
THE 
OLD LEICESTER CORPORATION 
AND THE TOWN ALMSHOUSES 

BY R. W. GREAVES, M.A., D.PHIL., F.R.HIST.S. 



The Old Leicester Corporation and 
The Town Almshouses 

By R. W. Greaves, M.A., D.Phil., F.R.Hist.S. 

"AN old stinking town, situated upon a dull river, inhabited for 
the most part by tradesmen" .1 Such was the impression of 
Leicester recorded by a traveller in the latter part of the reign of 
Charles II. Until the improvements of the middle of the eigh
teenth century-indeed until well into the nineteenth century
the epithets of old and stinking might still be applied to the 
town. 2 Yet the natives of the place, who were used to the stench, 
and not at all troubled by the dullness of the river, saw merits in 
their tov\n, which were unnoticed by the cursory vi,ews of 
supercilious travellers. In 1823, even the more critical of the 
inhabitants could refer, with gratifying pride, to those "Noble 
Institutions for the Alleviation of Human Calamity in all its 
forms, which reflect on this Town a character pre-eminent for 
philanthropy''. 3 

Certainly, amongst its most interesting buildings were to be 
counted its two larger almshouses, known commonly as the Old and 
the New Hospitals. The "Old" or Trinity Hospital stood where it 
still stands, in what was then, and indeed remained until within 
living memory, the quiet retirement of the N ewarke. This staid 
enclosure, shut in by the great gate, was at this time on the out
skirts of the town, and beyond the limits of the borough juris
diction. The "New" or Wigston's Hospital stood in the centre 
of the town, on the west side of St. Martin's churchyard. There 
were also several smaller hospitals founded on a less generous 
scale. 

In general, before the reform of the old poor law, the alms
house or "hospital" had :an importance which has since been much 
reduced by the growfo of State-organised provision for old age 
and poverty. Under the old system-if system it can be called-

lHistorical MSS. Commission, Portland MSS. II (1893), 308. 
2Susannah Watts, A walk through Leicester (1820), where there is a sug

gestion that improvement already achieved might well go further. 
3Leicester Corporation, MS. Hall Books, 25 April, 1823. 
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various institutions had their part in the necessary work of coping 
with the different forms of poverty or of destitution. T ,he charity 
school, largely a product of seventeenth-century Anglicanism, 4 

aimed at the prevention of extreme poverty by training children 
of indigent origin so that they would be able to maintain them
selves in their adult lives in honest, though probably frugal, 
independence. Three other institutions : the workhouse, the 
house of correction, and the jail, in their different ways, of 
punishment or cure, dealt with the destitute who were able-bodied, 
but were also slothful, vagabond, or chronically unemployed. 
The hospital was a refuge, to house and provide for those aged 
and impotent men and women who would without hesitation have 
been classed by Thomas Arnold as the "good poor". 

During the eighteenth century the problem of poverty 
increased. 5 Poor persons, of even the most meritorious character, 
found themselves in the evening of their days, not in some well
endowed almshouse, but all too commonly in that "prison with a 
milder name", the parish workhouse. The poet Crabbe6 has 
left us a moving description of the squalor and misery of the 
poor-house. The poor-house was worse indeed in the village 
than in the town, but in neither place was it free from the miseries 
which accompanied inevitably the indiscriminate mixing in one 
building of the destitute of all types, good and bad-aged, idle, 
lunatic, criminal and diseased. 7 The almshouse, as seen in Crabbe's 
Borough, with all its faults, was at least a cleaner and more com
fortable place. 8 Thus, although the interest of philan
thropists was in the eighteenth century shifting away from the 
almshouses to the "Hospitals" of the infirmary type, 9 the alms
houses continued in some degree to meet what was still an 
important need. In Leicester they were by no means less 
necessary than elsewhere. The aged who were fortunate enough 

4See the best general treatment of this topic, M. G . Jones, The Charity 
School Movement (1938) 

Scf. Josiah Tucker, Manifold Causes of the Increase of the Poor (1760) . 
6George Crabbe was born at Aldeburgh, Suffolk, and was connected with 

Leicestershire until he became chaplain to the Duke of Rutland 
when he was about thirty. 

7G. Crabbe, Works (1823), I, 13; for his condemnation of the herding of all 
types together, ibid., II, xxi. 

Bibid., 277-9. 
9B. K. Gray, A History of English Philanthropy {1905), 204. 
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to find a last asylum in one of the hospitals at least escaped the 
tyranny of the paid overseers, who in the workhouses were 
generally anxious to make the utmost profit for themselves out of 
their contracts, regardless of the well-being of their poor 
charges. 10 

Besides civic pride and social necessity, there was a third 
motive for promoting such charitable institutions as the alms
houses. Religion in England in the eighteenth century, though 
for the most part devotionally unenterprising, was in temper 
markedly philanthropic. As the churchman Southey11 was able to 
point out, the Established Church, in spite of having lost much 
ground to Methodism anc1 Dissent, was by no means inactive in 
practical good works. There were many associations for the 
poor's benefit actively flourishing in the time at which Southey 
wrote. He referred also to the interest of the Church in the alms
houses for the aged poor. Amongst both Churchmen and Dis
senters the "charity sermon" was a much used means of mobil
ising financial support for charitable objects. Not without 
criticisms from writers like Mandeville, who indeed attacked the 
very idea of philanthropy, preachers of all degrees of eminence 
exhorted their hearers to give financial support to works of 
active charity. Aldermen and councilmen everywhere spent 
much time in .attending church "in their formalities" to express 
the concurrence of civic power in the precepts set forth in this 
matter by spiritual authority. 

In Leicester, the strongly Anglican corporation was certain 
to heed such exhortations. In the church of St. Mary de Castro 
there was annually preached, before the mayor and corporation, 
the chief Leicester sermon of this type. This was for the benefit 
of Trinity Hospital. It was maintained from 1614 till 1698 by 
the charity of William Heyrick, and after that by the bounty of 
William Stave1ey. 12 In 1712, its maintenance was further 
assured by the bequest of Matthew Simons, who was in many 
ways a very typical Anglican benefactor of the period . Besides 
providing for the education and apprenticeship of a small company 
of charity schoolboys, and himself some six years before his death 

10St. Martin's parish, Leicester, experimented a good deal with varying 
forms of contracting out the care of the parish poor. 

