Robert Bartlett 938at938@gmail.com April 2019

¢ 3 urrey (Constabulary History
: Qr’"" - /: n .."'v.- ,’w“/t' /MJ iy ”","'/M/“ g tn .\":11':'. [ .
April 2019
www.surrey-constabulary.com
Editor Robert Bartlett
938at938@gmail.com

Charles Hollington

Chief Officer Guildford
Borough Police and
Superintendent Surrey
Constabulary



Robert Bartlett 938at938(@gmail.com April 2019

Introduction

There were three “big players” in policing the rural part of the county of Surrey
before the formation of the Surrey Constabulary.' Charles Hollington, Guildford
Borough Police (1841-1851), William Biddlecombe Godalming Borough Police
(1841-1851) and William Donaldson of the Dorking Police (1838-1851). Hollington
and Biddlecombe met frequently and worked together on numerous significant
crimes, and there is some evidence of Donaldson and Hollington meeting but none so
far when all three came together. It is inconceivable that the “Big Three” did not meet
in the course of their work. However, as from 1851 they were all to serve within the
Surrey Constabulary on its formation, Biddlecombe as the chief superintendent,
Hollington a superintendent and Donaldson an inspector until he was killed on duty
on 29 July 1855 following injuries caused during a disturbance at Haslemere.

How did these men become chief officers of these very small police forces? The
Metropolitan Police was formed in 1829 and soon became the template for uniformed
policing. Before that date policing was provided in Surrey by Bow Street, Union Hall
Magistrates Court at Southwark, which covered the whole of Surrey with about eight
officers and by the long established partnership of parish constables and local
magistrates. The Metropolitan Police policed the north of Surrey out as far as Epsom
and the magistrates in the rural part saw no benefit in having a paid force. They just
saw cost, all to be met locally, and a low threat. In some areas there were watchmen
employed especially at night. Magistrates could always seek support from Bow Street,
Union Hall such as the double murder at Fetcham in 1826 or later from the
Metropolitan Police an example being in 1850 the murder of the Reverend Hollis at
Frimley.

An early initiative from central government was the Lighting and Watching Act of
1830 gave magistrates and small towns the opportunity to establish their own police.
In 1833 the government appointed Municipal Corporations Commissioners toured the
country examining the state of policing or watching in 178 boroughs. Although the
new police in London date from 1829 there were many small and rudimentary police
forces in many towns prior to which the parish constable was to be found almost
everywhere.

The work of the Commissioners was followed by legislative change, which had far
reaching effects on local policing. The Lighting and Watching Act 1833 could be
adopted locally with a number of property owners following a simple procedure of
calling a properly constituted meeting and appointing inspectors from their number
who were given a large measure of control over the local police establishments. They
were then empowered to levy a rate and, among other things, to appoint policemen.

" The Metropolitan Police policed Surrey from the Thames in central London out as far as Epsom until
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The 1833 Act gave parish authorities powers to levy a special rate to employ
sufficient watchmen for both day and night. The aim was to encourage greater levels
of rural policing without challenging local autonomy. However the extent to which
permissive powers were adopted depended on levels of local anxiety about crime and
disorder and a willingness to fund reform.

Residents were persuaded in some towns to act as amateur inspectors of these
“police” and if resources permitted a senior man might be appointed to take charge of
a group of services with some such title as superintendent of the night watch.’

Farnham were early adopters of the Lighting and Watching Act of 1830 and
appointed the necessary inspectors. The vestry had powers and authority to enhance
watchman cover and to appoint a supervisory board.

At a vestry meeting called by Churchwardens at Farnham church it was decided to
hold a public meeting to consider the adoption of the Act. Those present at that public
meeting on the 18 August 1830 voted in favour of implementing the Act and agreed a
level of rate not to exceed one shilling and four pence to pay for the requirements of
the Act.

A number of local men were elected to serve as Inspectors as required by the Act and
six of the inspectors resolved that William Beagley and Thomas Cole be appointed as
Watchmen and Night patrol “for the proper protection of the inhabitants, houses and
property, streets and other places within the limits of this market town at the weekly
wages of twelve shillings each.”

It was gradually being accepted that the existing policing system was not good
enough for modern times and the idea of a paid police was gaining ground.

Within a few of the larger market towns of Surrey parish constables set the nightly
watch. This appointed unpaid parish official would take prisoners from the watchmen
and place them in the stocks, lock-up or cage. The Market House in Castle Street,
Farnham had a cage as an early lock-up used by the watchmen and parish constables,
demolished in about 1860, along with the Market House. In many instances the parish
constable would keep prisoners in his own cottage until he was able to deliver them to
a magistrate also referred to as a Justice of the Peace.

Dorking had a cage and Donaldson wrote in his occurrence book: “It involved a man
before the justice on arrest for being drunk and insulting people. He fined him 5/- for
the drunkenness “and ordered me to put him into the Cage until he paid it, but as we

% «A History of Police in England and Wales™ Critchley page 26
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can only put one in the stocks in default of payment, I allowed him to go by
promising to bring it to me.” The cage was in South Street in the centre of Dorking.

In some towns members of the night watch were sworn in as constables, many were
old and unsteady or ailing, equipped with lamps and rattles calling the hour as they
patrolled; sometimes they were men who had done a full day’s work sleeping
frequently during the night. * Many who were given the job were unemployed or
unemployable and this work paid for by the parish kept them from receiving benefit
payments from the parish. The watchmen might not have been the brightest or most
effective but they served a preventative purpose particularly in small communities
where a town of 5-6,000 was the norm in Surrey and where the less law abiding
would be well known and strangers immediately obvious.

Following the 1833 Lighting and Watching Act which repealed the 1830 Act, John
Newall a constable was appointed Superintendent of the Watch for Farnham at £5 a
year “to have an eye of the Watchmen at least twice a week and keep a report book
regarding the regularity or otherwise of the watchmen.” The appointment was no
doubt part time given the salary, a similar solution to that in Guildford where a High
Street baker was appointed.

The Lighting and Watching Act was of little permanent value and is worthy of note as
the first attempt by government to encourage day police outside the metropolis. ® The
aim was to gently encourage greater levels of rural policing without challenging local
autonomy but the extent to which permissive powers were adopted depended on
levels of local anxiety about crime and disorder and a willingness to fund reform. ’

Several of the small market towns took the initiative when legislation allowed for the
employment of paid police officers and very small, micro police forces were formed
in Farnham 1830 under Lighting and Watching, Godalming 1836 and Guildford 1836
Municipal Corporations Act and Dorking in 1838 probably Lighting and Watching
Act. Many counties appointed professional police officers as superintending
constables who found it very difficult to work with the amateur parish constable
selected from local ratepayers. In 1853 the superintending constable for Oxfordshire
who had been a member of the Essex Constabulary asserted “half a dozen regular
Essex policemen would be equal to the seventy parish constables now under me.”

Superintending Constable

3 Transcript of the original occurrence book Mr. C.A. Willeard Page 138

* «A History of Police in England and Wales™ Critchley page 26

> “Victorian Farnham” Edward Ewbank Smith, Page 7

6 “History of Police in England” WL Melville-Lee 1901 Kessinger Rare Reprints 2012 page 274
’“Ministers, magistrates and reformers: the genesis of the Rural Constabulary Act” Brundage, Anthony
¥ «Policing a Short History” Phillip Rawlings Willan Publishing2002 page 138
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The term superintendent as a police rank was adopted when the Metropolitan Police
were formed, along with inspector and sergeant. A superintending constable as a
position was regularised by the Parish Constables Act 1842 when an attempt was
made to infuse life into the decrepit parochial system. The Act ordered justices of the
peace to hold special sessions for appointing proper persons to act as parish
constables and which authorised the employment of superintending constables to have
the management of lock-up houses and also the supervision of all parish-constables
within the petty sessional division of the county for which they might be appointed —
such superintending constables to receive a fixed salary out of the county rates.
Although many of the superintendents were meritorious they were doomed to failure
by the unpromising material they had to manage. The only discipline the
superintendent could impose on a recalcitrant parish constable was to report him to
the justices who were powerless to administer anything like adequate correction. ’

In counties where superintending constables were employed, many being former
constables in the Metropolitan Police, there was no uniformity, each officer adopting
his own line and as long as he put in an appearance at the Quarter Sessions to meet
with the magistrates and visited the various parishes of the division once a fortnight,
no one interfered with him or directed his method.' It is believed that Surrey did not
have superintending constables with a wide brief paid from the county rates.

The justices could provide a lock-up (at their own expense) in which case they had to
appoint a 'Superintending Constable' to take charge of the lock-up and the constables
in the area it served.

Government turned their attention to modernising municipal corporations with the
introduction of the 1835 Municipal Corporations Act, which helped older boroughs
sort out their administration, structures allowing new and developing towns to
become incorporated. Towns that were incorporated were obliged to set up a Watch
Committee, elected councillors, responsible for appointing sufficient paid constables
to keep the peace and prevent crime but few of them seemed eager to implement the
law as by 1837, only 93 of 171 boroughs had organised a police force. Three years
later, 108 of 171 boroughs had a police force and by 1848, 22 boroughs still had no
force !

In Surrey at this time there were two ancient boroughs Guildford and Godalming (first
charter of incorporation by Elizabeth I in 1575) they established police forces in 1836
under the Act. (Reigate was not to become a Borough until the 1860s when it too
established a police force to the detriment of the Surrey Constabulary)

9 “A History of Police in England” WL Melville-Lee 1901 Kessinger Rare Reprints 2012 page 298
10 “A History of Police in England” WL Melville-Lee 1901 Kessinger Rare Reprints 2012 page 299
! “History Today” Storch 1999
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The 1835 Municipal Corporations Act is an important measure on the development of
local government and the early introduction of structured policing within the
boroughs. The Act created for the larger towns a corporation, mayor, alderman,
burgesses. The mayor was declared to be a Justice of the Peace for the borough
without a property requirement. The common law method of appointing constables
was placed on a new basis with the establishment of a Watch Committee made up of
the mayor and councilmen.

The Watch Committee were empowered at their discretion to appoint the head
constable, make regulations for the management of the police and to discharge or
otherwise punish any constable found remiss in his duties, provided at least three
members are present when the award is made. Borough constables were given powers
to act in the county as well as in the town and authorised not only to apprehend
disorderly persons at any time, but during the night may take bail by recognisance
from persons brought before them for petty misdemeanours, such recognisance to be
conditioned for the appearance of the parties before the magistrate. 2

Watch Committees were required to provide station houses and every quarter were
obliged to transmit to the Home Secretary a return showing:
The number of men employed
The nature of their arms and accoutrements
An account of all salaries
Clothing and standing regulations for the forces
Provision was made for the appointment under certain conditions of
stipendiary magistrates at the request of the Council
Borough Coroner is instituted
Two or more Justices to nominate and appoint by precept in writing in
October of each year, as many as they see fit of the inhabitants of the Borough
to act as special constables there, whenever they shall be required by the
warrant of a JP. > 1

Using a variety of the powers handed down by legislation, towns within Surrey
Farnham, Dorking and Godalming as well as Guildford formed small “new” police
forces whilst the rural parts of the county remained under the protection of parish
constables working to the local magistrate, taking support from wherever they could
obtain it when needed. In the areas close to Guildford and Godalming in particular,
the heads of those police forces would be invited by the magistrates to come into their
areas to investigate the more series crimes of murder or burglary.

12 A History of Police in England WL Melville-Lee 1901 Kessinger Rare Reprints 2012 page 275
13 A History of Police in England WL Melville-Lee 1901 Kessinger Rare Reprints 2012 page 275
14 A History of Police in England WL Melville-Lee 1901 Kessinger Rare Reprints 2012 page 276
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Hollington Comes to Guildford

On the 28 September 1841 Charles Hollington was appointed superintendent
policeman and Head Constable of the Borough of Guildford at a wage of 25 shillings
a week plus a house. Accommodation was taken on a temporary basis until 29
September when the house of Jeffrey’s, Sergeant at Mace, was to be used as a police
station in 1 Tunsgate behind the corn market, long since demolished. The officers
broke their long working days with an hour for breakfast, an hour for lunch and half
an hour for tea. At about the time he joined the budget for the borough police in 1843
for “watching the borough” was £220. Such a sum would pay the wages in 1840 for
1100 days for a skilled tradesman or buy 14 horses, or 41 cows."”

