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EDITORIAL

This publication is something of a celebraticn. It celebrates the first
year of existence of the Loose Area Research Group which held its inaugural
meeting in 'The Chequers' on 10 November 1986, twelve people attending and
eager to get started - if they had not already done so - on investigating the
history of their environment. It celebrates the fruits of their labours and
the labours of those that have joined the group since — a group that now
numbers about twenty. It celebrates, too, the fact that, for some of these
members, it is their first essay into the field of local history publication.
And, last but by no means least, it stands as a celebration of Loose and its
surroundings, an area attractive in its landscape and fascinating in the way
in which people have lived in it and worked omn it.

There is another purpose %to this publication, however, and that is to
extend the knowledge that the writers have acquired about the area to others
who live hereabouts. The fact that local people are interested in their
locality has, we think, been amply demonstrated by the large attendances at
the monthly Loose History Circle meetings, at which a wide variety of topics
have been explored by a selection of able speakers. 'In a restless and
changing world,' writes the historian Lionel Mumby, ‘'learning to understand the
local past can help people to strike roots in a new environment or to
strengthen their roots in their birthplace.' But the late ¥.G. Hoskins, who did
more than most to further the cause of local history and the understanding of
the environment, complained that too many people are ‘visually illiterate’,
although the evidence about the way in which the environment has changed to
be what it is, he said, lies all around us, for those who have eyes to see. S0
the intention is not that we should all just become a collection of
‘Mastermind' experts, knowing ‘cne damn fact after another', but that we should
gain a better understanding of how the place where we live has developed and
how it might develop in the future. For there is no doubt that villages and
countryside like ours are increasingly under threat and the future is at least
partially in our hands.

The articles in this collection were solely the choice of. their individual
authors, so there is no connecting or common thread, save that of the area of
Loose — and that is interpreted very loosely (no pun intended’, since it is
often either undesirable or impossible for a researcher to confine him/herself
to parish boundaries. As it happens, the articles cover a wide span of both
subject-matter and time, from Ragstone Quarries 1o Coxheath Camp and from
Domesday to the 20th century Isolation Hospital. They have also been
researched in widely differing ways, some relying mainly on secondary sources,
others on documents from Records Offices or personal reminiscences. None of
the writers, however, would claim to have said anything like the last word on
the subject, and would welcome any criticisms, comments or contributions from
readers.

Pat Jenner, Julia Page, Roger Thornburgh.
Editorial Committee.



RAGSTONE QUARRIES

ANNE CREASEY

Yhen I decided to find out about our local ragstone quarries, it seemed
easy - I wanted to know just what ragstone is, where the guarries were and
who owned them, and who were the men that worked there.

The first part was easy. I soon found from books on geology that
ragstone is a hard sandy limestone, a band of which runs from Hythe to
Westerham, with the widest part in the Maidstone area' (Fig. 1), The deposits
consist of alternate layers of hard grey Kentish rag and sandy hassock,
that nearly half of the excavated material is waste. The different layers of
stone were given names by the guarrymen, the layers and names varying from
district to district In 1846 the Maidstone architect John Whichcord jar.
wrote a booklet® about ragstone giving the names in current use at Boughton
Monchelsea for fifteen layers of stone, and the usé to which each layer could
best be put.
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Fig. i The Lower Greensand ridge (shaded?
where the ragstone is found.

Long agc the stone was excavated by pick and hamrer, but when gunpowder

came available it was used to break the stone, 2 hole for the charge being
uDrpd with a 'jumper', a long metal rod with a wider part in the mids ;
weight, which was 'jumped' repeatedly against the stone until a hole was made
for the gunpowder.
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Ragstone is a freestone - that is, it shows no tendency to split along
any particular plane - but it cannot be sawn and has a rough appearance which
makes it unsuitable for fine work. It was usually shaped at the quarry with
heavy double-pointed hammers (skiffling or scappling) to roughly the required
dimensions, before being transported to the building site, the chippings and
smaller stones being used for roadstone or burnt to make lime.

