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Wheatley and Littleworth 

Wheatley (1,003a in 1951) lies in the extreme north of the 

ancient parish of Cuddesdon overlooked by Cuddesdon, 

Shotover, and Holton. (fn. 261) Its growth was probably 

encouraged by the presence of the ford (OE. 'Herpath' ford, 

i.e. army way ford), over the Thame near the village, and 

on the road from London to Worcester. In the 18th century 

James Boswell described the village as a 'very pretty 

country place', and today its situation on a coralline 

outcrop makes it resemble Headington quarry with its 

stony scars. The Howe, the slope to the south of the 

village, is covered with allotments, and the marks of clay, 

ochre, and iron workings. (fn. 262) On all sides, the way 

out of Wheatley involves a steep climb, whether by the old 

road over Shotover, over the ridge to Horspath, or to the 

modern London road. 

The village is centred on two roughly parallel streets, 

Church Road and the curved High Street (with its 

continuation, Crown Road), once part of the old Oxford-

London road over Shotover plain. (fn. 263) Until 1858 a 

stream ran along the High Street; it may be traced back as 

far as 1442, when a man of Danish descent built a house on 

the highway 'over the water there'. In 1858 a culvert was 

made, despite opposition from some who thought that the 

'sluggish stream', with its stepping-stones, was  
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healthy. (fn. 264) Along this street are many 17th- and 

18th-century houses built of the silvery grey local stone, 

and roofed with red tiles. In Crown Road there are six 

houses of the same date, including Rectory Farm, which 

has Tudor drip stones and chimney; a well staircase and 

fine bedroom doors dating from about 1600. 

The Manor House, in the High Street, probably stands on 

or near the site of its medieval predecessor. (fn. 265) It is a 

late-16th-century building, which was E-shaped in plan 

before the disappearance of a central porch. It retains five 

Tudor fireplaces, and until recently there was a Tudor 

chimney. In 1601 Abraham Archdale, lord of the manor, 

commissioned large-scale alterations; he added an east 

wing with high mullioned windows and crenellated bay, 

and the hall was given a flat ceiling with chamfered beams. 

Today there are still plaques with the date 1601, and the 

initials T.A.: A.A. By 1822 arches had been erected over 

the central windows; but in 1851, when the house had been 

ruinous for some years, J. W. Henley, M.P., bought it, 

removed the interior woodwork, and let it as cottages. Mrs. 

A. G. Hassall, owner-occupier after the house had been 

reunited, carried out restoration in 1939–40 (F. Openshaw, 

architect). 

Other ancient houses in the village include Mulberry Court 

and Ambrose Farm, which have Tudor fireplaces, and 

'Wayside', dated 1791. There are nine 17th- and 18th-

century houses in Bell Lane, behind the old church, (fn. 

266) and nine in Church Road. Wheatley at present has 

seven inns and public houses: the 'King and Queen' is a 

handsome Tudor building with contemporary chimneys 

and windows, and the 'Sun' and the 'King's Arms' contain 

18th-century work. 

Recent losses of ancient buildings include a 15thcentury 

barn near the 'Crown', and a Tudor cottage west of the 

'Railway Tavern'. Thatching still survives on many houses, 

and on Barclay's Bank, but is decreasing. Among 19th-

century buildings are the curious pyramidal roundhouse, 

containing the stocks, which was built by Cooper, a local 

mason, in 1834; (fn. 267) and the former vicarage in High 

Street, built in 1851 by the Revd. Edward Elton; (fn. 268) 

it was eventually bought by the Oxfordshire County 

Council and in 1953 was being used as a home for 

neglected children, under the name of Moreland House. 

The 'Old House', formerly the site of the Cooper 

brickworks, (fn. 269) after being leased by the Oxfordshire 

County Council as a home for mentally defective children, 

passed to the Hospital Board in 1948. Twentieth-century 

council houses have been built at the east end of the 

village, between the new and the old London roads. Brick, 

tiles, and stone for the old houses were local, but the 

material for the recent houses is not. 

Six street lamps were erected in 1887, though as late as 

1923 the Women's Institute complained that none were lit. 

Electricity came in 1929, and gas about the same time. 

