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EDITORIAL

The news that I am very happy to announce concerns the new
edition of the volume that used to be called Ansford Diary I. I have
said it so many times already that I am scarcely to be tolerated if I
repeat it; but this is a totally new book, double the size of its
predecessor, with revised and in many cases completely re-written
notes. Those members who ordered and paid for their copies in
advance of publication will already have received them. To them I
should like to take the opportunity of apologising, on behalf of the
Parson Woodforde Society, for the long wait that has been imposed
upon them.

It occurs to me that some confusion may have been experienced by
members over the numeration and titling of our diary sequence. The
first two volumes were rightly called Ansford Diary I and Ansford
Diary II, because, we being faced with an immense mass of diary
material, although a good part of the years 1759-65 were spent by
the diarist at Oxford, the University entries were already in print
and it was felt that the priority must go to material which was
nowhere to be read except in Woodforde’s manuscript. The Oxford
entries having been restored in the new edition, this no longer
applies, so we have re-named the series to carry the general running
title of The Diary of James Woodforde, this being Vol. L. Its
successor, the old Ansford Diary II, will upon its appearance be
Vol. II of the new sequence.

However, after producing the first two volumes, because of the
interest in the Society shown by East Anglian members, and
because Woodforde continued to be associated in the mind of the
general public largely with Norfolk, we decided to go forward,
jumping over several years, to cover the period 1776-81,
Woodforde’s first six years in Norfolk. The three volumes of this
part of the diary were numbered Vols. I, IT and III of the new series.
We then went back and published Ansford III, IV and V, running
from 1786 to 1773, following these with the Oxford and Somerset
volume, containing the years 1774 and 1775, and thus providing a
bridge between the two portions of the diary.

In a future republication of any of these volumes, we shall abandon
this rather awkward arrangement, and their titles will be in
chronological order, in sequence from 1759 to 1781, under the title
of The Diary of James Woodforde.

The reader will have noticed that this issue of the Journal is an
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extended one, the extra pages made necessary by the length of two
of the articles. Angus Fraser needs no introduction to our members.
The superbly high quality of both research and writing speaks for
itself. Ken Baddley is a new contributor to the Journal, but his work
is marked by accuracy and professional finish that is to be rated
very highly indeed. When Robin Gibson wrote his fine article on
Justice Creed for the last Journal, he purposely left out more than
a bare mention of the great quarrel over the singing gallery, which
set all Castle Cary by the ears. The piece now introduced to our
readers allows us a much more complete picture of this contention
than has formerly been available. It is to me personally a profound
irony that much of the essay is based on documents in the Somerset
Record Office at Taunton that I was solemnly assured did not exist!
We are all grateful to Ken Baddley for having found and made such
very good use of them.

R. L. WINSTANLEY
Editor

I wish to offer my most profound apologies to one of our
members who with great kindness sent me a photograph of
Ringland Church for the Journal. This, together with its
covering letter, was lost before I had an opportunity to take a
note of the sender’s address. Repeated searches have totally
failed to discover their whereabouts, and I can only express a
lasting regret for what has happened. — Ed.

VICE-CHAIRMAN’S NOTES

Our chairman’s business affairs having whisked him off to the land
of “the rebel Americans”, these notes come to you not from the foot
of the comforting North Downs but from a still decidedly wintry
Peak District. Looking out onto snow-covered hills, I am prompted
to ask what was the highest point on which our Parson ever stood?
(Suggestions on a post-card, please ...).
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That is one question which, I suspect, Roy Winstanley’s newly-
published biography of Woodforde will not seek to answer, but by
the time members read this enlarged edition of the Journal many
will have read Mr Winstanley’s book and will have a more
informed and comprehensive view of James Woodforde, his life
and times, than we have ever enjoyed before. I certainly look
forward to the arrival of my copy with eager anticipation.

