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15. 
 

Glovers. 
 

 
 

A glimpse of Glovers 
 
 

 School Lane is lined with buildings of different size, 
shape, age, and construction.   On the north side, where the 
road meets Parsonage Green, stands an attractive row of small 
cottages.  Behind them, not easily visible from the road, stands 
the oldest building in the road, Glovers.   Not mentioned by the 
Royal Commission, not a listed building, it is easily missed. 

 
 The origins of this house go back beyond 1402 but of its 
earlier history only a name has survived.   It was in 1402 that 
Robert Fouler and his wife Christina sold a house together with 
seven acres of land to Richard Glover, the son of Robert Glover 
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of Chelmsford.   And that is all that is known of Robert Fouler. 
The name doesn’t appear in the 14th century tax returns for 
Broomfield nor any other Broomfield records of that period.  
 
 Fouler disappears from history but Glover's name stuck.   
The Glovers were woolmongers and glove makers in 
Chelmsford.    There was some confusion at the time of the 
Peasant’s Revolt in 1381 when the records of the manor of 
Bishops Hall were destroyed and the manor bailiff required the 
stallholders in Chelmsford High Street to produce evidence of 
their title.   Robert Glover had to account for his glover’s stall - 
he seems to have done so.    Glover’s business must have 
prospered for from having a stall in the market he was able, in 
1384, to buy adjoining properties in the High Street from 
Nicholas Cook.   They consisted of a house, four shops, a house 
for pigs, a garden and a yard.     These are now the site of 
Debenhams store.    
 
 A few years later, in 1389, Glover was accused before 
the justices of the King’s Bench of buying twenty sacks of wool 
at Chelmsford and elsewhere by using false balances, getting 
sixteen pounds of wool for each stone instead of fourteen. It 
doesn’t seem to have affected his business for he still had the 
properties when he died in 1411.   In his will he left the rents 
from these properties to be put to an obit, prayers to be said for 
him for ever.   Not quite for ever as it turned out for Glover’s 
Obit, like all the others, went to swell the revenues of the Crown 
in 1547. 
 
 The family business no doubt enabled Robert’s son 
Richard Glover to invest in his new property in Broomfield.   It 
was adjacent to the lands not long since acquired by another 
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Chelmsfordian, the attorney Richard Stacey.   Glover may have 
acquired more land because Glovers farm, as it became, 
eventually extended to around 35 acres. 
 
 The Glover family either died out or sold out for in 1520 
John Ram died and he wanted to provide for the inheritance of 
Glovers.   Although he was then living there the property 
belonged to his wife, and in his will he requested that she 
consent to their eldest son John and his heirs lawfully begotten 
having "all that messuage and lands belonging to my said wife in 
Broomfield called Glovers".   Clearly the owners before John 
Ram had been his wife’s family but as the parish registers don’t 
go back that far their name isn’t known.   If his request was 
accepted, and no doubt it was because John Ram Jnr. appeared 
on a tax list for that year, the Rams occupancy was quite short.    
There is another existing tax list for Broomfield, dating from 
1544, and John Ram was on that too but only for land, not for a 
house. 
 
 In 1566 John Boosey and his wife Joan purchased a 
house, garden, and 48 acres of land in Broomfield from Richard 
Drane and his wife Margery.   The property isn't named but it 
might well have been Glovers plus some additional land since 
the churchyard fence list of 1570, drawn up in 1569, shows John 
Boosey as the owner of Glovers.   Drane's name doesn't appear 
on the 1544 tax list for Broomfield nor does the name crop up in 
the parish register though a Robert Drane was a glazier in 
Chelmsford at around that time.  They may have been of the 
same family and Richard may have been another Chelmsford 
exile.    
 
 The Broomfield churchwardens accounts show that in 
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1587 Thomas and William Boosey were the churchwardens.   
William Boosey was then living at Scravels.   By 1595 a 
Thomas Boosey, probably the son of John, was living at Glovers 
so it was no doubt he who was churchwarden in 1587 and living 
at Glovers then.  Thomas and his wife had three children 
baptised at Broomfield church, William (1596), Thomas (1598) 
and John (1600).   There is also a burial record for a Thomas in 
1603 which, since it didn't say "son of ..." was probably the 
father. 
 
 There were three Booseys on the 1636 Ship Money tax 
list; there is no indication of where they were but one, John, was 
certainly at Scravels in that year.   One of the others, Edward or 
another John, may have been at Glovers.   However, the 
Boosey family was becoming involved in other properties in 
Broomfield and the likelihood is that it had passed out of the 
Boosey family. 
 
 Robert and Margaret Scott were living in Broomfield in 
the 1620s and in 1628 Andrew Scott was living at Glovers.   In 
1631 Henry Scott, farmer, died there.  This places the Scotts at 
Glovers, probably succeeding Thomas Boosey.  However, there 
were no Scotts on the 1636 tax list and by then John Attwood 
had arrived on the scene.    
 
 John Attwood was a lawyer, of Grays Inn, and in the 
1630s he had arrived in Broomfield.   He appears as one of the 
principal taxpayers on the Ship money tax list of 1636.   He 
took on the lease of the Parsonage in Broomfield and he also 
bought Glovers farm, his bailiff living in Glovers farmhouse.   
The story of the Attwoods appears in more detail in the chapter 
on the Parsonage, suffice to say here that John Attwood Jnr died 



 

111 

in 1670, his father died in 1671, and Elizabeth Attwood, widow, 
followed them in 1672.    
 
 In 1678 William Attwood, John's second son, was shown 
as the owner of Glovers, with Isaac Boosey as occupant.   So 
the Booseys were back in residence though not in ownership.  
Presumably Isaac was employed by William Attwood; he may 
have been the bailiff, but when he died in 1688 Isaac was at 
Staceys - the burial register describes him as “an ancient 
bachelor”.  John Whybrow took Isaac’s place as bailiff at 
Glovers and he was shown as the occupant on the churchyard 
fence list of 1687.   He remained there until his death in 1698 
but then Glovers changed hands again, apparently William 
Attwood had sold it to Richard Richmond. 
 
 On the 25th November 1698 James Witham, a wine 
cooper from London who had kinsfolk in Chignal St James and 
Great Waltham, bought Glovers.  Richard Richmond, a London 
apothecary, sold it to him for £450.  With the house went more 
than 35 acres of land.   The field called Dunstalls came to 26 
acres, there were two other fields called 5 Acres and 4 Acres, 
and there were two pieces of land of undisclosed size.    
Witham may have acquired it for his retirement, perhaps for a 
little gentlemanly farming.   He had some alterations made to 
the house and he commemorated them by inserting a brick in the 
chimneybreast marked "J E W 1699 A".   James and Elizabeth 
Witham, perhaps?   He didn't live long to enjoy Glovers; the 
parish register records that James Witham, the owner of Glovers, 
died in May 1700 and was buried at Great Waltham. 
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The brick showing the initials J E W, the date  
1699, and the mason’s mark of the compasses. 

 
 In 1701 James Witham’s son and executor, also James, 
entered into an agreement with Henry Halsey, like Richard 
Richmond a London apothecary.  Richard Richmond, he who 
had sold James’s father Glovers for £450, was also involved.    
James received £300 for Glovers and its 35 acres or more of 
land.   This may have been a mortgage arrangement because the 
next owner was a Mr John Hill, who had also taken on the lease 
of the Parsonage.   

 
 After Mr Hill came Richard Price, a gentleman from 
Hayes in Middlesex, who had taken on the lease of the 
Parsonage in 1732 and he also acquired Glovers.   It was shown 
as his on Morant's 1735 list but no doubt one of his servants 
lived there.  Mr Price had carried out considerable 
improvements to the Parsonage to make it fit for a gentleman's 
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seat, so he would have been living in the grander residence 
across the road rather than in Glovers.   Richard Price 
mortgaged Glovers to Thomas Manwood of Priors in order to 
raise £400 but it seems that he defaulted on the payment, or at 
least part of it, for Thomas Manwood then acquired an interest in 
the property. 

 
 Thomas Manwood died in 1744 and it then passed to his 
nephew and adopted heir, Thomas Pocklington.  In 1758 
Pocklington brought it all together.   By now other parties had 
an interest.   Richard Price’s heir was his only child Hannah 
who has married a Jeremiah Ainsworth.  Hannah’s heir was 
Elizabeth, who had married Isaac, Bishop of Worcester, and so 
the bishop had acquired an interest.   As had Thomas Bramston 
of Skreens, Roxwell, and Thomas Sergison of Cuckfield.  
Thomas Pocklington bought them all out and Glovers was his.   
Needless to say these eminent persons never actually lived in 
Glovers.   After the death of the bailiff John Whybrow Edmund 
Choate lived in the house and he was succeeded by Henry 
Wallis.   This was the situation in 1758. 
 