Charles Hollington the chief officer of the Guildford Borough Police joined the new
police force, Surrey Constabulary, on the 15" February 1851 with enrolment number
82, along with another member of his force PC Jeremiah Campbell enrolment 83.
(Dismissed 1852 for neglect of duty)'® Hollington was appointed as a superintendent
on £85 per annum with his first station for only six months, Chertsey.'’

Hollington was born in 1813 in Muswell Hill'® north London and was aged 38 in
November 1851. On joining the Surrey Constabulary he was recorded as being 5 feet
10 inches tall with light brown hair, grey eyes with a scar on left brow. He was
married with no children. He served in the Metropolitan Police on A Division 1837 —
1841, a division where the tall men were posted and used in addition to their normal
role as a public order reserve for the force and elsewhere.

Hollington was to serve until his retirement on August 31 1872 when he was
superannuated at the rate of £73 per annum after a total of 35 years police service.

Superintendent Hollington was posted to the following stations: Y

'S http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/currency-converter/#currency-result

' An Examination and Appointment register (Defaulter's Book), reference 9152/1/2/1/1 SCC History
Centre Woking

'7 William Donaldson was appointment number 81 to the Surrey Constabulary aged 39 15 Feb 1851

'8 In 1787 one commentator wrote that nowhere within 100 miles (160 km) of London was there a
village so pleasant or with such varied views. Little had changed by the middle of the 19th century.
One of the houses of the time was The Limes. This house occupied the angle of Muswell Hill Road
with Colney Hatch Lane and was a three-storeyed house with portico and two-storeyed wing
approached by a double carriage drive through impressive gateways. The large grounds of the house
extended to Tetherdown and included a lake. Opposite The Limes was Muswell Hill pond and beyond
that the Green Man inn, built of stone. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Muswell Hill

' An Examination and Appointment register (Defaulter's Book), reference 9152/1/2/1/1 SCC History
Centre Woking
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Date From | To
July 9/51 Chertsey | Godstone
Oct 15/56 | Godstone | Farnham
July 25/62 | Farnham | Chertsey
Dec 17/64 | Chertsey | Godstone
May 10/70 | Godstone | Chertsey

April 2019

Guildford Town Hall in 1824; more usually referred to as the Guildhall

Census records give a little more personal information on the Hollingtons:

1841 Census:

Charles Hollington aged 27, police constable in the Metropolitan Police living
at 13 Upper Crown Street, St Margaret’s, in Westminster which appears to
have been a section house for single officers. In 1838 Hollington was sent

from London on aid to Birmingham during the Chartist disorders.”

1851 Census>!:

Charles Hollington age 37 born Middlesex had left the Borough and was now
living with his wife Louise and a 15 year old nephew at Gogmore Lane,

Chertsey

1861 Census>>:

2% http://www.chartists.net/Policing-the-Chartists. htm#brum
2! Research by John Molyneux a retired officer HO 107/1594

22 Research by John Molyneux a retired officer RG 9/428
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Charles Hollington aged 47, living with his wife Louisa (Possibly Louise) at Park
Place, Farnham with four prisoners so this was obviously the police station

1871 Census™:
Charles Hollington Superintendent of Police aged 38 now at Eastworth Lane
Police Station, Chertsey with a wife Catherine (his second wife) and daughter
aged 1 year. There is a lunatic prisoner a bargeman William Burnett and two
constables John D Warmar aged 27 from Sandwich Kent; Charles Cole aged
31 born Collingbourne, Wilts his wife Elizabeth and a daughter

Metropolitan Police officers in Birmingham, 1838

There is just one reference found to Hollington’s time in the Metropolitan Police
when he was a part of a contingent sent to Birmingham to police the Chartist
Convention and disturbances in the town, 4-21 July 1838. Payments ranged from £17
0s 0d for the superintendent and inspectors, to between £4 5s 0d and £4 19s 0d for the
others. Some were there 10 days, others for 17. **

19th Century Britain — Population — the key to change

In the 19th century Britain became the world's first industrial and urban society. By
1851 more than half the population lived in towns. The population of Britain
increased rapidly during the 19th century and people cause problems, inevitably
require more policing. So as the population expands the problems grow and the police
play catch up but inevitably are behind the curve. Some major points are:

In 1801 the population of England and Wales was about 9 million.
1815 that population had reached 13 million®

In the 1840s many people came from Ireland, fleeing a terrible potato famine
leading to large number of trampers and people living on commons and heath
land in Surrey

1850 half the population lived in towns and London had more than 2 million
inhabitants.

The population of England almost doubled from 16.8 million in 1851 to 30.5
million in 19017

2 Research by John Molyneux a retired officer RG 10/812 RG 10 804 page 153
¥ Source: Pay list, National Archives, MEPO 2/63 http://www.chartists.net/Policing-the-
Chartists.htm#brum

25 http://www.uk.filo.pl/uk_history_9.htm
26http://www.statistics.gov.uk/downloads/theme compendia/fom2005/01 FOPM Population.pdf),
statistics.gov.uk
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It 1s essential to understand the part population growth plays in the development of
policing. For Guildford and possibly other areas of the county, it may account for the
growth and level of violence associated with the Guy riots as there were always large
groups of young men, many moving into or close to the towns seeking work and a
better way of life than was offered within isolated villages. The young are known to
be hot headed and prone to violence and crime — the more mature person adapts his
way of life to take account of increased responsibilities of family and work.

As towns grew and law enforcement became more necessary with intervention more
frequent, the role becoming complex and difficult as laws, regulation and practice
became formalised. The ineffectiveness of many of the one-year only untrained,
amateur constable fulfilling a civic duty, often at great financial loss, encouraged the
search for alternative methods. The formation of the Metropolitan Police in 1829 gave
another model but the rural parts of the country were not yet ready for such dramatic
and potentially costly change. Government were to legislate, cautiously and with great
care as there was opposition to police, particularly when not under the direct control
of the magistrates and hence the county gentry. They feared a loss of control.

The first compromise was to give the Vestry the powers and authority to enhance the
watchman cover, to appoint a supervisory board. The Watchman appointed under the
new Act would have the powers of a constable.

Population of the larger towns of rural Surrey

Location 1841 1851 1861
Farnham 6651 7264 9278
Frensham 1583 1559 1750
Seale 428 508 669
Dorking 5638 5996 6997
Chertsey 5347 6025 6589
Egham 4448 4482 4864
Godalming 4328 4657 5778
Guildford 4506 5171 5425
Merrow, Guildford | 252 278 363
Stoke next | 2054 2507 3797
Guildford
Reigate 4584 4927 99757

* www.wsths.org

10
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An early Guildford Borough Police helmet plate

In the 19" century change, if it happened at all, was very slow and so it is fair to
assume that when Hollington became the chief officer of the Guildford Borough
Police not much had been changed from the original establishment of the force in
1836.

The Watch Committee on the 15 January 1836 resolved and ordered that nine
Constables and a superintendent be appointed for the Borough and the Town Clerk
“do give notice in writing affixed to the Town Hall ---- and that any persons desirous
of taking such office should send in their applications to the Town Clerk and attend
the next meeting.” The constables were appointed on the 18" January, at the next
meeting Richard Jarlett chosen as the “Superintendent Constable” at a salary of £15
per annum. This was a part time role as Jarlett continued as a High Street baker. The
constables were to be paid 18 shillings a week in the summer and 21 shillings in the
winter. On the 19" January it was ordered that the men who were already sworn in
should start on the 20" January 1836,

There was a distinction between night constables and day policemen (who covered
0600-2000) with some of the former watchmen being appointed for the night time.

The minutes of the Guildford Borough Watch Committee for the 18 January 1836
reveal: “was ordered that Charles Mandeville and James Wilkins be continued
watchmen and appointed night constables of this borough at the salary of 18s in
summer and 21s in winter.”” The following day the two men were sworn in as

28 They Guarded Guildford by Richard Ford Surrey 1969 internal publication Surrey Constabulary
29 Charles Mandeville Guildford’s first Policeman: Scholes Police History Society Journal 23 2008

11



Robert Bartlett 938at938@gmail.com April 2019

constables before the mayor. On the 1 February six pairs of handcuffs were ordered
for the night constables.*

The Watch Committee decided that “ a newly appointed constable in addition to his
salary — be provided with clothes of the same description as the London Police
provided the expense thereof does not exceed five guineas.”'

The uniform consisted of a top hat and an eight button blue swallow tailed jacket. A
leather stock 10cm deep was worn around the neck as protection against attempts at
strangulation with a piece of rope, a favourite trick of footpads. There was a belt with
a large buckle bearing the Borough insignia and a pair of heavy Wellington boots.
The hat was 15cm tall with a 5cm wide brim and reinforced. The upper part was of
leather overlapping a beaver skin body, reinforced with cane.

On the 14 July a day constable was appointed, Philip Clarke at 17s 6d a week.

Police officers first carried rattles to swing if they needed assistance and were often
carried over the heart in case they were stabbed, a way of carrying which on many
occasion across the country proved beneficial. The rattle was replaced about 1884
after the Metropolitan Police trials of 1883 showed the whistle could be heard up to
twice the distance.

With Hollington in charge, closely supervised by the mayor and watch Committee
were reported in 1845 in “Russell’s Guildford” ** that the police of the Borough were
a well governed and efficient body under the direction of the Mayor and Corporation
consists of a superintendent, an inspector and three other officers who perform
alternatively night and day duty. The police station is in Tun Gateway, at the back of
the corn market and adjoining the town prison or cage.

30 Charles Mandeville Guildford’s first Policeman: Scholes Police History Society Journal 23 2008
3! Charles Mandeville Guildford’s first Policeman: Scholes Police History Society Journal 23 2008
32 Charles Mandeville Guildford’s first Policeman: Scholes Police History Society Journal 23 2008
33 Guildford City Outlook September 1932

12
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Portrait of § H Law, a Guildford Portrait of Swiion, a Guildford
Policeman. Surrey History Centre Podiceman. Surrey History Centre
Portraiz of Dawvis, a Guildford Portrair ‘of Titley, a Guldford
Policeman. Surrey History Centre Policeman. Surrev History Centre

Early Borough police officers™

** From Foul Deeds and Suspicious deaths in Guildford Caroline Maxton Wharncliffe Books

13
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Hollington doing his duty!

Much that is known of Hollington and his work as a police officer is to be found in
newspaper archives. He may have been a chief officer but this did not stop him from
being heavily involved in the rough and tumble of routine and exceptional policing
events. These cases set out below are chance finds. There is little doubt that
Hollington was a big, tough and brave police officer, used to violence who made the
difficult move from being the senior man in a police force to being a subordinate to a
martinet, Captain Hastings the Chief Constable of the Surrey Constabulary for 49
years. Many if not most of the officers transferring from the small borough forces in
the county and those employed as permanent parish constables did not complete their
pensionable service as members of the constabulary in fact some lasted months not
years!

To date the earliest record of Hollington’s activities relate to the year on year crisis of
the Guildford Guy rioters, based around bonfire night although they seem to have
caused trouble at any celebration. This was not what today would be called anti-social
behaviour but high-level violence directed at the police and considerable damage
caused to property by fire. The Guys dominated by their numbers, intimidating the
residents of Guildford and outnumbering many times the number of police available
to stop their drunken and riotous activities. It was a difficult and dangerous duty for
police to perform. Though Hollington is described in a number of ways in the press
reports the most common is inspector.

1843 November 13™ Fireworks in Guildford: Magistrates Office Guildford:
William Chennell and George Lee were summoned for letting off fireworks in the
public street in disguise on the 6" inst. Charles Hollington Inspector of police
deposed: I was on duty on the evening of the 6™ inst., saw W. Chennell over the
bridge in the parish of St Nicholas in disguise, let off a serpent; did not see Lee.

Cross examined by Mr Vincent: In my belief it was between one and two o’clock;

certain it was between hours of twelve and two; did not see W. Chennell do any
mischief.

14



Robert Bartlett 938at938@gmail.com April 2019

* This picture is-vcpnﬂmul from the centenary supplement of the Surrey Advertiser.