11R. Southey, Essays (1832) II, 191, essay on "Means of Improving the 
Poor" (1818). 

l2Nichols, Leicestershire I, ii, 346-7. 
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establishing a small hospital for six women in the parish of St. 
Nicholas, 13 he left money to provide for the preaching of the 
annual sermon on behalf of the Trinity Hospital, should there be 
no other means of maintaining this important local function. Since 
the Staveley bequest continued to pay the preacher of the sermon, 
Simons's gift was left to be used, in accordance with his direction, 
for supplementing the pensions of the members of the Hospital. 14 

Again, it is a fact not without point that the last ceremonial 
appearance of the old corporation of Leicester before its dissolution 
was to hear the sermon preached in 1835 on the feast of St. John 
the Evangelist, two days after Christmas, on behalf of the widows 
of St. John's Hospital. 15 

Of the two greater almshouses in the town, the Corporation 
was concerned continuously only with one, the Hospital of the 
Holy Trinity in the N ewarke. This owed its origin to Henry 
earl of Lancaster and Leicester, who in 1330-1 had begun the 
foundation at Leicester of a hospital and chapel. His son, the 
fourth earl, who was created duke of Lancaster in 1350, enlarged 
the hospital, and completed the "new work" by establishing the 
great College and Church for the Annunciation of Our Lady. 
The hospital, consisting of bedehouse and chapel, came thus to 
be administered under the authority of the dean and chapter of 
the College. 16 The character and constitution of this college and 
hospital, as they existed in their medieval glory, have been fully 
described by Dr. Hamilton Thompson in his important book 
published in 1937 by this Society. 17 The college of ecclesiastics 
was dissolved in consequence of the chantries a.et of 1547. 18 It 
was not long before the fabric of the renov'.ned and beautiful col
legiate church had almost completely disappeared.19 

13Public Record Office : Chancery Depositions : C. 91 / 20 / 19 [8 Geo. I, 
Leicester Charities], depositions in the Cause John Symons v. 
Archdale Palmer, Abstinence Pougher and John Shearer. See also 
C. 93/53/1 Inquisition taken at the Castle of Leicester, 29 August, 
1721. 

14Charity Commissioners' Report (1838) V, 97. 
ISMS. Hall Books, 27 December, 1835. 
16Nichols I, ii, 336. 
I7The History of the Hospital and the New College of the Annunciation 

of St. Mary in the Newarke, Leicester. 
1Bop. cit., 230. 
I9Nichols I, ii, 336. 
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The "stately hospital" remained. 20 After sundry vicissi
tudes, its administration passed :in 1610 to the Corporation of 
Leicester. 21 Four years later, in 1614, it was re-incorporated by 
James I, to be known thenceforth by its new dedication to the 
honour of the Holy and Undivided Trinity.22 Under the tenns of 
the re-incorporation, the Trinity Hospital was to be governed by 
the Mayor as Master, with four aldermen and two chamberlains 
as his Assistants, under the general supervision of the Duchy of 
Lancaster. 23 

The members of the Corporation of Leicester were in the 
eighteenth century inclined to view with complacency the care 
which they and their predecessors had taken of this ancient 
institution. In 1773, they recalled that, when the difficulties of the 
interregnum had interfered v;,ith the Hospital's normal income, 
during the short period from 1647 till in 1650 the Common
wealth parliament had made suitable provision, the Corporation 
had kept the Hospital in being by generous disbursements out of 
Corporation funds. 24 It was also claimed that as a common prac
tice, the Corporation "had in various instances injured their own 
funds to increase and enlarge the said poor revenue by accepting 
moneys given for the said Poor, and allowing and paying very 
large interest to them". 25 A particularly notewmthy example 
was cited in these protestations of 1773, namely the considerable 
gift made to the Hospital in 1766 by John Holmes, of the capital 
sum of £1,125. The arrangement was that the Corporation 
Hospital "gave him securities to pay £5 per cent. during his life" 
and to pay after his death "to the Master and Assistants of the 
Hospital" for the use of the said Poor £45 yearly for ever, that is 
£4 per oent for the said £1,125". This interesting form of 
early Corporation stock was thus decently, though not exces
sively, remunerated . 26 The civic dignitaries naturally figured 

20ibid., 339. 
21Leicester Boro1tgh Records IV (1923), xxxv, 93-4. 
22Nichols, ibid., 339-40. 
23Nichols, ibid. 
24British Museum, Additional MSS. (Liverpool Papers) 38446, fo. 46; 

Nichols, ibid., 345; Leicester Borough Records IV, iii, 181, 279. 
25British Museum, ibid. 
26This was, I suppose, the earliest form of interest-bearing Corporation 

s.tock; the history of which in general would doubtless repay 
investigation. 
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largely among the benefactors of the Hospital. It was maintained 
that of the annual income which in 1772-3 came to the Hospital 
from private gifts and bequests,. more than half was accounted 
for by the gifts of aldermen. 27 

In the latter half of the eighteenth century, supervision by 
the Duchy of Lancaster of the local management of the Trinity 
Hospital became closer. This is a most interesting development, 
in view of the genera.I decentralisation of eighteenth-century 
government in England. This closer surveillance by the Duchy 
was due chiefly to three causes. First, there was contention about 
the right of nominating to places in the Hospital. Secondly, the 
rebuilding of the Hospital was undertaken in 1772, by which time 
it was long overdue. Thirdly, the rebuilding led to an investi
gation of the Hospital's finances. 

In 1768, Lord Strange, Chancellor of the Duchy of Lan
caster, asserted ,his right to appoint to places in the Trinity 
Hospital. In consequence, the Mayor's influence was restricted 
to appointing only if the Chancellor failed to act within three 
months of a vacancy's occurring. 28 The Master and Assistants 
denounced this :action of the Chancellor's as an innovation which 
was disadvantageous to the poor. For it multiplied the expense 
of nomination by nearly twenty. When the nominations had 
been left to the Master and Assistants, the persons nominated had 
been involved in an expenditure of no more than eighteen pence; 
now, with the Chancellor a:sserting foe Duchy rights, they had to 
find twenty-five shillings. 29 The substance of this grievance was 
not set forth to the Duchy till some five years later. This delay, 
it was explained by the Mayor and his Assistants, would not have 
occurred, but that they were informed, as they believed rightly, 
that "the said Lord Strange had a dislike to the Corporation of 
Leicester''. 30 

It is plain that the root of Lord Strange's dislike was political. 
The dispute was one about patronage, that indispensable weapon 
of political combat in the constituencies of eighteenth-century 
England. It was as a move in the electoral campaigning of 1768 

