran from behind the shop into the street and saw whom they thought were the culprits
wandering up the road. They gave chase to a group of young lads, on a night out on their
way home. Of course, they started running when they saw the (plain clothes) officers
chasing them. Meanwhile in the car park Bob and | were left to deal with the two trying
to make a getaway. | was in the driving seat of the Cortina and | just drove head on with
full headlights on into the path of the mini. Thankfully they stopped, very surprised. We
jumped out and opened the car doors and I told Jack the Hat he was nicked. He said, "OK,
it’s a fair cop". Well, what else could he say? | just hoped that at court he would plead
guilty as who would have believed he had said that on arrest?

| think it cleared up quite a few burglaries for the Metropolitan Police District and us. On
another occasion a pair of breakers had been followed by one of the other teams into
Surrey and ended up in the Fetcham area. When Bob and | joined them up the two were
having a drink in the pub, which is now an old people’s home. They obviously need some
Dutch courage before their planned job. They left the pub and drove up a residential road
behind the pub. They had sussed out one of the properties before the pub stop. A spotter
was placed in the house opposite and he gave out a running commentary on what they
were up to. They went around the back of the house and broke in through the kitchen door
| think. They could then be seen to search very quickly and effectively the whole house
for the type of property they were interested in. They then left the house as quickly as they
had entered and got into their car and drove off.

Bob and | were static and followed them up to the roundabout at the top of Young Street.
We were hoping that we could get a traffic car to stop them as soon as possible, but as
luck would have it, they were all tied up on something. They were definitely not going to
be allowed to get away, so we kept up with them down Young Street, where they stopped
at a hold up at Givons Grove roundabout. We jumped out of the car and opened their car
doors. They had no idea they had been seen at all. The driver had the contents of what he
had taken from the house in his lap, mostly carriage clocks and silver. They were caught
red handed. Another good team effort and | believe it cleared up quite a few Surrey
offences outstanding and some Metropolitan Police ones of course! | guess officers now
are not allowed to work in this way under the RIPA laws, which is a great shame and of
course the culprits do not come quietly now like these seasoned breakers used to. Almost
gentlemen burglars a dying if not dead breed!

1979 Annual report: During the year the officers of the SCP arrested 263 people and
recovered property to the value of £307,000.
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1977 November 26: Widow murder charge: Roy Tysoe aged 41 of Guildford was
remanded in custody for seven days by Guildford Magistrates charged with the murder of
Mrs Dorothy Manley aged 78 a widow at her home in Shalford on Monday. %

1978 PCs John Young and John Humphries were highly commended for their courage
in apprehending a man armed with a rifle following a burglary. They attended the scene
of a burglary and after John Humphries and police dog Dylan had been tracking for some
time found a man hiding in the undergrowth armed with a rifle. The officers tackled and
restrained the man without regard to their own safety. About £100,000 worth of property
was recovered. !

1979 January 1: Operation Midas: Thirty-one people were arrested in the Metropolitan
Police District, Surrey and Hampshire and antiques, jewellery and silverware valued at
£200,000 was recovered. Eighteen people were charged with 169 offences of blackmail,
burglary, arson, handling stolen property and conspiracy*2

1979 Between January and April: Numerous offences of burglary were committed in
the north of the county in good class flats. The offender always posed as a painter and
wore white overalls. On one occasion a Sunbeam Rapier was seen and the number taken.
The Special Crime Patrol found the vehicle in Brentford and followed and the driver
arrested in Richmond on suspicion of burglary. Housebreaking implements were found in
the vehicle which matched those from the burglaries under investigation. The man was
sentenced to imprisonment. 43

1979 May 17: A burglary and rape was reported at a house in Camberley. A thirty-year-
old woman was sleeping with two children woke to find a man brandishing a breadknife
with a stocking mask standing by the bed. He raped the woman and then apologised for
what he had done before he left. He was not traced.*>*

1979 26 October: A housewife was found dead in her home in Walton. The deceased had
disturbed a man breaking into her house and she was attacked on the head with heavy
kitchen equipment. A man was charged with murder. Don Sapsford: The offender was a
builder who had recently worked at the house. 1979 September: Denis Turner:
Murder at Red House Lane, just off Ashley Road, Walton-on-Thames. | think a woman
was murdered and also remember going to the scene with Neville Cast as the local dog
handler and Rod Hill who was the dog Sergeant at the time going. Also, Tony Buddle the
Woking handler at the time had his picture in the local paper whilst we were all there on
the task.

