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THE CILARKL FAMILY OF CHENILS.

Families with a dissenting background certainly give the
family historian a hard life, being mostly outside the standard
parish registers. However, usefuyblues can sometimes be found in
other quarters and this is true to some ‘extent of the Clarkes of
Chenies.

The earliest reference I have come across is in a 1783
mortgage deed and, by following the trail through a network of
deeds, one comes to the conclusion that the premises ‘concerned
were on the site of the present block of houses which includes
No. 10 Chenies.The deed refers to two pairs of dwellings on the
site, one pair being originally a thatched barn. In one of the
non-barn peir lived a Samuel Clarke. - )

He was probaoly not a very young man at the time for, a few
years later, in 1798, when a French invasion was thoughis likely,
a return was drawn up of men aged from 16 to 60. In this Samuel
Clarke senior and Samuel Clarke junior are both listed as wheel-
wrights. It -was presumably Samuel jurior who, in 1795, had married
Mary Abbee at Rickmansworth. He was described as 'of Chenies' and
she is likely to have belonged to the family which leased brick-
making premises somewhere in the modern Chorleywood Station area,
i.e. just over the border in what was then Rickmansworth but part
~of the Duke of Bedford's estate. The name has links with the Cheniec
Baptists. The date would allow an eldest child of the couple to
figure as the Samuel Clarke of the 1841 and 1851 Census Returns.

As = matter of fact -therc appeers to have been a definite
concentration of Baptists in the areas around the Chapel 1n Chenies
(called in the 1861 Census 'the Upper ‘Bnd') and clues to a whacle
network of business transasctions and marriage alliances are plent-
iful. Not that the little Chapel register for 178% to 1812 depositcd
in the Registrar General's Department is very helpful for the Clarke
clan for i1 appears to heve been rather erratically kept; there is
only one Clarke entry, that of the burial c¢f an §Fmonths-old child
of Samuel and Mary Clarke in 1302.

In 1793 both the Samuels had appeared zmong the supporters
of the declaration of loyalty to the Crown, drawn up at a meeting
of inhabitants of Chenies and some neighbouring parishes and now
preserved among the parish records.

At this time Samuel senior, and possibly his son also, appesr
to havebeen living on the above-mentioned premises at the end of
the village, and to have had a wheelwright's workshop there. An
1802 Survey of the Bedford estate refers tc the inconvenience causcd
by the quantities of their timber lying by the highway and advises
that a piece of land from the adjoining field, Wyburns, should be
let to the wheéelwright so as to remove this nuisance. v

This field was part of Grace's Farm (the farnhouse stood on the
site of the modern house next to the Cricket Club) and the Survey
recomsiended breaking up this unit and offerings the tenant one of the
Greecn Strect Tarms instead,
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the owner of the property occupied by the Clarkes. A few years later
find that the advice has, to some extent, been acted upon; an Lstate
map shows Samuel Clarke as tenant of all Wyburn's Field as well as
Cooks Field on the other side of Wyburns Wood. In an 1809 Land Tax
return Samuel Clarke is stiil a tenant under Simpson; he also appears
among the list of those passing the parish accounts (Poor Relief etc.)
until 1810. After that, for a number of years, the name becomes just
plain Samuel Clarke, as if there were no longer two of them to
distinguish by senior and junior, so possibly Samuel I died aboutl
this time. After all, his granusovun, samuellIi was about fourteen so
the 0ld man is likely to have been well past middle age.

At any rate Samuel IIEs name (presumably) -continues to appear
in parish records, several times as an Overseer of the Poor until
1835, He is also apppinted -executor, with two other identifiable
Dissenters from Chenies, of the will of George Clarke of Watford,wwwna
who died in 1817, It was they who conveyed cottages at Vater Lane,
Watford, to William Davis, another of the Dissenting colony, who
had been a tenant of the Manor House Farm and came from a family
which had served the Dukes as agents and surveyors.

One had hoped to look at this will but it was withdrawn for
filming and is only lately back in circulation. Some information from
the Inland Revenue Estate Duty records states that his properties
were to be sold for the benefit of his two daughters, Sarah and
Elizabeth, and value was sworn-at under £6C0. The will may possibly
vield furiher family details. Two of thé executors, James Canncn
-and James Body, werc Chenies Farmers; Samuel Clarke, presumably
Samuel II , was called a wheelwright. I heve an idea there were
marriage links with Clarkes in the case of Body anda Cannon.