27British Museum, ibid., fo. 47. 
28Nichols I, ii, 347. 
29Brit. Mus., ibid., fo. 47. 
3Dloc. cit. 
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that in that year, to quote Throsby's words, "those in the opposite 
interest to the Corporation secured the favour of recommending 
objects to this H ospital on every vacancy, which heretofore had 
been given by the Chancellor to the Corporation". 31 

Not the least unusual feature of the Leicester election of 1768 
was this quarrel between the Tory Lord Strange and the tradi
tionally Tory Corporation. Yet Lord Strange was not at war 
with the whole body, but only with part of it . For in the election 
of 1768 the Corporation itself was divided into two hostile factions. 
Some of its members voted for the victorious "Whig" candidates. 
To some extent we may see in the quarrel a reflection of the con
fusion brought into British politics when the Whigg,ery of the 
courts of the first two Georges gave way to the "Toryism" of 
George III. For now, those who called themselves "Tories" 
were pulled in opposite directions; in one way, by the old name 
and tradition of regard for the monarchy, and in another, by the 
Tory party's tradition of opposition to the Hanoverian court 
interest. 32 

Another element in the quarrel (especially characteristic of 
the Borough and Corporation of Leicester), to which the historian 
Nichols was no doubt correct in calling attention, was the attempt 
made by the Borough Justices to establish their jurisdiction in 
the Liberties of the town. This policy coi\"ered the N ewarke, and 
involved what Nichols described as "an attempted innovation by 
the Corporation of the Dutchy right within the Castle View". 33 It 
would indeed ha'Ve been remarkable if this petty judicial im
perialism had not provoked retaliation by the Duchy. It is note
worthy also that the first signs of dissension in the corporate body 
should have appeared contemporaneously with the Borough magis
trates' first attempts to extend their jurisdiction. 34 

The Duchy's 'View of the contention about the right of 
nomination to the Hospital was, however, marked by none of these 
interesting complexities. Quite simply, the Chancellor had 
learned that many abuses had crept into the Hospital, and that 
"many improper objects had been admitted by the Master and 

31Throsby, History, 301, note (a) . 
32Perhaps I may refer to my book, The Corporation of Leicester, 1689-1836 

(Oxford University Press, 1939.), 103-5, for some suggestions on the 
general background of this election. 

33Nichols I, ii, 347; cf. The Corporation of Leicester, 36-8. 
34op. cit., 9-10, 104 note 6. 
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Assistants (who by the bye had never appointed till after a 
vacancy of three months)". Therefore the Chancellor had 
"thought it right to exercise the power of nominating the poor" 
himself. The Master and Assistants, after taking legal advice, 
gave way to this ruling. After 1768, apart from a few appoint
ments made directly by the Crown, the Chancellor nominated. 
The Crown paid the expenses of the appointments, except for 
twenty-five shillings payable by the poor. 35 

The Duchy continued to exercise the rig,ht of nominating, 
but arrived at a satisfactory working agreement with the Corpora
tion, which was facilitated, no doubt, by the ending of the quarrel 
about rival jurisdictions. In 1786 Lord Hawkesbury (later Earl 
of Liverpool), who was then the Chancellor of the Duchy, informed 
John Macnamara, one of the parliamentary representa.tives of the 
Borough, that he "should always show every proper consideration 
to the gentlemen of that Corporation", and that in the filling of 
vacancies in the Hospital he ''should follow the rule observed by 
[his] predecessors of complying in general with such recommen
dations as the Mayor shall make". 56 Corporation patronage was 
in the end thus in substance unimpaired. The Charity Com
missioners reported in 1838 that all the vacancies wer,e filled by 
the Mayor's appointment. 37 

The second question to concern Duchy and Corporation was 
the rebuilding of the Hospital. A common difficulty in alms,
houses was that the terms governing the original foundations too 
often made no provision for repairs to the buildings. In conse
quence, the fabrics, more often than not, fell into grievous 
dilapidation. 38 It was the problem of the necessary repairs to 
the buildings of Trinity Hospital that gave rise to the inquiries 
of 1772, on the records of which this account is principally 
founded. The allowance of four pounds a year normally granted 
for the repair of t,he Trinity Hospital was clearly insufficient, even 
when supplemented by the small income of. about two pounds 
from amercements in the Hospital. 39 The Corporation's day-

35Brit. Mus. Add. MSS. 38446, fo. 73. 
36Brit. Mus. Add. MSS. 38309, fo. 117; 22 September, 1786. 
37Charity Commissioners' Report (1838), 32, V, 68. 
3BB. K. Gray, op. cit. 226. 
39Brit. Mus. Add. MSS. 38446, ff. 34-5. 
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to-day interest in the running of the Hospital most commonly 
took the form of orders about necessary repairs and improvements. 
In 17 40 a loan was made to the poor of the Hospital, in order to 
enable them to pay the bills of .a carpenter and a glazier, "the said 
Poor giving security to repay the same". 40 In 1743, the floor of 
the common kitchen was rebricked at the Corporation's expense.41 
This need of the Hospital was refiected also in two bequests. 
Aldennan Thomas Ludlam gave at his death "the sum of £100 
.... towards the repair of the said Hospital, which was accord
ingly expended therein in the year 1743". 42 Still more note
worthy, in 1760 Joseph Cradock bequeathed one hundred pounds 
"to~ards the rebuilding the Hospital of Holy Trinity, when the 
same shall be thought proper to be rebuilt''. 43 

Years before the rebuilding took place, the need for it was 
evident. The Hospital, so the Chancellor was informed, "was in 
so ruinous a state .as to render it :an unseemly, and very unwhole
some and comfortless habitation to the poor persons admitted and 
residing within the same". Windows were filled with loose 
boarding; and the "inner roof of the said Hospital is in many 
parts in very great decay and in danger of falling" .44 The aged 
poor were, in fact, housed in a building 190 feet long, and 30 feet 
high to the ridge of the roof. Their rooms were cubicles open to 
the roof, except above their beds. They had no fireplaces. There 
was only one redeeming feature, namely that the rooms actually 
in use were in good repair. In sum, the inhabitants of the 
Hospital, aged and often feeble, were "exposed to the inclemency 
of the air, and their situation in the winter season is cold and 
comfortless''. 45 

The Master and Assistants made sensible recommendations 
to the Duchy for the improvement of the house. T.hey suggested 
that the Hospital building should be reduced in length, and that 
a new storey of rooms should be introduced. It w.as suggested 
also that all the rooms should be supplied with fireplaces. 46 When 

40MS. Hall Books, 15 February 1739 / 40: 19 September, 1940. 
41ibid., 11 October, 1743. 
42Brit. Mus. ibid., fo. 47; Nichols I, ii, 354. 
43Brit. Mus. ibid., fo. 40; MS. Hall Books, 6 June, 1760--in the meantime 

the interest of this sum amounting to £4 was paid yearly to mem
bers of the Hospital on Christmas Day. 