Though rock hindered draining in Crown Road, three out 

of four houses had main drainage by 1892. (fn. 270) A 

sewage plant is the legacy of an American Military 

Hospital at Holton. (fn. 271)  

On the Howe, south of the village, stands an 18th-century 

windmill. There are no records of its medieval predecessor, 

but it is known that a mill was bought, probably on this 

site, in a ruinous condition in 1671. (fn. 272) In 1748, the 

Eagle Foundry, Oxford, re-equipped it, but it was burnt 

down in 1760 and had to be rebuilt in 1763. (fn. 273) 

When sold in 1807, its capacity was eight loads of wheat 

weekly. It has not been used since 1915. A wooden mill 

near by was burnt about 1875. (fn. 274)  

The hamlet of Littleworth (now divided between the 

parishes of Wheatley, Horspath, and Forest Hill with 

Shotover) lies to the north of Cuddesdon, on the boundary 

of the ancient parishes of Cuddesdon and Horspath. In 956 

the boundaries of these two parishes with the forest of 

Shotover were here marked by a spring and a stream which 

ran along the boundary. The medieval history of this area 

is not known, but there was evidently a small community 

living at Littleworth in 1625, when Cuddesdon church 

claimed five communicants there, and the building of 

additional cottages is mentioned soon after this date. (fn. 

275) A few ancient cottages built of rubble with thatched 

roofs still survive. One has a hall reaching the roof at one 

end, while at the other end a floor has been inserted to 

make a solar. The Munts and Currills, Morris-dancing 

families, occupied two of these cottages for more than a 

century. Another thatched building was erected in 1834 as 

a workhouse for Wheatley, (fn. 276) and a row of brick 

cottages along the Wheatley-Horspath road was built in 

1892–3 by the Wheatley minister; there is a public house, 

the 'Cricketers Arms', which replaced the 'Woodman's'; and 

a grass-drying factory. The hamlet has its own water-

supply. 

Manor. 

The emergence of WHEATLEY as a distinct manor within 

the Abingdon estate may date from the time of Abbot 

Athelhelm (1071–83) who had to provide knights to guard 

Windsor castle, and virtually lost much of Wheatley and 

Denton in assigning them land for their support. (fn. 277) 

The existence of a separate manor is supported by 

Wheatley's exemption in the reign of Henry I from the 

obligation to entertain royal hunters and marshals. (fn. 278)  

An estate in Wheatley of 1½ hide, held by Sueting of 

Abingdon Abbey, is mentioned in a list of 11thcentury 

tenants of the abbey. (fn. 279) This estate seems to be the 

same as Sueting's 1½ hide given in Domesday as part of 

Garsington, (fn. 280) and it is possible that there was some 

confusion between the abbey's estates in Garsington and 

Wheatley. Although it is more probable that Sueting's 

estate was the same as the later estate in Garsington held 

by the nuns of   
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Godstow, (fn. 281) there is a chance that Sueting's estate 

was Wheatley manor. 

In the 12th and 13th centuries the Wheatley ('Watele') 

family were the chief undertenants. William and Matthew 

are mentioned respectively in 1166 and 1242–3 as holders 

of ½ knight's fee; and in 1279 Henry of Wheatley was 

recorded as holding 2 hides in Wheatley of the Templars of 

Sandford who were the mesne tenants of the abbey. (fn. 

282) Hugh Choch and John Eustace were also important 

tenants. (fn. 283) These men held by military service, 

owing castle guard at Windsor, and the third owing it at the 

abbot's chamber at Abingdon. (fn. 284) The de Loucheses 

of Great Milton were the abbey's tenants by the early 14th 

century. (fn. 285) By 1300, Richard de Louches was lord 

of Great Milton and in 1318 was granted free warren in his 

demesne lands, which at that date included Wheatley. (fn. 

286) He was imprisoned for opposing the Despensers, but 

his lands were restored to him in 1322, (fn. 287) and when 

he died (before 1327) he was succeeded by his son, Sir 

John, and later by his grandson, Sir William. (fn. 288) The 

latter, who was dead before 1367, left as heir his daughter 

Elizabeth, who brought her inheritance to her husband, Sir 

Thomas de Camoys. (fn. 289) Wheatley manor thereafter 

came to be called Camoys manor. (fn. 290) Sir Thomas de 

Camoys was succeeded (a son Richard having predeceased 

him) by his grandson Hugh in 1421. Hugh died childless in 

1426, leaving as heirs his two sisters and their respective 

husbands, Sir Roger de Lewkenor and Ralph Radmylde. 

