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Numbers, owners and tenants on the Tithe Returns, with the modern numbers
No. 505 & 506 (14 & 14a) malthouse/gardens and tenement, Hugh Barford
No. 507 Black Horse PH (16) W.H. Brakspear, tenant: William Brown
Nos. 513 House, brewery, yard etc (Nos. 54 & 56) T. Soundy: H.N Byles
No. 514 Yard, stable, garden, etc Rev. Deacon Morrell: Wm. Lamb
Nos. 515 2 houses, (Anchor Inn) Rev. Deacon Morrell: Wm. Woodley & others
No. 516 House, garden etc. (No 60 Baltic Cottage & Baltic House,
9 Thameside South) Lord Camoys: James Wheeler
No. 517 Coalyard (fronting Baltic House), Lord Camoys: James Wheeler
Front cover: photo of Friday Street south during the first half of the 20th century showing Holton’s
corner shop, and cottages beyond the Black Horse, which were demolished during slum clearance
in the late 1930s.
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Editorial
In March 1985, The Henley Standard published a list of 16 businesses that
existed in Friday Street in the 1930s, drawn up Reg Churchill-Colman. The
road was a hive of activity. There was a butcher, a baker, a greengrocer and
fruiterer, a paper bag manufacturer, a maker and supplier of tents, a shoe
repair shop, a fish and chip shop, a boatyard, a coalyard, a dairy, pubs, and
many more. Although several small shops between Queen Street and the
Reading Road remain, the places they occupy date to the 19th century and a
large number of the earlier buildings further along Friday Street’s south
side have gone. Ruth Gibson’s excellent work on the vernacular buildings
of Henley has already appeared in several editions of our Journal,
including, in Journal 28, the history of the houses and people of Friday
Street North. This edition completes the picture, with a description of the
vernacular buildings of Friday Street south, which formed part of the
parish of Rotherfield Greys until the late 19th century.
Most of the historic buildings on the south side of the street were
associated with Greys Brewery, a substantial business that developed
through the 18th century and continued until it was bought by Brakspear’s,
in 1896. The photos on page 6 reveal the extent of the changes made in the
1880s, when Queen Street was built, the brewery buildings were
demolished and the Drill Hall was constructed, over narrow back alleys
(considered to be slum dwellings). Our front cover picture dates to some
time in the first half of the 20th century, showing Holton’s corner shop and
beyond it, further houses that have since disappeared. Many of those that
remain in Friday Street south are Grade II listed and have long histories.
John Bailey’s article provides interesting new insights into sporting life on
the river in Henley. Research carried out previously on Henley Rowing
Club’s founding date (see his article in Journal 7), indicated that a variety of
clubs existed earlier than was first thought. His detailed detective work,
sifting through a variety of contemporary accounts, has produced a much
fuller picture of rowing activity in the town. This includes clubs, such as
Dreadnought and Albion, controversies, personalities, and competitive
events on the river, during the first half of the 19th century.
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Greys Brewery Site and Historic Buildings
in Friday Street South
Ruth Gibson
Brief resumé of the known history of Greys Brewery
The Hostelries of Henley by Ann Cottingham, 200011 contains details of how
Greys Brewery was developed from a trading and shipping concern
throughout the late C18th and C19th, at first by the Soundy’s and Byles, later
by various members of the Byles, (a merchant Henley family) into a very
substantial malting and brewing business. However, by 1896 the Brewery
had been bought up by Brakspear’s and closed soon after that.

Recent family history research by descendants, now in Tasmania, of their
great grandfather George Sargent shows that the Census Returns of 1871
have a George H. Sargent living at the Brewery, working as a clerk. The
other household listed is that of manager Pierre B. Byles.
After closure, part of the large building complex shown on the 1878 OS
map was used for various commercial purposes. For some 30 years J.
Putman & Sons were well-established makers and suppliers of tents,
marquees, rope, twine, sacks, canvas bags and covers, both for sale and for
hire. The malthouse and barns had various uses such as storage and as
squash courts, before being demolished, making way for housing.

1

A. Cottingham The Hostelries of Henley, 2000, pp 288-290.
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In 1911, the coal merchants R. Toomer & Co. built a long stable range
parallel to the former malthouse (see date stone in east gable, below) for the
teams of horses and waggons needed for the business of collecting coal
from Thames barges, riverside depots and the railway station yard and
delivering it to their customers.

Toomer’s stable range, with the date stone set into the east gable.

When lorries superseded horse-drawn carts, the space became a builder’s
premises known as Nunn’s Yard. Later the fine stable range was converted
to residential, but retains its large stable-sized door openings and hoist
door in the central gable for access to the former hayloft.
With the exception of Baltic Cottage/House, all the other historic houses in
this report, in the former Rotherfield Greys Parish of Friday Street, were
connected with the brewery or its various owners. Both the Anchor and the
Black Horse were pubs owned by Greys Brewery and later by Brakspear’s.
The Anchor was known as the Brewery Tap and remains a Brakspear
public house.

R.G. 12.2.2020
5

Friday Street South in the 19th Century
A comparison between the late 19th century photograph below, the 1878 OS
Map, the early 20th century front cover photo, and the modern photo on
this page reveals the extent of the changes to the Greys Brewery buildings.

Friday Street c 1890, looking east towards the river, with buildings that
have since been demolished. Below: the south side of the street today.
Photo courtesy of Savills, Henley.
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The 1878 OS Map of Friday Street, showing the footprint of
Greys Brewery and its malthouse.
N
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Timber-framed Buildings: Glossary
The diagram below provides a glossary of the commonly used terms to
describe timber-framed buildings.
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14 and 14a Friday Street
Grade II Listed

Dendro Dated: 1589/90

Recorded: Ruth Gibson

by Dr Dan Miles 2019

DoE Listing grade and entry text: Grade II; 14 & 14A: ‘16/17th C and later,
timber-framed house (now 2 houses). Eastern part has jettied gable end with
timbering (close-studding) exposed. Two storeys and attic.’ NB: The Listing
Entry continues, describing existing doors and windows.

Known History
The earliest known history of Nos. 14 and 16 goes back to title deeds and a
will of 1738, which show that William Benwell the elder, of Rotherfield
Greys owned ‘two messuages, malthouses, heriditaments’ … ‘standing and being
on the south side … of Fryday Street… ‘
There is sufficient evidence in the continuity of this collection of title deeds
to identify the two ‘messuages’ as today’s 16, 14a and 14 Friday Street
south. The later documented history of the building is connected with
Brakspear’s and the adjoining former public house called the ‘Plough’, later
the ‘Black Horse’, at No. 16. Their rent ledgers from 1796–98 show the
house and malthouse next to the ‘Plough’ leased to Ralph Harris. A note
9

says ‘sold to Mr. Barford in 1813 for £ 400’. The Sales Particulars describe
the large malthouse with 5 malt lofts and kiln and also the passageway
which was (and remains) a right of way to the (former) stables, a good well
and three-quarters of an acre of garden.2
The 1844 Tithe Map of Rotherfield Greys shows a substantial house
fronting the street with large rear outbuildings. It was in the ownership of
Hugh Barford. He was a Henley maltster, also a magistrate and alderman
of the town and is known to have lived in Hart Street (1851 Census). Whilst
subletting the residential part of No. 14 to George Beck, his own
commercial use of the maltings continued.