44Brit. Mus. ibid., 34-5. 
45ibid., ff. 43-4. 
46ibid., fo. 45, dated 23 January, 1773. 



THE OLD LEICESTER CORPORATION AND 159 
THE TOWN ALMSHOUSES 

the rebuilding of the Hospital took place at last in 1776, as a 
result of the generosity of the Crown, 47 these humane and 
judicious proposals were in part carried out. The length of the 
buildings was reduced, and the new storey of rooms was inserted. 
Two common rooms with chimneys were provided, as well as 
eight :fireplaces for the use of the sick. At the same time there 
were issued general orders concerning the financial management 
of the Hospital.48 

Throsby hated the new building. He maintained that 
political corruption, in view of an approaching election, had 
resulted in the giving of the contract to an unscrupulous and 
inefficient builder. 49 Yet the aged people were no doubt happy 
to make use of their eight fireplaces and two common rooms. In 
1787 some further improven1ents were made possible by an 
accumulation of funds. The dividing walls of the upper rooms 
were raised to the height of the roof, so that their inhabitants, 
we may suppose, had fewer draughts to contend with. Ten 
stacks of chimneys were to be erected. Fireplaces were to be 
put in forty of the rooms. 50 Again, in 1799,, the Duchy, acting 
on the suggestion of the Master and Assistants, authorised expen
d.iture on a plan to make the roadway outside the Hospital in the 
N ewarke safer for the old people. 51 

The thirdimportantquestion was that of the Hospital's finances. 
The Hospital had fallen into disrepair precisely because its funds 
were not sufficient both to provide for the poor and to maintain the 
building in sound condition. 52 As early as 1698 a complaint had 
been addressed to the Crown that since the year 1684 the Hospital 
income had been reduced by royal action. A result of this 
complaint was the making of an order which purported to grant 

47Charity Commissioners' Report, ibid., 46. 
4BBrit. Mus., ibid., ff. 189-191; Nichols I, ii, 347. 
49Throsby, History 301, note (a) ; Public Record Office, Duchy of Lancaster 

Miscellanea, DL 41 / 92 contract of the builder Joseph Pickford of 
Derby; and his petition dated 22 November, 1776, for the first half 
of payment of £312 10s. due; he had taken down part of the old 
Hospital and erected new roof, new walls and interior divisions. 
The contract is endorsed "The Receiver-General and Mr. Pickford. 
Contract for rebuilding the Leicester Hospital", dated 9 March, 
1776. 

SOBrit. Mus. Add. MSS. 38446, ff. 189, 191. 
51ibid., fo. 270. 
52ibid., 38446, ff. 34-45. 
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a necessary increase in the Crown grants. This order, however, 
does not seem to have been carried into effect. 53 

In 1772 the Master and Assistants again complained of the 
insufficiency of the Hospital revenues. Their representations were 
investigated by the Duchy, with results which were far from 
agreeable to the Corporation. The Duchy did not accept at their 
face value the comfortable assertions of the Master and Assistants 
that there were no abuses in the running of the Hospital. 54 At 
this time the Hospital's income consisted of just over £486 in 
rents, of which nearly half came from the Duchy revenues. 55 

There was in addition the small return from the preaching of the 
annual sermon in the church of St. Mary de Castro. In the 
opinion of the Master and Assistants, these revenues were dis-
bursed as they should be. They were "paid and distributed ' 
equally amongst the Poor of the said Hospital inclusive of the 
Keepers and the two Almswomen of Mr. Billers, all of which 
Poor (inclusive as aforesaid) amount to Ninety, to which number 
the said Hospital was reduced by order of the Honourable Court 
in the reign of King James the Second as appears to the said 
Master and Assistants from papers belonging to the said Cor
poration of Leicester". 56 

The Duchy did not consider the Corporation to be so free 
from blame. According to the officers of the Duchy, it was the 
fault of the Corporation that the Hospital revenues did not suffice. 
It was due to maladministration by the Master and Assistants that 
the income would not maintain adequately the ninety old people, 
and would be incapable of any considerable increase "during the 
continuance of the subsisting leases". For the Master and 
Assistants had been granting leases of Hospital lands for un
usually long term of years, and under "extraordinary coven
ants". 57 Moreover, members of the Corporntion had benefited 
from these reprehensible transactions. A further complaint by 
the Duchy was that the Mayor had been quite unjustifiably 
receiving a salary of £13 6s. Sd. every year out of the revenues 
of the Hospital. 58 

53Charity Commissioners' Report, ibid., 46°7; for the orders of 1683, see 
Brit. Mus., ibid., ff. 76-82. 

54ibid., fo. 45. 
55ibid., 34, 36; precisely, £486 13s. 3¼d. The Duchy contributed £205 

13s. 4½d. (ibid., fo. 42). 
56ibid., fo, 43. 57ibid., 74. 5Bibid., fo. 77. 



THE OLD LEICESTER CORPORATION AND 161 

THE TOWN ALMSHOUSES 

A final abuse was the non-residence of the poor. For years 
only a third of the members of the Hospital had been resident
there were only 39 resident in 1772--whereas, according to the 
Chancellor, they might only be "occasionally .... absent for a 
month, and in harvest for six weeks". 59 In the course of the 
discussions which preceded the rebuilding, it was, in 1774, stated 
that "the number of the Poor who now lodge in the Hospital does 
not exceed Fifty''. 60 

The Duchy took vigorous steps to rectify these abuses. In 
1778 it received recommendations. 61 Its orders to effect improve
ment were promulgated in 1780. 62 These orders asserted the 
Duchy's general control over the Hospital, especially in the field 
of financial administration. The salary paid to the Mayor was 
directed to be stopped. The funds were to be dealt with in one 
lump sum, instead of in small items at many times throughout 
the year. Residence of the poor in the Hospital was encouraged, 
by attaching to it certain benefits denied to pensioners who lived 
out. At the same time the Duchy's grant to the Hospital was 
increased by £40 a year. In order to decrease expenses, the 
number of the poor was for the time to be reduced to sixty by 
not filling up vacancies. For the future, all vacancies were to 
be left unfilled for three months, so that the income thus saved 
might be the nucleus of a fund for repairs. 