 When Pocklington died in 1769 it passed to his widow 
and Mrs Pocklington was shown as the owner on the Land Tax 
returns for 1783.   As with the Attwood, Price and Manwood 
owners, Mrs Pocklington never lived at Glovers.   In 1783 it 
was being farmed by John Parsons.   In 1805 Thomas Wall 
Crooks was shown as the occupant; this meant that he had the 
farm, not that he lived there.  “Tommy” Crooks lived at Writtle 
Lodge and at one time also farmed the Parsonage lands in 
Broomfield. 
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 After the death of Thomas Pocklington’s wife Ann the 
property went first to his sister Katherine who had married the 
Rev. John Woodroofe and then to their son the Rev Thomas 
Woodroofe.      This was the situation in 1816 when a 
marriage settlement was made by Thomas Woodroofe for the 
coming marriage between his son Thomas Jnr and his 
bride-to-be Mary Ann Woods.   At that time Thomas Crooks 
was still the occupant of the farm. 

 
 In 1820 Thomas Christy purchased Glovers.    It was 
one of several farms in Broomfield bought by Christy, who built 
himself a gentleman's residence along the Main Road which he 
named Brooklands.   By now Glovers Farm had become 
inextricably linked to Phillips Farm and to Webbs Farm, both 
close to Glovers.   All three had been in the same ownership 
since Richard Price’s day.     At first Tommy Crooks continued 
to work the farm, this may have been to see out his lease, but by 
1826 Thomas Christy had taken the farm in hand.   No doubt 
the house would have accommodated his farm workers. 
 
 Glovers had never been a large farm, growing as it did 
from the seven acres purchased by Richard Glover in 1402.  
Clearly, the fields must have changed over the years.   The 
various deeds refer to Dunstalls having been three pieces of land 
amounting to first 26 and then 20 acres.    And the fields 
known today as Dunstalls: 
   
  Great Dunstalls 8a  3r 3p 
  Little Dunstalls 3a  1r 9p 
  Dunstalls Pasture 4a  1r 3p 
 
only add up to about 16¼ acres.   So one of them must at one 
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time have been larger, perhaps becoming another field although 
maps of the area make it hard to see how.   Glovers must also at 
one time have included copyhold land from the manor of 
Broomfield Hall; these were the three fields known as 
Glovershotts: 
 
  Hither Glovershotts 9a 2r   6p 
  Middle Glovershotts  10a 3r 35p 
  Further Glovershotts  7a 1r 33p 

 
Could it be that at some time Dunstalls was confused with 
Glovershotts?  Certainly the Dunstalls field are some way from 
Glovers and would have more logically belonged to Philips 
Farm. 
 
 The pre-1750 deeds of Glovers mention it as having two 
closes or pieces of land “near adjoining”, another two pieces or 
parcels called Five Acres and Four Acres, and three other pieces 
called Dunstans or Dunstalls containing 26 acres.  The 
post-1750 (but pre-Christy) deeds are the same with the 
exception that the 26 acres has become 20 acres.   Thomas 
Christy excluded the copyhold land when he made a drawing of 
Philips and Glovers Farm (which also included Webbs Farm).   
The problem is to decide exactly which had been Glovers, which 
had been Philips and which had been Webbs, and how to 
identify the pieces of land on the pre-Christy deeds. 
 
 The drawing on the following page shows the likely 
candidates for Glovers land. 
 
 
 The fields coloured green are the copyhold fields of 
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Glovers: 
 
  1 = Hither Glovershotts  9a  2r  6p 
  2 = Middle Glovershotts         10a 3r.35p 
  3 = Further Glovershotts   7a 1r.33p 
 
 The fields coloured blue were probably also Glovers and 
appear on the Christy drawing: 
 
  4 = Six Acres    6a 3r  3p 
  5 = Three Acres   3a 0r 12p 
  6 = Walnut Tree Pasture (also known as 
         Glovers Pasture)   2a 3r 36p 
  7 = Glovers house, garden  1a 2r 21p 
 
 The fields coloured brown are the Dunstalls fields, well 
away from the rest of Glovers land: 
 
  8 = Dunstalls Pasture   4a 1r  3p 
  9 = Little Dunstalls   3a 1r  9p 
           10 = Great Dunstalls   8a 3r  3p 
 
The blue and green areas together give an acreage of 42a 1r 26p.  
With the brown area the total comes to 58a 2r 31p. 
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 Thomas Christy kept a crop book giving details of the 
crops planted in each field for each year in the 1820s and 30s but 
it doesn’t show exactly which fields are Glovers though some 
can be recognized.   The 6-acre field he refers to as Great 
Glovers and an example of the  rotation in that field was: 
 1817 barley 1818 clover 1819 wheat 
. 1820 peas 1821 wheat 1822 fallow 
 1823 barley 1824 beans 1825 wheat 
He never had wheat or barley in consecutive years. 
 
 The crop book shows that the 1823 oats in Little Glovers 
(3-acre field) was a very strong crop and he noted that Walnut 
Tree Pasture was mown in that same year and was “pretty good 
for a dry spring”.   We also learn that 1826 was a “very hot dry 
summer”. 
 
 Like the farm, Glovers house was a modest affair, not 
one of Broomfield’s larger houses though it’s difficult to assess 
its size in its earlier years because of the alterations made by 
James Witham in the 1690s.   The Hearth Tax returns for 1662 
are usually a good indication but since the Attwoods were the 
owners at that time the hearths that they were taxed on (18) 
would have included the Parsonage, which was then quite a 
grand house, and probably other cottages.   Isaac Boosey was 
assessed at 3 hearths in 1671 but whether he was then at  
Glovers or Staceys isn’t certain. 
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 Thomas Christy, in his crop book, lumped Glovers, 
Philips, and Webbs Farms together to make one unit.   The 
coloured areas on the following drawing are what he showed as 
comprising the three farms. 
 
 1. Six Acres (Great Glovers)     6.2.26  g 
 2. Three Acres (Little Glovers)     3.0.12  g 
 3. Walnut Tree Pasture (Glovers Pasture) 3.0.26  g 
 4. Glovers house, yards, garden     1.2.21  g 
 5. Barn Piece       0.2.25  
w 
 6. Webb’s Pightle  )    0.3.14  
w 
 7. Webb’s orchard  )                
w 
 8. Barn Field       8.2.15  
w 
 9. Upper Croft       3.1.12  
w 
           10. Two Acres       2.0.26  
w 
           11. Five Acres       5.0.  0  
w 
           12. Sweetings       5.3.13  
p? 
           13. Little Dunstalls      3.1.  0  
g? 
           14. Great Dunstalls      8.3.11  
g? 
           15. Dukes Garden       8.1.  8  
p 
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           16 Hind Field  (Home Field)     9.2.32  p 
           17. The Ley       7.1.  0  
p 
           18. Sand Pit Field       3.0.12  p 
 
 
        g = Glovers Farm    w = Webbs Farm    p = Phillips 
Farm 
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 At the time of the 1841 census William Davey, one of 
Thomas Christy’s workers, was living in the house and he was 
still there ten years later.   By 1871 a new name had appeared.   
The property was still owned by the same family, now it was 
Samuel Christie-Miller of Priors, but the occupant was Susan 
Boggis, a 49-year-old laundress.   Glovers house now played a 
different role. 
 
 The people at Glovers now did the laundry for the 
Christy family.   In 1891 Emily Coit and Alice Alderson were 
living there.   Emily was shown as a 43-year-old laundress from 
Fawley in Hampshire.   Alice was described as a laundrymaid; 
she was 21 and came from Midridge in Durham.   The two 
ladies were still there in 1901when Emily described herself as a 
Private Laundress. 

 
 In 1904 Broomfield Court, now the nurses 
accommodation at Broomfield Hospital, was built for Louisa 
Radcliffe, the elder daughter of Thomas Christy, Jnr, son of the 
Thomas Christy who bought Glovers.   Glovers was then 
incorporated into the Broomfield Court estate and used as 
accommodation for the laundrymaids.   By then it was  known 
as Laundry Cottage and the name Glovers fell into disuse.    
 