450 The Times 26 November 1977
%1 Off Beat May 1978

452 Annual Report 1979

453 Annual Report 1979

454 Annual Report 1979
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Allan Hurlow: | was on a two-week attachment to Walton CID in September 1979 when
this happened. (This incident kept me on CID and I stayed a Detective for the next twenty-
five years. [ was one of the first on the scene, but for about a week after this [ was ‘Walton
CID’ and not part of the ‘squad’. The offender was James Courtney—Fuige who was
working as a plumber in the house. I think he was stealing from the house whilst the lady
of the house was out. He was disturbed and using a sock with three or four weighing scale
weights, struck her about the head. He was shown as wanted and he eventually gave
himself up at Waterloo Railway station to the British Transport Police.

lan Moram: The handyman/ Gardener did it.

John C. Lane In relation to the murder at Red House Lane the Officer in Case was
Detective Inspector Tim Blake and the murder was committed by a local roadie by
battering the lady occupant with a sand filled sock. He was later arrested at a doss house
in Deptford. I cannot remember the villains name but as | recall he had broken into the
house and the lady occupant disturbed him hence the reason for the murder. 1 will try to
locate pocketbooks from the time and if | can come up with a name will let you know.
Len Rickard: Mr and Mrs Lawrence were having building work done and employed a
plumber from Chertsey. I'm pretty sure his name was Fuidge. He blagged money off Mrs
Lawrence on a number of occasions and unbeknown to either Mr or Mrs Lawrence Fuidge
occasionally slept in their garage. One morning Fuidge was after more money and after
Mr Lawrence had gone to work, he surprised Mrs Lawrence in her house and when she
didn't give him money or at least not enough, he hit her over the head with a coin filled
sock and killed her. Tim Blake was SIO and Fuidge was arrested and convicted.

Colin Boyles: Red House Lane Murder. Victim was a Mrs Lawrence. She came home
from work at lunchtime and was attacked in her house and hit over the head with a sock
filled with sand. The offender was a James Fuidge who lived at Chertsey. He was working
as a builder at the house at the time. He was in the process of burgling the house when
Mrs. Lawrence disturbed him. Convicted of murder and sentenced to life imprisonment
and died in prison. Case dealt with by Detective Inspector Tim Blake. | was a Detective
Sergeant at Walton at the time.

Nick Brent: The October 1979 murder at Red House Lane related to a lady named Mrs
Brenda Lawrence who was murdered for a few pounds, which were spent at a betting
shop by a handyman who was engaged to repair her central heating system named
James Fuidge. | was the detective inspector at Walton. The British Transport Police at
Waterloo eventually arrested him. Detective Chief Inspector Tim Blake and | collected
him and interviewed him at Walton Police Station D.C. Clive Wilkinson accompanied us
as exhibits officer

CIiff Cox: I was the first Police officer at the scene and as | entered the house the lady
was lying on the kitchen floor in a very large pool of blood. She had been hit over the
head with a sock filled up with old kitchen scale weights. The offender was the gardener
and he came from Engelfield Green and was part of a large family from Chertsey; | cannot
remember his name. They found a shoe print at the scene and was thought to be good
evidence but turned out to be that of a CID officer.

Bill Bethell: Roy Stanford and | were on a murder enquiry at Walton where a woman had
been bludgeoned to death in her house where items had been stolen. The plumber who
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had been working at the house became the early suspect. This guy was prone to
disappearing on the road so wanted posters were put up round the area. Roy and | toured
the London Rail Stations putting the posters round. The following day our suspect went
into Kings Cross Police Station to make a complaint of theft on the station. The PC on the
front desk looked at our notice and back to the suspect and arrested him. He was taken
back to Walton where he was interviewed by Tim Blake in his office and confessed (Prior
to PACE 1984!)

Jamie Donaldson: | recall the body was found in the hallway where a mirror was
removed by the killer from the wall and placed on the floor. This was done because he
was hiding in the toilet and could see her reflection in the mirror when she came in. She
in turn if looking in the mirror would see him in the doorway of the toilet. (He had broken
in from the rear of the house). The killer was known to the victim, was a roadster type and
was allowed to sleep in the shed. We found a footprint in blood on a brown paper bag
from which shopping had fallen out in the hallway. This was sent to the Lab with shoes
from the people who had attended the scene before the Scenes of Crime Officer arrived.
The mark belonged to an ambulance man called to the scene by the neighbour who found
the body. | recall that Assistant Chief Constable Kane attended the scene and sought
permission to enter and where to walk. He was told to keep his hands in his pockets!

1979 about: Bill Bethell: The Shalford murder: An old lady was found strangled in her
house in Station Road, Shalford. Enquiries turned up a security guard who had been sat
in his car in Station Road who had seen a yellow Reliant Robin pull up and a very big fat
man with a knitted tea cosy hat on, go into the house. Roy Stanford was driving to a
briefing at Guildford when he passed the car with the suspect in it. He stopped the car,
arrested Tysoe and took him to Godalming where he admitted the murder. He had been
trying to buy the old lady's house. Ray Hussey was trying to get hold of Roy to berate him
for not attending the briefing when he heard the defendant was in custody and had
admitted it.