(fn. 291) In 1443 the latter devised his moiety to his son 

Robert, who was succeeded by his son William in 1457. 

(fn. 292) It is not known whether the Radmyldes sold their 

moiety, or whether it went to the Lewkenors by marriage, 

but after William Radmylde's death in 1503 the whole 

manor appears to have descended through the Lewkenors. 

Sir Roger de Lewkenor granted it to Edmund Dudley for 

life. It was forfeited to the king on the latter's attainder, but 

on his execution in 1510 (fn. 293) the Lewkenors regained 

possession, and Jane, daughter of Sir Roger, brought the 

manor to her husband Sir William Barentine. (fn. 294)  

The overlordship of the manor passed from Abingdon to 

Wolsey's college at Oxford in 1526; (fn. 295) on the 

cardinal's disgrace, with the rest of the college's 

endowments it fell in to the Crown, and the tenants from 

the time of the Barentines held it direct of the king. In 1562 

John Gamage bought the manor from Drew Barentine, son 

of Sir William, (fn. 296) but by 1575 the manor had passed 

to the Archdale family, for in that year Richard Archdale, 

who had been living at Denton as early as 1565, conveyed 

it to Thomas and Mary Archdale. (fn. 297) In 1588 four 

other members of the family conveyed their rights to 

Thomas and Martin; (fn. 298) but by 1601 Abraham 

Archdale must have acquired the manor, which he settled 

in 1631 on his cousin Richard, citizen and merchant of 

London. The next heirs included Anne Powell, daughter of 

Abraham's sister Mary Moulton, and mother of John 

Milton's wife. (fn. 299) Richard died in 1638, leaving the 

manor to his second son Richard, (fn. 300) who in 1648 

conveyed it to one John Lamott. By 1663 Cresheld Draper, 

who had purchased the manor from Edmund Clent, was 

holding it of Windsor castle in free socage, (fn. 301) and 

conveyed it to Joseph Taylor, D.D., of St. John's College in 

1668. In 1682, he granted it to Sir Sebastian Smythe, (fn. 

302) whose family retained the manor until Barbara 

Smythe's death in 1787, when it came to Sir John Whalley-

Gardiner, who had also acquired the manor of Cuddesdon. 

(fn. 303)  

Although Wheatley was still termed a manor in the legal 

transactions of the 17th and 18th centuries, there is little 

doubt that manorial rights ceased to be exercised during 

the 17th century, if not earlier. In 1590 the inhabitants 

declared that they had never heard of a manor, (fn. 304) 

and in 1724 the oldest inhabitants averred that they had 

heard neither of a court baron nor of a manor. (fn. 305) 

Furthermore, the 'lord' was unable to substantiate any claim 

to the waste either in 1684 or later. (fn. 306) Confusion had 

been caused by the fact that the Hundred Courts for 

Bullingdon were actually held at Wheatley from the time 

of Sir Christopher Brome (1558–89). (fn. 307) No 

manorial records survive, save for the year 1546. (fn. 308) 

The few remaining quitrents were sold by William 

Chillingworth in the 19th century. 

The descent of the manor therefore, from the end of the 

18th century, becomes merely the descent of the manor-

house. It was rented with 286 acres of land by tenants of 

the Whalley-Smythe-Gardiner trustees (fn. 309) in the late 

18th and early 19th century. Their last and most notable 

tenant was John Chillingworth. (fn. 310)  

Economic and Social History. 

The Cuddesdon charter of 956 indicates that there was  
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arable land above Littleworth, close to Wheatley, in the 

Saxon period; moreover, the name Wheatley ('the Wheat 

Lea') is itself testimony to arable farming. (fn. 311) By the 

13th century the land was divided between three chief 

tenants, who held of the Templars of Sandford, the 

subtenants of Abingdon Abbey. Henry of Wheatley held 2 

hides with 7 cottagers paying money rents, and 10 

cottagers at will. Hugh Choch had 1½ hide, with 19 

subtenants paying money rents, and 5 cottagers. John 

Eustace, the third chief tenant, held another hide, with 4 

undertenants. In addition, 5 smaller tenants held cottages of 

the abbey (4 of William de Coudray as mesne tenant) and 

the abbey itself farmed 18 virgates by the labour of the 

tenants at will, whose number is not specified. (fn. 312)  

In 1322 Richard de Louches, tenant of the manor, had free 

tenants whose rents came to 13s. 7d., and also bondsmen 

and cottars holding of him. The stock on the manor 

included 6 oxen, 11 other cattle, 3 mares, and 24 pigs. (fn. 