 By the 1920s the cottage had acquired a new name,  Ray 
Cottage.   In 1925 George and Hannah Vinall were living there 
and ten years later Richard and Rose Vinall were in residence.   
Now and then a newspaper seems to be short of news and an 
article of very little importance appears.   So it was that Ray 
Cottage got a mention in the newspaper on the 19th July 1935.   
The paper reported that Mr and Mrs Vinall of Ray Cottage had 
an alarming experience the previous Friday.   They had 
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discovered a large snake crawling into their kitchen.   Mr Vinall 
killed the reptile, which was 28 inches long.  End of news item.    
The harmless grass snake can grow up to twice that length so it 
was almost certainly that rather than the much shorter adder. 
 
 It was in the 1970s that Glovers reverted to its original 
name.   It no longer had any farmland attached, just the house 
yards and garden.    The property had been bought by Jeremy 
and Patricia Chandler-Smith.   Work was done to bring the 
amenities up to date whilst preserving the character of the old 
house.   It still shows much of its older characteristics; the 
wealth of exposed beams, as the estate agent would say; a fine 
inglenook fireplace in the sitting room; the linen cupboard on the 
landing still displaying the brick that James Witham had put 
there in 1699.    
 
 The sitting room also had an exposed dragon beam. This 
was a feature of old timber framed buildings where there was a 
jettied upper storey.  It was a diagonal beam to fix two sets of 
joists at an angle to each other where two adjacent sides of an 
upper storey projected and met. 
 
 In 1997 Glovers was put on the market again.   Pat 
Chandler-Smith moved into one of the cottages that lay between 
Glovers and School Lane so she was still very much in touch 
with it.    
 
 The 1997 sale catalogue gives a good description of the 
house.   It had a good size reception hall, 14’ by 10’ and a 
sitting room (13’ by 12’) which still featured its inglenook 
firplace and dragon beam.   There was a drawing room and a 
study, a kitchen/breakfast room, and a ground floor bathroom   
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There were three bedrooms and a bathroom on the first floor and 
the linen cupboard still featured the brick put there by James 
Witham. 
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* * * * * * * * * * 
 

1570.   The tenement sometime Glovers and now John Bosse 
maketh from Swan House towards the west one rodd. 
 
1678.   The tenement sometime Booseys and now William 
Attwoods Esq in ye occupation of Isaac Boosey maketh from 
Forces towards the west by estimation one rodd. 
 
1687.   The tenement sometime Glovers now in the occupation  
of James Wiborow maketh from Nevells west one rod. 
 
1735.   Glovers - Mr Price's - A rod. 
 
1843.   15. Glovers.  Now occupied by Mr Thomas Christy, 
maketh from no. 14 one rod.   Owner Thomas Christy. 
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16. 
 

Sallamon Smith's 
alias 

 Webb's Farm, How Tye. 
 

 
  

Webb’s orchard, Parsonage Green. 
 
  
 It was probably around the year 1294 when the lord of 
the manor of Broomfield Hall, Thomas de Mandeville, released 
to the rector of Broomfield, Master Walter de Wydihulle: 
  
 “his right in the fair of St Leonard of Broomfield, 
together with a right of way before the door of the church 
aforesaid so that the said Walter and his successors may have 
free entry in his fields to ride, lead and carry through the middle 
of them from the house of the said rector to the church; and at 
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the head of Reginald de la Ho’s land there shall be a gate with a 
lock and two keys to remain, one in his custody and the other in 
the rector’s and the other gate shall be opposite the churchyard 
gate, similarly with two keys.   Also grant to the said rector and 
his successors of free ingress and egress over his fields with 
carts to collect their tithes; also grant for the correction of his 
conscience in respect of a transgression against God and the 
church of Broomfield in breaking and carrying off a wood. that 
he will warrant 3 acres of land which William Pinknee gave to 
the said Master Walter his heirs and assignes for the service of 
2lb wax, price 9d.” 
 
 The route from the Parsonage, then the rector’s house, to 
the church is easily recognized.   That part of the footpath from 
the north end of Goulton Road to Church Green still exists, 
crossing the two fields of Broom Pightle and Night Pasture that 
for long belonged to Broomfield Hall.   The first part has now 
become Goulton Road though it was still a footpath when Capt. 
Pilleau of the Royal Engineers surveyed Broomfield for the 
Ordnance Survey in 1875. So the head of Reginald de la Ho’s 
land would have been at the corner of what is now Goulton 
Road.    
 
 Thomas de Mandeville’s release places de la Ho's land in 
the area of Parsonage Green, in modern terms from say where de 
Mandeville was having the gate put at the corner of Goulton 
Road to Stacey’s Farm lane.  It is very likely the origin of How 
Tye.   This is an important conclusion because the Smith's 
property was at How Tye, Broomfield, and How Tye doesn't 
appear on any of the fence lists nor on any Broomfield map.   
Tye commonly referred to a hamlet or small settlement within a 
parish, and Howe can be associated with Reginald de la Ho or 
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his family.   A little group of houses between the more 
important settlements around Broomfield Hall and Patching 
Hall, clustered in the vicinity of the piece of common land now 
Parsonage Green and close by the rectory, can readily be 
imagined.    
 
 The 1570 churchyard fence list refers to the property as 
"sometime Sallamon Smithes and now William Rambs".   
There is no doubt about it, not Solomon or Salmon but 
Sallamon.   Of course spelling was quite arbitrary in the 16th 
century (some might say it’s not much better today) and so not 
too much can be read into the spelling of this particular entry 
and yet there is a curious link between Salmon and Smith.    
The Smith family in Broomfield frequently had “alias Salmon” 
added to their name in the parish records, and even in the more 
formal surroundings of the courts when they happened to stand 
accused of something.   And sometimes it was the other way 
round, Salmon “alias Smith”.   So where did it all start? 
 
 Subsequent churchyard fence lists refer to this property 
as the tenement of Humphrey Smith (1678 and 1687), Rambs 
(1735) and either Burnt House or Cocks (1843).   The last list 
puts two properties together and it's not certain which is which.   
The 1570 list also gives two marginal notes.   William Lock or 
Cock is probably the earlier, Humphrey Smith the later.   In 
1691 Humphrey Smith died and the parish register noted that he 
was "the late owner of Webb's Farm at How-Tye".    So 
Sallamon Smith was very likely the origin of Salmon alias Smith 
and Sallamon Smith’s house was synonymous with Webb’s 
Farm at How Tye which itself was the area around Parsonage 
Green. 
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 The Smiths had long been in Broomfield.   With such a 
common name perhaps this isn’t surprising.   There was an 
Annabel le Smyth on the 1319 tax list, and William, Thomas and 
Thomas Smith Jnr were all taxpayers in 1524.  These early 
records mention only Smith, no Salmon.   It is possible that an 
early Smith, the fellow after whom the property was recognized, 
because he had the distinctive forename of Sallamon begat the 
Salmon alternative.   Could he have been Solomon the smith 
and somehow the name, in a slightly garbled fashion, stuck? 
 
 The name Salmon is also associated with an acre of land 
lying north east of Scravels which had been given to the church 
in the distant past and which was known as Salmon's Croft.   
This could imply that Sallamon Smith was living some long time 
before the first churchyard fence list was drawn up and his name 
was thereafter used to identify both the Church Acre and the 
property at How Tye 
  
 John Smith alias Salmon (and it will be easier to drop the 
Salmon for the purpose of this narrative) married Agnes Clarke 
in 1559 and they had two sons, Lawrence and John, and a 
daughter Agnes.   John died in 1563 and in his will he left his 
house and land in Broomfield called How Tye to his wife Agnes 
in trust for his son Lawrence when he reached the age of 21.   
Lawrence was born in 1560 so he was very much a minor at the 
time.   Lawrence was a particularly favoured family name, 
John's brother was also Lawrence, he had married Ellen Tyngale 
in 1556, and in 1567 he too had a son which he named 
Lawrence.   In 1573 Lawrence's wife Ellen died and in the 
following year he married Agnes Hickman.    
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 John Smith’s will also stated that Agnes was to let his 
property on the advice of his brother Lawrence, John Poole, 
John Eagle and Thomas Wollward until his son Lawrence 
reached the age of 21.    This would have come to pass in 1581.   
Unusually, John’s will had an inventory of his goods written on 
the back.    It was once common for an inventory to be made 
when a person died.   These were later generally destroyed 
although a marvellous collection of inventories was discovered 
some years ago at the bottom of Writtle's parish chest.   John's 
inventory no doubt survived because it was written on the back 
of his will and not, as was usual, on a separate piece of paper.   
 