Until the twentieth century, transport was always a problem and accounted
for the major part of the cost of any commodity, especially a heavy one such
as stone. As rag is the only hard stone to be found in the vicinity of
London, the easy transport offered by the River Medway meant that the quarries
around Maidstone were used from very early times to provide building stone for
London. The Romans built their London Vall of ragstone and a Roman barge was
found in the Thames at Blackfriars with a cargo of ragstone. The Normans
used it not only for their Kentish castles but alsc for the White Tower at
London, the stone being shipped from Aylesford.® In the Middle Ages, Boughton
Monchelsea supplied stone for Vestminster Abbey and later for paving at
Hampton Court, and Maidstone provided stone for the fortification of Calais.*
Cannon-balls were made of it too, 7000 being ordered by Henry V in 1417,
others in 1434, and five tons ‘'rough-hewn for bombard shot' for Henry VII.©
Its strength made it very suitable for sea-walls, and throughout the ages it
has been used for roadmaking. After the Middle Ages ragstone went out of
favour for all but local building, but the Industrial Revolution created a
demand for building materials in the early nineteenth century and it was again
widely used. In the London area alone, thirty-three churches were built of
ragstone between 1841 and 1858.%

Where exactly were the quarries and who owned them? I am still trying
to answer these questions. Ancient quarries are hard to identify, but more
recent ones can be traced, so I will report the few facts I have gathered about
the quarries in Loose itself.

WELL STREET

There are several documents in the Kent Archives about the quarry in Well
Street. In 1670 it was given, together with a house and some land, to John
Rogers, freemason of Loose, by Thomas Crispe and Alexander Osborne, yeomen, on
the occasion of the Rogers' marriage to Crispe's daughter Sarah.” In 1679 a
John Rogers, freemason,® died, possibly the same man as the above since, in
1701, John Rogers of Birling, blacksmith, gave a half share in the buildings,
land and quarry at Well Street to William Rogers, fuller, of Maidstone for five
shillings.® In 1704 the property passed to Francis Godden, wheelwright of
Loose,’® and by 1840 when the Tithe Award Map was compiled, it belonged to
Edward Penfold and was occupied by William Penfold. In 1890 it belonged to Mr
Coles, and because it was an exceptionally hard winter, he allowed thirty men
who could find no other employment toc work in the guarry and so survive the
winter.'' Does anyone know whether the quarry was used after this?

ROSEMOUNT

This small quarry was perhaps created to service the building of the
viaduct. On a map of the proposed turnpike road and viaduct,'® there is an
orchard belonging to Benjamin Shadgett on this site. In 1835, after the



viaduct was bullt, his land was auctioned, and a plan produced by the
tioneers,'” and reproduced by Roger Thornburgh in 'Loose Matters' No. 3
(Fig. 2), shows a quarry and also a lime-kiln whick would be used to burn the

ragstone for mortar. According to the 1840 Tithe Award, the land, described
as 'guarries, house, efc.', was cwned by John Suttcn, a Maidstone stonemason
who alsoc owne
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2 quarry in Boughton Monchelsea at this ftime but lived in
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Vestborough. Soon after this 'Rosemount' was built,

CRISBRCOK

HAYLE MiLL

Fig. 2 The site of Rosemcunt guarry. Fig. 3 Hayle Mill and its quarry.

HAYLE MILL

Just on the border of Loose parish was ancother small quarry belonging to
the Green family of Hayle Mill (Fig. 3). Mr J. Barcham Green, writing in the
Heath House Young Ornitholegists' Club magazine for 1978, said that some stone
from this quarry was used for building St. Stephen's church at Tovil in
1839-41, and later the same quarry provided stone for his father's house,
'‘Godlands'.



FOX'S QUARRY

I have found rather less information about a fourth Loose quarry, the one
to the left of the track from Filmer's Farm into Quarry Wood, It is not shown
on the 0.8. map of 1866 but is on the one of 1897, and I have been told that
it closed in the 1920's, It is known as Fox's Quarry, and in the Valuation
Records of 1909-10'# C.M. Fox of Lobster Hall, Loose, owned a quarry,
presumably this one. His agent was Raynham of Dairy Farm, Marden, and C.M.
Fox Ltd. were prominent Marden farmers, owning several farms in the area.'®
In the Valuation Records the name Raynham has been crossed through in pencil
and G. Foster Clark pencilled in. Does anyone know any more about this
quarry?

The Valuation Records also record a quarry belonging to James Wood at
Springhead, and there are several small quarries in that area.

Another small quarry face exists in the shaw below '0ld Lakenham'. It is
shown on the 0.S. map of 1908 with a track leading to it from Walnut Tree
Lane, but I have found no reference to it elsewhere.