313) By the 15th century the extent of the demesne had 

probably decreased, since a 1429 inquisition mentions 90 

acres of arable in demesne, 10 of meadow, and 60 of 

pasture, (fn. 314) and its value some years later was only 

£4. 

Very little is known about the medieval agrarian economy. 

There were four fields by 1593 at latest: Upper (near 

Cuddesdon), Middle, Lye (on the north), and West. (fn. 

315) The villagers had rights of common in the forest of 

Shotover. (fn. 316) The type of farming at Wheatley may 

be illustrated from the will of John Collys, made in 1530, 

whose goods included 4 steers valued at 48s., 2 kine, a 

bull, 2 heifers, 2 yearlings, 5 calves, 5 horses, 2 mares, 40 

hogs, 13 score sheep valued at £33, 3 carts, 2 ploughs, and 

'3 stokkes of bees'. The grain in his barns included wheat, 

rye, pulse, and barley. (fn. 317)  

Sheep-farming continued to be important throughout the 

post-Reformation period; in the 19th century the 

Chillingworths were noted sheep-farmers, but modern 

farmers concentrate more on arable and dairy farming. 

They grow mainly wheat, beans, and barley, and produce 

milk for the London market. 

Arthur Young noted the open fields of Wheatley, and on 

the eve of the inclosure award (1813) ninetenths of the 

township's 920 acres were uninclosed, although some 100 

acres south of the village were closes. (fn. 318) Under the 

award, Sir James WhalleySmythe-Gardiner received 416 

acres, including the village green (inclosed mainly between 

1797 and the date of the award), which he obtained in lieu 

of rights to waste. (fn. 319) William Juggins received an 

allotment of 97 acres. Thomas Armborough 87 acres, 

Samuel Palmer 70 acres, the Bishop of Oxford 62 acres, 

including 41 in lieu of tithes, and William Davis 57 acres. 

The remaining 7 allotments were all considerably less than 

50 acres, and there were 6 cottagers who received some 

compensation. (fn. 320)  

Post-Reformation Wheatley had more than one period of 

expansion. The first for which there is evidence was in the 

last quarter of the 16th century. In 1583 31 cottages were 

newly built, and subletting and unauthorized building were 

problems a few years later. (fn. 321) By 1625 32 houses 

lined the south side of High Street and Crown Road, and 

45 the north. Nine new cottages were built upon the waste 

about the same time. (fn. 322)  

The main period of Wheatley's expansion, however, was 

the era of the stage coach. Crown Road, until 1775 the 

'way from Oxford to London', (fn. 323) lay along the main 

coaching route, and the year 1669, when the Oxford flying 

coach reached London in a day, in spite of the roughness of 

the road, marks the beginning of a period of prosperity. (fn. 

324) Wheatley was also a stage on the journey from Islip 

to Tetsworth, a route which was actually more important in 

1742, but which was of secondary importance as early as 

1790, when six coaches ran daily from London to Oxford. 

(fn. 325) By 1802 it was totally eclipsed by the Oxford-

London traffic, and Wheatley toll was worth £1,305—ten 

times as much as Islip's. 

Many inns sprang up to meet the needs of travellers. 

Already in the 16th century there is documentary evidence 

for the 'Signe of the Crowne' (1544), which belonged to 

John Parsons of Cowley and was worth £30, and the 

'George' (1576), the property of the House family. (fn. 326) 

The 'White Hart' is mentioned in 1677, and the 'Bell' in 

1703. (fn. 327) Their owners were prosperous, and in some 

cases married their daughters to gentlemen. The innkeeper 

of the 'White Hart', for instance, had one for his son-inlaw 

in 1677; (fn. 328) and the profits of the 'Crown' and of 

another inn 'The King and Queen' soared between 1702 

and 1763. The diversion of the traffic along Back Street 

(now Church Road) in the 18th century led to the opening 

of other inns—the 'Sun', for example, and the 'King's Arms' 

(1758), the 'Royal Oak' by Frampton's Lane, and the 

'Crown Tap' in Church Road. All the ancient inns, 

however, except the 'Bell' had, or could arrange, access to 

Back Street, and could thus attract customers from the new 

route. In 1734 Wheatley was described as 'the properest 

place to bait at between Beaconsfield and Woodstock', (fn. 