Front elevation of Nos. 14a (left) and 14 (right) Friday
Street South
The former large size of the house as shown on the Tithe Map is confirmed
by the 1878 O.S. map, which was drawn up before Queen Street was
created. Whilst the house is now 8.46 metres long at the road frontage, the
1878 map shows a building measuring c. 17.68 metres. The removal of over
half of the building and its rear ranges may explain the oddities of the
present building, as discussed below.
Behind No. 14a are two short timber-framed rear ranges, constructed at
right angles to the front build. The central one is very short and two storeys
high, the rear, longer one is of one and a half storeys.
Description of building: This is a timber-framed building with jettied first
floor, underbuilt in brick and with a modern brick corner section to Queen
Street. Its roof, with a central, 4-flue ridge stack, runs parallel to the street
and approximately two bays of the earlier house survive. Part of the eastfacing gable (visible in the passageway) consists of close studded timberframing. As does the north street frontage, where a raised gable projects
over a moulded jetty beam. These, and the close studding of its vertical
timbers, are very impressive and it was clearly built to impress. It is also a
very unusual type of framing in Henley, where neither large raised gables
nor close studding are traditional. Was a travelling master carpenter in
charge?
A. Cottingham ‘The Hostelries of Henley’ and research into the deeds of No. 16
Friday Street by Hilary Fisher.
2

10

Moulded ends of jetty beams

Left: Blocked window
in raised gable,
Friday Street
elevation

The first floor fenestration consists of a large three-light window and two
small adjoining three-light flanking windows (now blocked). The adjoining
two-light window is modern. The originally larger house very likely had
more of these flanking windows, creating a long run of glass for the first
floor chamber. This was a sign of a wealthy owner and popular at the time
of its construction in 1590.
Some original ovolo moulded frames survive well in the windows of the
east gable wall at ground and first floor levels, protected against
weathering by the narrow passageway between Nos. 14 and 16. However,
the very existence of moulded mullions and close studding in this gable
confirms that this large house originally occupied a larger plot without an
immediate neighbour on the east side.
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Internal evidence
Cellars: there are two brick built cellars under each dwelling, brick-walled
with small lamp or candle niches, very probably one cellar originally; both
have front accesses from pavement level as well as ladder stairs inside.
Timber-framed construction: the front room of No.14a occupies one
timber-framed bay plus a small part of a second bay to the west, the rest of
which is now occupied by No. 14. The ground floor ceiling timbers consist
of an off centre transverse and an axial beam with chamfers and stops. The
rear bay is also timber-framed, but has been much altered at ground floor
level, losing its front and rear walls.
However, at first floor level the roof structure is exposed and shows two
sets of curved wind braces, from principal rafters to clasped purlins, typical
for buildings from the 15th century onwards, which may pre-date the
construction of the front range. Different first floor levels in the two ranges
also confirm that they are of different dates.

Left: paired wind braces in the roof of rear range. Right: wind brace
between principal rafter and purlin in the north attic.
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The front range has a first floor and an attic. A well-preserved ovulo
mullion window is located in the east wall of the first floor.

Section
of ovulo
mullion

The ceiling has wide transverse and axial beams, chamfered and with stops
on both beams near their intersections, showing that this is part of the
original construction and that the attic was used principally as chambers
rather than storage.

Chamfers with lamb’s tongue stops

Note the chamfers on both beams, with their lamb’s tongue stops.
Chamfers are essential, as they remove the sharp edges from low headheight ceiling beams. The stops are a decorative form of terminating the
chamfer; their survival here shows that this is original carpentry of quality.
13

The original east gable timber framing is well preserved. The four struts
appear to be part of a now blocked gable window as well as being
structural elements, especially the thicker flanking ones.

Slanting principal rafter

Junction of two purlins

Left: the attic allows a glimpse of the main roof, as it projects into the space
created by the large dormer. The picture shows the slanting principal rafter
of the main roof. Right: this picture shows the junction of two purlins. The
purlin of the main roof on the right holds up the purlin of the gable, an
accomplished piece of Tudor carpentry. Both purlins support the rafters of
their differently aligned roofs.
14

Discussion and Conclusion
This is a building of quality and was clearly intended to impress. Before
circa 1880, when half of it was demolished to make way for the new
Victorian Queen Street, it must have dominated the western part of Friday
Street south. Apart from the disastrous effect of its partial demolition, there
is evidence that the eastern side of the land now occupied by No. 16 had
not been built on at that time. The close studding and three large, showy
ovolo windows demonstrate that this gable, like the front elevation, was
also designed to be seen and admired.
The row of front windows, large three-mullion ones, with flanking, small
windows in the front elevation were fashionable from the mid C16th to the
mid C17th centuries. In the 1560s they are found in superior houses and by
the end of the century were used in all houses regardless of the status of
their occupants (Linda Hall).3
Therefore, the tree felling dates we now have of 1589/90 fit well into this
range. The extravagant use of timbers, demonstrated by the close studding
walls, shows off the wealth of the owners, remarkable at a time when
timbers had become much more expensive. However, the Benwells, with
their substantial Chiltern farming interests, would have been able to
provide their own local materials for such a prestigious house close to the
commercial shipping highway of its time.
Or perhaps timber shortages were not a consideration in a town, which still
exported timber downstream to London in great quantities, a welldocumented fact throughout the seventeenth century. 4

© Ruth Gibson, 2008/16, 2019, 6.2.2020

3
4

Linda Hall Period House Fixtures & Fittings, Countryside Books, 2005, p. 70.
Inventory, Henley timber merchant George Cranfield 1667 (ORO MS 162/4/28).
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16 Friday Street
Listed Grade II: ‘Late C17th & 18th, painted brick facade, tiled roof . . . door to
rear passage. Inside some exposed beams . . . large angled corner fireplace. At rear
earlier section, one storey, with large beams’ (see full DoE Listing Entry of 1974)

History
The earliest known history of No.16 is connected with No.14 and goes back
to the title deeds and a will of 1738, which show that William Benwell the
elder of Rotherfield Greys, owned ‘two messuages, malthouses, heriditaments’
… ‘standing and being on the south side … of Fryday Street… ‘ There is
sufficient evidence in the continuity of this collection of title deeds (in the
ownership of No. 16) to identify the two messuages as today’s 16, 14a and
14 Friday Street south.
The documented history of the building is connected with Brakspear’s
when No. 16 was a public house called the ‘Plough’ later the ‘Black Horse’.
The rent ledgers from 1796–98 show the house and malthouse next to the
Plough leased to Ralph Harris and also mention the passageway, which
still exists between Nos.14 and 16 and is a right-of-way (formerly to the
stables, a good well and ¾ acre of garden).5