These provisions were communicated to the Master and 
Assistants, and met with their approval, as being, except for some 
"trifling matters" (which they pointed out in their reply), 
'',extremely beneficial to the Poor of the said Hospital''. 63 As 
a token of their approval, the Corporation offered the honorary 
freedom of the Borough to the Chancellor of the Duchy, the Earl 
of Clarendon. 64 The orders were certainly well conceived and 
were beneficial in effect. As a result of the increased income, 
the Duchy was able in 1799 to authorise the Master and Assistants 

59ibid., fo. 75. 
60Public Record Office, Duchy of Lancaster Miscellanea, DL 41 /92; ibid., 

letter from T. Pares to Francis Russell, no date, but endorsed "Mr. 
Pares' Letter concerning the Resident Poor in Leicester Hospital, 
1774". 

61Brit. Mus. lac. cit., 77-82. 
62Public Record Office, ibid; Charity Commissioner's Report, ibid. 48. 
63MS. Hall Books, 28 May, 1779, 13 January, 1380. 
64ibid., 13 January, 1780. 
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to invest £200 in redeeming the Land Tax- an obviously 
economical measure. 65 Besides this, various increases were made 
in the weekly payments to the old people in 1793, 1805, 1807 and 
1821. 

By the end of the period with which this paper is concerned 
the position was less happy. Heavy repairs to the building again 
proved to be necessary, so that the Hospital was in 1826 in debt 
to the Corporation. In consequence, the Master and Assistants 
ordered that the number of beneficiaries should be reduced. 66 

When in 1838 the Charity Commissioners published their report, 
income was still some sixteen pounds below expenditure. 67 But 
by that time the old Corporation had been dissolved. 

The Master .and Assistants of Trinity Hospital were respon
sible also for the administration of two smaller hospitals which 
shared a two-storey building in the parish of AU Saints. The 
older of these, the Hospital of St. John the Baptist and St. John 
the Evangelist, a foundation, says Nichols, of "very great 
antiquity", was originally the property of the college of canons 
in the N ewarke. Consequently it shared the troubles which in 
the years of the Reformation fell generally upon religious foun
dations of this sort. In the reign of Elizabeth, it passed finally 
under the control of the Corporation. For nearly a century, 
from 1592 till 1682, its building w:as in use as a wool-hall, and it 
was not until the latter year that it returned to its former function, 
by the placing 5n it again of six poor widows. The Corporation's 
formal attendance at the charity sermon for this hospital was 
begun in 1688. During the eighteenth century St. John's Hospi
tal was the recipient of a number of bequests from members of the 
Corporation. 68 

The other hospital was that founded by John Bent, mayor in 
1689-90. For the endowment of this, Bent left to the Master 
and Assistants of Trinity Hospital an income of £24 a year, which 
was derived from lands at Enderby. The first widows of Bent's 
Hospital were nominated in November, 1702, 69 but only after 

65Brit. Mus., loc. cit., 38448, ff. 112-8, 247, 263-7, 273. 
66Charity Commissioners' Report, 38, 62. 
67ibid., 63---income £827 10s. lld.; expenditure £843 8s. 4d. 
6BNichols I, ii, 324-5, 326; Charity Commissioners' Report, ibid., 68-75, 
69MS. Hall Books, 27 November, 1702. 
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some little delay could they be installed in their places, and due 
orders be made to govern the manner of their residence. In 
February, 1705, the Common Hall directed that claim should be 
made to the Enderby.land, and that "the House in Saint John's 
Hospital be made fitt as soon as they can for the poor widows". 70 

Not until June, 1704, were rules laid down for the conduct of 
Bent's Hospital. These provided, amongst other things, for the 
appointment of a keeper for the old ladies at 6d. a week, "to look 
to them in their illness", to "make .a fire in the morning, and 
to clean the public room every day". 71 

As with the Trinity Hospital, so with Bent's, financial 
problems bulked large in its administration. In 1747, it proved 
necessary to supplement the insufficient income by the sale of 
wood from the Enderby estate, so that the widows could be 
supplied with new gowns according to the custom of the house. 72 

By 1776, in spite of an increased income from the Enderby land, 
the Hospital was nearly £35 in debt to the Corporation. 73 Pro
bably this circumstance had something to do with the arrangement 
made in 1777 to provide the Mayor with a fixed sum, on his 
entering office, to provide for payments on behalf of the Hospital, 
and so to insure him against suffering personal loss by his public 
expenditure. 74 This .arrangement was the precedent for a pro~ 
vision which was made five years later, and subsequently carried 
much further, for the benefit of the Chamberlains of the Corpora
tion. 75 

The most prosperous days of Bent's foundation appear to 
have been in the early years of the nineteenth century, when the 
contest with Napoleon was at its height, .and agricultural land 
was highly profitable. In 1804, the income from the Enderby 
estate was so increased that it was possible to add a fifth inmate 
to the establishment, and to increase the weekly payments to the 
widows and their keeper. 76 

The prosperity of the foundation was short-lived. Owing to 

7Dibid., 3 February, 1702/ 3. 
7libid., 5 June, 1704. 
72ibid., 5 August, 1747. 
73Charity Commissioners' Report, ibid., 73. 
74MS. Hall Books, 17 November, 1777. 
75Cf. my Corporation of Leicester, 15. 
76MS. Hall Books, 29 January, 1804. 
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loss of rent, the Hospital was in 1832 again in debt. The building 
of a new barn at Enderby had been a costly business, so that the 
Steward of the Corporation was owed £147 lls. 5d., on which 
no interest had been paid. 77 The usual methods of economy had 
therefore to be adopted. In 1833 the number of widows was 
reduced again to four, and the weekly payments were slightly cut, 
though not to what they had been in 1777.78 The Steward was 
in September 1835 refm1ded the balance owing to him, when it 
was plain that the dissolution of the old corporate body was 
imminent. At the end of the unreformed corporation's life, 
Bent's hospital was indebted to it to the tune of over £172. 