329) and so it remained throughout the coaching era. This 

prosperity led to a housing shortage, and in 1721 eighteen 

cottages known as 'Blenheim' were  
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built near the green. (fn. 330) By 1759 140 dwellings 

housed some 800 inhabitants, and there was much over-

crowding among the poorer families. (fn. 331)  

The village's prosperity, however, was seriously affected 

by the new turnpike road (1775) from Oxford to London 

by way of Headington Hill, which replaced the older route 

by way of Wheatley over Shotover, and threatened many 

inns with ruin. The dwindling rates of the 'George' (closed 

by 1852) and the 'White Hart' tell their story; the 'Crown', 

too, though it arranged access to the turnpike could not fill 

its ample stables and declined. But the loss of the coaching 

trade did not lead to the end of all Wheatley inns, for there 

were still eight in 1852. By 1864 the railway had emptied 

the roads except for a few carriers, (fn. 332) and the 

Railway Hotel and the Railway Tavern (to which the 

'Crown' licence passed in 1938) were symbolic of the new 

age. A return to road traffic in modern times has produced 

four cafés, two garages, and two cycle repairers. 

Although agriculture has always been the main village 

industry, one other, the quarrying industry, has been of 

considerable importance since medieval times. The site of 

the medieval quarries was at Chalgrove ('ceorla graf' in the 

956 charter) which, although part of Wheatley, lay within 

the bounds of Shotover forest. (fn. 333) Consequently 

royal licences to quarry were needed: they were granted for 

such divers purposes as the repair of 'Harpeford' bridge 

(1286), for Merton College (1290), for the Oxford 

Dominicans (1304), the Augustinians (1316), and the 

Franciscans (1346). Wheatley stone, of which there were 

four distinct types, was also used at Windsor (1344–69), 

Cuddesdon Church (1375–6), the Queen's College (1378–

9), Exeter College (1383), New College (1386), Magdalen 

College (1474), and Christ Church (1525). Stone for 

Abingdon went by water from Sandford. (fn. 334) There 

are occasional references to workmen; in 1358 two 

overseers were given authority to impress labour for the 

royal quarry, (fn. 335) and in 1360 Nicholas Harald and 

William Pollard were appointed masters and wardens of 

the quarry, with powers to employ masons to dig and cut 

stone for Windsor castle, and to apprehend objectors. (fn. 

336) The quarries were still in use as late as the 19th 

century, (fn. 337) but by this time the stone was mostly 

used for road-making. (fn. 338)  

From the 18th century at least local clay was used for 

pottery and bricks. We hear of Richard Griffin's pottery 

kiln declining in value in the period 1763 to 1796; (fn. 339) 

of a kiln belonging to one Cooper in 1742 and of his bricks 

in 1793. (fn. 340) The Coopers long continued to make 

bricks and burn lime (largely for the Oxford gasworks) at 

the 'Old House', where a chimney stood until 1903. A new 

brickworks, serving north Oxford and Didcot, was built in 

1892, was bought by the London Brick Company and 

stopped work in 1939. Ochre was found locally and ground 

at the windmill until the late 19th century, some being 

peddled round the country by packhorse. (fn. 341) Paint, 

chiefly used for Oxford wagons, was manufactured at the 

barn near Mulberry Court, and ironstone, found on the 

plateau to the south of the village on a site called 'Bishop's 

piece', was exploited by a mining company in 1875. (fn. 

342) The company also had a calcining furnace for ochre, 

but the venture failed. 

There are scattered references in the 18th and 19th 

centuries to other occupations. There was a mercer in 

1707, and a peruke-maker in 1738. (fn. 343) Noah Crook 

(d. 1823) was maker of parchment for the government; 

Robert Chapman glazed church windows from Beckley to 

Henley; Cullum, later a general builder, was one of three 

wheelwrights in 1852, whose firm had started in 1834. In 

this period Wheatley women made lace, but few of such 

local industries now survive. Avery's, however, founded in 

1881 and extended in 1912, still existed in 1953. They then 

manufactured chair-backs and seats for High Wycombe 

firms, coffin boards and tin-plate boxes. Stocks and fellies, 

once made for Chelsea Wagons Works, are no longer 

made. 