Jeremiah Campbell policeman examined - I was on duty in the evening of the 6™ inst
between ten and eleven o’clock when I saw Lee against the Upper Church and spoke
to him; he was letting off serpents and had on a soldier’s cap and coat with a
corporal’s strips across the sleeves. Cross examined by Mr Vincent- there were a
great many others letting them off; I afterwards saw him on The Mount dressed in a
frock coat. Charles Mandeville policeman examined - On the evening of the 6™ inst., I
saw Lee sitting on a carpenter’s bench, which he had been attempting to be brought to
the fire but was stopped; he had on a frock coat, the same as he has on at present.

Thomas High policeman examined - I saw Lee sitting on the bench. He said, *“ Let us
have it and we will pay for it.

Mr Vincent then called for the defence. G. Peters a carpenter, who said I was at the
Queen’s Head at a quarter past eight o’clock in the evening of the 6™ inst., Police No
2 (High) came in and put his hand on Lee’s shoulder and said “Don’t be too fast, I
have orders for you to let them off if you keep out of mischief” Lee answered all
right, very well.”

Mr Vincent addressed the Magistrates hoping they would take into consideration that
although bills had been issued every year warning them of its illegality, yet no one
had been convicted for the last 14 or 15years; and as the police had informed them
that no notice would be taken this year, they had a right to suppose such would be the
case. The Magistrates having consulted said they had determined to put it down
therefore should make an example by fining each of the defendants the penalty of
£3.35

35 Sussex Advertiser 21 November 1843

15
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The same evening’s riotous behaviour led to a further court case involving
Hollington. 1843 November 21 Guildford Magistrates: George Ketcher, James Lovel
and Hugh Moth (sic) Keene and John Barker (?) was summoned for assaulting and
resisting police in the execution of their duty on the evening of the 6™ inst.

Charles Hollington sworn - Between ten and eleven on the evening 6™ inst., I went to
help put the fire on the Mount out and was prevented by a number in disguise; I had
my hat knocked off; at last I broke through the ring and kicked the fire out but finding
the mob was too strong for us, we walked away down the hill, when we were knocked
down several times and pelted with fireworks; Loveland and Ketcher were there and
held them in my face. I got out my staff and struck Loveland when they cried
“muster” and we were surrounded and I received a severe burn which continues to get
worse. Cross-examined by Mr Vincent — Did not see Keene do anything; he was only
with the crowd.

Charles Mandeville (PC) stated — About eleven o’clock I saw parties over the bridge
squibbing Hollington. I took hold of Loveland when several stones were thrown at
me, and could not tell by whom, being afraid to look round, fearing they would hit me
in the face.

Jeremiah Campbell (PC) saw Bowler at the fire taking an active part. Thomas High,
examined, they threw stones and pushed us about and tried to get us on the fire.

The magistrates convicted Ketcher and Loveland in the penalty of £5 the latter in
default of payment was committed to the House of Correction to hard labour for one
month. Keene and Bowler after being admonished and warned as to their conduct
another year were discharged. 36

In a further case heard that day 21 November 1843 before Guildford Magistrates:
John Jackson, Charles Wheatly and James Ketcher were summoned for assisting in
making fire, commonly called a “bonfire” on the 6™ instant.

C. Hollington sworn — Saw Jackson and Wheatley carrying some tow dipped in oil or
turpentine and slung to some wire, up and down the High Street; they laid it down
opposite the Wheat Sheaf where I saw the fire break out; I afterwards saw Jackson
with 13 or 14 other disguised, loaded with wood which they placed on the fire.

Mr Vincent — tell me what you saw Wheatley do? I saw him with Jackson when tow
tow > was placed, but cannot say which placed it.*®

361843 November 21 Sussex Advertiser
37 Possibly some form of rope
3% 1843 November 21 Guildford Magistrates Sussex Advertiser
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Thomas High examined- I saw all three defendants at the fire; Jackson had some
lighted tow and laid it down; saw Ketcher pick up a hat and was running away with it
when he took it from him. Jackson said to him “You shan’t put the fire out; he did not
care for any of them; his name was Jackson and he would have a fire.

Ketcher in his defence said he was standing at the fire and picked up a hat when he
was pelted and burnt by the mob who thought he was one of the hired and was
running away when he was stopped.

Jackson was fined £5 or be imprisoned for three months. Wheatley fined 10s or be
imprisoned for 14 days and Kitcher was discharged.

William Chennel and George Lee were on refusing to pay on Saturday morning
consigned to “durance vile” in the station house being committed to Kingston Gaol.
During the busiest time in our market two vehicles driven by two police constables
made their way through the crowd on their road to Kingston where it appears the
amounts were paid and a conveyance had already arrived to take them back again.
They returned at about eleven o’clock when a band of music and a host of their
previous companions were in readiness to meet them and march them through the
streets. The town was in complete uproar for some time and we regret to say the
whole of the windows as well as some of the window frames in the residence of the
police inspector were completely destroyed and many panes of glass in the windows
of the first floor of the late mayor’s residence as also some in the newly elected
mayor’s house were broken.

The Kkilling of a gamekeeper

The investigation into the death of a gamekeeper at Wonersh bring together
Hollington and his counterpart William Biddlecombe from the borough of Godalming
police, a force of two men.

In 1841 a police station was built in Godalming and the two regular policemen
(Biddlecombe and a constable named Lindsey) lived on the premises. The station
house was in Moss Lane and contained three cells capable of handling nine prisoners.
The borough petitioned to have its own court, which was granted in 1847. Records for
the 12 months to the end of November 1848 showed that 63 cases had been dealt with
involving 87 prisoners. Biddlecombe is described in the newspapers as “extremely
active”, shorthand for a good detective,” and amassed a wealth of experience through
a wide range of investigations.

3% The term detective was not yet in use
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William Henry Biddlecombe the new Head Constable was in 1841 aged 36, and
described as 5ft 10 tall. He had been born and raised in Gatecombe, Newport on the
Isle of Wight. Serving first in the police on the island, in the Southampton Police then
later the Hampshire Constabulary before moving to Godalming. He was to serve in
the Surrey Constabulary from January 1851 until 1 May 1858 when he resigned to
become the licensee of the Swan Inn at Chertsey, setting a trend followed by many an
ex-police officer.

Biddlecombe and Hollington were to work together on many significant cases and
both were to join the Surrey Constabulary as superintendents upon formation. They
may have been contemporaries, even good friends but were in fact competitors in the
way particularly Hollington competed for plaudits, recognition, which probably
equalled reward money. This becomes clearer in the letters to the newspapers in 1851,
which will be set out below.

The police station became Laura Ashley although the cream door use by the
police officers remains on the left of the photograph

1844: Wonersh death of a gamekeeper: This death indicates that not only being a
gamekeeper was probably the most dangerous job in the country but also shows the
level of co-operation between the borough police of Guildford and Godalming. It also
gives Biddlecombe the man in charge of the Godalming police and already an
acknowledged and successful investigator his first murder enquiry. Biddlecombe is an
important man in the history of policing in Surrey and can rightly be called Surrey’s
first detective.

At the Surrey Spring Assizes in Kingston on the 27 March James Elsley was charged
with the wilful murder of James Edwards a gamekeeper, in Wonersh by the Wey and
Arun Canal. The body was discovered in the canal the following morning and the
alarm was raised. There was obviously some good local information a soon after
Charles Jenkins, described in a press report as an Inspector of Police stationed at
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Shere ** accompanied by the Chief Constable of Godalming William Biddlecombe
and possibly Jenkins senior, went to the home of the suspect. He was detained and
taken to the Jolly Farmer at Bramley. The officers returned to the house and searched
it recovering a newly washed smock with blood on it and other clothing. Both the
officers undertook a detailed examination of the prisoner and could find no evidence
of him having been involved in a fight.

Elsley was arrested and taken to Guildford where Inspector Charles Hollington
detained him on the Saturday night. Hollington left an unemployed labourer to watch
over the prisoner. On the Sunday Elsley confessed to the labourer that he had killed
the gamekeeper — he had hit him with his rifle butt and kicked him into the river. The
labourer did not tell of the confession and when on Monday Hollington saw him, the
prisoner confessed for the second time. The inspector then went to Elsley’s home and
recovered two pheasants from where the prisoner had said they were. The jury took
20 minutes to find the prisoner not guilty of murder but of manslaughter and this
married man; father of five or six children was transported for life.*!

The Inquest and trial were fully reported

The Inquest42

On Tuesday an inquest (adjourned from Monday) was held at the Jolly Farmer,
Bramley near Guildford, before Mr CJ Woods coroner for West Surrey, on view of
the body of James Edwards aged 48, principal keeper of the Right Hon Lord Grantley.
On Monday the jury proceeded with the coroner to the club room to view the body,
which presented a frightful spectacle, there being upward of a dozen wounds on each
side of the head, evidently inflicted by some blunt instrument, in all probability the
blunt end of a gun.

Joseph Head being sworn deposed as follows, “I reside in the parish of Bramley, near
Guildford. I am bailiff to the Right Hon Lord Grantley. On the morning of Saturday I
was informed that the deceased was missing. After making inquiries about him of
everyone | saw, I rode out on horseback along the side of the river Wey. Whilst
proceeding along the bank my horse all of a sudden started at something in the water.
I dismounted and saw the deceased in the river. There is a furze field called Lyne-
Ersh adjoining the spot. It is Lord Grantley’s property and in his lordship’s
occupation. I observed that the deceased was seriously bruised or injured about the
head. I searched the furze field. About five yards from the river I found a pool of

* Elsewhere he is described as from the A Division, which presumable is the Metropolitan Police and
happened to be in the area. At the Assizes on giving evidence he describes himself as “I am the
inspector of police stationed at Shere”.

*! The Morning Post (London, England), Thursday, March 28, 1844; Issue 22841. 19th Century British
Library Newspapers: Part II

42 1844 January 13 Reading Mercury
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blood and there had recently been a struggle at this point. I found the hat and stick,
which I now produce. The hat belonged to the deceased.”

E Walker stated as follows, “I am a gamekeeper in the service of Mr Sparks and knew
the deceased. On Friday evening last I went to the Jolly Farmer public house; it was
then a little before seven o’clock. I saw the deceased there. I was with him in
company for only a few minutes. As near eight o’clock as possible deceased observed
to me persons were come into the house whom he did not like, and mentioned the
names James Elsey and young Vickery. Deceased said he should be gone for half an
hour or three quarters and desired me not to leave the place.”

Charlotte the wife of Henry Brown of Bramley, “ On Friday night about eight o’clock
whilst sitting with my three sons, I heard the report of firearms which appeared to
proceed from Lyne-Ersh. It was at the time raining fast, but moonlight. A quarter of
an hour subsequently I heard another report which appears to come from the same
direction.”

John Turrell of Bramley also heard the report of firearms on the night in question and
went into his stable and whilst listening heard someone say “Oh dear!” It appeared to
come from the direction from where the body was found. Did not take any particular
notice of it, thinking it might be bargemen passing through the lock.

Charles Jenkins Inspector of police produced portions of a gunstock and a ramrod
with portions of a gunlock and two screws and a piece of waxed thread. Upon
comparing them the several portions previously correspond.