A. Cottingham The Hostelries of Henley and research into the deeds of No. 16 Friday
Street by Hilary Fisher.
5
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Description and location in the street
The building is a tall, white-painted brick building of two storeys and attic,
raised above a basement with direct delivery access to it from the street.
The east gable is tile hung, not a traditional local feature. The main
entrance door is reached via four steps. The first floor windows are tall,
cross-shaped, of c. 17th C date, but there are four-light Victorian horned
sashes at the ground floor. The building is located on the south side of
Friday Street, which was in the Rotherfield Greys parish until the late C19th.
Left: sketch plan
of cellar and
ground floor with
public bar on the
right; next to the
passage between
Nos. 14 and 16, a
right-of-way
remains to the
backyards of both
dwellings.
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The ground floor has a small entrance lobby with straight central staircase
and access to what used to be the public bar on the right, or west, side.
Inserted into this space is a small fireplace of a triangular footprint,
dividing the bar. On the ground floor east side is a further room, possibly
used as a saloon bar/private sitting room. This has a large inglenook
fireplace with the remnant of a bread oven.
The rear elevation of the house (see left picture below) retains surprising
evidence of a quite different plan form. There remains a stair turret, located
next to the main brick stack, but now only extant at first and second floor
levels. This explains the very steep staircase inserted between the two front
rooms, very likely at the time when the building became a pub in the C19th.
Left: rear view
with lean-to
extension and
stair turret,
containing the
newel stair,
right, still
serving as
access
between 1st
and 2nd floors

Below left: front room with modern
fireplace. Right: front room with
Victorian fireplace in former bar
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Left: ground floor door to east room with exposed timber-framing above.
Right: attic with exposed studs, purlin and principal rafter.

Discussion
Both the Tithe and first O.S. maps show this building as part of the tightly
built up street frontage of Friday Street South, connected on both sides by
archways to its neighbours with passageways to the rear. The tile-hung
east gable indicates brickwork damaged when the former neighbouring
terrace was demolished.
Whilst the front part of the house shows an upgrade in its up-to-date
Victorian fenestration at ground floor level, as well as direct cellar access
from the street and an altered internal layout to include a fireplace and
public bar, the rear retains the timber-framing of an earlier building. There
is also still part of a winder stair case at first floor level within a stair turret,
at what was probably originally the back of the building.
The latter is a feature more often seen in Tudor houses, where stairs were
located at the rear exterior wall of the building, to save valuable interior
spaces being lost (good local examples of this practice exist at Harpsden
Court and Greys Court – although on a rather grander scale, but using the
same principle of an external rear staircase). Here it indicates a 16th to early
17th century building date for the rear section of the house.

© Ruth Gibson, 3.2.2020
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54–56 Friday Street: ‘Way’s Rare &
Secondhand Bookshop’ and ‘Greys House’
DoE. Listed in 1974, Grade II, Group Value
‘C19 facade. Render with old tiled roof above eaves cornice. Two storeys, eastern
bay slightly advanced, with dormer. Three windows, sashes of eastern bay with
architraves and labels above with decorated frieze. Off centre 6-panelled door with
bracketed hood and plain fanlight. Repro bowed shop window at western end’.

Description
Very little is left of the former Greys Brewery, which on the 1878 OS Map
and the 1844 Rotherfield Greys Tithe Map is clearly shown to extend over a
large area of the south side of Friday Street. A copy of the OS Map appears
on page 7 and the Tithe Map, on the inside front cover.
The Tithe Map shows a narrow dwelling house (coloured pink) with a
service building at the west side and attached at the back. The rear building
no longer exists. The side building, now No. 54, was probably a warehouse
and offices. After Greys Brewery and many of its pubs had been taken over
in 1896 and closed down by Brakspear’s, the building became J. Putman’s
Tent & Cloth Makers premises and, since 1977, it has been Way’s Rare &
Secondhand Bookshop and the adjoining dwelling, Greys House.
20

Far left: stucco
with flowered
frieze.
Left: dogleg
staircase with
turned
balusters.

After 1844, both the residential and the service parts were given a new,
unified stuccoed facade with decorated flower friezes. Both have basement
cellars. No.56’s interior details also reveal that it was the residence of the
owner or administrator of the brewery. See ‘Brakspear’s Brewery 1779-1979’
by Francis Sheppard. The central dogleg staircase is of the open-string type
and has typical Georgian turned balusters and ramped handrails.

Above left to
right: bedroom
hob grate,
Victorian tiles in
entrance hall,
front room
fireplace with
marble surround.

Above: folding shutter to front room window.
Right: one of the brick arches in the cellar
supporting the stack.
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The rear section of what is now No. 54 still preserves very substantial
framing behind its brick façade. The west brick wall has a slight bend
halfway along its length, where the gable of the rear roof joins that of the
front range, a clear indicator of different building phases.
The pictures below show the interior of the western rear range. The left
shows the wall frame between the stair bay and back room. All have heavy
transverse beams, of up to 16 inches scantling as well as substantial wall
posts. The stairs are wider than found in domestic uses and are of shallow
tread (see photo on p. 23); all evidence that this was a framed building of
unusually large scantling timbers, suggesting that the upstairs space was
built for the storage of goods and very likely part of the facilities vital for
Henley’s entrepôt status, connecting both river and road transport.

Above left: part of roof truss in attic. Above centre: timber marks on Baltic pine
post. Above right: exposed transverse beam, showing mortises where former
ceiling joists have been removed to allow insertion of new attic staircase.
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Below are photographs of existing original features of the whole building.

Above: timber framed wall dividing rear office space from central entrance hall
and main stairs with wide, shallow treads, allowing for better access for goods
storage above.
Right: hand-made
bricks in the east
wall with burnt
header use. The
lower brick
appears to have
some incised
letters.
Left: original small pane Georgian window in east
side wall with its timber sash box exposed, dating
from the C18th ; unlike the Victorian sash boxes of the
first floor street frontage which, as a fire precaution,
were recessed behind the brick reveals.

With this building we have only a little, but intriguing evidence left of
what must have been an important and bustling business over many
centuries, located very close to the river, the most important highway
giving direct access to the ever expanding London markets.

© Ruth Gibson: 12.2.20
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The Anchor Inn, 58 Friday Street
DoE Listed Grade II in 1974 as ‘The Anchor Hotel’
Listed entry resumé: C19th stucco facade to earlier, prob. timber-framed house.
Half-hipped roof with central chimney. Two storeys . . . Two doors with engraved
glass panels and C19th casements . . .’