1996 has already been an auspicious year in the history of our
Society. The publication in February of Volume I of the Society’s
new edition of the diary brings together for the first time in print
all the entries for the years 1759-62. It is a handsomely produced
volume, indexed and with updated notes by Roy Winstanley. A
recent review by Roy Foster of The Synge Letters (written by
Bishop Edward Synge to his daughter Alicia between 1746-1752,
ed. Marie-Louise Legg) conferred upon them the very highest
praise: “... the voice that comes through is not muffled by scholarly
apparatus; it is as personal as Woodforde or Kilvert, and this book
is as important as theirs”. Certainly, it is only necessary to read a
few pages of The Diary of James Woodforde — New Edition:
Volume I to be reminded of how important an insight into
eighteenth century life Woodforde provides. Any remaining copies
will be on sale at the Norwich Frolic in May, another occasion to
which, thanks to the unstinting hard work of Phyllis Stanley, we
can look forward with relish.

The young Woodforde did not like to be reminded of his bills, as
he was on 31 October 1761:

Had 2 p". of Shoes heelpieced and fore=
=pieced for which I owe Clements —

I shall pay Clements very soon &
dismiss him for his bringing on

my Bill, without my sending for it ...

Fortunately, members of the Parson Woodforde Society are far
more understanding and, should they not have paid their
subscription (£10), will be happy to be reminded that it should be
sent directly to our Treasurer, Dr David Case, whose address may
now be found on the back inside cover of the Journal.

MARTIN BRAYNE
Vice-Chairman



“LORD ORFORD’S DROLL-DRESSED MILITIA MEN”

In July 1759 the newly formed Norfolk Regiment of Militia, the
first to be chosen for duty outside its own county, was in transit
through London on the way to Portsmouth. At its head was George
Walpole (1730-91), 3rd earl of Orford, lord lieutenant of Norfolk,
and a grandson of Robert Walpole, the former prime minister. The
Norfolk militiamen created a stir in the capital. When they were
reviewed by George II outside Kensington Palace, the king
frequently called out: “They are brave fellows”. The man he had
reluctantly appointed Secretary of State, William Pitt — Pitt the
Elder — wrote to his wife: “Nothing could make a better appearance
than the two Norfolk battalions. Lord Orford; with the port of Mars
himself, and really the genteelest figure under arms I ever saw, was
the theme of every tongue.” Orford’s uncle, Horace Walpole of
Strawberry Hill, did not much care for his eccentric and extravagant
nephew. But even he told George Montagu: :

My Lord Orford, their colonel, I hear, looked gloriously martial
and genteel, and I believe it; his person and air have a noble
wildness in them; the regimentals, too, are very becoming, scarlet
faced with black, buff waistcoats and gold buttons. How knights
of shires, who have never shot anything but woodcocks, like this
warfare, I don’t know; but the towns through which they pass
adore them; everywhere they are treated and regaled.

That was the glamorous side of the regiment’s call-out. There was
nothing glamorous about the fate awaiting them at Hilsea Barracks
in Portsmouth. Low lying and surrounded by salt springs, the
barracks were insalubrious in the extreme. Casualties mounted as
men from isolated Norfolk villages fell prey to smallpox, “the flux”
(dysentery) and “putrid fever” (typhus), to the point where the
regiment had to be marched away again as being no longer fit for
duty in Portsmouth.

These Norfolk battalions, and others similarly on the move,
represented the new turn given to home defence in the early years
of the Seven Years’ War, as Britain, ill-armed and ill-organized,
faced a long struggle of endurance with France. The military
needed a boost to counter the threat looming on the Continent, but
augmenting the regular army, or importing foreign mercenaries,
would have been highly expensive and, in the case of mercenaries,
distasteful to national pride, as the government had already
discovered in hastily bringing over Hanoverian and Hessian
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soldiers to protect the country. The alternative was to give a large
body of men some military training and keep them in civil
employment until the moment of danger. Parliament was persuaded
to pass an Act (30 Geo. II, c.25) ordering militia regiments to be
re-established in the counties of England and Wales. (It was not yet
considered safe to arm the Scots and Irish on similar lines.) The
nearest thing to compulsory service in the ranks that could be
attained politically was the introduction of conscription by ballot
among men between the ages of 18 and 50, together with the
allocation of quotas to each county. Anyone chosen in the ballot
might, however, provide a substitute or pay a fine of £10, although
the latter option simply deferred liability for three years. It was soon
also enacted that a parish might offer volunteers in place of
conscripts. Officers were to be appointed by the counties’ lord
lieutenants. The control and administration of the force were
assigned to a defined class of county gentlemen by establishing a
scale of property qualifications, both for the deputy lieutenants who
organized recruitment and for the commissioned ranks who
commanded the enrolled men. But the money for pay, clothing and
arms was to be voted by Parliament and found out of general
taxation. These features made the new militia very different —
constitutionally, politically and administratively — from the old
militias of Tudor, Stuart and Cromwellian times.