Mr WH Biddlecombe, “I am chief constable of the borough of Godalming. On
Saturday last the 6™ instant about three o’clock in the afternoon I went in company
with the last witness and apprehended James Elsey at Run-common. The same
afternoon I went to the prisoner’s house and found the smockfrock (now produced)
with a great deal of blood on it. The same evening I went to the prisoner’s house
alone, and in an iron grate of the bedroom I found the shirt, which I now produce with
some old rags thrown over it. The front of it was torn and there were marks of blood
on the sleeve. On the right wristband there were several marks of blood. The left
wristband had the appearance of having been in dirty water and afterwards dried. I
then searched a wood house standing within a few yards of the prisoner’s house when
I found the velveteen-shooting jacket (also produced) rolled up and concealed behind
some straw; the jacket was very wet and much torn; a part of the right cuff of the
jacket was torn off. I also found the pistol I now produce in the kitchen loaded and the
gun barrel I now produce. I also found on the mantelpiece in the same room, the piece
of horn now produced, which to me appears to correspond with the ramrod found
when the deceased was murdered.”
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Charles Hollington being sworn deposed, “I am inspector of police at Guildford. On
Saturday evening last between nine and ten o’clock the prisoner James Elsey was
brought into the station-house at Guildford by Joseph Jenkins. On Sunday afternoon
the prisoner expressed a wish to see me. I went to the station house and he appeared
very uneasy in his mind, and said he wished to speak to me. I cautioned him that
whatever he might say I should take down and that it might afterwards be used against
him. On the following night about seven o’clock I understood that the prisoner
wanted to see me again. [ went to him, and he made the following statement™:

“ On Friday evening I went home and took supper, but on entering the door I saw my
son eating some victuals. I said to him “Where are you going to Bill?”” He said “I am
going to the raffle, and father will you come down to take a part of a pint of beer
James Sherlock is going to give me?” I ate my supper and took a pint and a half. My
son and me went home together and when we got indoors he asked my wife for some
victuals; she said, "What do you mean by that? You had your victuals before you
went out.” She cut him a piece and gave it to him and as soon as he had undone his
shoes he went to bed. When he was gone I said, “How hard it was for us to be in such
distress; we have neither butter nor cheese, nor sugar; and whether also she had even
tea.” I am uncertain for when we had our supper we had a piece of bread each with a
little tea without sugar and milk, and I had spent the last 2d we had; so we were
destitute and it hurt my feelings. So I said to my wife, “I will go and get a bird or two
if I possibly can, for I can’t bear to see us in such distress.” I went and shot a brace of
birds and I thought if I could get a sale for them I would get a little tea and sugar. I
was coming to the river when I met the keeper and he said, “D—n you I have got you
now.” He then put up a stick and said, “D—n your eyes, I'll kill you,” and he was
going to strike me, but I pushed and threw him down, and I said, “We will fight, life
for life.” I struck him with the but end of a gun several times; the last time he fell into
the river. I then went away and left him. On going home my wife said, “Have you got
anything?” I said “yes.” She then replied, “I hope nothing will happen from this.” I
said something had already taken place.”

The Coroner then summed up with great minuteness and the jury without the least
hesitation returned a verdict of “Wilful murder” against James Elsey.*’

Elsley had been arrested on the Saturday, the day after the killing and taken to
Guildford police office where Inspector Charles Hollington the officer in charge of
the Guildford Borough Police detained him on the Saturday night. Hollington left an
unemployed labourer to watch over the prisoner who on the Sunday confessed to him
the killing of James Edwards — he had hit the gamekeeper with his rifle but and
kicked him into the river. The labourer did not tell anyone of the confession and when
on Monday Hollington saw the prisoner, he again confessed. The inspector then went

43 1844 January 13 Reading Mercury
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to Elsey’s home and recovered two pheasants from where the prisoner had said they
44
were.

Spring Assizes Home Circuit Kingston, Wednesday March 27 1844 (Before Mr.
Baron Alderton.)

At the Surrey Spring Assizes in Kingston on the 27 March James Elsley was charged
with the wilful murder of James Edwards a gamekeeper, in Wonersh by the Wey and
Arun Canal. The body was discovered in the canal the following morning and the
alarm was raised. Good local information was soon uncovered leading to Charles
Jenkins, described as an Inspector of Police stationed at Shere (this man is something
of a mystery) accompanied by the chief constable of Godalming William
Biddlecombe went to the home of the suspect. He was detained and taken to the Jolly
Farmer at Bramley. The officers returned to the house and searched it recovering a
newly washed smock with what appeared to be blood on it and other clothing. Both
the officers undertook a detailed examination of the prisoner and could find no
evidence of him having been involved in a fight.

James Elsley, aged 38, was indicted for the wilful murder of James Edwards. There
were four counts in the indictment. The first charged the prisoner with shooting the
deceased; the second with shooting him and also beating him to death; the third with
beating him only; and the fourth charged the murder to have been committed by
casting the deceased into the water, and thereby suffocating and drowning him. Mr.
Clarkson with Mr. Locke, conducted the prosecution, and Mr. Charnock appeared for
the prosecution, and Mr Charnock appeared for the prisoner. The case seemed to
create a good deal of interest, and the court was crowded during the trial, which lasted
seven hours. Mr Clarkson stated the case for the prosecution, which he said was
instituted by Lord Grantley, in whose service the deceased was employed as a
gamekeeper. The learned counsel then proceeded to the state the facts of the case as
they afterwards appeared in evidence, and also the upon the subject, concluding by
calling the following witnesses:

Joseph Head: I am bailiff to Lord Grantley, and live at Bramley. I knew the deceased
James Edwards. He acted as gamekeeper, to Lord Grantley. I recollect the 6th of
January, and on that day I went along the Wey and Arun Canal towards Wonersh. I
know the Lock, which separates the canal from the Lynarsh field. (A plan of the
neighbourhood was here produced and proved to be correct.) I was on horseback by
the side of the canal, about 9 o’clock in the morning, when I saw something in the
water, which at first thought was a piece of tarpaulin. I dismounted and threw stones
for my dog to go into the water, but he would not do so. I made some enquiries and
obtained assistance, and returned to the spot.

* The Standard (London, England), Wednesday, January 10, 1844
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At this time the body was out of the water, and I recognised it to be that of the
deceased, who was in his usual dress. He appeared to be have been very much beaten.
The head was wounded in several places. I examined the ground near the canal,
particularly on the Lynarsh side, and on that side it rises up to the edge of the canal
from a distance of two feet. I observed a large pool of blood, and from the spot it is
five or six yards to the edge of the canal. There is some furze about two yards from
the canal, which is used as a preserve for game. I examined these furze bushes, and
saw some small portions of human flesh on parts of them, and a pool of blood lay on
the ground below the furze. I also saw the marks of heels and toes of shoes near the
bank of the canal; and a few yards nearer to the lock of the canal I saw other marks of
the same size and description; and I there found the hat and stick of the deceased,
which I now produce. (The hat bore an indentation on one side, evidently occasioned
by a very violent blow. The stick was a very slight one.) Cross-examined: It is dead
water in the canal except when the lock is let off. At the place where the body was
found there is about three or four feet of water. The furze may be about two or three
yards from the bank of the canal. At the open part of the furze a person might easily
get into the canal. There is a good deal of traffic at times on the canal.

Charles Jenkins in evidence said: “I am the inspector of police stationed at Shere, near
Guildford. On Saturday the 6™ of January in consequence of what I heard I went to
Bramley and from there thence to a place called Rim Common® where I found the
prisoner working for a person named Tickner, and took him into custody. I conveyed
him to the Jolly Farmer at Bramley and left him in charge of a parish constable whilst
I searched the prisoner’s house. I found in the house a short smock-frock with spots
of blood upon it and which appeared to have been partly washed and hung to the fire
to dry. The blood was upon the breast and upon both the sleeves. I took the frock back
to the prisoner and he told me in answer to a question I put to him that it was his own
frock. I then told the prisoner I should take him on suspicion of the murder of the
keeper and he replied, “Thank God I am innocent!” Shortly after this I searched the
prisoner and found a powder horn and a clasp knife in his pockets. I then examined
the prisoner’s person but could not discover any bruises or other marks of violence. I
made a further search at the house of the prisoner on the next day and found a large
quantity of chisels, planes and tools of every description.”

Mr Charnock then addressed the jury for the prisoner saying it a melancholy thing
that in order to enable persons in the position of Lord Grantley to enjoy their
pleasures and preserve their game the lives of the poorer classes were to be sacrificed
and he expressed his opinion that it would be much better if there were no game and
that such lordly pleasures should be altogether abolished, rather than that such
dreadful cases as the present assizes should have taken place. He then went on to
contend that the statement of the prisoner was the real truth of the transaction and that
the violence had been done upon the unfortunate deceased under the impression

* Possibly Run Common

23



Robert Bartlett 938at938@gmail.com April 2019

entertained by the prisoner that his own life was in danger; and that under such
circumstances the offence would only amount to manslaughter.

Mr Baron Alderson summed up, and went minutely through every portion of
evidence, commenting in his usual clear and admirable manner upon the more
important points as he proceeded, concluding by leaving the matter in the hands of the
jury. The jury retired, and, after being absent about 20 minutes, returned into the court
and delivered their verdict, finding the prisoner Guilty of manslaughter. The prisoner
was immediately called up for judgement, and the learned Judge, after observing that
the prisoner had reason to be extremely grateful for the lenient view the jury had
taken of the case against him, sentenced him to be transported for life.*® ¥/

The jury took twenty minutes to find the prisoner not guilty of murder but
manslaughter and this was transported for life. **

Juries did not like to convict for murder if they could find a realistic alternate verdict
as they did in Elsey’s case. As the judge said, he was a lucky man but his family
suffered with his wife almost a widow with five or six children. Murder and
manslaughter were not unknown nor was burglary but when large houses or
prominent people were involved the press wrote in great detail about the crime and
the resulting enquiry

46 The Times. March 28th 1844 (Pages 7 And 8)

47 Elsey was a Married man who was a father of five or six children

48 The Morning Post (London, England), Thursday, March 28, 1844; Issue 22841. 19th Century British
Library Newspapers: Part II.
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There is no doubt that on a daily basis Hollington was involved in policing the
Borough. Rarely high-level crime, but the routine of drunks, homeless vagrants,
violence and petty offences the control of which are essential if society was to
function in an orderly manner. Records of the daily life of policing in the Borough do
not exist. There is nothing similar to the chance survival of the Donaldson occurrence
books from Dorking police. Therefore there is a reliance on newspaper reports. It
would be tedious for the average reader if all those reports were transcribed but some
have been found and are within this short biography of Hollington.

1844 November 19 Sussex Advertiser: George Penton one of the railroad excavators
was brought up in custody charged by Inspector Hollington with having been drunk
and disorderly and with assaulting him in the execution of his duty.

Inspector Hollington deposed: I heard a disturbance on Saturday night and on going to
the spot I found the prisoner and several others fighting. I tried for above half an hour
to disperse the crowd that was gathered and succeeded in getting them all away but
the prisoner, who told me he had as good a right to be there as I had. At length I
persuaded him to depart and he seemed to go along towards Woodbridge but returned
and became very violent. I found that it was necessary to lock him up and on taking
him into custody he was very violent, and put one of my fingers out. He was drunk at
the time.”

The prisoner denied having created any riot and said that the policeman pushed him
about. He had only had two pints of porter. He had never been before the magistrates
before and promised to be careful not to be so again. Inspector Hollington said he did
not wish to press the charge of assault if the prisoner would promise not to offend
again in future. This promise having been given the Magistrates fined him the sum of
S5s cautioning him that in assaulting the police in the execution of their duty he made
himself liable to a penalty of £5 or three months imprisonment. 4°

1845 March 4: Offences against the Game Laws: James Dallen was brought up in
custody by Inspector Hollington charged with an offence against the game laws in the
parish of Albury, on the 22 December last. The prisoner had been summoned before
the magistrates but having neglected to attend a warrant was issued for his
apprehension.

Edmund Hook deposed that on the 22 December last he saw the prisoner in the
company of another man whom he did not know beating about for game. On Albury
Downs; the prisoner had nets with him which he placed over places where the hares
were likely to run, and then went to the opposite side and beat the furze so as to drive
them into the nets. Witness watched him for up to an hour and after he left the downs
he met him and challenged him with the offence. The prisoner did not deny it but told

491844 November 19 Sussex Advertiser
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the witness if he had found a hare he would have killed it. The prisoner said in
defence that he had gone onto the downs to get a little holly for Christmas and denied
having told the witness he would have killed a hare had he seen one. When Hook met
him and accuse him of having flams (nets) in his possession he (the prisoner) asked
him to search for them as he had none but Hook would not do this and only gave the
information to “spite” him. The bench considered the case proved and fined the
prisoner 20s including costs, or, in default to be committed for 14 days to the house of
correction. The prisoner could not pay the fine and was removed in custody.>0

1845 April 8: Felony: On Saturday a young woman named Ann Bicknell was
brought up at the police office before the Mayor, W. King Esq., charged with having
robbed her master Mr Peter Austen of 18 High Street. Mr Austen on being sworn
deposed I am a grocer residing and carrying on business at 18 High Street, Guildford
in the parish of Holy Trinity and the prisoner was employed by me as a servant. On
the 27 instant, she was sent on an errand to exchange some money and on her return a
shilling was not accounted for. In consequence of this misunderstanding I thought it
better to discharge her from my service and I did so. I paid her what wages were due
to her and she went away leaving behind her box and a bundle which were called for
during the day by some man but I refused to let them go — thinking it desirable to
have them searched as the key was missing.