Known History
It was first known as the ‘Brewery Tap’, a reference to the adjoining Greys
Brewery. In the detailed research carried out by Ann Cottingham for ‘The
Hostelries of Henley’, Pages 30–33, the earliest mention of the Anchor is in
the Street Directory of 1847.
Maps
The 1878 OS Map of Henley shows the building very much as it is today,
with its deep rear extensions and the street front bay windows. The map
also still shows buildings of the former Greys Brewery to the west and
south of the public house with a large malthouse clearly marked.
The house is located at the back of pavement, just within the parish of
Rotherfield Greys. The boundary between this and Henley is marked as a
centre line on the 1878 OS Map (see p. 25).

24

1878 OS Map.
The Anchor
Inn on the
south side of
Friday Street.

1844 Tithe map
of Rotherfield
Greys. No 515 is
now The Anchor
Inn, but was
then a dwelling
house with two
occupants.

The 1844 Tithe Map (see above and inside front cover) and the Tithe
Returns of Rotherfield Greys show the building in an L-shaped form with
large outbuildings in the backyard. It was owned by the Rev. Deacon
Morrell and apparently subdivided into two dwellings at that time. The
tenants were ‘William Woodley & others’. No 517 on the corner plot
adjacent to the river is marked as a coalyard, owned by James Wheeler.
25

Plan form/position in street: its plan form is that of a two and a half

bays lobby entry house, i.e. a building with a central entrance into a
lobby. This lobby is located in front of the stack and gives access to a
room on each side, with the staircase formerly at the back.

Sketch of ground floor plan, approximate scale 1:50

Description of the building
The exterior of the building is described in the abbreviated Listing Entry
above and shows a late Victorian facade with a two-storey bay window on
the west side and two entrance doors with frosted glass giving access to the
two bars. Inside, heavy ceiling joists and transverse beams and some
surviving timber posts show that this is a re-fronted timber-framed house
of a C16th date.
Left: heavy scantling
chamfered ceiling
beams in the east bar
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Left: western bar, transverse
ceiling beam and chamfered spine
beam supported by a later post,
inserted when the original stud
end wall was removed to enlarge
the bar area with a single storey
lean-to extension.
Below left: weathered post and
mid rail exposed in the kitchen, is
this a former outside wall?
Below right: the wind braces of
the attic roof.

The upper floors are reached by a C19th staircase, from the rear lobby.
Although modernized, extended and altered, the main body of the stairs
still occupies its original space to the rear of the stack. The wind braces of
the attic roof, under which it rises, are visible on its south side (photograph
above right).
The first floor has the same lay-out as the ground floor: the central stack,
1.50 m wide with lobbies front and back; the rear lobby allows access
between the two rooms from the stairs. In the front lobby some of the
original framing is exposed such as a wall post with chamfered sides. The
spine beam and chamfered joists are also exposed.
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Attic and roof structure
Below left and right: the full roof trusses are not visible in the attic, but
substantial (22cm–24cm wide) wind braces between purlins and principal
rafters exist in the front and rear roof slopes.

Wind
braces.

Left: view of rafters
to apex from the
attic lobby behind
the central brick
stack.

Conclusion
This is a building type that is first seen in the second half of the C16th and
becomes more and more common during the C17th. The location of a
central stack around which the timber frame of the house was built,
together with a staircase at the back, brought a great improvement to the
living standard of its inhabitants as well as providing greater stability for
the frame. Fireplaces could now also be installed in first floor chambers as
the central stack easily accommodated four flues. The lobbies in front and
28

behind the stack allowed access to the rooms on either side, giving privacy
to their occupants, as it was no longer necessary to walk through
interconnected rooms. Newel stairs, securely attached to the masonry of
the stack, which replaced the ladder type companion stairs seen in
medieval buildings, were a great improvement too.
The Anchor thus represented a very up-to-date building type at the time of
its construction either side of 1600, a great step forward from the 1438
smoke-filled two-bay open hall at Baltic Cottage next door, but The Anchor
could be of a similar date to the adjoining cross wing of Baltic Cottage,
which was built from oaks felled in 1537/8. (Both building phases at Baltic
Cottage were dendro dated by the Oxford Dendrochronology Laboratory.)
No dendro dating of The Anchor has as yet been undertaken.

A view of Friday Street, including The Anchor, during the floods of 1894.

© Ruth Gibson 2013 & 2020
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Baltic Cottage, 60 Friday Street and
Baltic House, 9 Thameside
Originally one house, but separately listed, Grade II, 17th and 18th
century respectively.
(NB the L.B. entry needs amending in the light of the dendro dates – see
below)

Historical background
Baltic Cottage is a 1438 dendro-dated hall with a 1537/38 cross wing (part
of Baltic Cottage) located in Friday Street South, at the very point where the
Rotherfield Greys parish boundary meets the Thames. In circa 1800 an
elegant front range was added on the east side, giving the building
presence on the river frontage. It was owned by the Stonors in the 1844
Tithe Returns of Rotherfield Greys and let to the coal merchant and barge
master James Wheeler. Its important position close to the Thames is a
strong indicator that its occupants were, like James Wheeler, involved with
the river from the start through either trade or/and fisheries, possibly in the
ownership of the lords of Rotherfield Greys originally. A 1462 lease by the
de Greys grants their fisheries, upstream from Friday Street, to John
30

Russell. This was a valuable business, which may well have been
associated with the then newly built hall house.

Architectural Details
The house is now subdivided into Baltic Cottage and Baltic House. Both
own half of the former two-bay open hall, later divided by its large,
inserted brick stack. This two-bay hall runs parallel to the street; the twobay western cross wing was built at right angles, but its gable was later
hipped back, so that it could share the hall’s roofline.
The hall has a crown post roof, formerly visible from the ground floor as
the hall was open from floor to apex. Sooting still evident on the roof
timbers provides the evidence for this. Only the crown post at the western
end survives intact with a single brace, the complete crown plate (also
called a collar purlin) supports the collars and its paired roof rafters above.
The cross wing has a side purlin roof with queens trusses.

The crown post in the centre supports the purlin and collars above.
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The hall had a c. 2 m wide central brick stack inserted into its centre,
which allowed heated upper chambers to be installed. The central
crown post was incorporated into the stack and only its moulded
foot is still visible in the eastern first floor chamber.
The cross wing may be contemporary with the insertion of the stack
and fireplaces, but its staircase is a C 20th insertion; the first stairs
were probably located at the back of the wide stack and would have
served all upstairs chambers.
Both hall and cross wing lie 0.43 m below street level; another sign
of the building’s great age, as its floors would have been laid at or
near street level originally.
Left: ground floor
plan with central
stack; cross wing on
right hand side.

Right: cross section at A to A1 on plan.
Note the modern street level on the
right of the drawing.
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Details of the circa 1800 interior of Baltic House.
Left: traditional ramped
handrail at dog-leg turn of
stairs, but with thin stick
balusters set between the
traditionally turned main
balusters; this form still retains
the elegance of the typical,
often very ornate C18th
staircase, but already uses the
much simpler stick balusters of
the Regency period.

Right: a fireplace
surround with a
classical style
moulded pedestal
mantel shelf, in the
drawing room.