Altogether the Hospital's state was bad. The building was 
in great need of repair. The reform of the municipal corporation 
left the foundation, at least for the time, without trustees. 79 

Indeed it is difficult to see how, for years past, this small Hospital 
could have continued at all, but for the support it had received 
from the Corporation and its officers, whatever may have been 
the general defects of their rule. 

The other of the two great hospitals of the tavvn, t,he "New" 
or Wigston's Hospital, was like the Hospital of the Holy Trinity 
in being subject to the Duchy of Lancaster, but unlike it in being 
independent of the Corporation. This foundation had been pro
jected by William Wigston at the time he was founding his 
chantry in the collegiate church of the Newarke. 'Dhe first steps 
were taken towards its establishment in the obtaining of Royal 
letters patent in 1513.80 The statutes that governed the Hospital 
in the period with which we are now concerned were of con
siderably later date, having been drawn up under Puritan influence 
in the reign of Elizabeth. They took shape in 1576 under the 
guidance of the then Earl of Huntingdon. 81 They provided 
amongst other things, that the Master and his Assistants or Con
fraters (of whom the Master had in practice at no time more than 
one) should be in Holy Orders, and appointed by the Duchy.82 

77Charity Commissioners' Report, ibid., 73. 
7BMS. Hall Books, 1 April, 1833. 
79Charity Commissioners' Report, ibid., 73-4. 
BOA Hamilton Thompson, A Calendar of Charters and other Documents 

belonging to the Hospital of William Wyggeston at Leicester 
(Leicester, 1933), xviii-xx; History of the Hospital and the New Col
lege, &c . ... , 202-5. 

Blcf. E. Scott Pearson, Thornas Cartwright and Elizabethan Puritanism 
(1925), 71-2, 263. 

82Nichols I, ii, 471-2, 476; Charity Commissioners' Report, ibid., 81-3. 
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The nocmal official connexion of the Corporation with 
Wigston's Hospital was thus slight. Chiefly, it consisted in the 
seeking by the committee of Mayors and ex-Mayors, who 
appointed the master of the town Grammar School, agreement to 
their choice from the Master of the Hospital, who, as an eccle
siastic and generally a person of considerable intellectual attain
ment, was usually better qualified to judge in such a matter than 
they were themselves. 83 

The freedom which the officers of the Hospital enjoyed from 
the control of the Corporation had at times interesti11g conse
quences. It allowed the possibility of open enmity. Officers 
of the Hospital might be found, like the Arianising John Jackson 
(who became confrater in 1719, and afterwards master), taking 
an active part in the opposing faction to the Corporation party. 84 

In the first quarter of the nineteenth century the administration 
of the Hospital became a ground of contention between the Duchy 
on the one hand, and the Corporation and the townspeople on 
the other. 

The demand for reform came first most strongly from the 
Tory side, probably because the Corporation did not control the 
running of this Hospital, and therefore had no interest in depre
cating criticism. Complaint was first made of a small and 
particular scandal, but soon spread to a general consideration of 
the whole financial management of the Hospital. 

The first attack was made on account of the removal in 1805 
from the Hospital chapel of painted wood and glass which were of 
considerable beauty and antiquity, by Thomas Pares, the antiquary 
and banker. He was the son of that Thomas Pares who had been 
Steward of the Honour of Leicester at the time the Corporation 
magistrates had tried to establish their exclusive jurisdiction in 
the Liberties of the Town and as part of that attempt had refused 
the traditional deference of the Mayor to the Duchy. 85 Pares had 
removed the wood and g1ass to the parish church of Ockbrook 
where he was patron. 86 

'Dhe Tory Leicester Journal began its campaign in the last 

83See ante, XIX, ii, 353. 
B4ibid., 357. 
85See my Corporation of Leicester, 37-8. 
B6C. J. Billson, Leicester Memoirs (1924), 20. There is a photograph of the 

screen in C. J. Billson, Medieval Leicester · (1920), 86. 
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weeks of March, 1821. Very quickly, attention was turned to 
the more general complaints. Particularly the non-residence of 
the Master was singled out for condemnation.s7 But principally, 
the Journal exploited the action of Thomas Pares in taking away 
the wood and glass. This it stigmatised as sacrilegious theft, but 
most unjustly, for it was something far different. For the Master 
of the Hospital, John Sel~yn, who .had held the office since 1793, 
writing from his rectory at Ludgershall in Wiltshire, was able to 
say that the screen work and coloured window had been removed, 
not by theft, stealth or intrigue, but at the suggestion of a former 
officer of the Hospital, Thomas Ludlam, the then confrater, who, 
drawing attention to their ill-repair, had stressed also that the 
funds of the Hospital would not be enough, to bear the cost of 
their restoration. Moreover, the Master was able to point out, 
as Pares himself was driven to insist, that a good price had been 
paid.SS 

These facts were made public by the official visitation of 
Walton, the Duchy's Attorney-General. The editor of the 
Journal, John Price, ~as so completely shamed that he was unable 
to press his better founded criticisms. Mr., Walton, it was 
noted at the time, "was sattsfied the charge originated in malevo
lence". He seemed "quite convinced of the real motives which 
have actuated Mr. Price" _ss 

Nevertheless, the Duchy reprobated the removal of the 
screens and window. The Master was told that it was his business 
to carry through the necessary repairs, even if the Hospital funds 
could not bear the cost. ''Your Bond to the King upon your 
acceptance of foe Mastership bound you to do the Repair in the 
first instance at your own Expence to be repaid out of the future 
Revenues of the Hospital which were soon after sufficient for the 
purpose". However that might have been, the removal was now 
some years old, and the wood and glass had been put by Pares to 
a good use and not made an occasion of his private profit. There
fore though the screen should not have been shifted, and even 
the broken glass "would have been better than the present almost 

S7Public Record Office, Duchy of Lancaster Miscellanea, DL 41 /86, copies 
of letters, J. Selwyn to C. Bathurst, 11 April, 1821; T. Pares to S. 
Miles, 22 September, 1821; S. Miles to R. J. Harper, 19 October, 
referring to T. Ludlam to J. Selwyn, 21 November, 1804. Bathurst 
was the Duchy's Receiver-General, and Harper was Deputy Clerk 
to the Council and Deputy Registrar. 