Inspector Hollington was called and when the girl arrived and her property searched a
number of items belonging to her employer were found. Inspector Hollington deposed
that on the 28" that in the presence of the prisoner he searched the box and found two
cotton kerchiefs, a waistcoat a piece of cariet (?) a pocket book and a parasol all of
which I produce and which have been identified by Mr Austen as his property. There
were also in the box a piece of cheese, some bacon, sugar, four eggs and a bottle of
wine. The prisoner had nothing to say in her defence and was committed for trial at
the ensuing sessions. Bailed with sureties.”’

1845 April 22: Sheep worrying in Guildford: Thursday before W King Esq.,
mayor, C. Booker and J. Hayden Esqs. A man named John Jones was brought up in
custody under the following circumstances. Inspector Hollington deposed that on the
previous night about half past eleven o-clock he was attending to his duty down the
Woodbridge Road near the gate lodge of Mr RD Mangles, when police constable
Jeremiah Campbell and two young men in the service of Mr Lyon, butcher, of High
Street came up to him and questioned him if he had seen a lamb run by, pursued by a
large black and white dog. He had seen neither and asked Campbell the particulars.
The constable informed him that some short time previously he had observed a large
black and white dog running after some sheep and lambs belonging to Mr Lyon and
that he (the constable) had entered the field to drive the dog away but in the meantime

391845 March 4: South Eastern Gazette
51 Sussex Advertiser 08 April 1845
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the animal had contrived to single a lamb out from amongst the flock and gave it
chase around the field. By the time the constable had crossed the field both lambs and
dog had disappeared he knew not wither. Upon this he had gone and informed Mr
Lyon of the circumstances and with the assistance of two of his men they had been
making a search. Nothing more was seen of the missing lamb. A little before one
o’clock Hollington was passing up Chertsey Street and observing a light in a cellar
belonging to a butcher names Stainton he looked down and there he observed the
prisoner very busy skinning a lamb which had been recently slaughtered. Suspecting
that all was not right the placed a constable on the watch and proceeded for one of Mr
Lyon’s men who on peeping into the cellar said he thought that the skin being taken
off was marked like is master’s sheep. Upon examination it proved to be the one,
which had been lost in the field that night. Mr Lyon attended to identify the skin,
which was produced. PC Campbell corroborated the evidence of Inspector
Hollington.

The prisoner urged in defence that he was in the taproom of The Bell public house at
11 o’clock on the previous night when someone came in and said there was a lamb in
the yard. He went out and found the lamb in question there. It was bleeding very
much as though a dog had worried it. He then turned it into an outhouse where it
remained until Stainton the butcher came into the tap to whom he told what had
happened. They went together and looked at it and they agreed that if it was not killed
shortly it would bleed to death. Stainton agreed to kill it and asked the witness to go
and assist him, which he forthwith agreed. In this statement the prisoner was borne
out by Stainton and by Mrs Chamberlayne the landlady of The Bell who heard a
female acquaintance of hers named Oliver tell Jones of the lamb in the yard. The
police also produced the dog, which was somewhat notorious for his night walking
habits and belonged to a person who lived on Shalford Common. Found not guilty but
the prisoner and Stainton cautioned to be more careful in future. If their statement was
true in all its points still they acted wrongly in killing the lamb for they should have
informed the police of the circumstances. It did not appear either that the lamb was in
such great danger of bleeding to death as there were but two or three spots of blood
visible in the Bell yard. The owner of the dog was also cautioned not to let him be at
large in future as there was no telling what mischief may result.>2

1846 January 13: Trial for Theft: Thomas Cowdery aged 20 was charged with
stealing a coat the property of Richard David Kidd at Godalming on the 22™
December. Mr Locke conducted the prosecution.

Charles Hollington Chief Constable of Guildford deposed he went to the shop of Mrs
Butcher in High Street, Guildford when he saw the prisoner exchanging the coat,
which he for some shoes; knowing it to have been stolen, he took the prisoner into
custody.

52 Sussex Advertiser 22 April 1845
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Richard Driver Kidd, being a Quaker, affirmed that himself and some friends went to
the house of Mr Keene at Godalming on the evening of Monday 22 December last, he
left his coat and hat in the hall; when about to depart they were both missing. The coat
produced was his property. Six months Hard Labour.

1846 January 13: Edward Smith a sickly looking youth was charged with stealing a
coat the property of Frederick Smallpiece and a hat the property of Richard Driver
Kidd from the house of Mr Keene at Godalming on 22 December last. The case was
very similar to the last, the hat belonging the prosecutor in the last case and the coat to
Mr Smallpiece. They were stolen from the hall of Mr Keene where the prosecutors
had been visiting on the night in question.

William Henry Biddlecombe Inspector of police deposed that having received
information of the robbery he went to the house of the prisoner’s father who kept a
marine store shop at Leatherhead. Saw the prisoner and his mother who denied they
had such a coat or hat in their possession Upon looking round the room however he
discovered the hat and on searching the bedroom fond the coat concealed in the bed
clothes. He took the prisoner into custody. Cross examined: Leatherhead is 17 miles
from Godalming.

Charles Hollington corroborated the evidence and Messrs Smallpiece and Kidd
identified the coat and hat as their property. The defence was that Smith was at home
on the night of the robbery and the coat had been purchased by way of trade by his
father. The Chairman commented that after hearing the evidence the charge should
have been receiving and the jury acquitted the prisoner.>

Burglary plus sheep stealing by a gang

There is no reference to Hollington in what was a case dealt with by Biddlecombe for
some reason outside the boundaries of Godalming. It seems that the criminals
involved are a part of a gang, the case reported on the 14 November being linked with
Hollington. It may be that gangs were targeted by the regular police on the
instructions of magistrates, as dealing with them was beyond the experience of the
unpaid parish constable.

1846 October 27: — burglary Ash plus 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.

531846 January 13 South Eastern Gazette
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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.

The following case is very interesting as it shows that in 1846 Biddlecombe was
active in northwest Surrey from where the Isaacs gang were to come to prominence. It
is interesting to consider that from this time Biddlecombe and Hollington were aware
of the formation of the gang and followed their activities locking them up when the
opportunity arose. >’

1846 November 10: Mayford: Biddlecombe and Hollington stolen copper and
gang of sheep stealers Mayford — on Wednesday last Mr W H Biddlecombe,
superintendent of the Godalming borough police, in consequence of information he
had received, searched the river running from Mayford to near Guildford and by the
aid of sticks and poles pointed with iron, he found one of the large coppers recently
reported to have been stolen from the premises of Mr John Marratt and for the
discovery of which a reward of £15 was offered. On the morning of the following day
Mr Biddlecombe accompanied by Mr Constable Hollington, superintendent of
Guildford police proceeded to Farnham and searched the broker’s shops there. They
succeeded in finding several parts of the other copper but the greater part had been
forwarded to Southampton. Mr Biddlecombe is in possession of information which
implicates some persons already undergoing punishment for another offence; and to
who a a portion of clothing was found which had been taken from a shop at Bisley
which was entered and the articles in question, with a quantity of provisions stolen.

They also formed a party belonging to a regularly organised gang of sheep stealers of
whom three were tried at the last Kingston Sessions and convicted, and all of them
were sentenced to fifteen years transportation. They had long infected the
neighbourhood of Woking, Weybridge, Worpleson and the western parts of Surrey,
and by the confession of one of the parties implicated they had stolen two sheep every
week for the last eight weeks before their apprehension by Mr Biddlecombe. In fact
this fellow has confessed that half the stolen sheep in the county of Surrey were stolen
by this gang. Great credit is due to Mr Biddlecombe for his activity in searching out
these midnight depredators, who were a pest to the farmers of Surrey. >

54 1846 October 27 South Eastern Gazette
55 South Eastern Gazette 10 November 1846
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1847 Horsley: This case is outside the Borough but there was still no police force in
the county just the parish constable and the magistrate although it was possible to call
on the Metropolitan Police for assistance through the Home Secretary. This is a case
where Inspector Hollington assisted the county magistrates with a serious assault on
two gamekeepers. *°

The following is taken from newspaper reports: Apprehension of two men for
stabbing two gamekeepers: On Friday evening between the hours of seven and eight
o’clock Mr Charles Hollington inspector of the Guildford Police with the assistance
of some gunners from the Royal Artillery, succeeded in apprehending Arthur and
Reginald Bristow who are charged with stabbing two gamekeepers named George
Target and James Martin at Horley (sic) (should be Horsley) near Guildford on the 9™
instant. A reward of £100 was offered by the Home Office for the apprehension of the
prisoners and Inspector Hollington traced them first to Bristol and afterwards to
London and Woolwich at which latter place he did apprehend them at the Crown and
Cushion public house. His enthusiasm may be associated with his being allowed to
keep all or part of the reward. The detained men were brought to trial at Kingston
Assizes on March 30 1848.

1848 trial stabbing poachers Horsley: Reginald 24 and Arthur Bristow 27,
labouring brothers were indicted for feloniously cutting and wounding George Target
a gamekeeper with intent to murder him. There were other charges on the indictment
including Grievous Bodily Harm with intent and resisting their detention. Target told
the court that he was doing his rounds when he found three dead hares snared in a
copse called Henley Coppice in West Horsley. He and an under-keeper named James
Martin laid up overnight to watch the hares. At about six in the morning the two
prisoners came into the coppice and went to the snares but stopped, appeared to
whisper and ran off. The men were chased to a turnip field where they turned and
faced their pursuers with large knives in their hands, as used for killing pigs. Reginald
threatened Target that he would dig the knife into him if he came forward but the
keeper closed with the man and a scuffle took place during which Target was stabbed
in the side. Target retained hold of his prisoner and they both fell down and Reginald
stabbed him again, this time on the wrist. He was then upon his knees and the blood
was running from him like a “stuck pig” and judging he was too weak to continue the
contest he called out “I am done, I give it up”. As this was going on Harris was
fighting with Arthur Bristow but Target became too weak to be conscious of what
was happening until a cart came to carry him away.

Target visited Guildford Gaol six weeks after the event and identified the prisoners.
Martin gave evidence and corroborated Target adding that once he could get to his
assistance he thought Target was dead. The witness agreed that his master gave half a
sovereign when a poacher was apprehended for a night poacher £2 and a £1 for a day

%% Glasgow Herald Friday, October 29, 1847
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poacher. The keeper was paid a £1 a week. The defence was based around a lack of
evidence that the men had been poaching and that the keepers had no right to detain
them.

The judge in summing up said it was the custom for the counsel of a prisoner in cases
of this description to endeavour to prejudice the mind of the jury by the comments on
the supposed injustice of the game-laws. So far as he was concerned if he had a
million acres of land he should not think of preserving a single head of game. But, if
the gentlemen chose to do so they did it under the protection of the law and while the
law was in existence they were entitled to the protection it afforded them. The jury
after a short deliberation found the men guilty of intent to cause grievous bodily harm
and they were transported for fifteen years. >’

1848 November 28: Stolen Guildford: Tuesday 21st before Guildford Borough
Police Court: George Brisk was charged with having in the parish of Stoke in the
borough of Guildford stolen one saw, one carpenter’s plane and one crowbar the
property of his employer Mr William Strudwick. Having missed the tools Mr
Strudwick went to the prisoner’s lodgings next to the yard where he found the missing
property. Superintendent Hollington was informed and traced the prisoner to Sutton
about four miles from Guildford. He was committed for trial . ™

1849 November 13 Uttering counterfeit coin: County Magistrates Court: John
Fisher, John Canefield and William Purchase three men respectably attired were
brought up in custody by Inspector Hollington charged with uttering counterfeit coin.