Conclusion
A most fascinating house, which is well hidden behind its simple,
rendered exterior and C19th fenestration. The discovery of the first
crown post roof in Henley (of 1438) was very exciting, but has since
been joined by two mid C14th, equally well hidden ones in Market
Place and Bell Street.
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The ground floor, well below the modern street level, is another
interesting proof of its longevity and has been a useful aid when
recording buildings of a similar age such as the low lying rear range,
formerly the ‘The Bear’, in Bell Street, which turned out to also date to 1438.
The well-built Tudor cross wing of 1538 of Baltic Cottage shows that the
owners were prosperous enough to add a chambered wing to the medieval
hall. Probably at the same time came the introduction of another floor over
the hall, a stack and fireplaces, and a staircase; this was happening during a
period when we see much evidence of great improvements being made
generally to vernacular buildings and to their inhabitants’ comfort.

Friday Street looking west from the river, circa 1890 (Henley-on-Thames. A
Pictorial History, A. Cottingham & H. Fisher). The Georgian Baltic House
addition to the low roof of the medieval hall can be seen on the left. The
Brewery Tap Anchor Inn adjoins the latter’s 1538 wing. The group of
buildings on the left up to the Anchor remains unchanged.

© R. Gibson 14.2.2020
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Rowing Clubs in Henley Before 1853
John Bailey
In 1989, Henley Rowing Club celebrated what it held to be its 150th
anniversary. I contributed an article to Journal No 7, rejecting 1839 as the
true foundation date and setting out the evidence for an 1853 foundation,
attested not only by the press but in the Club’s own minute book. Some
years later, our member Hilary Fisher discovered in the 12th annual report
of the Henley National Schools, dated 1829, a reference to a Henley Rowing
Club. Later still, in 2008, two chairs apparently linked to a body named
“Henley Rowing Club” in 1819 were put up for auction.
The purpose of this article is threefold. First, because of the myths
perpetuated at different times by persons connected with the Henley
Rowing Club of their day (that the three local clubs who rowed at the first
Henley Regatta in 1839 were merely three branches of one continuing club
or that the three amalgamated to form the present club shortly after the
first Regatta), the true history of the clubs that existed at this period - and I
have discovered five, plus references to two more of doubtful status - has
never been much researched or recorded. In view of their early date and
the number of times they appeared at the world’s most famous regatta,
they deserve better.
Secondly, when I wrote in 1989, I gave details of local races held in 1838
never previously mentioned, so it would appear, in anything approaching
modern times. In view of the two subsequent developments, I wondered
whether it might be possible to trace races by local crews back to 1828 or
even 1819 and carried out additional research accordingly. Thirdly, as a
result of the 1819 discovery, I had been responsible for a mistake in the
Victoria County History, and thought this should be corrected.

1819 – Trophy chairs
In 2008, Partridge Fine Art sold two chairs inscribed “First St Marks Torpid
winners 1819 – Henley Rowing Club” and “Second St Marks Torpid
Winners 1820 – Henley Rowing Club”.6 Whilst the early dates surprised
me, what I found particularly perplexing were the references to “St Marks
It was previously possible to find a photograph of these chairs on the internet, but
this was deleted when Partridge Fine Art went into administration in 2009.
6
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Torpid”: it was not simply previously unknown to me, but there was
nothing I could find out about it either on the internet or from written
sources. The only connection with rowing seemed to be its similar name to
the Torpids (plural) - bumping races between the colleges - held annually
at Oxford University since 1838. Some of the details seemed to me rather
odd, but there it was: this was the first known reference to a rowing club in
Henley. Or so it appeared.
When I found out about the chairs, I passed on the news to Simon
Townley, editor of the volume of the Victoria County History for Henley and
its environs. I had already given him a good deal of material relating to
sport in Henley, and afterwards he sent me a copy of what he hoped would
be his final texts on the subject – but with no reference to 1819 or the chairs.
I told him that, though an alteration at a late stage might be unfortunate, I
considered that the chairs, as they provided us with the earliest known
reference to rowing in Henley, needed to be mentioned, and he amended
his text accordingly.7
And there the matter rested until 2012, when the prominent historian Mary
Beard, professor of classics at Cambridge, but much more besides
including nowadays a television star and a Dame Commander of the Order
of the British Empire, bought two chairs that appeared to be items of
rowing memorabilia – because she liked the look of them and thought they
might make a fitting birthday present for her husband, rather than because
she herself had any great interest in rowing. Both chairs contained a logo of
“St John’s College Rowing Club”, with the years 1896 and 1897 respectively
and the name of the cox for that year. The 1896 chair also bore the words
“bumped Kings” and that for 1897 “Second Torpid”. But the buyer, the
recipient and various others they spoke to soon became suspicious about
these items. The boat club of St John’s College Cambridge had always been
known as “Lady Margaret”. Oxford had Torpids and a St John’s but no
King’s College. The interested parties were then informed by historian Dr
Peter Linehan that at Cambridge St John’s did not bump King’s in either
year. There were also no such coxes at the college in the years in question,
while the heraldry found on the chairs was also all wrong.
When Professor Beard referred to the matter in The Times Literary
Supplement, a large number of people made suggestions that might solve
7

Victoria County History: Oxfordshire XVI, p.143
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the mystery, especially about the possibility of some other King’s College
being involved, but nothing quite fitted. Professor Beard found out that a
pair of decorative chairs inscribed with Henley Rowing Club’s name had
previously been sold, and I, of course, assumed that these were the chairs
about which I already knew – but I was jumping to conclusions. These
were, in fact, two further chairs, one labelled “Henley Rowing Club – 2
wins, 1887-1888” and the other “Henley Rowing Club – Bumped 1877”.
Such chairs, Ms Beard concluded, must in some sense be considered fakes,
though she pointed out that the chairs themselves were old and made of
mahogany; it was the inscriptions which were not based on fact.8
Once alerted, I found that further chairs of a similar ilk exist and might be
seen on the internet. There were two Richmond Rowing Club chairs, one
marked “Est. 1821” and the other “Bumped Christchurch II – Windsor
1842”, and also a Richmond Rowing Club trophy table.9 There is still in
existence a Richmond Rowing Club that claims an 1863 foundation date –
but this is situated at Richmond, New South Wales. In this country, the
Richmond Bridge Boat Club was founded as recently as 2013, but, even in
the previously unknown event of such a club having been founded in 1821,
the fact that it had bumped “Christchurch II” at Windsor in 1842 must be a
mere fantasy.
Then there were the two chairs marked “Cheshunt’s Rowing Club”, one
with “1803” added and the other “1807”; the name of the club appears to be
pure invention.10
I have even traced a chair inscribed “Harvard Rowing Club 1899 – Varsity
Boat Race ‘Bumped’ Yale”. Well, Harvard did beat Yale in 1899, but the
word “bumped” seems wrong even in inverted commas. I strongly suspect
that this chair also is not what it seems.11