I hope that next time I shall be able to fill in some of these gaps and
to describe some of the Boughton Quarries and the preople who worked there,
many of whom lived in Loose, so if any one can help me with any information
at all I shall be very grateful,

REFERENCES AND BIBLIOGRAPHY

' Memoirs of the Geological Survey of Great Britain 1963 : Geology of the
Country around Maidstone.

% John Whichcord jnr., Observations on Kentish Ragstone as a Building

Haterial.

L.F. Salzman, Buildings in England down to 1540.
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THXE BAPTIST CHURCH
8% g
JULIA PAGE AXD ROGER THORNBURGH

The 25 January last marked the centenary of the laying of the foundation
Stone of the Loose Baptist Church. The inscription on it records that the
ceremony was performed by Mr John Barker, who was not only 'principal of a
gigantic business in London' - the Kensington department store - but also a
native of Loose. By 1888 the original chapel in the Iron Room in Malthouse
Hill, which bad only opened ten years before, had become ‘inconvenient and out
of repair' - basically too small for the growing congregation. So, at a cost
of just on £1000, a new building was being erected in Church Street by Messrs
Vood & Son of Boughton Monchelsea; it was designed to seat about 250 and had
a schoolroom underneath,

The occasion was marked with a half-holiday for the school children and
decorations all round the village. At the ceremony itself, attended by the
Mayor of Maidstone and ‘other influential gentlemen', both Chapel and
Churchmen, every speech was carefully worded in order to give no offence. MNr
Barker remarked on how 'they now lived in an age of religious toleration if
not of religious equality, and he was sure that all gathered there that day,
whether they were Churchmen (and he was pleased to see so many there) or
whether they were Nonconformists, had all but one ambition in view, the view
of furthering the welfare of their fellow men'. Two hymns were sung, and many
references made to Mrs McAlley, who had financed the project until such time
as sufficient money had come in. "

A lunch followed in the National
School, after which the Secretary of
the Building Fund, ¥r G. H. Graham,
reported that to date he had collected
£288; by the end of the day a further
£301 was raised. Finally, the old
people of the village were provided
with a ‘sumptuous free tea' and a
'‘Pleasing entertainment consisting of
vocal and instumental music,
recitations, etc.'.

The completed church officially
opened a few months later, on 11 July,
with a Public Meeting chaired by John
Barker and a sermon preached by the
Revd. H. Barker of Hastings.

REFERENCES _ Baptist Chapel ¢.1910

Xaidstone Journal, 28 January 1888.
G. H. Graham, Loose and District Illustrated Almanac, 1889,



DOMESDAY LOOSE

ROGER THORNBURGH

Although the manor of Loose is not mentioned in Villiam I's Domesday
Book (1086), there can be no doubt that it did exist then. It was named in a
Charter of AD 832 when it was given by Ethelwulf, son of King Egbert of the
Vest Saxons, to a widow named Suete and her daughter, who in turn donated it
to Christ Church Priory, Canterbury,’ and it alsoc appears in the Domesday
Nonachorum, a document, dating from about AD 1100, of the same Christ Church
Priory#

The Domesday Book is a record of the survey that the king had ordered
to take place throughout his newly-won country to find out ‘about this country,
. . how many hundreds of hides were in the shire, what land the king himself
had, and what livestock upon the land, or what dues he ought to have each year
from the shire; . . how much land his archbishops had, and his diocesan
bishops, and his abbots, and his earls; . . what or how much each man had who
was an occupier of land in England, either in land or in livestock, and how
much money it was worth.'3 The information was used not only for tax
assessment purposes but also when arbitration was needed in cases of land
disputes, so the detail is considerable; 'its decisions,' wrote the treasurer
Richard Fitznigel a hundred years later, 'like those of the Last Judgement, are
unalterable.'

The Domesday Monachorum, unlike the king's secular and administrative
survey, 1s basically an eccleslastical record of the churches and lands
belonging to Christ Church Priory, Canterbury, but it clearly shows that in
early Norman times Loose was considered to be part of East Farleigh.