Simon Nelson: | was a PC stationed at Guildford at this time and on my late turn week
was ordered to man the mobile incident caravan, which had been parked at the end of
Station Road at the edge of the common land in Shalford. The caravan had been towed to
the site by Land Rover and there was a small generator, which supplied power for lighting
and the kettle. It was set up inside as a small enquiry office with radios and | think a phone
line which the Post Office had connected. There was a rack on one wall, which held
various forms and some pads of Incident Report forms, which we had to fill out with
information given by members of the public. If it was significant information then we
arranged for their statement to be taken there and then whilst anything else was reviewed
by the CID investigating the incident. I had a number of callers from passers-by who were
mainly worried about what had happened and they were given cups of tea and reassurance.

| also remember shortly after Tysoe being escorted through the tunnel from Guildford
Police Station cells to the Magistrates Court for hearings when he was on remand. He
looked very meek and mild and | wandered what would make someone commit such an
evil act on a defenceless old lady. | had heard through the grapevine that Tysoe had struck
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the lady about the head with an iron fire poker in the front room of her cottage and
strangled her. Tysoe had a yellow Robin Reliant car, which had been seized and was
locked in one of the metal cages in the ground floor car park at Guildford Police Station
and it was there for months gathering dust, a constant reminder of the incident. The
Victorian cottages at the end of Station Road have now been replaced with modern
housing, which is visible when approaching Shalford along Kings Road from the direction
Wonersh.

1979 November 5: A man was arrested for burglary in Dorking where it was later
established, he was wanted in London and that he had committed fifty-two burglaries in
six months with a value of £20,000 of which six thousand pounds was recovered. 4

1980 February and March: Special Crime Patrol Unit: Following a number of night-
time burglaries in houses and shops in Reigate the Unit kept observation on a local suspect
who was seen to pick up an associate in a stolen car. It was difficult for mobile surveillance
late into the night and so observation was kept on the suspect’s home address. The men
returned at 0520 and were arrested in possession of crystal and glassware valued at £7000
from a Reigate burglary. The resulting enquiry led to the arrest of thirteen people for
burglary, theft, deception, forgery, handling and conspiracy to defraud. Property valued
at £12,000 was recovered. %

1981 Annual report: Emergency calls 29,820; operational wireless messages 2,685,013,
incidents involving Operations Department 72,651; police national computer transactions
324,809; burglar alarms 10,735; motorway calls 17,039; abnormal loads 5,8894". 98
people were killed in road accidents 8 more than 1980. Personal injury accidents increased
by 72 with injured rising from 5228 to 5389 an increase of 161. 161,010 road traffic
offences were detected — drink driving down from 1599 in 1980 to 1561.

Crime: Reported crime rose from 24,625 in 1980 to 25,122 the number of recorded crimes
rose to 23,696 from 23,162. The detection rate fell by 5% from 9,002 to 7,878. No murders
were reported the first time in a number of years. During the year 577 under 17s
responsible for 953 offences compared with 819 for 1,344 offences in 1980. In addition,
1027 juveniles were warned for indictable offences compared with 825 in 1980.

Special Crime Patrol Unit: arrested 189 people for robbery, rape, conspiracy, burglary,
theft, deception and handling stolen goods; 76% lived in the Metropolitan Police District.
Property recovered included silverware, jewellery, antiques and electrical goods to the
value of £267,000

%5 Annual Report 1979
4% Annual Report 1980
457 Off Beat April 1982
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1982 March 15: The body of an Hell’s Angel was found by a crashed motor-cycle at
Virginia Water. The owner’s identity was traced trough a circulation and was identified
by Thames Valley Police. The deceased had fifty-four convictions for burglary.*%®

1982 25 April Ranmore Common: Aggravated Burglary: The offender rode a
motorcycle to an isolated property with a single shot 9mm rifle. He entered the house
through an unlocked door and stole three handbags, which he took from the house and hid
nearby. He then returned to the house where there was a 39-year-old woman having put
on a green camouflage jacket and balaclava. While walking upstairs he disturbed two
boxer dogs and hid in the dining room where the lady challenged him. He threatened her
with the gun and said he would shoot the dogs. The woman seized the gun and it fired a
bullet into the ceiling and the gun disintegrated as the bullet was home made. The woman
received a hand injury. The offender recovered the handbags and rode off. The man was
traced and sentenced to five years.*>®

1982: The Victoria Wine Trial Operation Accentor®®: On the 20 February 1984 the
trial of six men accused of conspiracy to commit burglaries throughout the county at
Victoria Wine and Tesco stores opened at Kingston Crown Court. The trial ran for twenty-
one weeks concluding on 121 June with the conviction of four of the offenders who
received lengthy terms of imprisonment. The trial was at that time the lengthiest trial at
Kingston Crown Court requiring a jury panel of seventy-six to be called before the jury
was formed of people able to site for a prolonged period.