, By the time of the 1823 Iand Tax, and possibly esrlier,
Samuel II is shown among the farmer tenants of the Duke of Bedford,
and so he is in th e 1825 Poor Rate return. By 1828, when -he was &
trustee in the documents concerning a property purchase by his son,
Samuel IIT, he was called a farmer.

The farm was one which was listed in sn 18%6 Rental, and was
known as Port's Farm, its house today representeda by ¥o. 18/ CHERTERTC
Hillside. In 1802 it had been described as ¢ brick and timber building
tiled, of old construction but in good repair. It had gwo barns, one
thatched and one tiled. A cowhouse, carthcuse and pig§yes were of
timber and thatch. It was not .a large farm and many ol its fields
were, before long, to be merged in the lands of the new-built Mount
F arm; : : :

. I have not, so far, looked at any evidence for the precise
dating of Samuel II at Port's Farm so cennot say definitely whether
he had got ther when the 1821 Census was made, but it seems likely.
I.ike other early returns this was a matter of numbers only, without
personal details and the records have not been preserved. However,
in Chenies, the parish officials made a rough pencil drait and, for
their own convemrience, identified each household by 1ts nead B nzme

bgfore setting out the numbers of meles and females in each afe cToun



little packet of Papers has survived among the parish reccrds

we find the household of Samuel Clarke enumerated as follows:-
~ 5-10 years. 15-20 years. 20-30 years. 40-
Males e 1 1 1
Females : 1 1 1

0f course one cannot tell whether all the eight were one family or
whether a servant, apprentice or even lodger might have been in-
cluded. Samuel III®s marriage date must have been & very few*¥ticr,
judging from the ages of his family in the 1847 Census. n

Samuel II still figures as a farm tenant in Poor Rate and .and
Tax returns of 1831 but, by the time of an bLstate Rental in 18%6,
some lount Tarm land is described as 'late part of Clarke's farm'
and an item among the Istate Correspondence refers to the question
of = new tenant for Clarke's farm. Presumably Samuel II had either
resigned his tenaacypr died. He was likely to have been approaching
seventy years. : :
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what can be discovered of the life story of’

Te turn now to
Samuel TII, who zlso turned cut to be a wheelwright and seems to La
remained one in spite of other interests.

He is ¢7£elv to have been the young man in the 20-30 age

group

have been in the Tower part of it. By th
1841 Census he must have married in Tl
re is not discovered so far, or

in 1821
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u g family naried Reed had cwned a smal.
property now represent.d by Nos. 50 and .52 Chenies and successive
generations, mostly wocdworkers or dealers, had occupied Ttwoe
dwe‘llﬁgs there. In August 1790 Richard .Reedy-the last.of the neme
to be cwner, had married one sarsh Clarke. It was not firsyd
marriage for his eventual heiress, Lkary, w Ld U be a
bride in 1806. Richard died in X 1811, le preperty

to the widow Sar:h for 1life and then tf L.ars

The cottages had been sub-divided as
furtner accomodation buill on the gardens
werc bequcathed outright +to lary and her
The widow Lar*p died in 1827 and the next
to dispose of the inheritance.

The No. ,2 portlo was acqulred by Samuel Clarie, Junior,
wheelwri ivh, rith hie  fathen 21, sanior, as his trustee.
due course & Wnrc‘wrvéht' 01 puteuptd e " and the !
cottage turned into & becrghor, TLC Plovghe: T3 4035 s V-
coryiiyo SO0 S0 el to Samuel junior as 'dwelllng' noAt docr,
though in #8%3 a document concerning the 1mp°on plCOOY at .
end ci e villige hed descriped inmoas occuplc* RO E LT P -
plac SR X toerer T boicko 1ol It ow i» 18%3% also that banuel
junmgior was n@g“bl”bln for e mortgage Irom uhe Duke of Bedfora. lic

still seerss to have been living at the 10.52 premises ot the 1047
Census (thou - 2
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names therein). The family consisted of
3 J

Samuel Clarke 45 years \Wheelwright.
Elizabeth Clarke 45 years

James Clarke 16 years Apprentice wheelwright.
Samuel Clarke 14 years
William Clarke 10 years
Rebecca Clarke . 7 years

Two years later,in 1843, the Tithe Survey took placc in Chenies
part of a nation-wide measure to put the charges on a standard baSlS.
The schedule of owners and occupiers shows Samuel Clarke now the
occupier at the Red Lion and also the owner of the house, workshop,
yard and cottage on the 52 Chenies site, stated to be occupied by
himself and others. His own occupation presumably refers to the
workshop.