Beard, Mary (and others), A Don’s Life, Times Literary Supplement (Accessed
31/12/2015). http://timesonline.typepad.com/dons_life/2012/10//are-these-chairsfakes.html
9 Loveantiques.com. (Accessed 23/1/2017) https://www.loveantiques.com/ > Antiques >
Antique Chairs
10 Sellingantiques.co.uk. (Accessed 16/1/2017).
https://www.sellingantiques.co.uk/.../cheshunt-rowing-club-commemorative-trophy-chair/
11 Pinterest (Hidden Galleries) (Accessed 10/2/2017)
https:/www.pinterest.co.uk/pin/546272029773596827/
8
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Other such chairs may also exist. With the just possible exception of the
last, all those discovered may be called frauds in the sense that their
inscriptions are not contemporary with their construction, while the events
or clubs they purport to commemorate mostly never happened or existed.
They were not necessarily sold initially with any certification as to their
age, but some auction houses may subsequently have been incautious in
the way they described the items. They were taken in initially, just as I was,
and just as some local rowing historians were.12 So we can forget about a
rowing club in Henley in 1819 or 1820.

1828 – A Schools donation
Hilary Fisher had been trawling through records of local significance, (now
deposited with Oxfordshire Archives), when she came across the 12th
Annual Report of Henley National Schools, which included a list of
donations and subscriptions received by the Schools between Easter 1828
and Easter 1829. One such donation was most curious, being the sum of £3.
5s. 6d. and made by Henley Rowing Club. Of the 100 or so other payments,
all but two were made by individuals, and the exceptions were somewhat
special cases, the Corporation of Henley and the acting committee of the
schools themselves.
The reference was doubly important. First, it needed to be established
whether there was any possible connection with the present Henley
Rowing Club. This seemed unlikely as its foundation under the name of
Henley Boat Club in 1853 was so well documented, with no hint of its
being the refoundation of any earlier club, nor that it had begun under the
name of an earlier club to lay a claim to continuity. But even if no such link
existed, the reference was one of much consequence, as it preceded by as
much as ten years the earliest reference then known to any local rowing
club in Henley, and thus any renewed search for the town’s earliest rowing
clubs needed to go back beyond that.
Many years earlier, I had searched through the files of Bell’s Life, the
Reading Mercury and the Berkshire Chronicle for references to boat clubs in
Henley from 1829 but found nothing relevant before 1838. Now that all
three papers had been digitised, I thought perhaps I should make sure that

E.g., see posts by Robert Treharne-Jones and Michael (Jones) (Accessed 21/9/2009)
on http://www.rowhistory.net.
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nothing had been missed. This time I went back as far as 1825, and
discovered fresh information in 1835 and 1836 – but nothing earlier.
(Moving forwards, however, digitisation enabled me to check a much
wider range of newspapers containing local references.)
To leave no stone unturned, I also looked more recently through the three
foremost of the sporting monthlies – all somewhat under-researched – that
were published in the earlier part of the 19th century. But these also
revealed nothing useful. In the cases of the Sporting Magazine and the New
Sporting Magazine it was clear that the doings of a small rowing club in
Henley would not have fallen within their normal compass. The Annals of
Sporting and Fancy Gazette might have proved slightly more fruitful but was
short-lived and ended publication frustratingly early.
Bell’s Life in this period had plenty of information about rowing, and the
local papers in this area also mentioned it from time to time, including
sculling races at Henley and the deeds of the then Reading Rowing Club.13
So clearly, the early Henley club, being unmentioned, was not carving out
much of a name for itself. Could the donation to the National Schools have
been made because the club was winding up and disposing of its assets?
That must be conjecture: we do not know when this club began or ended,
and I have been able to find no further reference to any rowing club in the
town before 1835. But clearly there was a rowing club in 1828.

1835 to 1853 – Clubs and controversies
There are references in the press14 to the Dreadnought Club in both 1835
and 1836, though curiously both times concerning races that did not
materialise. On the first occasion, they turned down the challenge of “two
gentlemen from London”, who had been let down by the Cutter Club of
Reading.15
Close to a year later, a match against the Daphne (of Reading) fell through
because of a dispute over what boat Dreadnought could use, the

If clubs were allowed to cannibalise the histories of earlier clubs in the same town,
as Henley Rowing Club has attempted to do, this would have to extend to other
towns, such as, in this instance, Reading.
14 In the case of many of the newspaper references in this article, similar information
may be gleaned from at least one other paper, sometimes several.
15 Berkshire Chronicle 29/8/1835.
13
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Dreadnought club not wanting to be restricted to using the Dreadnought
boat. 16
In 1837, I have been unable to trace any rowing by a Henley club, while the
next year there were the races involving the two Henley crews mentioned
in my earlier article – but again nothing on Dreadnought. The Wave
(hitherto known as the John Cross17) defeated the Duvernay, going on to
conquer Reading in a subsequent race “by nearly a quarter of a mile” on a
course from Mill End to Henley bridge. Prior to this clash, it was said that
the “match excites unusual interest in both towns ... as the contending
parties seem to consider the honour of their respective towns at stake”.18
This was surely one of the more local races, in addition to those involving
clubs from further afield that influenced the foundation of Henley Regatta.

An artist’s impression of Henley Regatta in 1844. This appeared
originally in the Pictorial Times of 29th June 1844. Thanks to the
Reverend John Eade for his help concerning this item
Berkshire Chronicle 3/9/1836. Early rowing clubs frequently took their names from
the boat they used, sometimes going on to keep that name even after acquiring a
new boat.
17 Berkshire Chronicle 4/8/1838
18 Oxford Chronicle 18/8/1838
16
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After the Regatta’s inauguration in 1839, the Albion, one of the clubs
defeated by The Wave in the Town Cup (for coxed fours19), went on to win
a similarly named event at Maidenhead Regatta.20
Dreadnought were also defeated at the first Henley Regatta, but from that
date the Dreadnought Cutter Club, as they were frequently referred to
throughout the period, were clearly the chief club in the town for more
than a decade. They had a good record on the water, but even more
important was the fact that they built on strong foundations, so that their
name was more regularly before the public than was that of any of their
competitors. For eleven years there were references to them in the press at
least annually. There was considerable competition from other clubs, but
the extent of their successes tended to be shorter. Dreadnought did lapse
into invisibility in 1850, but even then only to reappear a year later.
A certain amount of wariness is necessary in distinguishing Dreadnought’s
history from that of other similarly named clubs and crews, as their name
was a popular one in local rowing circles, especially for more or less scratch
crews, such as those found at different times in Reading 21, Caversham 22,
Wallingford 23 and even Eton College 24 besides places even further afield.25
In 1840, prior to the second Henley Regatta, the stewards brought in a new
rule for the Town Cup requiring clubs entering that event to have been in