The following is a translation (from the Latin of the originals) of the
entries for both East Farleigh and Loose from these two documents, plus notes
on some of the terms used and matters covered,

DONESDAY BOOK

‘In MEDESTAN Hundred

The Archbishop himself holds FERLAGA. It is assessed at 6 sulungs. There is
land for 26 ploughs. On the demesne are 4. 35 villeins with 56 bordars have
30 ploughs. A church is there and 3 mills worth 27 shillings and 8 pence.
There are 8 slaves and 6 fisheries yielding 1200 eels. There are 12 acres of
meadow and woodland to render 115 pigs.

Of the land of this manor Godfrey holds In fee % sulung, and there he has 2
ploughs and 7 villeins with 10 bordars who have 3 ploughs and 4 slaves and 1
mill worth 20 pence and 4 acres of meadow and woodland to render 30 pigs.
The whole manor before 1066 was worth 16 pounds and afterwards as much. Now
1t is worth 22 pounds: what Abel now holds 6 pounds; what Godfrey holds 9
pounds; what Richard has In his territory 4 pounds.'



DOMESDAY MONACHORUH

‘Concerning FEARNLEGE: Fernlaege is a manor of the monks and belongs to their
food; and before 1066 it was assessed at 6 sulungs and it is valued at 22
pounds; and the part of it which Abel the monk holds by order of the
archbishop is valued at 6 pounds, and the part of it which Richard has within
his lowey [is valued] at 4 pounds; and of the 6 sulungs Godfrey the steward
holds a half sulung which Is valued at @ pounds.’

‘Concerning HLOSE: Hlose is a-manor of the monks and belongs to their
clothing, and is assessed at a sulung, and Abel the monk holds it, and pays a
revenue to the monks. The sulung lies in the 6 sulungs of Farleigh.'

NOTES
DOMESDAY BCOOK:

MEDESTAN Hundred : the Hundred of Maidstone. Kent was divided up into
seven 'lathes’ and then into subdivisions called ‘hundreds' for
administrative purposes,

The Archbishop himself holds FERLAGA : the Archbishop of Canterbury was
the Italian Lanfranc who had come over with Villiam, and was granted
the manor of East Farleigh.

assessed at 6 sulungs : a sulung was a land measurement for tax purposes
peculiar to Kent, and probably about 180-200 acres; 6 sulungs thus
gives 1080-1200 acres - about the size of the present East Farleigh
parish and somewhat bigger than modern Loose (719 acres), The term
‘sulung' is the origin of the word 'soil'.

Ipfe Archieps ten Frrrac.a. IN MEDESTAN HIND.
p.vr.folins fe defd . Tra.E.xxvi. cat.In dfiio fant. 111 7 XXXV,
uiti cii . Lvi . bord hiit. xxx . car . Ibi weccla . 7 11r.mold de
xxvir.folid 7 virr. den. Ibi . virt - ferui -7 V1. pifcarie.de mille
cc.anguitt. Ibi. x11.4c pti . Silua.c.xv . porcg.

De fra hujq C% ten Godefrici’ in feuo dimid folin . 7 ibi ht. 11,
car. 7 vii.uillos cu x . bord hntes. 111. car . 7 1111, feruos. 7 1. mold
de. xx . den. 7 r.ads pi. 7 Silug . xxx . poré.

Toth @ T.R.E.ualeb xvi. Ii5 . 7 poft med . 7 i mxrr.dib.

Qq abel 1 tenz’ vr. lib . Qd Godefrid” 1%.1i5.Qd Ricard

in fua leugar1111. lib.

The Domesday entry for (East) Farleigh



land for 26 ploughs : an indication of the amount of arable land,
presumably on the whole manor. A plough was generally drawn by a team
of eight oxen and could manage about an acre a day. On the basis of a
family needing about ten acres to support itself, this gives
approximately 260 acres.

on the demesne : the 'home farm' of the lord of the manor, worked by the
peasants as part of their feudal duties - 'boon-work'.

35 villeins and 56 bordars : these were the free peasant farmers - as
opposed tc the unfree slaves (see below). They made up a sizeable
proportion of the population and would have had to do work for the
lord or pay him rent in return for their land; bordars had less land
than villeins, perhaps 5 as against 20 or so acres. Some historians
say that villeins would have held between 30 and 100 acres, but there
does not seem to have been enough room in East Farleigh for such
large acreages. .

4 church is there : presumably the church of East Farleigh rather than that of
Loose, though both are probably Norman in origin. There may, of course,
have been wooden churches prior toc either of these two.