SSibid., S. Miles and R. J. Harper, 27 September, 1821. 
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plain window", the Duchy would not require their !'estoration 
to their former home. 89 

So far as the chapel v\ as concerned, Price had plainly made 
charges which could not be upheld. Nor was his campaign dis
interested. We, like Mr. Walton, may be "satisfied the charge 
originated in malevolence". For Price was a fiercely Tory poli
tician for whom even the Leicester Corporation w.as too mild, 
while the Pares were a vVhig family. Moreover attacks on Thomas 
Pares the antiquary would glance at his nephew, by name also 
Thomas Pares, who had been member for the Borough since 1818, 
and as such had earned the hatred of all the Tories by his support 
of extreme reforming measures. 90 In the words of the Journal, 
he had followed in the wake of "Politic.al Quacks, Itinerant 
Demagogues, and Radical Reformers''. 91 

The other complaints made by the Leicest,e.r Journal concerned 
the :absenteeism of the Master :and his administration of the 
Hospital revenues. It was held in the innermost counsels of the 
Duchy that the question of absenteeism had best be left alone, 
"as that cannot be altered in the time of the present M.aster". 92 

For the Master's withholding from the almsmen and women of the 
wood-sales money (a practice about which complaint had been 
made), t•here v\as the explanation that John Selwyn, in the 
exercise of the Master's financial discretion, was by that means 
aiming to accumulate a sufficient capital stock to produce by 
investment something more than a negligible annual income. 93 

The chief point on which the public agitation fastened was 
the Master's exercise of his powers in the granting and renewing 
of leases of Hospital lands. Nor was the pursuing of this matter 
left solely to the Tories of the Corporation and of the Journal. 
For once the visitation by the Chancellor of the Duchy in August, 
1822, had resulted in the vindicating of that prominent Whig 
Thomas Pares from the charges made against him in the local 
Tory press, the local Whigs, Liberals and Radicals were free to 
take up the cry for the reform of Wigston's Hospital Nor, as 

B9ibid., draft letter to the Master of Wigston's Hospital, no date. 
90The Corporation of Leicester, 114-5. 
91Leicester Journal, 12 November, 1819. 
92Public Record Office, ibid., cfraft letter, a pencil note. 
93ibid., S. Miles to R. J. Harper, te, October, 1821, citing T. Ludlam of 

21 November, 1804. 
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persons whose chief activity in these years was to proclaim abuses 
and demand their remedy, were they likely to let slip so good a 
chance. In December, 1822, a large meeting, chiefly of Liberals 
and Radicals, petitioned the Corporation, calling for their official 
support, "as a Public Body naturally interested for the Welfare of 
the Town and especially of its Pomer Inhabitants". "The sub
ject is one", they said, "in which every Inhabitant of the Town 
is interested on behalf of its poorer Inhabitants, and we trust, and 
indeed are sure, that the Corporation will not feel a less interest 
in the subject than their Fellow Townsmen, and from their public 
situation, we think they are best able, as we are sure they will be 
equally inclined, to the prompt and efficacious discharge of so 
interesting and important a public duty". The phrases of this 
address, coming as they did from a group so largely made up of 
political enemies of the Corporation, smacked :a little unpleasantly 
of the new "liberal" ideas of the public responsibility of a close 
Corporation, which at this period were rapidly growing in 
influence; but the Common Hall received the petition gravely, 
possibly not discerning the ironies which lay .as undertones to its 
mellifluously phrased compliments, and referred it to a committee 
to have enquiries made :and a report furnished. 94 

The report was a veritable magnum apws. It was the work of 
Thomas Burbidge, the Town Clerk, who with all his faults was a 
man of great ability. It earned the commendation of the Common 
Hall, who unanimously voted thanks to the author, not only for 
"the industry and ability" with which he had prepared it, but 
also "for the exemplay manner in which he has served the Cor
poration on all occasions". 95 A copy was sent to the promoters 
of the petition, who likewise praised it, as "drawn up with great 
perspicuity". 96 It was the principal authority used in the com
piling of that part of the Charity Commissioners' Report which 
deals '\i\'lth this foundation. 97 

On the 18th April, 1825, a large meeting was held at the 
Three Crowns, presided over by Dr. John Hill, one of the original 
petitioners. At this meeting a committee was appointed to act 
in co-operation with the members of the Common Hall in pre-

94MS. Hall Books, 30 December, 1822. 
95ibid., 3 March, 1823. 
96ibid., 25 April, 1823. 
97Charity Commissioners' Report, ibid., 84 ff. 
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senting complaint to the Duchy of Lancaster. It was as if these 
gentlemen were nominating emissaries for conducting a difficult 
enterprise in uneasy union with ia normally hostile foreign power. 

In their original address to the Corporation the petitioners 
had expressed their opinion that "the ample revenues wit,h which 
that Hospital is endowed were originally designed by the Founder 
for the general benefit of its poor Inmates", but that it was "clear, 
however, that :a small and inadequate portion" was now applied 
to their maintenance. The Town Clerk's researches had con
firmed that view. At the meeting of the 18th April the gentlemen 
expressed their .agreement "with the opinion stated in the Report, 
that the Statutes of William Wigston were meant to be the 
general Rule and Guide of the Commissioners appointed by Queen 
Elizabeth in the reconstitution of the said Hospital, so far as 
these Statutes were consistent with the Reformation; but that the 
literal interpretation which the powers granted to the Master of 
making Leases for 21 years, or for 1, 2, or 3 Lives, have received, 
is contrary to the Spirit both of the original Statutes, and of those 
established by the Commissioners, inasmuch as all the Improve
ments in the Revenues of the Hospital, arising from the increased 
value of Land, have gone to the exclusive benefit of the Master in 
the shape of Fines for Leases and not for the benefit of the 
Hospital and other objects for w.hich they were intended". 98 

In consequence of these resolutions, the Mayor of Leicester, 
Alderman Thomas Cook, wrote on behalf of the Corporation and 
the petitioners, making known these grievances to the Chancellor 
of the Duchy, Lord Bexley. Lovd Bexley's answer combined a 
snub with a vague suggestion of future reform. He enclosed a 
minute drawn up after consultation with the Attorney General 
of the Duchy. This began by alluding to the inquiry which had 
taken p1'ace into the financial management of the Hospital in 
connexion with the charges made by Price against Pares, and the 
report which in January of 1823 had at last been produced by 
the Attorney General embodying the findings of that visitation. 
The document then continued in a highly irritating vein : "The 
Court are of opinion that the delusion under which the 
Petitioners labor should be forthwith removed, and that they 