Except where otherwise indicated, the races mentioned in this article were almost
invariably for coxed fours. This includes those in the Stewards’ Cup, which became
a coxless event only in 1873.
20 Bell’s Life 9/7/1839. Maidenhead Regatta was one of several early regattas on the
Thames not directly connected to more modern events with similar names.
21 Berkshire Chronicle 12/9/1846
22 Berkshire Chronicle 6/8/1853
23 Berkshire Chronicle 6/9/1851
24 Morning Post 15/7/1858
25 Why the name achieved such prominence at this juncture is uncertain, but it may
well have been linked to the presentation by the Royal Navy in 1830 of H.M.S.
Dreadnought to the Seamen’s Hospital Society. The Dreadnought was moored at
Greenwich and used as a hospital ship until 1870, its name being perpetuated to
this day as the name of a unit in St Thomas’s Hospital. The hospital ship was
frequently mentioned in the newspapers and attracted many visitors, so its name
was a well-known one. The use of the term to denote any battleship or battle cruiser
is much more recent.
19
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existence for a year beforehand.26 This is but one of a very large number of
references which explode those theories propounding that the entries for
the Town cup were not proper clubs at all. Their total independence of one
another was also strongly emphasised by further events in 1841 when both
Albion and Dreadnought wrote to Bell’s Life, the foremost sports
newspaper of the day, concerning a controversy between the clubs.
The roots of the discord go back another year or more, at least to the time
when the District Cup was added as a new event for the second Henley
Regatta. The Dreadnought four had already beaten the Albion (besides the
Wave) in the Town Cup, and the two had to meet again in the final of the
District Cup. According to Bell’s Life, even before the start “there existed
great jealousy” between the two clubs and “they were some time getting to
their stations. Having been placed, the Dreadnought took the lead,
obtained the Berks shore, and rowed away beautifully, but could not
prevent the Albion bumping them, which was done probably with a view
of disabling the Dreadnought’s rudder. Happily, however, this failed and
allowed the Dreadnought to go in as victors ... An appeal was made by the
coxswain of the Albion to the umpire [J.D. Bishop], respecting the
Dreadnought not getting out of the Albion’s original course.” Bishop
responded that once Dreadnought had fairly taken that course they
remained entitled to it, and the Albion appeared to accept that decision
with a good grace.27
But the fire continued to smoulder beneath the surface. When the entries
were revealed for the Henley Regatta of 1841, it transpired that only one
entry, Dreadnought, had been received both for the Town and District
cups. Bell’s Life, having compared the position with the highly satisfactory
entry of seven clubs for the Grand Challenge Cup, commented: “no club
has had the courage to enter” against them.28
Before its next issue, Bell’s Life had received a letter from a member of the
Albion club, which stated: “It was the alteration of a rule within the Regatta
laws, with which, circumstanced as the members of the Albion club were, it
was impossible for them to comply, and which alteration was asked [for]
by the Dreadnought club, and only communicated to the other clubs on the
Bell’s Life 10/5/1840
Bell’s Life 5/7/1840
28 Bell’s Life 30/5/1841
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day previous to that on which the entry closed.” The Albion’s
correspondent added that “the secretaries of the regatta are in possession of
the cause of the Albion not entering”, to which the Editor replied: “Is it so
great a secret that the club could not make us acquainted with the facts that
we might form our own opinion upon them?”29
Albion’s letter also brought a rejoinder from J. Forrest, the Dreadnought
secretary, denying that his club had in any way approached the stewards,
adding that, if the rules had been altered at all, it was so slightly as to make
little difference, something that appeared to be borne out when the editor
quoted the amendment.30
In 1842, Dreadnought boldly entered the Stewards’ Cup. Despite losing
easily in the final, they could hardly have been said to be out of their depth
in the open competition, having had to beat the St George’s Club of
London to get there. In the last race of the regatta, Dreadnought rowed
over the course unopposed to retain the Town Cup, while none of the three
entries for the District Cup came from Henley.31

Henley regatta programme from 1843. © River & Rowing
Museum, Henley on Thames, UK.
Bell’s Life 6/6/1841
Bell’s Life 20/6/1841
31 Berkshire Chronicle 18/6/1842
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Albion roused themselves, however, to compete at the Reading and Oxford
City regattas later in the season.32
Dreadnought and Albion finally renewed their rivalry on the river in 1843,
Albion, despite not entering the fray as favourites and “being miserably
steered” capturing the Town Cup with an easy victory over their old
opponents.33 They also won the District Cup in a row over.
A year later, three Henley clubs entered the Town Cup34, but Dreadnought
– whose Alfred Ive competed in the Diamond Sculls – withdrew before the
draw was made, leaving Aquatic to beat the holders “amidst the most
deafening cheering”.35 Aquatic then went on to try their luck at Caversham
Regatta, where they won two events,36 but, returning to Caversham a year
later, it was their turn to be embroiled in controversy. The fours from
Aquatic and the Staff Club of Oxford led from the start in the 3-lane race
for the main event of the day, but there was a clash of oars. The umpire
said that he could not determine which crew was to blame and ordered a
re-row, but Aquatic refused to take part, leaving the Oxonians to row over
the course and claim a disputed victory.37
1845 had already seen Dreadnought again withdraw from the Town Cup at
Henley Regatta, but this time only on the day they were supposed to
contend with the Aquatic for the trophy. This was the consequence of a
melancholy event on the previous day - the first of the 2-day Regatta when Mr W. Plumbe, one of two individuals in this well-known Henley
family who were members of the Regatta committee, “while sitting in the
Stewards’ Stand...was attacked with apoplexy and died in the course of the
night”.38 Only two years earlier, he had been mayor of Henley. The fact that
the Dreadnought Cutter Club withdrew whilst their opponents did not
probably indicates that it was with Dreadnought that Plumbe was more
closely associated, rather than signifying any lack of respect on the
Aquatic’s part. Be that as it may, Dreadnought’s Ive took a similar course,

Bell’s Life 20/8/1842
Morning Chronicle 1/7/1843
34 Morning Post 8/6/1844
35 Berkshire Chronicle 29/6/1844
36 Reading Mercury 24/8/1844. Ive and Stevens from Henley also competed as a pair.
37 Berkshire Chronicle 30/9/1845
38 Bell’s Life 15/6/1845
32

33
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withdrawing from the Diamonds. While Aquatic were left with a row-over
in the Town Cup, they also captured the District Cup with a victory over
Windsor and Eton; they were coached by Parish, the Leander cox.39 There
was yet more discord in 1846, when Dreadnought again showed their
pluck by forsaking the local events and entering for the Stewards’ Cup. In
their heat they met the Guys’ Club of London. The race finished in a dead
heat, but Dreadnought claimed they had won and refused to take any
further part in the proceedings. They did, however, win the Town Cup
without difficulty, being the only entry, a feat which they repeated in the
following summer in the same circumstances. Dreadnought retained the
cup in 1848 actually on the water, finishing several lengths in front of the
much younger Aquatic crew.40 At Reading Regatta, Henry Cooper of the
Albion beat Alfred Ive of Dreadnought, John Cocks from the Ariel Club of
Reading passing the line first but being disqualified.41 The District Cup was
this year withdrawn from the Henley Regatta programme following two
years in which no entries had been received.42
Meanwhile, in 1846 a race for local amateur scullers had been introduced.
This article is concerned with the progress and decline of clubs rather than
individual oarsmen, but this, at least at the start, was one of the most
successful of the local events, and, when their members were victorious in
it, their clubs’ prestige must have been enhanced. The clubs of the entrants
were seldom mentioned in the press but must have been well known to the
local rowing community. There were seven entries in the year of its
foundation, one more than for the Diamonds – the open event for single
scullers. The winner of the new competition received a silver wherry, and
the competition was sometimes called just that, though sometimes the
Makepiece Silver Wherry.43