Mary Ann Hill sworn: My husband keeps the Rose and Thistle public house at
Frimley. On Thursday last at about twelve o’clock at noon the three prisoners drove
up to my house with a horse and gig and put up there; they bought some mutton chops
in and asked me to cook them; I did so and they all partook of them; Canefield had
some ale and a pipe and tobacco. They kept going out into the yard and stable one or
other of them; they ordered tea to be ready for them at four o’clock; Canefield and
Purchase then went to put the horse in as they were going a little way, Fisher went
into the garden; Fisher and Canefield came into the house when the horse and gig
were ready at the door. Fisher asked what there was to pay; Canefield was in the bar
with him. I told them three shillings and two pence. Fisher threw down a bad crown
piece, which I took up, and gave him one shilling and ten pence I change. It was then
between one and two o’clock. Canefield was to remain in the house and the others
were to return to tea at four o’clock. Canefield however got up into the gig and drove
away with the others. I put the crown piece into my pocket and about 25 minutes after
the prisoners had gone Mr Minis a farmer at Frimley came into the house and asked
me if any persons had been here with a grey horse and gig. I said “yes” he then asked

>" The Morning Chronicle (London, England), Friday, March 31, 1848
58 Sussex Advertiser 28 November 1848
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me if [ would look at the money I had taken from them. I did so and I then discovered
that the crown piece was a bad one. I had no other crown pieces either in my pocket
or in the house. On the following morning I gave the crown piece to Mr Minis and the
one now produced is the same.

Mr John Minis gave evidence that he was a farmer at Frimley and he had been in the
Jolly Farmer at Frimley when the landlady Mrs Crocker showed him a bad half crown
given her by three gentlemen with a grey horse and gig. He took his horse and cart
and went after the three men and when he got to the Rose and Thistle he found Mrs
Hall had taken a bad crown piece. He came into Guildford to Hollington’s the
policeman and they went in search of the prisoners who were apprehended in
Cobham.

The prisoners were remanded in custody till Saturday week to allow time for
communication with the Mint authorities. >

1850 27 September 0300: Murder of the Rev. George Hollest: This is a long and
complicated story involving four men who were a part of the Isaacs Gang and
residents of Guildford well known to the police and their community as criminals.
The rivalry between Hollington of Guildford and Biddlecombe of Godalming spilt
over into letters to the Times about who made the most contribution to the arrest of
the murderers. At the stage the letters were written the two men were senior
colleagues in the Surrey Constabulary.

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. “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 Reverent 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

59 Sussex Advertiser 13 November 1849
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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.

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 London. Inspector Hollington became involved of his own
volition. (For the press ranks were arbitrary and changed often within one story)

At the case before the Assizes in Kingston the Guildford men were on trial for their
lives when Charles Hollington gave evidence: “In September last I 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. I 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. 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 I 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 I found two sovereigns, one shilling, a
sixpence and a knife. Upon Smith I found half a crown, a tobacco box, a knife and a
piece of string. Upon Jones I 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
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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 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 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 me and Biddlecombe upon the subject of the case and
we have never acted together since. I did not give the prisoners any caution before I
put the questions to them. Smith made a statement to me and I 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. I cannot say if he has been
before the Grand Jury or not. I 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. I wanted all the prisoners and
Biddlecombe wanted them too but I 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 I 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
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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 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: I had no desire to take any advantage of the
prisoners and I told the prisoner Levi Harwood several times that a still tongue makes
a wise head. I 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. I 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. I think my husband is entitled to the reward whether he gets it or not. I
was not examined before the magistrates. I heard all the conversations and my
husband knew of it; yet I was not examined as a witness and the prisoners had no
means of knowing what I was to prove. I wrote down the conversation but have since
lost the paper. I rather think I burned the paper not thinking the contents were of
consequence. I have not before been engaged to listen to conversations of this kind
and have never been reprimanded for doing so.

The Surrey Constabulary incorporated the Guildford Borough in June 1851 but old
enmities come to the surface as the aggrieved but still chief officer of the Borough
takes exception to Biddlecombe receiving credit where he thought it was not due.
Interestingly, Hollington refers to Biddlecombe as “detective”.

1851 26 April Letter to The Times®' from Superintendent Charles Hollington,
Superintendent of the Guildford Borough Police — letter dated 24 April when he was a
serving member of the Surrey Constabulary and therefore a close colleague of
Biddlecombe. Mr Hollington felt aggrieved that “that the whole credit of breaking up

%! The Times on line Article CS50889882
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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 (note: this
is the old term for informer) 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 1is 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 I have had several summary convictions against
him for assaulting the police etc. I 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 I 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.

I beg further to state that I have on several occasions named these men to
Biddlecombe, detective, and other officers, as the ones I had suspected to have
committed burglaries in Surrey and elsewhere.

By inserting this you will greatly oblige your most obedient servant Charles
Hollington

1850 25 October: 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
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in a bid for plain-clothes officers as detectives, but that is a long story and will be told
in a further paper.®

The Times reported that fifty Magistrates were present with Mr T. Puckle in the chair
considering how a new police force could be established, run and paid for. ------ Rural
part of the county to have three divisions, Chertsey, Dorking and Godalming and the
chief constable is to reside at Dorking- the most central point. It was proposed that the
various lock-up premises be repaired and that station houses etc. be erected, the
estimated cost of which would not exceed £3000, which could be raised upon the
security of the police rate and paid with interest in twenty-year instalments. The chief
constable’s salary £300 pa plus £110 for horse and travelling expenses etc.; chief
superintendent £170, five superintendents £450; eight inspectors £486.12s; seventy
constables £3463.4s; allowances for clothing etc., £1227.11s £6284.7s annual total to
be levelled on the divisions as a rate of three pennies in the pound.

Savings: the conveyance of prisoners £240; the salaries of several Inspectors of
Weights and Measures whose duties can be performed by the rural police £380;
superintendents of lock-up houses £80; payments to constables at Coroner’s inquests:
£74; Parish, Special and private constables at least £1800 making £2,574. Balance
£3710.7s which will be much reduced after the force has been in operation for a short
time --- “—that the expense of maintaining them will be, it is believed, be little felt by
the rural portion of the county, while the committee are convinced that the security
afforded to it’s life and property will amply repay the expenditure incurred, and that
their recommendations when carried into effect will prove of the utmost advantage to
all classes of the community” -- On the motion of Lord Lovaine the report was
adopted and the election of the chief constable was appointed to take place on the first
day of the Epiphany Sessions.

1850 3 December: Meeting of the magistrates to ascertain the best means of
extending a police force to that portion of the county beyond the limits of the
Metropolitan Police District. The clerk of the peace read the following to the
committee: “The committee think it their duty to represent to the court that they are
unanimous in considering that in those portions of the county of Surrey which is
situate without the limits of the Metropolitan Police District, the ordinary officers
appointed for preserving the police are not sufficient for the preservation of the peace
and for the protection of the inhabitants and for the security of property within such
portion of the county; and that it is expedient that measures should be immediately
adopted to remedy an evil of so serious a nature. *

Taking this view, the committee, in pursuing its investigation with which they have
been charged by the court find there are two methods already provided by the

52 Durrant page 4
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legislature for the protection of the lives and properties of the inhabitants of rural
districts-

First: By the establishment of a rural police under the acts of 2 and 3 vic., cap 93, and
3 and 4 Vic, cap 88.

Second: By taking advantage of statute 5 and 6 Vic cap 109 which regulates the
appointment and payment of parish constables.

The provisions of the Metropolitan Police Act might also be extended to this part of
the county not now under its control. This however could not be done without the
assistance of the Legislature. Of these plans the first mentioned has appeared to be the
best and most desirable in all respects

In considering the best method of introducing the rural constabulary into this county
the committee have had to contend with the difficulty occasioned by the peculiar
position in which the county is placed in consequence of the jurisdiction of the
Metropolitan Police force extending over so important to a portion of it in respect of
population and wealth; and that difficulty has been much increased by the
circumstance of the boundary of the Metropolitan Police District not being coincident
with the boundaries of the petty sessional divisions.

The committee therefore recommend the court to introduce into that portion of the
county, which is without the limits of the Metropolitan Police District a county
constabulary under the provisions of the 3 and 4 Vic ¢.88 s29.

The next step was to consider how the rural part of the county might be apportioned
into divisions each containing no less than twenty six thousand inhabitants as required
by statute in the most convenient manner with reference to population, wealth,
geographical position and the general efficiency of the police force. In order to
determine this point and to obtain correct views of the numbers and expense of the
force required as well as its distribution and the best method of employment, the
committee have examined persons both in the upper and lower classes of those
engaged in the duties of the police in other counties as well as Surrey and have also
been in communication with the Metropolitan Police Commissioners.

They have likewise caused tables to be drawn up exhibiting the extent, population,
value and assessment of the county rate of the several parishes. After bestowing the
best consideration upon the subject the committee have come to the conclusion that
the rural portion of this county which contains 96 parishes and plans separately
assessed to the county rate should be formed into three police divisions and that such
be called Chertsey, Dorking and Godalming divisions. The committee further propose
that the Chief Constable should reside at Dorking, which is the most central point of
the three divisions. They propose that the various lock-up houses be repaired and that
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the station houses etc. be erected the estimate cost of which would not exceed £3000
which could be raised upon the security of the police rate and repaid with interest in
twenty yearly instalments. By statute 2 and 3 Vic., cap 03, the force must not exceed
on individual for every thousand inhabitants, according to the last census, the
population of certain boroughs and towns being deducted. The following is the
proposed number of constables and their salaries etc., Chief Constable £300 per
annum with £100 for horses, travelling expenses etc., chief superintendent £170, five
superintendents £450. Eight inspectors £483.12s; and 70 constables £3463.4s;
allowance for clothing etc., £1227 11s; making an annual sum of £6284 7s to be
levied on those divisions by a rate of three-pence in the pound which will produce
£6377 11s 9d.

Against that expenditure the following savings will be effected by the force:
The conveyance of prisoners £240;
The salaries of several inspectors of weights and measures whose duties may
be informed by the rural police £380;
Superintendents of lock up houses £80;
Payments to constables at Coroner’s inquests £74;
Parish, special and private constables at least £1800;
Making altogether £2574

A great saving may also be effected from diminution in the number of trampers and
vagrants who infest the county and consequently in the amount of contributions levied
by them on the charitable; a result which would immediately ensure if the Poor Law
unions within the proposed rural division adopt the urgent recommendation of the
committee and appoint the police to act as assistant relieving officers in such cases.
The success of this measure has been fully established in Essex, and a very large
amount of saving has been effected.

Therefore if from the total expenditure of £6284.7s be deducted the ascertained
amount of savings namely £2574 there remains a balance of £3,710 7s, which will be
so much further reduced after the proposed police force have for a short time in
operation, that the expense of maintaining them will it is believed, be little felt by the
rural portion of the county; while the committee are convinced that the security
afforded to life and property will amply repay the expenditure incurred, and that their
recommendation when carried into effect will prove the utmost advantage to all
classes of the community.” Signed by authority of the committee Lovaine, Chairman
Lord Lovaine: ----- Most of the crimes were committed by tramps and vagrants and
were concocted in the beer-houses in these secluded places.(remote villages of the
county) He observed in the report a saving of £1800 on parish constables but he knew
it would be £400 more as many parishes sent no return.

Mr T Alcock MP: --- he did not like Dorking as it would have been fairer to choose
Reigate, which was of more importance in a public point of view being in proximity
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to the junction of the Brighton, Dover, Ramsgate and other important railway stations.
Reigate ought to be the headquarters of the divisions as it was the chief place in
eastern part of Surrey and all the others were in the western division. He proposed
that as an amendment that Reigate be substituted for Dorking. The Hon Locke King
JP supported this amendment but Lord Lovaine said the members were on the
committee when Dorking was chosen when it was resolved to be one of the districts.
They had considered Guildford but thought Dorking much better. Sir W Jolliffe
thought Reigate preferable to Dorking. Mr Alcock said it was his sole object to see
Reigate the residence of the Chief Constable not Dorking.

Sir W Jolliffe spoke of only six horses being recommended to deal with all the duties
of the force. They could not perform it. There would be removing prisoners and other
duties besides their being wanted by the superintendents. In a very short time
prisoners for hard labour in the county would be removed to a new house of
correction at Wandsworth. Look at that distance from some places. Someone said
“There is the railway.” Sir W Jolliffe: Then there will be no saving. Some of the
constables will be stationed eight or ten miles apart and the inspectors who visit them
must require horses constantly.

Sir R Fredericks Bart., thought it a heavy tax on the rate-payers who had not been
asked who should pay the rate. The tenant farmer would be the man and it would be a
great hardship on him as the great landlord would hardly pay anything

Mr Alcock: ------ There were a number of secluded villages about there unprotected
and he should not like a repetition of the Frimley murder.