The trial was a culmination of eight months intensive investigation by officers of the
Surrey Special Crime Patrol Unit Burglary Squad) led by Detective Inspector Roger
Hawkins, supported by Detective Sergeant John Beavis and Detective Constable John
Lane. The court file ran to five hundred and sixty-three pages of evidence and involved
the investigation of one hundred and five burglaries throughout the country. This required
nine hundred and ninety-five submissions to the Forensic Science Service following
crimes from Kings Lynn to Redhill including many in London. One hundred and seven
witnesses gave evidence and a large number of statements of undisputed evidence were
read to the court.

The offences were similar and involved the use of a hydraulic jack to breach the stock
rooms of Victoria Wine or Tesco by knocking out bricks to the external walls and then
removing vast quantities of cigarettes. For the last twelve months similar offences were
being committed across the land from Manchester to Deal and when Redhill was hit the
Burglary Squad became involved. Information was soon provided as to the offenders and
their vehicles and importantly details of how they were avoiding detection. They had
access to a large van sign written to represent a legitimate cleaning firm “24 Hour

458 1982 March 15: The Times
459 Annual Report 1982
460 From notes of John Lane retired detective constable Surrey Constabulary
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Cleaning in Offices, Shops & Factories.” This was a perfect front for movement at all
hours.

A surveillance operation led by the Burglary Squad was mounted with a view to arresting
the offenders whilst committing offences. The teams followed them to a number of
premises in Nuneaton, Sevenoaks and Purley but they did not burgle the premises. One of
the suspects discovered an item of police technical equipment on his vehicle and this led
to the arrest of the team for conspiracy to commit burglary. The suspects unsurprisingly
gave little away during interviews and so the Squad had to investigate one hundred and
five burglaries and take statements, evaluate the evidence and submit the file for
prosecution all of which took six to eight months. The value of the stolen property
amounted to more than one and a half million pounds.

During the trial an officer was followed from the court and the registered numbers
obtained from his car. A similar car was stolen and the registered number added the
vehicles to be driven by someone resembling two of the officers who were dealing with
the case. The criminals were told to approach two jurors as they left the court in order to
personate police when stopping the jurors and demanding they convict the prisoners. They
then drove off in the car with the police officer’s registration number. An informant
revealed all this to the police and trial Judge Rubens was informed at the Crown Court.
The judge insisted that the informant gave evidence in open court, which he did. This was
no doubt a hard decision for all concerned but given the gravity of the allegations but the
only way to convince the jury and others was to take the action the judge did.

Four of the offenders were convicted two having been released earlier on the direction of
the judge.

The Chief Constable Highly Commended Roger Hawkins, John Beavis and John Lane
with Commendations for John Spence, lan Moran, Tim Oriordan, Geoff Drabble, Brian

Lloyd, Dave Amos, Peter Cairns, Keith Chapman, Barry Siviers, and Ray Taylor.

o . T
5 gy

lan Moram: It was my car they got the details of and me they were going to get the
double for. The witness concerned who gave the information was a villain | had dealings



with before and he was bussed in from Brixton Prison where he was on remand for
burglaries. He gave his evidence in court without the jury being present. Two weeks later
he had both his legs broken in Brixton Prison.

John Beavis: | was instructed by the head of CID at the time to keep my Detective's Diary
up to date of my whereabouts for 24/7 until the end of the trial.

1983: The Special Crime Patrol Unit arrested 158 people for offences including
robbery, burglary, theft, deception, handling and conspiracy to defraud; 60% of those
arrested came from the Metropolitan Police District.

1983 January: A laboratory at Worplesdon was broken into and two foxes released from
cages. Slogans were painted on various buildings and responsibility claimed by an animal
rights group.46*

1983 July: Regional Crime Squad: A London firm hired vehicle to criminals to use in
crime including robberies, kidnapping, burglary and theft. Enquiries with the firm usually
ended with a stolen driving licence being proffered when the vehicle was hire. Working
with Metropolitan Police C11 many enquiries were undertaken leading to the arrest of
thirteen people followed by a prosecution.46?

1984 May 27: An intruder was disturbed at a house and PC John Worgan responded with
his police dog Luke and began a track. After some considerable distance the suspect was
seen and after a warning Luke was sent after him and contained him by circling and
barking. The suspect kicked Luke hard and made off but the dog recovered chased the
suspect and stopped him. He was found in possession of property from the burglary.463

1984 July to October: Special Crime Patrol Unit: A surveillance operation on a team
of burglars identified by intelligence. Three men using stolen cars were followed and
arrested whilst committing a burglary. The operation continued on three more targets and
was later arrested along with a number of receivers. Property valued at about £400,000
was recovered and forty-two offences identified. 464

1984/1985 offences of burglary were committed at clothing shops throughout Surrey,
the southern area of the Metropolitan Police and the City of London that resulted in
property valued at many thousands of pounds being stolen. The offences appeared to be
linked but were not at this time detected.*6°