It was a Norfolk man, the Hon. George Townshend of Raynham
(1724-1807), who steered this 1757 Act through Parliament; and
the large number of volunteers in Norfolk ensured that less than
half its quota of 960 had to be recruited by the ballot. The county
was among the first to respond to the call, by raising the 1st
(Western) Battalion and 2nd (Eastern) Battalion of the Norfolk
Regiment of Militia. The dividing line between “regiments” and
“pattalions” varied from time to time, and the designations were
sometimes applied loosely. The distinction depended basically on
the number and strength of companies in the formation, which in
turn determined the permissible number of field officers (colonel,
lieutenant colonel and major): only a regiment might have all three.
Eventually both Norfolk battalions became regiments in their own
right. Townshend’s kinsman and neighbour, the 3rd earl of Orford,
held the chief command of the Norfolk militia ex officio, as lord
lieutenant, up to his death. Townshend himself was appointed
colonel of the Western battalion; in the Eastern, his fellow Member
of Parliament for Norfolk, Sir Armine Wodehouse of Kimberley
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(c.1714-77), was lieutenant colonel, with John Hobart of Blickling,
2nd earl of Buckinghamshire (1723-93), in the top rank. A colonel’s
appointment tended to be in large measure honorific, though influ-
ential and affording opportunities for patronage. Often, in practice,
the continuous command functions were exercised by the next
officer in line. The entire Norfolk regiment was embodied for active
service in 1759-62 and again, once France struck an alliance with
the rebelling American colonies, in 1778-83. On the former occasion
Townshend’s cousin and second-in-command, William Windham
of Felbrigg(1717-61), quickly had to take charge of the Western
battalion when Townshend left to join Wolfe’s expedition against
Quebec, where he assumed the direction of the British forces on
the heights of Abraham at Wolfe’s death in the moment of victory.

The second mobilization took place in April 1778, two years after
Parson Woodforde settled in Weston. A lord lieutenant, as well as
having the overall militia command in his county, could also be
colonel of one of its militia units, and since 1774 Lord Orford had
held that rank for the Western battalion. At the time of this new
embodiment, the man whom Horace Walpole described as “an
amazing compost of sense, insensibility, and frenzy” had
supposedly just recovered from one of the bouts of insanity that
plagued his later life, but I suspect he was still surfing on the crest
of a manic high. To the consternation of the king and the Norfolk
gentlemen in London, he insisted on sending both battalions to
Norwich, whereas, so Horace Walpole wrote to Lord Hertford on
5 April, “his Majesty wishes to have that disposition altered, the
greatest inconveniencies being apprehended; and that both
battalions should be quartered, as they used to be, at Yarmouth and
Dereham”. Orford favoured scorched earth defence tactics, and
issued orders that the suburbs of Norwich were to be burned down
if the French landed anywhere on the coast. He was equally firm
over the quality of recruits to the county militia, reporting to the
Secretary at War on 28 April that since his arrival he had “Dismissd.
near twenty, misshapen, under Limbed, distemper’d, men” from
the Western battalion, and had told the deputy lieutenants to send
“none but sizeable, able bodied” ones. When Lieutenant General
Pierson reviewed the battalion on Mousehold Heath on 12 May, he
found them “a pretty good body of men, but not tall”; their arms
and accoutrements were deemed to be “very bad”. Although he
accepted that “the men seem to have a desire to do well”, there was
obviously much ground to be made up.
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His wakeful malice spends the night In forging his accurst designs,
His obstinate ungen’rous spite No execrable means declines.