98MS. Hall Books, 25 April, 1823. 
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should be informed that the Revenues of the said Hospital appear 
to the said Chancellor to have been managed \\ith a strict obser
vance of the Statutes delivered to the Master at the time of his 
appointment; and every constant attention to the interest 1and 
welfare of the Poor there, whose pay has been increased and 
comforts augmented in repeated instances by the conduct of the 
Master and his Officers, and which Master hias a vested interest in 
the profits of his office under the authority of an Act of Parlia
ment. And therefore until this Court is satisfied of some mis
management .... against the Statutes of the said Hospital ..... 
they cannot interfere during the continuance of existing 
interests". The matters raised by the petitioners would, how
ever be considered again on the appointment of a new Master. 99 

Part of the sting of Lord Bexley's reply lay in the allusion to 
the earlier enquiry by the Duchy-an allusion which was taken to 
cast a doubt on the motives which ,had actuated this new attack. 
Although the Corporation as such took no official part, the agita
tion continued, arid the Mayor and several Aldermen were 
signatories to the retort which was called forth by the Chancellor's 
answer. This reply to the Chancellor was most numerously 
signed. There was in fact something like a genuine popular 
clamour. 

The answer of the petitioners w:as concerned to make two 
points. The first concerned the earlier enquiry. "It is with 
feelings of deep regret that we find in your Lordship's answer any 
reference whatever to the circumstances which led to the Report 
of the Attorney-General of the Duchy dated the 15th January 
last, since those circumstances formed no consideration whatever 
with the persons who signed the petition to the Mayor and Cor
poration upon the subject, they having acted solely from a 
disinterested desire that the most important charitable Institution, 
founded and munificently endowed by a Townsman, might be 
testored to l!_Ses commensurate with the benevolent intentions of 
its Founder". The second object w:as to remind the Chancellor 
of the real argument which the petitioners were anxious to main
tain; to insist, that is, that no accusation had been levelled against 
the Master of acting illegally; but only that the existing practices 
were contrary to the spirit and intent of the benefaction, though 
admittedly within the letter of the statutes. 100 

99ibid., 6 August, 1823. lOOPublic Record Office, ibid., DL 41 /87. 
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~his time Lo!'d Bexley returned a more gracious answer. 
His letter promised, in specific terms, that on the appointment of 
a new Master conditions would be imposed, limiting the Master's 

, powers in the granting of leases, and requiring at least a moderate 
degree of residence. Lord Bexley's opinion was, however, that 
any change in the customs of making leases could only be gradual. 
For as he explained in a letter of the 24th November, the granting 
of leases for lives was an ancient custom and, he suggested, even 
older than the founder. Debts were contrncted and family settle
ments were made, which were dependent on the long expectations 
involved in leases for several lives. Arbitrary or sudden abolition 
would thus cause distress and injustice. 101 

John Selwyn died on the 5th November, 1823. 102 His 
successor, William Vansittart, had to give bond for his obser
va.nce of certain regulations, which in the form they finally 
reached in 1833, largely met the demands of the Leicester 
petitioners. No lease was henceforth to be made on the 
basis of surveys more than seven years old, nor except upon 
consideration estimated as fair by an actuary. No lease whatever 
of mineral property was to be made, except with the approval of 
the Chancellor and Council of the Duchy. When leases on which 
only one life was outstanding were renewed, they were, subject 
to certain specified exceptions, not to be for morre than twenty-one 
years. Finally, the provision which had been made when John 
Selwyn became Master was now carried much farther, for the 
raising of the reserved rents, again with certain exceptions, at 
every renewal by a definite proportion, namely, by a fifth on the 
first renewal, by a quarter on the second, and by a third on the 
third. The result was necessarily a drastic reduction of the 
Master's income from fines. For whereas John Selwyn's emolu
ments from this source over a period of thirty years had amounted 
in all to £24,440-that is an average over the whole period of 
more than £800 a year-Vansittart's income from fines did not 
reach a higher annual figure than about £200. 103 The Leicester 
petitioners might therefore feel well satisfied with the result of 
their agitations. In consequence, they formally gave up their 

lOICharity Commissioners' Report, ibid., 84-7. 
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103Charity Commissioners' Report, ibid., 84, 94. 
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activti.1Jies on uhat front, finding plenty to engage them else
where.104 

There is a certain irony in the Corporation's influence h:a,ving 
been brought in to support this attack on an ancient vested 
tinterest. For John Selwyn was in a position very like their own. 
Both the Master and the Corporation, highly favoured by the 
general increase in the value of the land, had increased the 
revenues of which they had the .administration. Of both his and 
their funds, critics were ab1e to maintain that the larger part of 
the increments went to private benefits more than to public pur
poses.105 For when all is said that is possible in the Master's 
defence, it is still a t"emarkable fact that, .even after the reforms 
which the Duchy initiated on the .appointment of Vansittart, the 
Hospital's total income was just over £508 the year, while the 
Master's revenues from fines on leases alone was nearly half that 
sum. 106 

Yet of the Leicester hospitals with which we have dealt 
in this paper, Wigston's Hospital was the only one which in 
1834 was solvent. For this, no doubt, credit is due to the financial 
administration of the Masters. John Selwyn himself had begun 
the Hospital's investments in Government stock by investing in 
January, 1821, the sum of £2,150 10s. 9d. in the three per cent. 
r,educed annuities. This capital sum was increased in 1832 by 
the investment of the sum of £188 17s. 6d. which h.ad been 
received for the sale of Hospital land to a railway company. 107 

In the light of the similarity between Selwyn's position in the 
matter of the fines and leases, and th.at of the Corporation ias 
administrators of the Borough lands, it is plain that to any far
sighted supporter of the Tory ascendancy in Leicester (if there 
were any such) the implications of the campaign initiated by Dr. 
Hill and his friends, not less than the radical persuasion of many 
of the petitioners, must have been distinctly disturbing. More
over, as we have seen, the local newspapers played a gr,eat part 
in these agitations. At every stage the editors were asked to 
publish announcements. Burbidge's account of the history of 
Wigston's Hospital was widely advertised. In fact, we see the 

104Jbid., 85. 
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local reforms in this, as in the other campaigns which they 
organised in this period, developing the technique of popular 
appeal and public agitation, which they used to so good effect in 
bringing about the final defeat of the old Corporation. The 
difference in the campaign about vVigston's Hospital was that, 
by playing on the interest of the Common Hall in the charitable 
benefactions of the town, they were able to mobilise, as a tem
porary ally for this one purpose, their real and final enemy. 