3 mills : as windmills appeared about a hundred years later, these would
have been watermills for grinding corn, but no clue is given as to
where they were; the Loose village mill, which used to stand in Mill
Street, may well have been one of them,

8 slaves : the poorest peasants, about one in ten of the population and
completely unfree, unable to move home or do much else without
permission.

¢ fisheries yielding 1200 eels : probably millponds, or fish traps at weirs
along the Medway, which would have provided a variety of fish
including eels, a favourite of the Normans ; the '1200 eels' were
surely a tax rather than the number produced per year, as some books
suggest.

12 acres of meadow : presumably beside the Medway, the Beult or Loose

- stream, and valuable land - worth about three times as much as
arable land, for it grew the hay for feeding to the animals which
were to be kept alive during the winter; most animals would have been
killed and the meat salted down.

woodland to render 115 pigs : woodland provided villagers with fuel and
building timber, but it also served as pig-pasture; it seems that
the sort of rent that was paid for the use of the woodland was one
pig in ten, suggesting that there were well over 1000 pigs wandering
around the manor of East Farleigh in Norman times.

Godfrey holds in fee % sulung : Godfrey may be the person of the same name
who is recorded as holding land from the Archbishop in Petham, Lenhan
and Sheppey. Piecing together the information in both the Domesday
Book and Domesday Monachorum, it appears that Godfrey was the Steward
of Malling, and as far as the manor of East Farleigh was concerned his
land seems to have been in Hunton (also part of the manor).

before 1066 : in the time of King Edward (the Confessor).

Now it is worth 22 pounds : the value of this manor increased but sonme
fell in value, as, for example, in the north of England where William
put down a rising with a harshness that resulted in terrible
devastation.

Abel : the Domesday Monachorum reveals that Abel was a monk and held part
of the manor 'by order of the archbishop'; it also shows that Loose
formed at least part, if not all, of that holding. If Godfrey's half
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sulung was worth £9 and Abel's whole sulung was only worth £6, it
would seem that Loose in Norman times was not one of the most
prospercus parts of the manor; perhaps the Anglo-Saxon origin of the
name Loose, meaning 'pig sty', still held true in 1086.

Richard : again reference to the Domesday Monachorum tells us that Richard
held land apart from East Farleigh, and together it formed what was
termed a ‘'lowey'. This basically meant a large holding which, in Kent,
referred to the estate associated with Tonbridge Castle. The land-
holder was Richard FitzGilbert (or Richard of Tonbridge), son of Count
Gilbert of Brionne, and the Domesday Bock records that he had been
granted two manors and land in 25 cthers. After William's death,
Richard supported the wrong side and was imprisoned in France where he
died,

DOMESDAY MONACHORUN 5

FEARNLEGE/Fernlaege : two further spellings of (Bast) Farleigh.

a manor of the monks and belongs to their foocd : a refersnce to the manor
of East Farleigh being held by the monks of Christ Church Priory, and
to the income being used *to supply them with food.

HLOSE : the 11th century spelling of Loose from the 0ld English word for
pig sty. The 'Concise Oxford Dictionary of English Place Names'
compares the name Loose with Loosely Row (Bucks) and Loseley
(Surrey) = 'glade with a pig sty', and Loscombe (Dorset) = ‘valley
with a2 pig sty'.

belongs to their clothing : the income from Loose went towards the monks'
clothing,

REFEREKRCES AND BIELIOGRAPHY

' Edward Hasted, History and Topographical Survey of the County of Kent
2nd edition, vol.4d, 1798,
The Domesday Monachorum of Christ Church Canterbury ed. David C.
Douglas, 1544,
= Anglo-Saxon Chronicle.
Bila M.J. Campbell, 'Kent', in H.C. Darby and E.M.J. Campbell <(eds.), The
Domesday Geography of South Fast England, C.U.P,, 1962,
H.C. Darby, Domesday England, C.U.P., 1976,
John Fines & Jon Nichol, Domesday, Blackwell, 1985,
R. Velldon Finn, Domesday Book: a guide, Phillimore, 1973.
V.H. Galbraith, Domesday Book : its place in administrative history,
C.U.P., 1974,
Thomas Hinde (ed.), The Domesday Book, England's Heritage Then and Now,
Guild Publishing London 1885,
Frank W. Jessup, Kent History Illustrated, K.C.C., 1964,
Frank ¥. Jessup, 4 History of Kent, Phillimore, 1974,
Philip Morgan (ed.), Domesday Book 1 Kent, Phillimore 1983,
Michael Vood, Domesday, A Search for the Roots of England, Guild
Publishing London 1586,
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THEE MITLLS OF THE LOOSE VALILEY
JONATHAN WARNER