This action, too, had its consequences in several meetings, in which
even Woodforde senior, who had thus far managed to stay clear of
the controversy, got involved.

What the singers may have seen as a victory over Justice Creed,
and, perhaps, as a victory over all of those who did not enjoy what
must now have seemed to be the invulnerable status of a Cary
singer, seems to have imbued them with a confidence which they
seem not to have had previously, and, to the diarist’s displeasure,
they begin to try to dictate matters in the church during services.
Things came to a head on 12 November 1769:

I read Prayers and Preached this moming at C. Cary Church —

I was disturbed this morning at Cary Church by the Singers —

I sent my Clerk some time back by the Cary Singers, to desire
that they would not sing the Responses in the Communion
Service, which they complied with for several Sundays,

but this morning after the first Commandment they

had the impudence to sing the Response, and therefore

I spoke to them out of my Desk, to say & not sing the Responses,
which they did after, and at other Places they sung as usual —
N.B. There was no singing this Afternoon at Ansford.

The Singers in the Gallery were John Coleman the Baker,
Jonathan Croker, Will® Pew Jun'., ThoS. Penny, WillZ Ashford,
Hooper the Singing Master, James Lucas, Peter M". Francis’s
Man, M". Melliars Man James, Farmer Hix’s son, Robert
Sweets, and the two young Dunfords —

This must have thoroughly upset Woodforde. He was an Oxford
man, who had little time for dissenters,!8 and had he lived into the
mid-nineteenth century I am certain from many references in the
diary that he would have espoused Tractarianism very cheerfully
indeed.

Coincidentally, John Wesley’s diary records a similar instance,
some twenty years earlier when, on Sunday 4 February 1750, he
writes:

I preached at Hayes ... the church was filled ... and all behaved

well but the singers, whom I therefore reproved before the
congregation, and some of them were ashamed ...

The diary entry for 12 November 1769 is the only one in which we
are told the names of some of the Cary singers. We know that there
were up to thirty of them and that James Clarke was among their
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number, but they are otherwise anonymous. This is also the entry
that confirms the activity of a singing-master, the Hooper to whom
Woodforde referred as having taught them singing.

So who were these singers? The diary allows us to identify some
of them — and Mr Winstanley has kindly filled some gaps in my
knowledge. John Coleman is obvious; he is the baker in Cary,
though there is another John Coleman, who was at one time parish
clerk and therefore known as Clerk Coleman; Jonathan Croker is
either the publican who kept the Royal Oak in Castle Cary, or a
member of that family; William Pew junior was the son of a
successful tradesman, merchant and carrier in Cary, the man who,
in a memorable diary entry of Woodforde’s at the height of the
gallery dispute “brought me a dozen more spitting Basons from
Oxford by his waggon”; Thomas Penny was the brother of Robin
Penny, a clergyman who was Samuel Woodforde’s curate for a
time, and later rose to be the Duke of Beaufort’s Domestic
Chaplain; William Ashford or Aishford is identified only as a
resident of Castle Cary; Hooper we already know of and I have
found only one further diary reference to him; James Lucas is, like
Croker, either the publican of that name, from the Angel Inn of
which Edward Rack spoke well, or of that family; and the rest, apart
from the two whom we can assume to be schoolboys, are servants.

I would refer at this point to John Beresford, the editor of the 1935
edition of the diary, and point to what he mentions as one of the
characteristics of the eighteenth century — the good fellowship
between different classes and sections of society and the relative
absence of that snobbishness which was so much to characterize
the next century. We have here a gallery band comprising inter alia
one physician, one baker, two publicans, one carrier and several
domestic servants. It is not possible to say who among them
fomented such strife, but two weeks later they again stayed away
from church. The diary for 26 November:

...N.B. No singing this morning, the Singers not being at Church,

they being highly affronted with me at what I lately had done.