 The inventory was carried out by his brother Lawrence 
and four other villagers, John Poole, Robert Harris, John Reeve 
and John Egell (Eagle) and although not as detailed as some of 
the Writtle ones it does tell something of the small farm in 
Broomfield in 1563: 
                 
Value 
First, in the hall, 2 tables, 1 form, 1 painted cloth  15/- 
The pewter belonging to the house    10/- 
2 flock beds with all things pertaining to them  30/- 
Brass belonging to the daily occupying   20/- 
Corn in the barn      15/- 
2 horses       20/- 
a cow        20/- 
7 sheep       10/- 
6 lambs       10/- 
3 hoggs       10/- 
Cart and harness      10/- 
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 The valuation looks rather rough and ready, and it would 
be very unlikely for anything to be overvalued so perhaps it isn‘t 
surprising that John‘s goods and chattels should only amount to 
£8.10.0d.   This would be the equivalent of around £1,920 in 
2002.   And it is known that in Humphrey Smith’s time, in 
1662 when the Hearth Tax was levied, the house had two 
hearths.   It was one of Broomfield's more modest dwellings 
and we know from the inventory that it had a barn where John 
stored his corn. 
 
 At the time of the 1570 fence list the property was shown 
as being in the occupation of William Rambe.   He was 
doubtless the tenant chosen by widow Agnes on the advice of 
the four good men named in her husband’s will.   In the event 
he became more than that for he married Agnes Smith.   The 
Rambe family were well established in Broomfield, a John Ram 
had died in 1520 whilst living at Glovers, his wife's property 
which was close by How Tye.   In his will he left 12d to the 
high altar and 20d to the vicar, Richard Wright.    His son, also 
John Ram, was a taxpayer in 1524 and again in 1544, probably 
at Glovers. 
 
 An Alice Ram was baptised at Broomfield in 1546, one 
of the very early entries in the parish register which dates from 
that year.   The William Rambe who was the occupant of 
Sallamon Smith’s in 1570 was churchwarden in 1571.   He died 
in 1577 but the family name lived on in the parish for a while 
longer.   Matthew and Mark Rambe were baptised in 1568 and 
1572, the former entry didn't give the parents names but Mark 
was shown as the son of William.   Elizabeth Ram, "a poor 
widow", died in 1601 and as late as 1649 a John Ram was 
baptised at Broomfield. 
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 When William Rambe died he stipulated in his will that 
Lawrence and John Smith, his wife’s sons, were to each receive 
£2.13s 4d when they attained the age of 21.   John Smith’s 
daughter Agnes was to get £6 when she became 21.   His 
executors were John Smith’s brother Lawrence and John Rambe 
of Great Waltham, William’s brother perhaps. 
 
 In 1589 a Lawrence Smith married Ellen, the daughter of 
Lawrence Glasscock of Priors but it isn't clear which Lawrence 
this was.   It could have been the son of John of How Tye, he 
would then have been 29, or it could have been the son of his 
brother Lawrence, then aged 22.   Whichever one it was they 
would have had the same grandfather.     
 
 In 1592 one of the Lawrence Smiths stood recognizance, 
or bail, for Matthew Rambe of Broomfield, a younger member 
of that clan.   Matthew was then 24 and was reputed to be the 
father of a bastard child of Thomasina Pomphrett of Beauchamp 
Roding.   That parish didn’t want to be responsible for the 
maintenance of the child and Matthew was required to accept 
responsibility.   If he failed to do so he would be brought to the 
next quarter sessions.  
 
 Lawrence and Ellen Smith had a son, yet another 
Lawrence and in due course he grew up and married Mary.    
In 1633 Lawrence and Mary had a daughter, Mary and a son 
born in 1636 whom they named Humphrey.    Lawrence 
appears on the Ship Money tax list of 1636 so he was no doubt 
then living at Sallamon Smith’s alias Webb's Farm at How Tye.  
Their son could have been the Humphrey Smith who appeared 
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on the Hearth Tax lists of 1662 and 1671 and as the owner on 
the 1678 fence list, but this is not certain.   
 
 The Smith family multiplied and with so many entries in 
the parish register it is not clear exactly who descended from 
whom.     There was another member of the Smith/Salmon 
family living at nearby Staceys farm in 1636 - this was John 
Smith, who was probably the son of John (b1561).   A John 
Smith married a widow Joan Edwards at Broomfield in 1609.   
This John was described as “of Roxfield” as if the vicar couldn’t 
quite decide which was the appropriate parish.    There was an 
explanation for this.    
  
 John Smith of Staceys died in 1637 and his wife died in 
the following year.   In his will John left his goods and chattels 
to his wife “on condition that she leaves her dower in my lands 
in Roxwell to Humphrey my son and his heirs for ever”.   So 
John had interests in both Broomfield and Roxwell and maybe it 
was this that confused the vicar in recording him as of Roxfield.    
In her will John’s much married widow Joan left her goods and 
chattels to be equally divided between her sons Thomas 
Devenish (from marriage number one) and John Edwards (from 
marriage number two) so presumably Humphrey got his lands in 
Roxwell.   She also left ten shillings to her grandson Humphrey 
Smith.   All of which makes it uncertain as to whether 
Humphrey of How Tye was the son of Lawrence or the son of 
John.  
 
  
     The Smith alias Salmon, or Salmon alias Smith, family 

of Sallamon Smith’s, alias Webb’s Farm, of How Tye. 
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                             John Smith alias Salmon 
           d1563 
           m Agnes Clark 1559    
     
     
                           Lawrence                    John  
                             b1560                       b1561
  
                             d1643    d1637 
               m Ellen Glasscock 1589 m Joan Edwards
       
       d1620    
    
    
 
Lawrence   William  John    Elizabeth   Ellen Humphrey 
   b1589        b1592   b1594    b1595      b1597 
   d1640 
 m Mary --- 
 
 
                               Humphrey 
                                 b1633 
                                 d1691 
                                m Mary --- 
 
                       Humphrey     John     William 
                         b1666          b1673     b1676 
    d1677 
  
 By 1678, when the next fence list was drawn up, 
Humphrey Smith had married and was the father of several 
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children.   One of the children, born in 1666, had been 
christened Humphrey but the boy died in 1677.  In 1691 
Humphrey Smith died and the register noted that he lived at a 
farm called Webb's, How-Tye.   Later records place Webb's 
Farm at the west end of Parsonage Green.   This confirms that 
How Tye related to the little community around the Parsonage 
Green area, and that Webb’s was another name for the house at 
How Tye in which the Smiths had lived.    
 
 In 1687 the house was still Humphrey Smith's but it is 
likely that when he died in 1691 the farm passed out of the 
family.   His widow Mary lived on until 1713, when the burial 
record noted that she was “an old widow” but it isn’t known if 
she was still living in the house at How Tye.   The entry on the 
1687 fence list has a note against it "now Mr Coxes" indicating 
that the vicar of Broomfield, Thomas Cox, had bought it.  
 
 The 1570 fence list gave the property as sometime 
Sallamon Smiths and now William Rambes.   This has been 
explained; Rambe was the tenant who married John Smith’s 
widow.   A marginal note on the right of the list showed it had 
later passed to Humphrey Smith.   This too has been explained 
as the logical descent through the Smith family.   However, 
there is also a marginal note on the left-hand side of the 1570 
list.   It reads either Wm Lock or Wm Cock, probably the latter.    
It is in the same hand as other marginal entries.  One of these 
notes, against Priors, names Mrs Manwood which would place 
that entry between 1650 and 1663, whilst another note in the 
same hand refers to Ostler, and William Ostler was present at 
vestry meetings between 1652 and 1660.   It looks as though 
William Cock occupied Sallamon Smith’s sometime between 
Lawrence Smith’s death in 1640, when Humphrey was still a 
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child, and around 1657 when Humphrey would have attained 
adulthood. 
 
 Both Lawrence Smiths, father and son, had been 
prominent in village affairs.   A Lawrence Smith was 
churchwarden in 1611 and again in 1632, again perhaps father 
and son.   Humphrey Smith too appears frequently in the parish 
records although he never seems to have reached the dizzy 
height of churchwarden. 
 
 Although it had been Smith's both before and after 
William Rambe lived there, and when Humphrey Smith died it 
was described as Webb's Farm, when Morant rewrote the list in 
1735 he referred to it as Rambes.   It was surely never 
commonly known as such - he must have copied the name from 
the tenant on the 1570 list which was written into the parish 
register.   And Morant showed a new owner, Richard Price, 
who was also the leaseholder of the Parsonage and the owner of 
Glovers Farm.  But first the successor to the Smiths was the 
Revd Thomas Cox. 
 