The stream which flows through Loose on its way to the Medway at Tovil
once powered thirteen watermills in two-and-a-half miles, (Coles Finch's
Sixteen is an overestimate'). In 1902, Sir Charles Igglesden reported that
nine were still operating. Most were engaged in paper-making for at least
part of their working lives; the last one, Hayle Mill, ceased production in the
summer of 1987.

Vhilst the history of the mills is generally well recaorded (especially by
Bob Spain®), information on the three mills farthest upstream is relatively
thin. Until the late nineteenth century, this area was included in a detached
part of East Farlsigh parish. Of the three, Gurney's Mill is nearest to Loose
village, just to the east of the viaduct. Moving upstream, next came Upper
M1lI and, finally, evidence points strongly to a mill on the Leg o' Mutton pond.

At present, my particular interest is Upper Mill. This used a rare
combination of power sources, the nineteen-foot diameter water-wheel being fed
both by water from Springhead pond (overshot Operation), and by means of a
leat from the Leg o' Mutton pond which reached the wheel at a lower level
(high breast operation). This is an arrangement which would appear to be
unigue in Kent. It is not clear if both sources of water-power were usable at
once, or were alternatives according to the availability of the water in the

two ponds. Later, a steam engine was added to provide an alternative to water
power.

Upper Mill, Salts Lane, ¢.1910,
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The history of Upper Mill is recorded from 1706, It was once owned by
the famous paper-maker James Whatman (not Gurney's Mill, as Thomas Balston
argues®). It was sold by auction in 1908¢, and demolition began soon
afterwards, Today, only a small amount of masonry remains and the millyard
has become part of the garden of Upper Xill Cottage.

I should welcome any further information on Upper Mill, and alsc, for
future research, on any of the other mills of the Loose Valley.

REFERENCES AND BIBLICGRAPHY

' Villiam Coles Finch, Windmills and Watermills, Chatham, 1933,

= R.J. Spain, 'The Loose Vatermills', Arch. Cant., lxxxvi (1972) and
Ixxxvii (1973).

* Thomas Balston, James Whatman, Father and Son, London, 1957,

4 Auction Sale Particulars, 1908,

THE PARISH POOR
MARGARET COLLINS

Iwo factors must be kept in mind whilst researching this subject, for
they are often reflected 'between the lines' of the ledgers.

On the one hand, whilst the land and property owners of the past might
well have been considered extremely wealthy, they did in fact have to face
endless taxation on such items as births, marriages, deaths, bachelorhood,
bricks, hearths, windows, dogs, servants and even wig-powder; added to which
further tax was then levied upon them for revenue toward the repair of roads
and bridges, the upkeep of the Church fabric and the Clergy, the cost of
maintaining the Militia and the Navy, and last but not least support of the
pocr of the Parish., (Is it any wonder that they chose to emigrate to the
colonies in their hundreds?)

On the other hand, the ordinary folk who rented their hovels were utterly
dependent upon being able to work, for whatever meagre pittance their employer
might choose to pay them, and this meant that they must keep themselves in
good fettle, Of course some were sadly left destitute through no fault of
their own, but the workshy - and there were a few in each parish - were not
tolerated for long; in the days before the setting up of Workhouses, they were
invariably paid by the Overseers toc move out of the area for good.

From the -existing records of the Overseers of the Poor commencing in
1694, it appears that here in Loose a public meeting was held annually to
decide precisely who should be eligible for assistance, and it was only by
order of the Sessions or a Justice of the Peace that anyone other than those

13



who fell victim to the pestilence or smallpox could be added to the list for
that year. Basically 'the poor' comprised widows - either aged or those left
with very young children, the blind, the crippled and naturals (idiots).