Note, please, that the diarist does not refer to singers being at
church, but not putting in an appearance in the gallery; no singers
were present in the building at all, implying a planned co-ordinated
absence.

This was not enough for the singers, though, for the diary for 17
December 1769 shows that they were not yet sated. Woodforde, in
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the diary entry, refers only to “some people” as the target of the
attack, but their intention is quite clear, the first verse of the metrical
psalm showing that the parson’s choice of words might hide his
own offended dignity and reveal the singers’ opinion of Woodforde
himself in the context of the gallery dispute:

...the Singers at Cary did not please me this Afternoon by singing
the 12. Psalm — New Version — reflecting on some People —

Here is the full savour of the final revenge of Cary singers:

Since Godly men decay, O Lord, Do then my cause defend,

For scarce these wretched days afford One just and faithful friend.
One neighbour now can scarce believe What t’other does impart,
With flattering lips they all deceive And with a double heart.

But lips that with deceit abound Can never prosper long,

God's righteous vengeance will confound The proud
blaspheming tongue.

In vain these foolish boasters say “Our Tongues are sure our own’;
With doubtful words we’ll still betray, And be controul’d by none’.

But God, who hears the suff’ring poor, And their oppression knows,
Will soon arise and give them best, In spite of all their foes.

Then shall the wicked be perplexed, Nor know what way to fly;
When those whom they despis’d and vex'd, Shall be advanced on
high.
There is, as 1 am sure you will agree, little room for mis-
interpretation.

Let me now conclude with some general reflections on what the
diary entries relating to this dispute have told us.

In the case of the bands of gallery singers with whom Woodforde
came into contact,!? there is evidence that their arrival was a matter
of their choice, with the incumbent often unaware of their intention
to sing on that day. Their absences, too, appear to have been well
co-ordinated. The organised disobedience of the Cary singers
reinforces the impression that they were independent of the church
itself and felt themselves to be above or beyond the control of the
clergy.

The churchwardens’ accounts for Castle Cary for the whole period
from 1708 to the mid-nineteenth century show no disbursements
whatever in respect of the Cary singers, other than the materials
used by James Clarke to block off the gallery; no instruments were
bought, no reeds or strings renewed, no manuscript books or printed
editions of music were purchased. This is in contrast with the
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bellringers of the church, whose every need —right down to polish
and ropes — was supplied and recorded in the accounts. In addition,
the bellringers were paid a specific sum for each ringing on
visitations, presentations and feast days. No payment to any singer
is recorded in the churchwardens’ accounts.

It was to be the end of the “Trouble in the Gallery”. After this point
in the diary, Woodforde only very infrequently refers to the singers
in the galleries of his churches at Castle Cary, Ansford or Weston
Longyville and when he does, it is usually in favourable terms, the
performance of some neighbouring singers during his Norfolk
years receiving quite favourable comment.

The diary cannot tell us what became of the Cary singers?® after
1769, because Woodforde moved permanently to his Norfolk living
in May 1776. Cary Creed, the unwitting villain of the piece, died
in 1775 and was buried in Cary Church. His death was a blow to
James Woodforde. The lifetime interest in Creed’s pew in Cary
church was sold to his executors for five guineas, one of whom,
curiously enough, was William Pew, the father of one of Cary
singers and the other John Tidcombe or Titcombe, the school-
master.

The gallery, so the churchwardens’ accounts tell us, survived as a
singing gallery only until 1810, at which point “two new winges
[sic]” were added at a cost of £116/0/7d. In 1812, the people of
Castle Cary once again purchased an organ, at a cost of £200.

By 1833, there was enough general disquiet within the church of

England for a reform movement to have grown up, centred around
four clergymen — Keble, Pusey, Froude and Newman,?! all fellows
of Oxford colleges. They felt that as a result of the Reform Act of
1832, the church was no longer in the safe keeping of “churchmen”,
and the movement, at first called the Oxford Movement, but later
to be known as the Tractarians, after the series of ninety
publications ‘Tracts of the Times’ (1833-41), favoured a return to
a more formal, more Catholic Anglicanism, which would have been
only too eagerly espoused by the conservative Woodforde. Their
attentions were not focused specifically on the gallery singers; they
were motivated by the general state of decay, and what they saw as
the principal threat to the church, secular political control by
“Liberals and Dissenters”; but the time was ripe for change.