 The Revd Cox had been appointed vicar of Broomfield 
in 1685 on the death of Daniel Wall.   He had married Love, the 
fifth daughter of Thomas Manwood of Priors, and their eldest 
son Thomas was baptised in 1686.   Cox’s story appears more 
fully in the chapter on the Vicarage; he would have lived at the 
Vicarage and Webb's may have been an investment.   He also 
owned the Crane Inn in Chelmsford High Street together with 
the building next door as well as other property in the town.    
Thomas Cox died in 1734 and in his will he left his Chelmsford 
property to his wife for her lifetime and then to his children.   
There was no mention of his Broomfield property so he may 
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well have disposed of it before his death.   In any event a tenant 
would have been living there during Cox’s ownership. 
 
 By 1735 the owner of Webb’s Farm, as it was by then 
known, was Richard Price.   This gentleman, who hailed from 
Hayes in Middlesex, had taken on the lease of the Parsonage in 
1732 and had also bought Glovers Farm, both properties being 
adjacent to Webb’s.   The deeds of Webb’s show that Price had 
bought Webb’s from the Rev. Cox so this purchase was 
probably made at around the same time as his lease of the 
Parsonage.  These deeds also show that prior to 1758 Webb’s 
had been in the occupation of Edmund Choate but at that date 
Henry Wallis was living there. 
 
 Richard Price’s lease of the Parsonage expired in 1753 
but prior to that he had apparently mortgaged Webb‘s, together 
with Glovers, to Thomas Manwood of Priors.   After 
Manwood’s death in 1744 his interest passed to his nephew 
Thomas Pocklington who in 1758 bought it outright.   It then 
passed down through the family, together with Glovers Farm, 
until the arrival of Thomas Christy around 1820. 
 
 Webb's Farm was one of the several farms bought up by 
Thomas Christy around 1820.   The 1843 fence list also tries to 
add to the confusion by not mentioning Rambes or How Tye or 
Smiths or Webb's but lumps two properties together which then 
belonged to Thomas Christy.   These are Burnt House and 
Cocks.   It could well be that the writer got the Cocks from the 
fact that Webb's etc. became Cox’s for a while, the Revd 
Thomas Cox, or maybe from the William Cock shown in the 
margin of the 1570 list, but why introduce a new name when 
there were so many to choose from already? 
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 The deeds of 1758 indicate that Webb’s land consisted of 
eight crofts or closes, amounting to 22 acres in all, but they are 
not identified by name.   Thomas Christy’s crop book, which 
lumps Glovers, Webb's and Phillips farms together as one unit, 
contains a drawing which makes it possible to have a reasonable 
stab at what was Webb's farm, or at any rate most of it. 
 
 
 

 
 
  Sallamon Smith’s alias Webb’s Farm at How Tye? 
 
 The drawing only identifies seven pieces of land and 
they total only 20½ acres, one piece and 1½ acres short of the 
figures on the 1758 deeds.   But where was the house? 
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 The 1843 revision of the churchyard fence list seems at 
first sight to give Sallamon Smith’s spot to Burnt House and 
Cock’s, “Mr Thomas Christy‘s cottages“.   Thomas Christy 
owned some half-a-dozen cottages at the time of the 1846 tithe 
award that could qualify as candidates.   Since a pightle was the 
field next to the farm buildings it can be reasonably assumed 
that Sallamon Smith’s house was adjacent to the field with that 
name.  And John Smith’s barn of 1563 was likely to have been 
in either Barn Field or Barn Piece.   By 1846 there was no 
longer a barn in evidence and it is very possible that the 
farmhouse had also gone by then.   Nevertheless the house 
should have been around the west end of Parsonage Green. 
 
 Burnt House and Cock’s are odd names for cottages, they 
were obviously meant to be identifiable in 1843, and it is 
surprising that neither name has survived.   If they were indeed 
a conversion of Sallamon Smith’s house then they must surely 
have been close by his pightle and the best candidate would have 
been the cottage in Stacey’s Farm lane, which in 1846 was 
owned by Christy and occupied by William Malyon.  But this 
was only one cottage and the fence list names two.   The 
answer becomes clear when the next property on the fence list is 
considered.    
 
 In 1843 when the churchwarden William Wells drew up 
his revised fence list Sallamon Smith’s house, alias Webb’s 
Farm had been incorporated into a larger unit by Thomas 
Christy.  And the next house on the list, Ostlers, had also been 
bought by Christy so Wells put the two together and whereas 
each had always been given a smaller piece of fence to look after 
now Wells gave a whole rod to Christy to cover both properties.    
Burnt House came first so that might be thought to be Sallamon 
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Smith’s.   On the other hand Cocks might refer to William 
Cock or Thomas Cox both names having a connection to 
Sallamon Smith’s.   Just which cottage was which still awaits 
discovery.   
 
 There is another unanswered question.   Why did it 
become Webb’s Farm?   Who was Webb?   The name doesn’t 
occur in early Broomfield records and the first mention of it in 
connection with Sallamon Smith’s and How Tye seems to be 
when Humphrey Smith was there.   This seems rather late.   A 
possible explanation is that the farm, although still occupied by 
the Smiths, was no longer owned by them.   But this too poses 
a problem since in the burial register Humphrey was stated to be 
the late owner of Webb’s Farm at How Tye. 
 
 Sometime between 1662 and 1671 William Webb, a 
wealthy citizen of London, bought the Hunwickes estate from 
Ralph Everard.   Hunwickes was pulled down and a grand new 
house, predictably called New House, was built on the site.   
This was later replaced by another new house, Broomfield Place.   
The lands of Hunwickes extended from the Main Road along the 
south side of School Lane up as far as the lands of the 
Parsonage.    Perhaps William Webb had bought Sallamon 
Smith’s and it was he or his son who had sold it to the vicar, 
Thomas Cox, with Humphrey Smith as the tenant farmer, though 
this seems to contradict the entry in the burial register.   It may 
be significant that the 1758 deeds, after mentioning the eight 
pieces of Webb's farm land, adds “plus two fields containing 
eight acres formerly part of New House”. 
 
 Sallamon Smith’s and Webb's names have gone from the 
Broomfield scene.   The house has also long since gone   .The 
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fact that Thomas Christy’s crop book only identified seven fields 
that most likely belonged to Webb’s farm when there should 
have been eight might suggest that the missing bit also contained 
the farm house.   And this could just have been the cottage on 
the north side of Stacey’s Farm lane, the one owned by Christy 
and occupied by Malyon.    There are now two semi-detached 
houses on this site, a case of demolition and rebuilding, perhaps? 
 
 As the picture at the beginning of this chapter shows, 
there is a well in Webb’s orchard.   The visible brickwork and 
its rather nice tiled roof are of course modern but the well itself 
is old.   It must once have served a purpose, and not just to 
water the trees in the orchard.   There must have been a house 
nearby and one might expect the well to be in the grounds of that 
house.   It could be that this was the nearest spot where water 
was found though there doesn’t seem to have been a problem 
finding water within the curtilage of other Broomfield properties 
with wells.   Sallomon Smith’s tenement - How Tye, Rams, 
Cocks, Webbs or by what other name it was known must have 
been near this orchard.  
 
 Surprisingly, in an area where much new building has 
taken place since Christy’s day, none of the fields of Webb’s 
farm have been developed.    All are still arable or pasture with 
the orchard still there at the west end of Parsonage Green.   And 
the orchard still looks an ideal spot to have a house! 
 The name of How Tye had also for long disappeared.   
But then late in 2003 some new houses were built in School 
Lane, just at the corner of Goulton Road where more than 700 
years earlier Reginald de la Ho’s land probably terminated.   
With no gaps in the house numbers they were given appendages 
and one of them became number 78c.   The new owners, Clive 
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and Rosemary Turner, gave it the name of How Tye House, a 
nice touch even if the Post Office insists on using the 78c as 
well. 
 
 

         
   
         Was Sallamon Smith’s house where the orchard is 
or  
          was it here?  The orchard is on the left of the 
picture. 
 
 
 
 

* * * * * * * * * * 
 

1570. The tenement sometime Sallamon Smiths and now 
William Rambes maketh from Glovers towards the west half a 
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rodd.  (in the left margin Wm Cock, in the right margin Humph. 
Smith) 
 
1678.  The tenement of Humphrey Smyth maketh from Isaac 
Booseys towards ye west by estimation half a rodd 
 
1687.  The tenement of Humphrey Smith maketh from Glovers 
westward half a rod.  (now Mr Coxes) 
 
1735.  Rambs - ditto (i.e. same as Glovers above, Mr Price) - 
half a rod. 
 
1843.  16. Burnt House, and Cock's, now Mr Thomas Christy's 
cottages, maketh from no. 15 one rod.   Owner Thomas Christy. 
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17. 
 