It is interesting to motice that in 1844[%5 a letter concerned
with encroachment on the hlghway%mnﬁnnned as being deTlvered through
Mr. Samuel Clarke of the Red Tiod. :

By the time of the ¥8%1 Census Samuel and hlS remaining family
were back at Wheelers Yard (as the 52 Chenies site had come to be
called), though one is not entirely sure whether they were living
at The Plough or in the buildings, shop and yard owned by Samuel
himself, for The Plough had been conveyed to a Watford brewer in 1849.
Semuel could have been their tenant. '

Samuel Clarke ‘ 55 e, Wheelwright ~ Bern Chenies.

Blizabeth Clarke 54 yrs. Beer seller - Born Chenies.

Samuel Clarke 2% yrs. Butcher . Born Chenies.

William Clarke 19yrs. Wheelwright  Born Chenies.

lary Ann Deryy byrs. Scholar . Born Chelsca
Grandaughter

Samuel had been succeeded at The Lion by.John k. Hughes and
FPanry, his wife, who had been tenants of one. of Thé Plough cottages:
in 1841. I have an impression that somewhere I have come across a
relationship link between this couple and the Clarke family but I
do not remember where, so I may be mistaken. Fanny was born in
Sarratt. There certainly was & noticeable tendency in this 'Dissenters
quarfer' for kinsfolk (and/ocr other Dissenters) to be the occupiers
of dwellings belonging tc the little handfull ol property-owners of
' the Household of Faith' ' ‘

Avgust 1856 founa Samuel Clarke, latc of Chenies, now of barra i,
taking out a mortgage on the two cottages at the rear of The Plough.
Then there is silence for fifteen years until, in May 1871; Samuel
Clarke the elder, wheelwright, ccnveys the two cottages to Samuel
Clarke the younger, butcher (1 e. Samuel IV) of Chandlers Cross ne
Watford. Samuel IV promptly mortgaged the property to a Building
Soclcty. A LUTTHOI morugag< iollowed in 187/ by Samuel the Jouﬂgcr.
sSo p0°31b1y Samuel IiI haa died betwven 1877 an: 18s2, but perhugc
more detailed information on this point is already im hand. To fin-



#-ish the tale,the two cottages were acquired from the Building
Society in 1802 for the Duke of Bedford, which is why the series ol
dexds has been preserved among the Bedford Archives,

And so ends thex story of the Ciarke family in Chenies, its
‘successive genezailonw,lts occupations, its property transactions,
and its dwellings as far as the sourccs so. far available to me
record it. I have it in mind to visit the Hertfordshire Record
Office before long and I may pick up something further there.

If there are any questlons I mlaru,be able to answer dircctly
please do not hesitate to contact me and T will do my best.

el
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Stonysted, 5 , Irs. A.l.Thomes.
3% Church Grove, :
Lt. Chalfont,
Amersham, ‘ v
Bucks. HPo 65J ' August 1984.

As on of George Clark's
will of 1« n neming Samuel
Clark o ( W ¢ orzge describes hinm
as his brother. Likewise, James Body, .anothe cutor, .is called
n@ brother-i in=law, Preoumaoly this was the Ja ody who married an

Slizabeth Clarike by licence at Chenies on 5th Kovember 1801 .George:
mentluns‘uuc wives, the first, Mary, and the second 'lwtr'v decease
but without a name. lary was the mother of the two sirls provided
for by the will, both “UCSTeﬂt‘” ' > second wife

course.

will,
there were {t./0 sons, Samuel and
1 te benefi
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The cottages in Water Lane, Watfo
of the daughters and to pay off =
cottages in Watford (in one of whi

were .o gc to the sons. Another ba ca, newly-
erected cottages nearby werc left 111l was

made less than twoe months before G d
A visit to Hertford raised = few GSSO'ted scraps. A film at

the Reference Library of the 1851 Census co 5 Sar '

the followinh: -

James Clark 26" ‘Wheelwrizht

Bethieh Clark 29 : :

dilliar James i11(?) 5 wife's son Born Sarratt

At the anning o7 & difricult filr

¢ I barratt Parish
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27 Lar. 1350 Pramces Clari, 67, of Watford buried.
50 Deg, 1839 flizabeth Clark 70, of Chipperfield in~
g Kings Langlcy Parish buried.
5 Jan. 1840 James Clark, 85, of VWatford buried.

It would seem that Watford and the parishes between there =nd
the Chess valley might be the best locations for the particular
Clarke line being traced.

The card-index for Herts. marriages carried a large wad for the
name throughout the county, including a long list of Samuels, but
a top-speed run-through did not note any parishes outstandingly
likely to have links with the Chenics line.,

* * * * *