The move towards formality meant the end of the singers generally
and the emergence of surpliced choirs. Though a few remain, most
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of the wooden galleries were torn down, the instruments disposed
of, and the music dispersed to the Baptist and Methodist chapels,

to

the curious “Countess of Huntingdon’s Connexion” (a

Calvinistic form of Methodism), and to the village inns and
alehouses. By the late 1870’s, almost nothing remained.

NOTES

1.
2!

3.
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10.
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12.

13.

14.

15.
16.
17.
18.

19;

20.
21.

In 1759, at a cost of £18/10/-d. Churchwardens’ accounts for the year.

There were no hymns, as such. Only psalms would have been sung in churches
during this period.

Samuel Pepys refers in his diary to a particular psalm taking over one hour to
sing.

. Though the new music did not entirely exclude the organ. Some of the printed

music for gallery bands has “figured bass” parts indicated, which would have
allowed an organist to provide a bass continuo.

. Tunes so complicated that they would have defied any congregation to join in.
. Here I must acknowledge my indebtedness to his article “Towards a Social

History of Castle Cary: Justice Creed and the Cary Singers’ which was
published in the Winter issue of the Journal of the Parson Woodforde Society,
in 1974.

The lowest level of ecclesiastical court; this was not a civil law suit.

And almost fifty years before Catholic emancipation.

Which, according to the church wardens’ accounts, was the first pew on the
north side of the middle aisle, opposite the reading desk.
Not only that; he was his nephew by marriage too, as Woodforde's sister was
James Clarke’s stepmother.
Which may well have been the words we know as “While Shepherds
Watched” to any one of the many tunes with which it is associated.
Polyphonic music for four voices (Soprano, Alto, Tenor and Bass) with
instruments rather than the “Old Way” of the lined-out decorated melodic
kind, with organ accompaniment.
Given that it was an instrument which (as it had gut “frets”) was capable of
chords and arpeggios, it could also have supplied the bass continuo mentioned
earlier.
Mr William Burge, that is, the individual of whom I wrote as joining in as the
bandwagon gained momentum, and not Seth Burge, his nephew, who was
churchwarden.
A manager of causes in an ecclesiastical court.
Though he did comment on their performance in just a very few diary entries.
As opposed to the older Sternhold & Bennett versions of the metrical psalms.
Elsewhere in the diary he refers to a group of such people at a wedding: “the
whole set are rank Presbyterians”.
Including those of Mattishall and Tuddenham churches, who would arrive
from time to time at his church during the Weston Longyville years.
Other than in individual terms.
Newman, of course, shifted his allegiance totally to the Church of Rome in
1845.
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NOTES AND QUERIES

Norfolk Beefans, the correspondence continues

Mr Will Stevens writes:
The word ‘pressure’ is probably the key to Dickens’ (not
excessively funny) joke. The following quotation from The Book
of Apples by Joan Morgan and Alison Richards, Ebury Press, 1993
makes it all clear. (This book is a treasure house of information for
anyone interested in apples):

‘Norfolk Beefing’ — “Apple has tough, rather dry flesh and tough

skin, which allows fruit to be baked without bursting. They were

put in the bread ovens, after the bread had been removed, and an

iron plate was placed on top to press the air out.”

From the early nineteenth century, Biffins packed in boxes were
despatched by Norwich bakers as presents and to London fruiterers.
Commercial operations waned in 1914, but Biffins were on sale up
to the 1950s. In the nineteenth century, they were grown in gardens
all over the country, also for market, recommended for drying. By
the early 1900s, they were “not much grown, but many trees still
found in Norfolk”. Dickens seems to be suggesting that Biffins
were deficient in flavour; presumably the pressing and drying
process was a primitive method of preservation which enabled
them to be eaten out of season but which did nothing for the flavour.
I have a vague recollection of seeing dried and flattened apples in
a television programme a few years ago. Whether it was filmed in
Norfolk, I simply cannot recall.