Poor-tax varied from a rate of a shilling in the pound in 1694 to
sixpence in 1707, which is as far as my researches have taken me yet; and
rom those on the list it is possible to deduce that Bufkin, Charlton, Castreat
and Boorman were the principle landowners. Also included were several
'‘forriners' (folk who had land in the parish but lived elsewhere), and it is
here that we learn of Mr Denmarle owning a hop-garden in 1694, and Richard
Beale a cherry ground in 1706, Note was also kept of those in arrears with
their taxes.

The 1694 Assessments of Income amounted to twenty-two pounds and a
penny, and this was disbursed by the Overseers on a weekly basis to the poor
themselves or to those with whom they were lodged, (obviously there was not
yet a purpose-built Poorhouse in Loose), and on a quarterly basis to those
supplying medicines, shoes, items of clothing and firewood.

The ledgers themselves make fascinating reading, for as well as being
simple account books they contain a wealth of facts relating to the social
history of the period and, by putting fogether separate entries, one can follow
the fortunes or misfortunes of many a poor soul, glean details of household
iteams and wearing apparel and their cost, and learn of the outbreak, treatment
and outcome of typhoid and smallpox epidemics, for which purging and/or blood-
letting (by leeches or the knife) appeared to be the standard treatment.

A3 my researches into the 'Poor' preceed, I hope to investigate some late
L7th century inventories in an attempt to establish precisely how wealthy scme
of ayers were, and then to search maps and more ledgers for clues
about the possible location of a Poorhouse, before finally examining the

] reports relating to the 19th century Workhouse that existed at

I.OOSE YIiADPDUCT
Built ¢.1829-30 and credited to Thomas Telford, the civil engineer.

1f you have any information about the Loose Viaduct over Salts Lane,
please contact Betty Sidebottom, Tel. 43822,
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THE DE PYMPE FAMIILIY OF LOOSE
PAT JENEER

Visitors to All Saints Church, Loose, take pleasure in looking at the
history of the village embroidered on the covers of the pew seats. The
covering immediately in front of the lectern shows seven coats of arms, each
with a family name, and the third from the left is that of de Pympe,
remembered now in the name of Pimps Court, recently altered back to its old
spelling of Fympes Court.

The story starts in 1070 when a knight named de Pympe was granted land
in West Barming, Nettlestead and East Farleigh (now Loose).' In accordance
with Norman French feudal custom he chose Loose to be the principal property
and built there a strong house which could be easily defended, a personal
chapel and a mill. Fragments of the chapel still exist and the possibility is
that the mill was at Great Ivy. ‘

The family flourished and undertoock public duties, including that of
Sheriff of Kent,® which required attendance before the monarch when Parliament
was called. This was not a frequent event, some years none was called, but it
was no mean undertaking to travel to London with sufficient guards, pack mules
with bedding and plate, and all for a one day sitting. For this duty the
County paid the Sheriff the sum of four shillings a day.

In the late 14th century, Reginald de Pympe built a new house for his
wife and future family at Nettlestead. He had married the daughter of Sir
Ralph de Framingham whose land adjoined Pympes Court. It was a sorrow to
both families when the son and heir, John, died at Agincourt in October 1415,
leaving his father, Reginald, as the last in the male line of a 'noble and

ancient family'.

A cadet branch of the family inherited the land but not the title. John
Pympe® who was born in 1417, inherited the Loose and Nettlestead properties
upon the death of his brother in 1436. John had married twice and by his
second wife, Philippa, had two sons, John and Reynold (or Reginald) and at
least one daughter. He died on the 8 November 1454, when his eldest son was
only 7 years of age and Reynold 6.

The Pympe family were vassals of Humphrey Stafford, 1st Duke of
Buckingham, one of whose properties was Penshurst Place, Kent, and the children
and the Pympe lands were placed under his administration. Reynold was, for a
time, in the household of Thomas Rotherham, Bishop of Lincoln, and later
Archbishop of York. The Duke was killed at the Battle of Northampton (1460),4
but the boys' affairs continued in the hands of the widowed Duchess.

Vhen he came to age, Reynold took possession of Pympe's Court, Loose, and
married Elizabeth Passele (or Passheley), the Lady of Thevegate (Smeeth,
Kent).® This was an advantageous marriage as the girl was a kinswoman of the
Voodvilles of The Mote, Maidstone, who, in turn, were related to Elizabeth
Voodville, consort of Edward IV. Since the 2nd Duke of Buckingham - grandson
of Reynold's guardian - had been married at the age of 11 years to one of the
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