The report without amendment was carried and forwarded to Sir George Grey the
Home Secretary.

1850 7 December Saturday: This morning the clerk of the peace intimated to the
bench that he had received a communication from the Secretary of State of the Home
Department relative to the proposed extension of the Surrey rural police which was
resolved upon on Monday last at a special meeting of the magistrates. The learned
gentlemen said that according to the provisions of the Act of Parliament he had
forwarded the resolution signed by the magistrates on Tuesday last for Sir George
Grey’s approval. This has been agreed and the police will be appointed by the
magistrates on the 1% January next. *

1851 1 January: The Surrey Constabulary became operational with an establishment
of seventy police officers, including five superintendents. The first chief constable,
Captain Hastings, was aged thirty eight years.

641850 7 December Morning Chronicle Saturday
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The decision to form a county constabulary had a significant impact on the three chief
officers of Dorking, Godalming and Guildford as their towns and therefore police
forces were incorporated within the new Surrey Constabulary.

The county chief constable required the men to be honest and sober, less than thirty
years of age and at least five feet seven inches tall. There was no minimum age - one
constable was appointed at the age of fourteen and another at fifteen. The first county
headquarters was in the old Guildford Borough Police Station at the Corn Market
House but this was only until the new headquarters was completed in Woodbridge
Road in 1854. County police stations were established in Bagshot, Chertsey, Dorking
and Farnham and new stations were built at Egham, Godstone, Guildford, Haslemere,
Hersham, Leatherhead, and Reigate. The original station at Chertsey was sold
because of its poor condition and a new one built. Five superintendents were stationed
at Reigate, Dorking, Godalming, Farnham and Headquarters in Guildford town
centre.

There was no rank of sergeant, which does not appear in the records until 1865.
There were four classes of constables with newly appointed officers starting at class
four and moving through the classes on promotion. They were required to work
seven days a week and granted twelve days leave a year, which had to be taken in
summer as no leave was permitted during the winter. It was not until 1853 that an
Instruction Book was provided to give guidance on policing matters, although the
system of General Orders began on 30 January 1851. The first order related to the
taking of leave.

1851 1 January Wednesday: At the Surrey Quarter Sessions yesterday the rural
police committee submitted their report relative to the appointment of a Chief
Constable and the headquarters of the force. Captain Hastings was recommended as a
fit person for the duty; and after some discussion amongst the magistrates it appeared
that the adoption of the report was carried by a majority of two, the numbers being 20
and 18. Captain Hastings was accordingly elected. The Times reported®”: The office
of Superintendent (sic) of the Surrey police has been conferred on Mr Henry
Cadogan Hastings, late lieutenant (sic) in the 55 Bengal Native Infantry.

1851 1 January: William Henry Biddlecombe the Head Constable of Godalming
aged 36, was appointed to the new force as a superintendent, nominated chief
superintendent and was number one in the appointment book.®’

1851 Guildford Borough Police numbered just three constables and a
superintendent.®®

651851 13 January The Times

661851 January 1 Morning Post Wednesday
7 Durrant page 5

58 http://st-caths-web.co.uk/?p=11643
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In the late 1840s and early 1850s before the Surrey Constabulary and briefly after its
formation there were a considerable number of burglaries committed in Surrey and
Sussex by a large gang of men and women who mainly lived in camps on the
commons and heaths. They would come together and travel large distances commit
their violent burglaries returning to their homes, or go off to London to sell the stolen
property to receivers. Eventually the gang began to unravel as arrests were made by
borough policemen from Tunbridge Wells, Guildford including Hollington and
Biddlecombe of Godalming. These were hard and dangerous criminals but it is fair to
say that the police officers were also very hard and “dangerous” men of great courage,
determination and fortitude. The criminals arrested following the burglary and murder
at Frimely were a part of the gang.

The Isaacs Gang® (named after the gang “captain”) began to unravel following the
arrest by police officers Morten and Dadson of the Tunbridge Wells Police, a number
of the gang and then circulating others as wanted. Hollington of Guildford Borough
recognised the name or description of the wanted men and went to a beer-shop in
Guildford used by known local criminals. This was January 1851 possibly the last
significant arrests made by Guildford Borough Police officers before they were
incorporated within the newly formed Surrey Constabulary.

The newspapers reported that Morten and Dadson on arriving at Guildford on
Saturday 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 other burglaries in Sussex as well as some tools
taken from a carpenter’s shop and which had been adapted for the purposes of a
burglar. Morgan had made a most desperate attempt to resist the efforts of Hollington
and PC Earl 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.
(These were traceable to the victims) Mr Thomas Elliott who was in the bar assisted
Hollington and Earl in the arrest of Morgan in the Swan — PC 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.

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

% Named as such by Robert Bartlett after his research into the gang used as a basis for a number of
talks in east Surrey
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were found to have come from burglaries in Hartfield and Uckfield in Sussex. The
pistol seized from Morgan came from a recent burglary at Frensham.

There was a great deal more effective and dangerous police work undertaken mostly
by the Tonbridge Wells officers until the whole gang was transported for life.

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.
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. "

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.

791851 January 18 Saturday: Hampshire Telegraph
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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 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. '

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 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.”

Uckfield Burglary: The Morning Chronicle reporting on 18 January: The six men and
the woman Elizabeth Oliver alleged to have been concerned in the above burglary
were examined on Saturday at Tunbridge. A man named Edwards and his wife
charged as receivers were also placed in the dock with them. It appears that on Friday
night Oliver had given her address to the police when calling on her brother one of the
prisoners at Tunbridge. Dadson an officer, proceeded to her residence and in a
plantation close by where the burglars had gone to overhaul their booty, he found the

711851 January 20 Monday: Daily News: Court case
721851 January 16 Thursday: Nottinghamshire Guardian
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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 cart load of property consisting of silk, cotton and calico goods,
together with other articles evidently the proceeds of a robbery of some draper’s shop.
Mrs Edwards was taken into custody and shortly afterwards her husband in whose
possession a watch was found.

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 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 O E Vidal whose
residence at Arlington, Sussex was broken into September last. Other articles answer
the description of those stolen from the house of the Rev J H Stewart of Lingfield on
Monday fortnight.

The police are now engaged on active search for two burglars who are missing and
who 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 found the
information necessary to carry on their operation 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” 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 unquestionably be of the greatest service. The whole of the
prisoners were committed for trial.”

1851 January 20 Monday: Court case: 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 — |
remained with her until they were gone. They went to her sister Emily’s room —
further sister Charlotte. Emily Farncombe also gave evidence. Thomas Elliott assisted
Hollington and Earl arrested Morgan in the Swan — Earl called on him 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 station. Committed
for burglary with property taken to the value of £300. *

1851 January 22, a 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

73 January 20 1851 Morning Chronicle
741851 January 20 Monday: Daily News
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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, possibly
parish constables or even special constables) with instructions as to the course they
should pursue to recover the lost track. The plan adopted was successful. On Friday
17" 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 out buildings 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.

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.

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.

A further report on the arrests give some idea of the courage and determination of
these police officers in an isolated and potentially dangerous environment.

The Northern Star reports that 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

731851 January 22 Wednesday: The Morning Chronicle
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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 out
buildings 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 fire-arms threatened to shoot
the first man that moved which had the effect of quietening them. Before their arrival
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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.”®

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: I live at Holtye-common in the parish of
Hartfield and I 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 down stairs I
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 an 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
I call hanging a fellow without judge or jury. If I can’t get law here, I’ll 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: I live at the White Hart public house and I am maidservant there. Mrs
Kenward is my employer. On the 31% December my mistress and I 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 I 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 I raised an alarm and told my young master that I 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 I produce,
which has been identified by Mr Kenward. I produce a bundle, containing a sheet, not

761851 25 January: The Northern Star Saturday
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made up, a tablecloth and various other articles. This bundle I received from the
witness Thomas Elliott and certain articles in it have been spoken to by Mrs Kenward.
The prisoners were committed for trial on this charge’’

A simultaneous shudder of horror

1851 23 February: 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. ”®

More receivers and property recovered

The Morning Post March 7 1851: 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.
Before the Lord Chief Justice

Thursday March 13 1851: 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.

771851 January 22 Wednesday: The Standard
781851 23 February: The Era:
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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. ”

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.

7 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 I 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. I 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 I 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 I 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 I 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 murder and trial was a source of significant reporting across the United Kingdom
and of course led to the formation of the Surrey Constabulary. On the 15 March 1851
the following article appeared in The Spectator

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*’

8015 March 1851 The Spectator
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In 1851 Guildford Borough Police, originally formed on 20th January 1836 was
closed down with some of the officers becoming a part of the 100 strong Surrey
Constabulary. Charles Hollington held the position of chief officer of the Guildford
Borough Police joined the new police force on the 15™ February 1851 with enrolment
number 82, along with another member of his force PC Jeremiah Campbell enrolment
83. (Dismissed 1852 for neglect of duty)*’

Hollington was appointed as a superintendent on £85 per annum with his first station
for only six months, Chertsey.* In September 1851 he was posted to Godstone, which
appears to have been responsible for a greater part of the east of the county. After 5
years at Godstone Hollington was moved to the other side of the county Farnham
where he remained as superintendent for almost six years before being posted to
Chertsey in July 1862 and two years later in December 1864 back to Godstone. Just
over five years later in May 1870 Hollington was to return to Chertsey where he
remained until retirement. Regular postings were common for all ranks.

Biddlecombe, the colleague from Godalming now entitled chief superintendent of the
Surrey Constabulary in March 1851 with his family was posted away from his old
haunts to the Reigate Division living in Reigate but not for long. There is a general
order dated 10 July 1851 recording Superintendent Biddlecombe being posted to the
Chertsey Division.*’ He retired in May 1858 being replaced with Superintendent
Murtell from Godstone on promotion to Superintendent.

Possibly planning for his future (possibly contemplating leaving his new life with the
Surrey Constabulary) in 1853 on July 1 it is recorded that Charles Hollington of
Godstone, Superintendent of Police, acquired by auction, cottages and gardens in
Plaistow Lingfield in several tenements. The site now houses Plaistow Hall.** It is
unlikely that Hollington lived in Lingfield given its remoteness and that the Surrey
Constabulary probably demanded that he lived above the police station in Godstone.

1856 8 August: Hollington as a superintendent stationed at Godstone was still
involved in investigating crime. There were no detectives and it was the system for all
serious crime to be investigated by the superintendent or possibly the inspector. One
such case investigated by the superintendent was an arson.

Emma Lambert a good-looking girl, 13 years old, surrendered to take her trial for
feloniously setting fire to an outhouse on a farm at Bletchingly in the evening of the
22™ April. The prisoner and a much younger girl who was included in the charge but
in whose case the grand jury ignored the bill, were seen to go towards a hovel on the

81 An Examination and Appointment register (Defaulter's Book), reference 9152/1/2/1/1 SCC History
Centre Woking

82 William Donaldson was appointment number 81 to the Surrey Constabulary aged 39 15 Feb 1851
% Surrey Constabulary General Orders Book 1 1851-
8 http://www.rh7.org/factshts/crime.pdf
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farm and was shortly afterwards seen to be on fire and at the same time the girls were
seen to be running away.

Superintendent Hollington of the Surrey Constabulary soon took the prisoner into
custody when she began to cry and admitted setting fire to the place but it was done
accidently. The prisoner appeared to have borne a good character and there was not
the slightest ill feeling or animosity towards the farmer. It was accepted it was an
accident and the girl was found not guilty®”

By 1857 Hollington was working at Farnham as the superintendent. On August 8:
Summer Assizes: Charge of arson at Farnham: Charles Williams a labourer was
charged with feloniously and maliciously setting fire to a hay rick the property of
Charles Andrews of Farnham. The prisoner pleaded guilty but said it was an accident
so a plea of not guilty was entered. In the evening of the 31 March the owner’s wife
found the rick on fire — it was about 100 yards from the house and close to the road.
The prisoner raised the alarm. PC66 Timson, Surrey Constabulary went to the fire at a
quarter to 12 and saw the prisoner there sitting on some fagots. He asked him where
he came from and the prisoner answered from Berkshire and was travelling in search
of work. Superintendent Hollington said that when the prisoner came in he gave the
same story that he was with another man who had gone on. The fire broke out and he
raised the alarm. On being searched he was found to have some matches. On
conveying him to the station the prisoner said that he had accidentally set the rick on
fire while lighting his pipe. The rick was on fire at the top and not the bottom. The
jury acquitted him. ®¢

A further Farnham case involving Hollington occurred in 1858 which came before the
Surrey Lent Assizes on April 6: Serious charge against wife: Eliza Clout 28, married
woman, was indicted for cutting and wounding her husband at Farnham, with intent to
do him some grievous bodily harm. Mr and Mrs Clout went to the Royal Arms in the
evening where Eliza took tea with the landlady. At 10pm Eliza told her husband it
was time to go home. Half an hour later still sat in the pub he felt something by the
side of his neck and felt his neck was cut. He saw the axe fall from his wife’s hand.