 

Lurkes 
 

 

 
 
Difficult to read,  but the 1570 list says    “The 
 tenement  sometyme  Lurkes  and  nowe  John 
 Weldes makithe from William Rambes towards 
 the weste vj foote” 
 
 

 
 
The 1678 list is clearer, but it doesn’t say where 
it is. 
 
 
 
 
 
Of all the properties named on the 1570 fence list this is the 
most mysterious, its origins the most uncertain.   The name is 
shrouded in mystery.   On the first churchyard fence list it was 
given as "sometime Lurkes" and then, in 1570, it was John 
Welde‘s.   Neither name is very helpful.  The origin might just 
be the family of Reginald Lucas, one of the Broomfield 
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inhabitants who was a witness to a report on the state of repair of 
the church in 1288-91.   No Lurke, or anything resembling that 
name, appears in the early tax lists for Broomfield.   No 
conveyances mention his name.    And it’s far from certain that 
successive churchyard fence lists refer to the same place. 
 
 It is more likely that Lurke was an outsider who bought 
property in Broomfield, held it just long enough to give his name 
to it, and then disappeared.   The parish registers only go back 
to the 1540s so he was no doubt present before then but how 
long before remains a mystery.   A record from the early 1400s 
notes that a Margaret Lurke donated an animal, a cow or a 
sheep, to the church at Little Waltham; the rent from its being 
leased out went to pay towards the church expenses.   Phillips 
and Bazett attribute the name of Larks Lane to the Lurke family.   
A deed of 1570 in the Tufnell estate papers mentions a croft 
called Lurkes with 2 acres in Little Waltham which suggests a 
connection with that same family, but apart from that, nothing. 
 
 The main issue, however, is the whereabouts of Lurkes 
in Broomfield.   Subsequent fence lists refer to it as Mr 
Manwood’s tenement (1678 and 1687), Ostlers (1735), and 
either Burnt House or Cocks (1843), none of which pin it down.   
If William Ostler was there in 1662, and he was certainly in the 
village at that date, then Lurkes was a moderate sized house for 
it was taxed on three hearths, the same as Biglands and Glovers.  
So it ought not to have gone without trace. 
 
 As to John Welde, he doesn't turn up in the parish 
records apart from this mention.   Henry Welde was at the 
Angel in 1570 and he also owned land at the foot of Gutters Hill; 
he was a Chelmsford man who died in 1575 and his will makes 
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no mention of a John Welde though they may well have been of 
the same generation and the same family. 
 
 The entry on the 1570 fence list does have a couple of 
marginal notes, "Ostlers", probably the older one, and "Mrs 
Manwood".     A William Ostler had three daughters baptised 
at Broomfield, Elizabeth (1646), Ann (1650), and Mary (1654), 
and William died in 1667, so this places him before the 
Manwoods but he wasn't on the 1636 tax list so he probably 
arrived after 1636.   He was still there in 1662 as the Hearth tax 
testified. 
 
 By 1678 Mrs Manwood had died and her son now owned 
the house.   Isaac Boosey was shown as occupant, at a time 
when Isaac was also shown as the occupant of Glovers.   It is 
very likely therefore that Ostlers was also in the vicinity of How 
Tye (Parsonage Green).   In 1687 it was still Mr Manwood's 
tenement but curiously it was now in the occupation of "William 
Emson or Humphrey Smith", which certainly suggests that it 
was close by Smith's house at How Tye. 
 
 Morant knew it as Ostlers and in 1735 it was then still in 
the ownership of the Manwoods but by 1843 it had been 
incorporated as one entry on the fence list of that year with 
Humphrey Smith's old house.   The list calls them Burnt House 
and Cocks; Cocks is more likely to refer to Smith's house 
because of its association with William Cock and Thomas Cox, 
so it looks at though Lurkes, alias Ostlers, had now become 
Burnt House.   Had there been a fire there at one time? 
 
 When Thomas Christy bought Priors, Webb's, and 
Glovers farms around 1820 from the descendant of the 
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Manwood inheritance it seems that Ostlers alias Burnt House 
was also swept up in the purchase. 
 
 But now comes the tricky bit.   There exists in the Essex 
Record Office a bundle of deeds covering the period 1663 to 
1800 which relate to the estate of Lurkes in Broomfield.    This 
should make it all straightforward and enable the entries on the 
fence lists to be expanded.   Not so.   It only confuses the issue 
since the names on the deeds bear no relation to the names on 
the fence lists with the exceptions of Lurkes and a single tenant, 
John Emson. 
 
 In 1663 John Elletson, Bachelor of Arts, of Pembroke 
College, Cambridge, sold Lurkes to Edward Stoakes of 
Broomfield for £150.   John Elletson had inherited it as the son 
of John Elletson, deceased, who himself had been the son and 
heir of John Elletson, late of Chignal Smealey.  The grandfather 
had been at Trinity College, Cambridge where he obtained his 
BA in 1588 and MA in 1592.   He became rector of Chignal 
Smealey where he died in 1617.   So the Elletson family had 
owned Lurkes for some considerable time before 1663.   They 
wouldn’t have lived there since they were at Chignal Smealey 
rectory.    Edward Stoakes may not have lived there straight 
away because he was in the process of selling his other 
Broomfield property. 
. 
 In 1656 Edward Stoakes had bought Crouch House (now 
the Kings Arms) in Broomfield from the Rev. Thomas Burr.   
Stoakes was a tallow chandler from Great Baddow and he was at 
Crouch House for just eight years; in 1664 he sold it to Abraham 
Boosey.   It may be that this coincided with his acquisition of 
Lurkes.   Certainly Stoakes was still active in Broomfield 
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affairs as late as 1676. 
 
 There are two more important items of interest in the 
deed of 1663.   Firstly the land that went with the house 
consisted of 5 closes amounting to 9 acres in Broomfield and 
Chignal St James.    So Lurkes must surely have been in that 
very limited area where the Broomfield and Chignal boundaries 
abut.  It’s not that straightforward as will be shown later 
because there were detached bits of each parish within the 
other’s boundaries, but it must have been in that area.   
Secondly, at the time of the sale in 1663  Lurkes was described 
as being “now or late in the tenure of John Emson or Richard 
Bogust”. This is particularly interesting because the 1687 fence 
list shows the property as being in the ownership of Mr 
Manwood but in the occupation of John Emson or Humphrey 
Smith.  What can this mean?   And the 1678 fence list relates 
that Chobbings, another property further down the list was then 
in the occupation of John Emson.   It must mean that the 
compiler of the 1687 list was uncertain to which property this 
place on the list referred, as we shall see. 
 
 Mr Emson seems to have got around a bit, although it 
may mean no more than that he was farming both Lurkes and 
Chobbings.  He was described as being of Chignal so the 
likelihood is that he had his own farm in Chignal and also leased 
the two Broomfield farms at some time. 
 
 In 1681 Edward Stoakes made a marriage settlement.  
His son Thomas was due to marry Tabitha Smith, the eldest 
daughter of Thomas Smith, a clothier from Great Dunmow.   In 
settling the property on Thomas and Tabitha Edward Stakes 
made the condition that he should have the use for his life of the 
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chamber over the hall and the buttery, the benefit of the fire in 
the hall, and to be able to lay his corn in the barn and to thresh it 
there.    So clearly Edward Stoakes had been living at Lurkes 
and would continue to do so. 
 
 Two years after the marriage settlement Thomas and 
Tabitha passed the property on to Tabitha’s parents, Thomas the 
Dunmow clothier and his wife Joan.   Thomas Smith died first 
and when his widow died in 1707 she left it to her eldest son, 
another Thomas Smith.   This Thomas Smith borrowed £70 
from Edmund Godwin, Gent., of Westminster.   Not having 
repaid it he sold Lurkes to Godwin for a further £50 in 1716, 
making a sale price of £120 in  total, £30 less than Edward 
Stoakes had paid for it more than 50 years earlier.   Just a year 
later, in 1717 Godwin mortgaged it to the Rev George Modde of 
Cambridge. 
 
 The mortgage deed of 1717 adds a little more 
information about Lurkes.   There was still a house there, still 
called Lurkes, and it was in the occupation of Luke Mayhew.  
The deed had the usual extras, barn, yards, outhouses, lands 
arable, meadow, and pasture.   Whether this was just a standard 
form of deed or whether there really was some meadow is 
questionable.   Meadow usually referred to land that was mown 
and was situated close to a river.    
 