It would be interesting to hear if any of the experts on the diary can
find any evidence that Woodforde or his contemporaries ever
treated apples in this way.

Ms Hilda Clark is also interested in old apple trees and wrote to the
National Fruit Tree collection at Brogdale, Faversham, Kent, to
inquire whether Beefans still exist. Her correspondents supplied the
information that the Norfolk Beefing was first recorded in 1807.
Woodforde is our authority to prove the inaccuracy of this.

A guide to local conservation is available from The Common
Ground, 45 Shelton Street, London WC2H 9HJ. It is a paperback
pamphlet, costs £4.95, and contains a list of all Norfolk apples, fruit
farms and orchards.

As a postscript to the above, I obtained a very young “beefing” (so
labelled by a Norfolk fruit tree specialist) in November 1994. 1
await its first fruits with much interest.
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How now brown cow?
In a recent Journal, one of a number of stories about animals from
the diary concemed the “Old Cow, Patty, about 10. Years old,
subject to the Gargutt & of bad temper also”. She was sold by her
late owner for £5. Shorter OED spells the condition as ‘Garget’. It
gives two quite separate definitions of the word: 1. “An inflamed
condition of the head and throat in cattle and pigs; 2. “Inflammation
of a cow’s or ewe’s udder”. (1725)
Perhaps the butcher had a poor bargain here and may have found
difficulty in getting his customers to accept 10 year old beef. To
eat it must have been like trying to chew one’s way through an iron
bar. But, it appears not, after all. In his ‘Farmer’s Diary’, Paul
Heiney writes:

... older animals have more flavour. ... I know a farmer who sent

his ten year old cow which, with patient hanging and butchery,

produced the most tasty steak ever set before him.”

Times, 21/10/1995

Letters and enquiries to: Mrs Ann Elliott, The Green Corner,
Deopham Green, Wymondham, Norfolk NR18 9AB.

ANOTHER ANIMAL STORY FROM THE DIARY

Poor Punch and his Skin
[1792]
May —16 — ... My poor old Horse, Punch, that had been bad

Wednesday  for a long time and now unable to get up
was shot by Ben this Morning to put him
out of his misery — no shadow of his being better —

May —26 — ... Sent Ben early this morning on Phyllis
Saturday After News-Papers, Fish &c. He returned about 2.
o’clock, brought home some Maccarel &c.
He carried poor Punch’s Skin to Norwich to sell
sold it for 59/69 — which I gave to him & Boy —
Dinner to day, Maccarel, Calfs Fry &c.
[on the blotting paper]
Ben gave the Boy out of the Skin —$3/09
- M.S. Diary
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THE PARSON WOODFORDE SOCIETY

The Society was founded in 1968 by the Rev. Canon L. Rule Wilson
and may be said to have two main aims: one, to extend and develop
knowledge of James Woodforde’s life and the society in which he
lived, and the other, to provide opportunity for fellow enthusiasts
to meet together from time to time in places associated with the
diarist, and to exchange news and views.

Membership of the Parson Woodforde Society is open to any
person of the age of 18 years and over upon successful application
and upon payment of the subscription then in force, subject only to
the power of the committee to limit membership to a prescribed
number.

The Annual membership subscription of £10 (overseas members
£20) becomes due on 1 January and should be forwarded to the
Treasurer, Dr David Case, 7 Eden Close, Wilmslow, Cheshire
SK9 6BG.

PARSON WOODFORDE SOCIETY COMMITTEE 1995/6

Dr Nigel Custance Chairman

Martin Brayne Vice-Chairman

Dr David Case Treasurer

Roy Winstanley Editor

Phyllis Stanley Membership Secretary
JoAnn Archer Mollie Matthews

Ken Baddley Ann Williams

Suzanne Custance
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