On route to the doctor in a cart she said she would like to see him a corpse at her feet.
Both had been drinking all day. The doctor gave evidence that Mr Clout had a cut on
the right side of his neck about three to three and a half inches long and more than
two inches deep. It was not a wound inflicted with the intention of taking life.
Superintendent Charles Hollington stationed at Farnham had the woman in custody on
the 21* and he visited her to see if she was all right. She told the superintendent that
she drew the razor not with any intent of injuring him seriously but only to frighten
him.

%1856 8 August Standard 1856 also 6 August The Times
861857 August 8 Surrey Comet Kingston, Richmond and Epsom Gazette
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The prisoner a timid respectable looking young woman of 28 appeared in the dock in
a very weak state, which prevented her making any statement to the jury in her
defence. Found guilty of unlawful wounding but without the intention of doing bodily
harm. The husband offered to take her home if she was given her liberty. The Judge
taking into consideration the condition of the prisoner he thought the best way would
be to reserve judgement upon her till the next Assizes. Returned to Horsemonger
Lane gaol.®’

1860 Saturday 30th of June: Accident by the explosion of a shell % On
Saturday last an inquest was opened at the "Black Prince" near Farnham, by W. King,
Esq., deputy coroner of the county of Hampshire, on the body of George Newman,
aged 13, whose death resulted from the accidental explosion of a shell, and particulars
of which will be found in the following evidence;

James Harrington, a Labourer, deposed: on Thursday evening last, about 7:30 PM,
when I was at supper, I heard a loud explosion near my house, in the Hale and
Basingstoke Road. I immediately ran to the spot, and found the deceased, and several
others lying in the road. One of my own children was there. I picked up the deceased,
believing it was my son; but, finding he was dead, and that I was deceived, I laid him
down again, and went to my son, who was knocked down by the explosion. I saw
nothing of the shell, but, in going out of doors, saw a large body of smoke, and there
was also the smell of gunpowder. I saw the deceased and other children playing with
the shell about an hour before the accident occurred, I did not know what it was. I saw
my boy try to lift it, but it was too heavy for him, and the children then commenced
pelting it with stones.

Police Constable James Blake deposed: I am stationed At Heath End, Hungry Hill. On
Thursday last, about 7:30 in the evening, | was standing near my house, and I heard a
large explosion, which appeared to come from the Hog Hatch, Hungry Hill. I
immediately went to the spot, and found that an accident had occurred by which a boy
had been killed and several children injured. I examined the spot, and found a piece of
shell, which I now produce. There Was also a large quantity of blood near the spot,
and some portions of human flesh. I then accompanied Dr Edwards to deceased's
house at the Hogs Hatch, and found that he was quite dead.

Elizabeth Newman, 10 years of age, sister of the deceased, stated that her brother
drove a nail into the fuse hole by means of a cannonball, and that he had only struck
the nail twice, when the fuse ignited, and the explosion almost immediately took
place.

8787 1858 April 6 The Sussex Advertiser Surrey Gazette
88 Keith Bean on Facebook group Historic Farnham and Surrounding Villages from Phil Dunford Feb
2017
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Lieutenant Colonel Goodenough, (Royal Artillery), Who attended to offer any
explanation respecting the missiles used in artillery practice, stated that the fuse
would burn for 10 seconds only. The Colonel was next sworn, and said that on
practice days women and children of all ages were in the habit of attending to pick up
bullets and anything they could find to make money of, to their own danger and a
great inconvenience of the troops. It was customary to send mounted men to these
persons, to order them from the ground, but they invariably returned when "cease
firing" sounded. The troops always picked up what missiles they could find, before
leaving the ground, but it was next to impossible to find them all amidst the heather.
In answer to the coroner, witness said that some shells were loaded with
bullets, and contained as many as 128. The shell by which the deceased was killed
was a common 241b shell and contained no bullets.

Superintendent Hollington, in answer to the coroner, stated that the bullets
obtained by women and children in the manner described, are usually taken to marine
store-dealers who paid a farthing a pound for them.

The coroner said that persons taking away stray bullets and other missiles were liable
to prosecution for larceny, as they were government property, and were, moreover,
taken from government ground; and marine store-dealers who purchased such articles,
were liable for receiving them, knowing them to be obtained in an illegal manner.

The jury returned a verdict of "accidental death."

It appears that for the children who were with the deceased at the time of the fatal
occurrence were all more or less injured by the explosion, but we understand that no
serious results are anticipated with regard to any of them. Their escape, however, with
life, is little short of miraculous. A portion of the shell struck the house situated 450
yards from the spot where the accident occurred. It broke through the slated roof, and
knocked down a portion of the ceiling. It was stated by a Jury member that two other
shells obtained by inhabitants of that neighbourhood in a similar manner, exploded a
short time back, One of them sending fragments into the air to the height of 100 feet;
but fortunately the persons who were standing close by escaped without injury.

The following is a remarkable case dealt with in a high handed way by the Chief

Constable who seems not to have sought an explanation as to the way the case was
handled and why.

56



Robert Bartlett 938at938@gmail.com April 2019

1862: 18 July: Mistaken arrest of a Colonel at Farnham. The excitement caused in
the neighbourhood of Farnham and Aldershot by the arrest of Colonel the Hon. H. H.
Clifford® when out for walking exercise on Friday morning last on suspicion of being
a deserter continues unabated. Police Constable Larke whom the colonel accused of
having acted with rudeness and incivility after he had disclosed his name and rank,
and pointed out his residence in Castle Street, has been dismissed the force. He was
previously considered to be one of the most active and efficient members of the
Surrey Constabulary although he had only been in the force about two years. Police
Constable Ryland who assisted on the above occasion and who had been about twelve
years in the service had been reduced to the pay of a third class constable and
removed from Farnham to Godstone district.

Superintendent Hollington by whose directions the colonel was taken before the
military provosts, and who is described as a very experienced officer has been
transferred to Chertsey and the remainder of the Farnham Police are also about to be
transferred to other places in the county. Colonel Clifford presented a written
statement of the case before the Chief Constable of Surrey on Saturday and that
gentleman made known his decision on the following Monday. The men were not
permitted to render any explanation to the chief constable of the conduct pursued by
them in the matter and therefore there is no way of now knowing what this was all
about. Hollington was a serious and experienced police officer and surely would not
lightly have sent someone like the Colonel in custody to Aldershot without what he
saw as a good reason.

1862 19 July: Surrey Constabulary General Order: PC James Larke was dismissed
and PC William Ryland was reduced from third to second class constable and to be
removed at his own expense from Farnham to Lingfield. The two men were charged
with “Apprehending on suspicion of being a deserter, Colonel, The Hon. H.H.
Clifford, Assistant Quartermaster General at Aldershot without any reasonable
grounds whatever on the 18 July” (day before). (Note: is this the origin of the
Camberley to Caterham or the reverse for upsetting the chief constable?)

% He took part in the Crimean war, where he received the appointment of aide-de-camp to Sir George
Brown, commanding the light division, and was present at Alma and Inkerman, and for his gallantry in
the latter battle was decorated with the Victoria Cross, by leading one of the charges, killing one of the
enemy with his sword, disabling another and saving the life of a soldier (5 November 1854)

57



Robert Bartlett 938at938@gmail.com April 2019

TS0 JHUS NUV YUV UUIEGEMSELRE »

Tig Cask oP MISTAKEN ARRRYT AT FARNIAMN.—
Tho excitement eansed in the neighbourhood of Farnham
and Aldershot by the artest of Colonel the Hon, H, H,
Clifiord, when ont for walking exereise on Friday morn.
ing lnst, on suspicion of being a deserter, continues un-
abated, Tolice-constnble Larke, whom the coloneol nceused
of having acted with mdoness and inciviliby sfvor he had
disclosed s name and rank, and pointed out his residence
in Castle Street, has been dismissed from the force. le
was proviously eonsidered fo be one of the ingst active and
efficient members of the SESTEFEORSEIRERIN altlough he
had only been in the force ahons two years. Dolice-con-
stable Ryland, who sssisted on the above occasion, and who
s heen about twelve {ams in the service has heen reduced
to the pay of n third-class constable, and removed from
Farnbam to the Godstone distrios,  Superintendent ol
lington, by whoso directions the colonel was taken hefore
the mifib.u',v provosts, and who is deseribed as a very ex-
pericnced officer, has been tminsferred to Cherbssy, and
the remeainder of the Farnbam police ave also about to be
transferred to other places in the county. Colonel Clifford
presented n written stafement of the case before the Chicf
Conssable of Surrcy on Satunlay last, and that gentloman
made known his decision on the following Monday. The
men were not permitted to render any explanation of the
conduct pursued by them in the matter.

L ma- - e . .

1864 April 16: Murderous attack by a burglar upon constables: Police Court —
believed Bristol: 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
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and believed he had committed about 25 burglaries in his neighbourhood. He had
broke 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.%

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 August 5: Summer Assizes Guildford: John Shelley 20 a labouring man was
charged with setting fire to various outbuildings the property of William
Briginshaw a farmer at Englefield Green his employer. £600 of damage was caused.
The prisoner was arrested and whilst on remand sent for Superintendent Hollington
Surrey Constabulary, and told him he was very miserable and wished to unburden his
mind and he then admitted setting fire to the property. Penal servitude for 4 years *'

In December 1864 Hollington returned to the far east of the county, as far from HQ as
was possible and in modern times often referred to as the West Kent Division of the
Surrey Police! After almost six years at Godstone Hollington was to return to
Chertsey in October 1870 where he was to serve until his retirement on August 31
1872.

A case from his time at Chertsey is reported on January 14 1865 in The Standard:
Apprehension Of The Portsmouth Murderer: The town and neighbourhood of
Chertsey was thrown into a state of great excitement on Thursday evening by the
intelligence that James Piper who had murdered his wife at Portsmouth on the
evening of Wednesday had been arrested by Superintendent Murtell, assisted by
Inspector Bungard. The prisoner who is tall and athletic is an engine fitter by trade
and drove an engine for some years on the London and South Western Railway. His
father it appears drove the first engine on the Chertsey and Addlestone Railway when
the line was first opened. The murder was a result of a quarrel, the prisoner drawing a
knife and stabbing his wife in the back. The blade of the knife penetrated the lungs
and the unfortunate women died soon afterwards. The Portsmouth police ascertained
that the prisoner had acquaintances in Chertsey and on enquiry at the railway station
they learned he had taken a ticket for Godalming. Telegrams having been despatched
to Chertsey Superintendent Hollington made search in a cottage occupied by one
William Turner, which is situated in a retired lane leading from New Shaw (probably
should be New Haw) to Woodham on the high road to Woking where the prisoner
was found in a shed (?) and at once taken into custody. He was locked up in the
Chertsey police station until yesterday (Friday) morning when he was taken before

%0 1864 April 16 The Western Daily Press
’1 1864 August 5: Reading Mercury, Oxford Gazette, Newbury Herald and Berks County Paper
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the Hon. G. Cavendish and G. Balpett (?) two justices acting for the Chertsey petty
sessional division. The Justices ordered that the prisoner should be handed over to the
Portsmouth police who had been appraised of the prisoner’s apprehension.”

No references have yet been found of Hollington post 1865 other than the strangely
named Defaulter’s Book noting his retirement. (Roll of those joining the Surrey
Constabulary probably named after some military administrative procedure)

%2 January 14 1865 The Standard
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