461 Annual Report 1983
462 Annual Report 1983
463 Annual Report 1984
464 Annual Report 1984
485 HM Inspector of Constabulary notes from Chief Constable Surrey Constabulary 1985 page 29
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1987 April 22: PC Glen Winstone attended a burglary with police dog Ace who tracked
suspects for some distance to a derelict house where they were detained. 466

1988 from the Annual Report of the Chief Constable:

e Special Crime Patrol Unit arrested 34 people for burglary, theft, deception and
handling stolen property

1988 Special Crime Patrol Unit commenced surveillance on a target provided by the
Force Intelligence Unit following a series of burglaries. The suspect who was dressed as
a chauffeur was followed to Normandy where he was arrested for burglary. He later
admitted a number of other burglaries and was imprisoned for five years.*6’

1988 17 July: Murder at Reigate Operation Chain: John Milner: Murder of Joel
Winter a ninety-one-year-old retired dentist, and attack on his companion eighty-nine-
year-old Daisy by two drunks.

Lynn Evans: | was involved in a Redhill Murder in 1980s when two old people Joel
Winter and Daisy French were burglary victims and Joel murdered. Two men Lynch and
Finnegan were convicted and officer in case was John Milner.

Jamie Donaldson: The scene was a flat over a dental practice. John Milner told me that
enquiries indicated the victim had about £600 in the home and | instructed the local Scenes
of Crime Officer to search for it and none was found. John was insistent and | became
involved and saw a Scenes of Crime Officer empty a drawer of socks and then start to put
them back. | asked if he had unravelled the socks and he had not and that is where the
money was found in £20, £10, and £5 notes. It just shows how important every detail is
in a murder enquiry. We learn all the time and a team is only as good as the weakest link.

1988 December 16: A series of incidents requiring a significant allocation of CID
resources took place overnight. Three men surprised two men sitting in a car, parked in a
secluded field at Chelsham. They were forced from the car; the passenger was tied up the
driver resisted and was severely kicked and beaten and later died. They drove off in the
deceased’s car. A short while later intruders and the father and son disturbed a family at
Oxted fought back with the son being severely wounded by a stab wound to an artery in
his arm. The intruders stole a car abandoning the first stolen vehicle close by. Later in the
morning intruders disturbed a couple at Fetcham. They had tied them up and the intruders
stole a considerable amount of property from the house. The intruders’ left in two cars
stolen from the house and the car stolen from Oxted was abandoned. These offences were
linked to others of armed robbery, attempted murder, rape and burglary, which happened
in Kent and the Metropolitan Police District. Four men were arrested and charged with 45
offences.*68

466 Annual Report 1987
467 Annual Report 1988
468 Annual Report 1989
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1988: Reported crime decreased by 1.76% in 1988 as against an increase of 0.4% in
1987. The Surrey Constabulary area was in 1987 the second from the bottom of the crime
table with the second lowest number of crimes per 100,000 of the population. The
detection rate was one of the highest in the region and joint 23 of 38 English forces. The
total number of reported crimes was 33,108 compared with 33,702 in 1987; actual crime
31,351. House burglaries increase to 3706 a rise of 121 of 1987 with 17.31% detected as
against 23.47% in 1987.469

1989 May 3: A burglary took place at Betchworth where a neighbour took the index
number of the offender’s vehicle leading to the arrest of two men later that evening in
London. The men admitted 29 burglaries in the Dorking, Leatherhead and Sutton areas.*"°

1989 Between June and January 1990: A series of eleven armed robberies occurred
across the south of England with property in excess of one million pounds stolen. Four of
the offences were in Surrey and a joint incident room was established at Reigate. A man
was arrested during a robbery at Ascot and a brother in Spain and was extradited. A third
man was arrested in Manchester. Charges included armed robbery, kidnapping, burglary
and firearms offences.**

1989: The level of recorded crime in the county during 1989 was 44.3 offences per 1000
of the population, which is below the national average of 49.2 within comparable forces
and considerably below the average level of 68.3. Recorded crime in 1990 up to 30 June
had risen by 16.7% in line with the rest of the country. The detection rate decreased by
.8% in 1989 to 33.1% compares badly with similar forces where the average is 40.9% -
down 1.8% on 1989 and nationally the average 37.6% down 2% on 1989.472 There were
7193 burglaries in 1989 with a detection rate of 19.5% for domestic burglary and 23.1%
for other burglaries. This is lower than in comparable forces where it is 30.9% with a
national rate of 33.2% for household burglaries. Research indicates that 60% of burglars
came from the London area. 47

1990 January 26: 2130 Aggravated burglary at an Indian restaurateur’s home in
Farnham: The owner’s wife and small son were on the premises when four Asian men
burst in and threatened them with a long-bladed screwdriver. The mother and child were
separated as the house was ransacked, the offenders leaving after thirty minutes with
£3000 in cash, jewellery and other property. Two men were later arrested and charged.*"