 The mortgage deed was also more specific about the 
land.   Lurkes consisted of 2 parcels of land, arable and pasture, 
amounting to 3 acres and lying in Broomfield, together with 
three parcels of land or pasture ground amounting to 5 acres and 
lying in Broomfield and Chignal St James.   It goes on to say 
that the land was abutting the King’s Highway from Chelmsford 
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town towards Chignal aforesaid towards the east and south. 
 
 Lurkes had become a pawn in financial dealings.   
While a local farmer no doubt lived there and managed the land 
its deeds passed from hand to hand.   In 1718 Godwin sold the 
property to Richard Stanley, like Godwin a citizen of 
Westminster with probably very little interest in Broomfield.   
In 1751 Stanley passed it on to Joseph Bayley, yet another 
citizen of Westminster, and in 1762 Bayley sold Lurkes to 
Charles Hill, a citizen of Marylebone.   The selling price was 
£160, just £10 more than Edward Stoakes had paid for it 90 
years earlier. 
 
 In 1767 Lurkes was sold again and this time the new 
owner was nearer home.   Charles Hill sold it to Stephen Levitt 
of Chelmsford for £200.   The deeds relate that the property had 
previously been in the occupation of Luke Mayhew and William 
Mayhew and was now in the occupation of John Wilson.   Yet 
more evidence that this cannot be the property shown on the 
post-1570 fence lists where none of these names are mentioned. 
 
 Stephen Levitt was a well known Chelmsford figure.  
His family had been in the town since before 1700 and 
Stephen’s father was a brandy distiller at the Three Tuns Inn in 
Chelmsford High Street (now the Bradford & Bingley Building 
Society).  The Levitt’s were Quakers; Stephen Levitt Snr. was a 
trustee of Chelmsford’s charity school and a trustee and  note 
taker of the Quaker’s meeting house.   Like the Marriage 
family, who he would have known well, he was regularly 
distrained for refusing to pay the church rates.   He had a pair 
of bellows and yards of linen cloth seized in lieu of payment and 
his son Stephen Jnr was similarly treated. 
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 When Stephen Levitt Snr died in 1758 his son took his 
father’s place as a leading member of the town’s Quaker 
community.   The younger Levitt was a linen draper and after 
his father’s death he pulled down the Three Tuns and rebuilt it, 
joining it on to a house that the family also owned in Back 
Street, and this was where he and his wife Martha lived.   When 
a new larger Meeting House was planned for Chelmsford in 
1790 there were forty-two subscribers in all and Stephen was a 
major subscriber with £60.   The Marriage family contributed 
£135.  The Quakers continued to object to paying tithes and 
church rates and Stephen had more lengths of linen cloth seized 
but, like his fellow Quakers he continued to stick to his 
principles. 
 
 As with the previous owners of Lurkes Stephen Levitt 
never lived there.   John Wilson continued to be his tenant, 
eventually to be replaced first by James Wood and then by 
Samuel Thorn.  When Stephen Levitt died in 1798 he left 
Lurkes to his wife Martha for life.   He referred to it as his 
messuage and lands in Broomfield, Writtle and Chignal St 
James.   The Writtle bit was new  though not surprising as the 
Writtle boundary abutted the area described in earlier deeds.   
After Martha’s death the property was to go to his niece Sarah, 
the wife of Joseph Bott.    
  
 Sarah Bott died in 1809 and was buried in the Friend’s 
burial ground in Hertford.   Before that, however, and 
presumably after the death of Sarah’s mother, Sarah and Joseph 
Bott had mortgaged Lurkes to Richard White, a clothier from 
Great Coggeshall.   And there the deeds terminate.   The trail 
goes cold.   Well, not completely cold. 
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 The Land Tax returns covering the period 1783 to 1832 
help to carry the story forward.    Payment of the tax 
constituted the right to vote at county elections and the 
assessments identified the owners and occupants of land, and 
sometimes even the land.   Thus in 1783 Stephen Levitt owned 
land in Broomfield which was in the tenancy of James Wood.   
Wood was shortly afterwards replaced by Samuel Thorn, as the 
deeds of Lurkes testify.   This continued until Levitt’s death.   
His niece and heir had married Joseph Bott, a Coggeshall 
clothier, and this was no doubt the connection with Richard 
White of Coggeshall.   White was presumably repaid because 
the tax assessments show Joseph Bott as owner, with Thorn as 
tenant, until 1811.    
 
  In 1812 William Marriage became the owner of Lurkes, 
with Thorn still as tenant.   However, by 1815 Marriage seems 
to have taken Lurkes in hand and Samuel Thorn’s name appears 
no more.     From then until the assessments end in 1832 
William Marriage is shown as the owner.    This is less helpful 
than it might seem because after 1832 the tax assessments were 
replaced by the electoral registers instigated by the great Reform 
Act of that year.   William Marriage, and his brother Henry, 
had considerable farming interests in Broomfield and the new 
registers, although at first in a similar format to the tax 
assessments, show William as a qualified elector by virtue of his 
land and tenements in Broomfield without identifying them.  
What it does show is that by 1832 Lurkes was held by the 
Marriage family and was likely to be still in that ownership at 
the time of the tithe award in 1846. 
 
 It is clear from the deeds of Lurkes that it cannot be the 
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same property as the one shown on the later fence lists.   After 
the 1570 fence list which showed “Sometime Lurkes now John 
Welde” the fence lists gave William Ostler, Mrs Manwood, Mr 
Manwood (Ann Manwood’s son John) as owner with Isaac 
Boosey followed by Humphrey Smith or John Emson as 
occupants, and then Thomas Christy as owner.   The deeds 
gave a quite different set of owners, most notably when the 
Manwoods were shown as owners on the fence lists.   By the 
time of the tithe award it can safely be said that the Lurkes of the 
deeds was owned by the Marriage family and the property on the 
later fence lists was owned by Thomas Christy.   The only 
common ground is that they were both Quaker families. 
 
 
 In order to follow the trail onwards from the deeds it is 
necessary to know just where the fields of Lurkes were situated.   
The tithe award of 1846 can then be used to pick up the scent.   
This is easier said than done however, because none of the deeds 
name the fields, the only clues being that they were partly in 
Broomfield and partly in Chignal St James and they abutted the 
road from Chelmsford town to Chignal towards the east and 
south.   For many hundreds of years parish boundaries 
remained static and embodied the idiosyncrasies caused by the 
quirks of the manorial system.   Thus it was not uncommon for 
a small part of one parish to be detached and sited within the 
boundaries of one of its neighbours.   This has since been 
ironed out but at the time of the tithe award it still applied.   It 
was particularly noticeable where Broomfield, Chignal St James, 
and Writtle met; the very area where Lurkes seems to be lurking.            
An example, and at first sight a possible candidate, lies 
alongside the Chignal road, on its east side, opposite Woodside 
Cottage,  just before Wood Hall is reached.   Here a single 
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field, Clod Field, is shared by all three parishes!   Of its 10½ 
acres, Broomfield (coloured blue in the sketch below) has a little 
over 5½ acres, Chignal St James (yellow) has a little over 3½ 
acres, and Writtle (pink) has the rest.   The following sketch 
shows Clod Field in the centre.   The Broomfield and Chignal 
St James parts come to about 9 acres which could make it the 
right sort of size for Lurkes.   And what is more there is a 
cottage close by the field and the road, and it could have been 
the successor to a much earlier dwelling. 
 
 

             
 However, Clod Field has to be eliminated because at the 
time of the tithe award in 1846 it was owned by the Lord of the 
Manor of Wood Hall, Lady Stuart, and farmed by the farmer at 
Wood Hall, Mark Cowlin.   If it had been associated with the 
Lurkes of the deeds in the Essex Record Office then those deeds 
would have mentioned it as manorial land, and what is more by 
1812  Lurkes was in the ownership of the Marriage family.    
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 The clue that gives Lurkes land abutting the Chelmsford 
to Chignal road on the east and south is also not very helpful.  
This suggests that the road had a bend in it, turning north east as 
it went towards Chignal so that the land would be on the 
north-west side.    The only bend where this occurs is near Blue 
House and Chobbings farms.   But Blue House would be on the 
wrong side of the road and Chobbings is identified as a 
completely different property on the fence lists. 
 