Oxford University and City Herald 14/6/1845
Morning Chronicle 8/7/1848
41 Bell’s Life 10/9/1848
42 Henley Regatta: A History by R.D. Burnell , Oxford University Press, 1957
(“Burnell”), p.275
43 It is not to be confused with the Silver Wherries (plural) designating the open
pairs event, and awarded to its winners, before the Silver Goblets replaced them.
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Harry Sargeant of the Aquatic44 won the wherry in each of its first three
years.45 There was a gradual decline in the number of entries, and changes
in the qualification rules followed in 1849, barring previous winners of a
public prize,46 seemingly aimed at preventing Sargeant from winning the
event so regularly as to discourage other scullers from entering.
Sargeant was, indeed, something of a local celebrity, and when he also
entered the single sculls at Reading Regatta that year47, it was said that his
“well-known skill...and the manner in which he has maintained his fame
against all comers, caused his friends to be very sanguine upon the result of
this race”. It was thus a minor sensation when he was easily beaten by G.
Grantham of Eton in the semi-final. Though Grantham was in turn
overcome by the persevering Ive in the final48, it is clear that Sargeant
carried the most prestige of all the Henley scullers in the period in
question, and his triumphs must have reflected on the Aquatic.49
The Albion club had been the only entry for the Town Cup in 1849. In
addition to rowing over the course, the Albion provided some small
compensation for the spectators, replacing the missing race by sending two
crews from their club to compete against one another, “First Albion”
beating “Second Albion” after a contest that was more exciting than might
have been expected.50 A year later the Town Cup attracted three entries.
What were now described as “First Albion Boat Club” and “Second Albion
Boat Club” both entered. It seems unlikely that there was any formal split
in the Albion ranks and probable that they were guarding against the
Town Cup again being decided on a row-over. Be that as it may, Sons of
the Thames from Wallingford also took part in the end, but they trailed

His membership of this club is attested in various places, e.g. Reading Mercury
24/8/1844, Morning Advertiser 8/7/1848.
45 Burnell p. 275.
46 Reading Mercury 26/5/1849.
47 Possibly because this was a competition for individual oarsmen, all the entrants,
including Sargeant, were described with the names of their boats rather than their
clubs.
48 Berkshire Chronicle 1/9/1849
49 As long as a decade after being banned from the Silver Wherry, Sargeant was still
a member of a winning pair at the Royal Regatta.
50 Reading Mercury 16/6/1849
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behind each Albion crew, First Albion again coming out on top.51 Oddly,
the contemporary press called this contest a private match, sometimes
adding “for medals”.52
Curiously, the Reading Mercury, enumerating the early entries prior to the
regatta, gave two entrants for the Town Cup, not only the long established
Albion but also Trinity Boat Club of Henley.53 A day later, Bell’s Life
repeated this information, adding that one P. Pratt was the secretary of this
previously unknown club.54 Yet not only did Trinity Boat Club not take any
part in the regatta but I have found no further reference anywhere either to
them or Mr Pratt. My guess is that the members of the Albion were
doubtful whether the stewards would allow two entries from the same club
and so invented the Trinity as a matter of convenience but were then
assured that this was not necessary.
Despite failing to enter for Henley Regatta in 1849, Dreadnought were
represented in coxed pairs and two events for single scullers at Reading
Regatta; one may assume that the club’s absence at Henley stemmed from
lacking another two members who could satisfactorily complete a coxed
four for the Town Cup. It is no surprise to find that Ive competed in all
three events at Reading.
There followed three successive summers in which no entries at all were
received for the Town Cup55, and this was doubtless a spur towards the
foundation of the Henley Boat Club in 1853. That Dreadnought were not
totally moribund was signified, however, when the new club wrote to them
to request a loan of their boat.56 There was a last hurrah from Dreadnought,
moreover, when they beat the Henley club with considerable ease in the
final of the Town Cup in 1860 in what by then had become the Royal
Regatta. In the following August, the Railway Benevolent Institution

Reading Mercury 15/6/1850
e.g. Berkshire Chronicle 15/6/1850, Reading Mercury 15/6/1850, Oxford Chronicle
22/6/1850. The usually comprehensive and authoritative Bell’s Life did not report the
event.
53 Reading Mercury 8/6/1850
54 Bell’s Life 9/6/1850
55 Burnell, p. 275
56 Journal, HA&HG No 7. Establishing the Foundation Date of Henley Rowing Club p.19
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arranged a regatta at Henley, the Dreadnought club providing a crew to act
as umpires.57 They also sent a four that year to Maidenhead Regatta.58
Two years earlier, there had been a possibly unique happening in the Town
Cup. Henley Boat Club were the only entrants and rowed over the course,
but, to make a race, Dreadnought and Albion proceeded up the course
behind them, keeping together until nearing the grandstand, where they
changed into racing mode, Dreadnought finishing as winners of this
subsidiary contest. Why these two crews could not have submitted proper
entries is unclear.59
After 1860 or soon afterwards, it would appear that Henley Boat Club (later
known as Henley Rowing Club, of course) became the only such club in the
town for more than quarter of a century, when the Henley United Rowing
Club was established. That club, however, represented the “working men”
of the town, who were, under the regulations then prevailing, prevented
from competing against those higher up the social ladder.
I hope I have done something to show the significance of the predecessors
of Henley Rowing Club and to rescue them from the virtual oblivion into
which they have lain for too long. Although this was not one of my original
objectives, it occurs to me that I may also, and almost inadvertently, have
shown that the ideals of sportsmanship promoted by Muscular Christianity
came to prominence later and were less universally accepted than the
layman often believes.
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Activities

In addition to Lectures the group
undertakes the following activities
Building Records
Visiting and recording buildings of historical
interest using photos, measurements and drawings
and where possible documentary research to
reconstruct the background of the building.
Archæological Excavation & Field Work
Undertaken whenever suitable sites are available in
cooperation with professional archaeologists and
often in collaboration with other groups
Outings
Usually several a year to towns or places of
interest, often with a guided tour.
Documentary Records
Transcribing, cataloguing and analysis of
documents.
Newsletters
Published several times per year with updates of
activities and news of events.
Journal
Our journal, which is circulated to major libraries,
is published whenever sufficient items of research
or articles of interest have been assembled.
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