469 Annual Report 1988
470 Annual Report 1989
471 Annual Report 1990
472 A Report of Her Majesty’s Inspectorate of Constabulary Surrey Constabulary 1991 page 26
473 A Report of Her Majesty’s Inspectorate of Constabulary Surrey Constabulary 1991 page 27
474 Annual Report 1990
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1990 July 6: Surveillance Unit: Following a series of burglaries in Haslemere and
Farnham a vehicle was identified and located to Tulse Hill in the Metropolitan Police
District. Put under surveillance the vehicle was followed to Haslemere where two men
were arrested committing burglary. They were sentenced to imprisonment.*”>

1991: Crime on the Caterham sub-division has risen by 17.73%, which is lower than
the Force average. The area still attracts travelling burglars many of whom come from
London — particularly difficult to detect.#’® Across the county travelling criminals from
London was having a significant impact on the county, burglary, car crime and fraud.

1991 June 1: Burglary at Windlesham the home of a major golfer. As he and his wife
watched TV and the children slept burglars stole jewellery worth thousands of pounds.*”’

1991 August 6: Kidnapped boss forced to hand over £50,000: Two men kidnapped the
manager of a travel agency and forced him early yesterday to hand over £50,000 from his
office safe. The pair confronted Richard Brodie around midnight at his home in Ash, Kent.
He was driven to Newhaven where he was forced to empty his safe before eventually
being released at Caterham.*’®
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On a typical day in 992 Surrey Police officers dealt with:

145 crimes including 33 burglaries, 67 thefts, 14 stolen vehicles
11 RTA

126 emergency calls

4 escorted abnormal loads

26 burglar alarms

24 breath tests were required

186 fixed penalty notices issued

74 people reported for summons

6 people were warned in writing

475 Annual Report 1990
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477 The Times 1 June 1991

478 The Times (London, England), Tuesday, August 06, 1991
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57 people were arrested

25 people and vehicles were searched
Every week:

1 Fatal RTA

17 letters of appreciation received

5 officers assaulted and injured*”

1992 September: A particularly vicious murder was committed in Reigate Division
against a 76-year-old woman in her home. Two youths were arrested and sent for trial.*&

1992 September 20: Murder of Ethel Ruth Denyer in Reigate with suspects Philip
Barber and Paul Chapman. Operation Chapel

1993 April 15: Teenagers Accused of Murder: Two teenagers tortured, raped and
murdered a 76-year-old woman for £26 the Central Criminal Court was told yesterday.
Ethel Denyer was stabbed repeatedly wit a two-pronged toasting fork, beaten with a chair
leg until it snapped, throttled and kicked to get her to reveal where she kept her savings.
An hour after the attack at Mrs Denyer’s home in Reigate, Surrey on September 20 last
year Paul Chapman 18, and Philip Barber were seen laughing and joking in a fast food
shop the jury were told. Miss Denyer died of internal bleeding Robert Harman QC for the
prosecution said: “It was nothing short of torture and then she was savagely murdered.”
The court was told that the two youths got into the house through an open side door
believing the pensioner had a lot of money hidden away. Mr Mr Harman said that barber
allegedly told his uncle “We have killed someone tonight. We had been drinking and I
just flipped. I couldn’t stop hitting her.” Mr Barber and Mr Chapman both of Woodhatch,
Reigate, deny murder. The trial continues.**

April 16™: A women yesterday told a jury at the Old Bailey how she turned her teenage
son over to the police to face charges of raping and murdering a 76-year-old woman.
Jennifer Barber wept as she recalled how her son Phillip 17 had admitted being in Ethel
Denyer’s house when she was murdered. Phillip had confessed to her brother and she
confronted her son two days after the murder. Later that day she telephoned the police.
Chapman 18 and Barber both of Reigate deny the murder. The trial continues.*8?

May 5™: Two youths who tortured, raped and murdered a 76-year-old woman and stole
£26 from her were ordered yesterday to be detained at Her Majesty’s pleasure. Judge
Denison QC described them as evil beyond belief and told them at the Central Criminal
Court “If you were over 21, I would have the power to specify the minimum period you
would serve in prison but because of your age I cannot do this.” Both were found guilty
of murder and Barber of rape for which he was sentenced to ten years and Chapman was
sentenced to eight years for aiding and abetting him, which he admitted. Barber left the

479 Annual Report 1992
480 Annual Report 1992
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dock after throwing a paperclip over his shoulder and making an insulting gesture.
Chapman shouted, “I did not do it.” Neither had shown any remorse for the attack on Ethel
Denyer a deeply religious spinster as she lay in her bed in her home in Reigate. 4