 There was once another bend along the Chignal Road 
which has since been straightened out.   This was between 
Crows farm and Melbourne farm, near the point where Avon 
Road now joins the Chignal Road.   But this bend went in the 
wrong direction, Lurkes could not have been on its north and 
west sides. And the land here had no connection with the 
families mentioned on the Lurkes deeds. 
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        The lands near the road from Chelmsford to Chignal. 
Yellow = Chignal St James  Blue = Broomfield  Pink = Writtle 
 
 
 The above drawing shows that Broomfield, Chignal St 
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James and Writtle all had detached parts of their parish within 
the other parishes.   The three fields of Lurkes amounting to 5 
acres which were part in Broomfield and part in Chignal St 
James should be where the blue and yellow pieces abut.   The 
house was in Broomfield so that rules out Beaumont Otes (in a 
detached part of Writtle), Melbourne Farm and Writtle Wick 
(both then in Writtle).     
 
 Other candidates are ruled out because they were in the 
wrong ownership.   Crows Farm, once known by the delightful 
name of Boosey-in-the-Hole, was in a detached part of Chignal 
St James with some of its land in a detached part of Broomfield 
but in 1846 it was in the ownership of Sir John Tyrell and 
occupied by Sarah Tilney, the widow of the previous tenant 
Joseph Tilney.   And its farmhouse was in Chignal St James.   
Brickbarns farm, also in Chignal St James but with some land in 
Broomfield, was owned by Osgood Hanbury and farmed by 
John Joslin.   These too must be ruled out.    
 
 And so we are left with the land that was then being 
farmed by the Marriage family, some of it in the joint name of 
William and Henry Marriage and some in the sole name of 
Henry Marriage.   Chobbings Farm, worked by W & H 
Marriage, though mainly in Broomfield,  did have some of its 
land in Chignal St James.    Chobbings seems to fit the bill but 
this house, though in Broomfield, has a separate entry on the 
fence lists and so must be a separate property.   Nevertheless 
the tithe award shows that Chobbings was much larger than 
Lurkes, so could it have absorbed the smaller farm?    
 
 Another candidate is Blue House farm.   This was 
shown as being in the sole ownership of Henry Marriage and 
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worked by him.   However, nearly all of the land was in 
Chignal St James with only a small piece in Broomfield and the 
farmhouse too was in Chignal St James.   It was also on the 
wrong side of the King’s Highway if the deeds were interpreted 
as saying that Lurkes land abutted the highway on its south and 
east sides.   But does it mean that the highway was on the south 
and east sides of the land or that the land was on the south and 
east sides of the highway?   And Blue House also had much 
more than the eight or nine acres of Lurkes. 
 
 The deeds of Lurkes were part of a larger collection 
rescued when the neighbouring house to where they were stored 
caught fire.   The water used to put the fire out damaged some 
of the deeds.  Interestingly, the other deeds included some for 
Chobbings Farm which were significantly damaged.   The two 
sets being together suggest an affinity.   It does look as though 
Lurkes was absorbed into Chobbings; on the correct side of the 
highway, part in Broomfield and part in Chignal St James, near 
the only feasible bend in the road to give a south and east 
alignment.  And only just feasible.   But how easy it is to 
overlook the obvious! 
 
 In 1663, when the deeds of Lurkes started, the road 
“from Chelmsford town towards Chignal” may not have been 
the one now known at Chignal Road.   It could have been along 
a much older route, along Hollow Lane, past Priors and 
Scravels, and it surely was.   Mr and Mrs Stephen Marriage of 
Beaumont Otes pointed this out, and Stephen also noted that 
there is a detached part of present day Chobbings farm along 
that very road at a very sharp bend.   And what is more it abuts 
the road on the couth and east sides.   And it was part in 
Broomfield and part in Chignal St. James.   This must have 
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been the site of Lurkes!   There is now no building there but it 
was all a very long time ago and the house must have long gone.  
 
 But what of the property which appeared in Lurkes spot 
on the later churchyard fence lists?   For some reason it was 
allocated to a different property, one that by 1843 belonged to 
Thomas Christy.    There were several cottages on the tithe 
award shown as belonging to Christy, but which is the one in 
question?    According to the 1687 list it was occupied by 
either John Emson or Humphrey Smith.    The writer was 
uncertain which property should occupy this place on the fence 
list.   If it were the property occupied by Emson then it would 
be the Lurkes of the deeds, near the Chelmsford-Chignal road.   
If it was occupied by Humphrey Smith then it would be near 
How Tye.   It could well be that Lurkes had by then been in 
common ownership with Chobbings, and another property had 
taken its place on the fence list, but the writer of the fence list 
wasn’t completely sure so he hedged his bets.    
 
 When Morant wrote the next fence list up, in 1735, he 
plumped for the Humphrey Smith solution, calling it Ostlers 
because that was what it was then known by, after the occupant 
during the years of the Manwood ownership.   I believe this 
confirms that by Morant’s day Lurkes had gone and was 
replaced by another property, Ostlers.   We have seen how this 
property passed eventually from the Manwoods to Thomas 
Christy but it still doesn’t say just where it was situated.   The 
tithe award of 1846 showed that Christy owned several cottages 
in Broomfield.   It must be one of them but the award gives no 
further clue as to which one.  The following drawing shows the 
candidates: 
  



 

160 

 1. Stacey’s Farm Lane         2. School Lane (1) 
 3. School Lane (2)          4. Cottage south of Scots Green  
 5. Cottage opposite no. 4.   6. Scravels Cottage 
 

 
 
 There was another cottage owned by Thomas Christy at 
the time of the tithe award.   This was at Butler’s Farm.   It 
was far removed from the probable area of Ostlers/Lurkes and 
would have been linked with Butlers so this is not considered 
further. 
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 Cottage 1 stood close by Webb’s Pightle in Stacey’s 
Farm Lane.  In 1846 William Malyon lived there and that 
family remained in residence for many years.   In 1881 it was 
occupied by George Malyon and his family and he was still 
there in 1891.  This cottage has been replaced by a pair of 
semi-detached houses.   They were most likely there by 1901 
for in that year Mr Malyon was shown on the census as living in 
one of a pair of cottages known as “New Cottages”.   In view of 
its proximity to Webb’s Pightle this site must be a candidate for 
Webb’s farm house rather than Ostlers.   However, it cannot be 
ruled out since there was certailny a dwelling there before the 
present cottages were built. 
 
  Number  2 was a row of small cottages built by Christy 
for his workmen so unless they replaced Ostlers it is unlikely to 
be the one.    
 
 Cottage 3 was the schoolhouse and adjacent cottage, 
built by Christy in 1831 and in 1846 lived in by the schoolmaster 
William Clark, his wife and two children.    
 
 Cottage 4 is still there, with its distinctive mansard roof.  
It had nearly an acre of land and in 1846 it was occupied by 
Charles Harris and others.   It is actually three cottages and the 
1846 reference to Charles Harris “and others” suggests that it 
was so then..   Certainly the building gives the impression of 
having always been such.   They are known as Claypit 
Cottages, obviously referring to a claypit which was once 
nearby.   They were part of the Priors estate during the 
Gemmill’s ownership of Priors. 
 
 Cottage 5  was a small dwelling with under a ¼ acre of 
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land.   Occupied by James Brown in 1846 it has long been 
demolished.    
 
 Cottage 6 was known as Scravels cottage.   It was part 
of Scravels estate and is therefore unlikely to be a candidate for 
Ostlers.    Ostlers must have been of reasonable importance to 
have warranted a place on Morant’s 1735 fence list; it was 
unlikely to have been a simple labourer‘s cottage. 
 
 The fact that Ostlers was also associated with Humphrey 
Smith who was at Webb’s Farm, How Tye, might indicate that it 
was close to Parsonage Green, i.e cottage no 1.    The 1843 
fence list quite clearly refers to two cottages, one called Burnt 
House and one called Cocks, but were they adjacent?   The 
fence list gives no further clue.      Ostlers, Burnt House, 
Cocks; perhaps one day the answer may turn up. 
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* * * * * * * * * * 
 

1570.    The tenement sometime Lurkes now John Welde 
maketh from William Rambes towards the west vi foote. 
 
1678.    The tenement of Mr Manwoods now in ye occupation 
of Isaac Boosey maketh from Humphrey Smiths towards ye west 
by estimation six foot. 
 
1687.   The tenement of Mr Manwood's now in the occupation 
of William Emson or Humphrey Smith maketh from Smith 
towards the west  six foot. 
 
1735.   Ostlers - Mr Manwood - 6 foot. 
 
1843.   16.  Burnt House and Cock's, now Mr. Thomas 
Christy's, maketh from no. 15, one rod.  Owner Thomas 
Christy. 