1992 September: Reigate Division: A man was caught burgling a house with intent to
rape. He was sent for trial.

1992 October: Farnham suffered a night of violence following an attempted smash and
grab on a store and the assault of two police officers. Windows were broken in fourteen
shops. Three weeks later police mounted an operation following a spate of burglaries in
the town. In the team was a WPC who had been injured in the first incident. Whilst trying
to stop two youths escaping after breaking into a building the same officer was knocked
to the ground and kicked to the head and body. She recognised her attacker as the youth
who had injured her earlier. Other officers arrested him48+

1993: Arson: A packaging firm at Wrecclesham was subject of an arson attack and
£100,000 worth of stock destroyed. A further arson occurred at Cranleigh when a barn
and agricultural equipment was destroyed. Two boys went to a farm at Bramshot Chase
set a fire and 2000 bales of straw were destroyed. There was also a barn fire at Brook
when about £50,000 worth of damage was caused. Two boys admitted starting the fire
accidentally!48

Advances in Forensic Science at the Scene: The coming of DNA

Generation upon generation of police officers welcomed scientific and technological
advances. In 1851 at the inception of the Surrey Constabulary there was little or no support
for the police officer at the scene of a crime beyond plaster casts of foot marks, crime
scene observation skills for traces of blood or fabric, tracking suspects across fields
excellent local knowledge, tracing and tracking stolen property and interviewing suspects.

One of the giant innovations along with fingerprints, blood types, photography and more
was DNA, described as the breakthrough of the age came with the success in isolating
cells which could have originated only from specific individuals. This field of enquiry
concentrates on patterns of deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA), the component in human
chromosomes which contains everyone’s genetic code. And you leave it everywhere. No
contact without a trace!

The use of some scientific support did exist from the early days. In 1858, a Scotland Yard
detective was assisting his provincial colleagues with a murder enquiry. The chief

483 The Times (London, England), Wednesday, May 05, 1993
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constable wrote to the Commissioner querying the fact that Sergeant Cox had sent the
suspects clothes to the capital “for analysis.” Cox was later to cause a stir at the trial by
pointing out that the bloodstains on the suspects trousers “corresponded” with those on
the mill walls, and that “others who had carried the body had no stains of blood on them
whatsoever.” It was to be 50 years before a German scientist was to discover a means of
distinguishing between animal and human blood.

The first Forensic Science Laboratory was established in France in 1910, the British
having to wait until the 1930s for an equivalent establishment. However, progress was
still being made with the science of detection.

In 1939 Chief Inspector Burt and Detective Sergeant Dyke of the Metropolitan Police
were assisting Dorset Police to investigate a murder in Poole. At the scene a number of
cigarette ends had been discovered and Burt took the cigarette buts to a Home Office
analyst. It was found that the cigarettes from the scene, and the ones taken from the suspect
came from a person with a blood group of only three percent of the population. That
helped!

Soon after the war, the Home Office issued a booklet to the detective giving advice on
scientific aids to investigation. The Home Office emphasised that the role of the scientist
was to find corroboration and support for other evidence found by the investigators. Not
only supporting the evidence of guilt but also providing proof of innocence.

Scientfic Aids to
Crmmal Investigation

an
(&)

Some examples of forensic support in murder cases are given in the guidance: “A typist
was found with her throat cut on the staircase of the offices where she worked. A man
with whom she had been associating was suspected of having committed the murder. A
razor with stains of blood and bloodstained rabbit hairs on it was found behind the seat of
an omnibus which passed the office about the time of the murder. Analyses showed that
the blood belonged to the group AB. The blood of the murdered woman belonged to blood
group AB, but the rabbit hairs could not have come from her fur, which was not made of
rabbit skin. The suspect’s gloves were, however, found to be lined with rabbit fur and in
his pocket were stains of blood (found to be human) and some rabbit hairs. The suspect
was known to have had in his possession a razor similar to that found on the omnibus.
The suspect’s blood group was never ascertained but it was improbable that it was blood
group AB. (Three in every hundred are blood group AB) This combination of the unusual

299



blood group with the similarity of fur on the razor and in the man’s pocket, linked the
razor both with the crime and with the suspect and provided valuable corroborative
evidence.”

A further example was where “in the case of a double murder by stabbing, cut dog hairs
were identified on a blood-stained knife found hidden in the roof of the suspected person’s
house, and it was also found that there were recent tears in his clothing. The hairs
corresponded with those of a dog belonging to the murdered persons, and this dog also
showed a cut wound. Apparently, the dog had tried to defend its master when he was
attacked and had torn the criminal’s clothing.”

Guidance was also given on the handling, labelling and packaging of documentation and
exhibits as well as the nature and location, of potential scientific evidence from cases of
fowl stealing! Forensic and scientific evidence were now recognised by all police officers
as an essential tool for the detection of crimes, both serious and minor. Within police
Forces there were officers specialising in examining scenes of crime, as photographers or
fingerprint experts. Others worked in Crime Bureaux or criminal record offices managing
the ever-accumulating mass of card indexes recording criminal names, crimes and
criminal activity in this pre-computer age.

Every detective had in the lifetime of the Surrey Constabulary learnt his trade by starting
on the beat. Such a practice still had overwhelming support within the police service,
because it is there on the street that the young constable learns the skills of talking to all
manner of people in a wide range of circumstance. Starting with minor thefts, dealing with
assaults and shoplifters, car thefts and criminal damage, the police officer learns to
recognise the strengths and weaknesses of evidence, the need for corroboration, the skills
of interviewing, the fallibility of the human condition. If the officer shows a leaning
towards the detection of crime, in time he or she was attached to the Criminal Investigation
Department as a trainee investigator or “Learner,” during which time both the Department
and the individual can make a judgement on the abilities of the officer for this specialist
work.

One of the most significant modern developments is the use of DNA, (Deoxyribonucleic
Acid) as a means of positively identifying individuals. Britain has been the first country
to make extensive use of DNA and to establish a national database in 1995, accessible by
all police Forces. Several hundred thousand samples are sent to the laboratories each year
from the scenes of crime. In addition, there are over two hundred and twenty thousand
samples taken from suspects submitted for analyses. This database has already resulted in
many thousands of identifications and convictions.

The murder of Roy Tuthill in 2008 was detected by the advances and use of DNA some
30 years later. In December 1996, a partial DNA sample was recovered from samples
taken from Tutill's trousers, which had been kept in a freezer. In 2000, a hit came back on
the DNA sample from the Tutill case that was matched to Field, who had DNA taken
when arrested for drunk driving in September 1999 in Birmingham. Field had been living
off the radar for many years, working as a gardener, and not paying any taxes. He was
arrested and convicted.
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Samples usually take the form of a mouth swab, which the police can take from those
suspected of a range of offences. There is a concentration however, on offences against
the person, sexual offences and for all burglaries. The United Kingdom National DNA
Database is a national Database that was established in 1995. In 2005 it had 3.1 million
profiles and in 2020 it had 6.6 million profiles (5.6 million individuals excluding
duplicates). 270,000 samples were added to the database in 2019/20, populated by
samples recovered from crime scenes and taken from police suspects. 124,000 were
deleted for those not charged or not found guilty. There were 731,000 matches of unsolved
crimes between 2001-2020. 46

A parallel development is the use of another sort of DNA from a different part of the
human cell structure Mitochondria which is inherited from the mother but does not
degrade like chromosomal DNA. That means that it can be found in dead body tissue, like
hair and bones.

DNA and the Leicester murder
Code of a killer 487
2015 Robert Cozens former Chief Constable West Mercia Police

In the late 1980s DNA profiling was used for the first time as evidence in a trial, which
led to the conviction of a man called Colin Pitchfork for the murder of two young women
in Leicestershire. The recently screened ITV drama about the case, 'Code of a killer’,
portrays Professor Sir Alec Jeffreys as the person who used DNA to confirm that the
murders were committed by the same person and there is no question that he played the
leading role in developing DNA profiling. It is the case, however, that the Forensic
Science Service (FSS) in the UK was successfully working in the same field. It was
scientists in the FSS that carried out the initial work on the Pitchfork case and then
collaborated with Leicestershire police to catch him. A minor point of difference, perhaps
but it would be unfair to write the FSS out of DNA history as they are the unsung heroes.

At the time of this investigation, | was a retired chief constable acting as senior adviser to
the Police Science and Technology Group at the Home Office, which included the
FSS. In that capacity I received a call one day from Mike Hirst, the Chief Constable of
Leicestershire.  He explained that they had a man in custody who had confessed to the
recent murder of a young woman but denied involvement in a very similar murder two
years earlier. He said that he had heard about what was then called DNA fingerprinting

486 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Kingdom_National_DNA_Database

487 Sent to www.surrey-constabulary.com by the late and highly regarded Bob Cozens once of the Surrey
Constabulary, Chief Constable West Mercia and Home Office. 24 May 2015
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and wondered if the FSS could help prove that this man had committed both murders. |
immediately spoke to the then Head of the FSS, Margaret Pereira, who told me they were
at the early stages of developing this science but agreed to help. After about a week she
told me the results, namely that both murders were in fact committed by the same man
but not the man in custody. | rang Mike Hirst to give him the good and bad news and the
rest is history.

Sadly, the FSS was eventually closed down and the specialist work is now done by private
contractors, but this is unlikely to prove a match for the field and research expertise once
provided by a unified FSS.

Note: The first conviction using DNA was at Bristol Crown Court on 13th November
1987 when Robert Melias pleaded guilty to rape after scientists calculated that the chance
of the sample from the scene not coming from him was 1 in 4 million of the male
population
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