The end of the prosperous coaching days, and the 

agricultural depression of the 19th century, brought 

difficulties concerning employment. Haymakers would 

travel as far as Middlesex in search of work, and in the late 

19th century emigration was fostered, 80 villagers sailing 

together for Queensland on one occasion. Today (1953) 

there are market-gardeners, a faggot-maker, and fifteen 

shopkeepers; others find work in Oxford and Cowley. 

In 1327 41 people in Wheatley were assessed for taxation, 

which suggests that by then the village was comparatively 

large and prosperous. In 1377 110 people over fourteen 

were returned for the Poll tax. (fn. 344) The expansion of 

Wheatley's trade from the late 16th century onwards seems 

to have led to an increase in numbers. The hearth tax return 

of 1665 records 35 fairly substantial householders. One 

householder, perhaps the tenant of the manorhouse, had 12 

hearths, two had 10 and 9 respectively, seven had 5 or 6 or 

7, and the remainder had between 1 and 4 each. Three were 

discharged by poverty. (fn. 345) These figures make a 

sharp contrast with those of the average rural village. In 

1759 the incumbent estimated the population at not less 

than 800, living in about 140 houses, (fn. 346) but the 1801 

census gives a more conservative figure of 685. During the 

19th century numbers rose to 1,041 in 1871, but declined 

again to 872 in 1901. (fn. 347) The census of 1931 showed 

an increase to 1,268, the result of the overflow from 

Oxford. The 1951 population was 1,532. Six council 

houses were built in 1921 and 50 in 1929 to house the new 

comers. More building down Roman Road and towards 

Littleworth was in progress in 1951. 

With a community of this size, local government was of 

more than average importance. It had been customary for 

the Hundred Court at Wheatley to elect the constable, the 

tithing man, and hayward, and conduct other leet business, 

but by the mid-17th century much of their business was in 

the hands of the overseers, whose accounts for Wheatley 
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are roughly complete from 1638 to 1661 and from 1701 to 

1836. 

Throughout most of this period two overseers were 

appointed annually by the justices; but from 1641 to 1647 

they ceased to make appointments, and the two men 

appointed in 1639 remained in office until 1646. 

The disbursements during the first period reflect the social 

chaos of the Civil War. In 1639 £24 was spent, but during 

the following years payments dropped to £16, and in 1646, 

when only £4 was given in casual relief, they virtually 

ceased. In 1647 they were resumed with an expenditure of 

£10, and during the following decade the amount paid out 

varied from £18 7s. 9d. (1652) to £31 (1659), with six to 

thirteen people receiving regular relief. During the first two 

decades of the 18th century expenditure varied from £80 to 

£90 a year. 

Originally the money was raised by one annual town rate, 

but after 1658 three additional rates were levied annually. 

Apart from the regular weekly payments for relief, money 

was paid out for funerals and clothes; for repairing and 

thatching houses; and in the 18th century there were 

regular payments for a doctor from Headington. In 1684 £4 

was spent on apprenticing a girl for seven years, but 

though generally the overseers arranged for a number of 

apprenticeships in neighbouring parishes, they do not 

appear to have paid the premiums. Unusual entries relate to 

lodgings for the constable and his wife (£2 7s.) in 1653, 

and to William Plat, who was paid 10s. per annum from 

1654 as compensation for eviction from he house he had 

built himself on the common. One of the significant 

features of these accounts is the high cost of litigation—in 

1702 £2 11s. at Abingdon sessions and £6 16s. at 

Newbury—and the amount of journeying and work 

undertaken by the overseers. 

A number of entries suggest an increase in pauperism in 

the early 18th century. In 1704 6s. was spent on making 

'badges for the poore'; in the following year £3 18s. was 

spent on cloth to provide work for them; and in 1710 and 

1711 meetings were held to discuss this problem of 

unemployment. Possibly the entries for repairs to the 

highways in 1711 were the result. (fn. 348)  

The total expenditure on the poor in 1776 was £143 12s. 

2d.; the average for the years 1783–5 £218 16s. 6d.; while 

in 1803 it was £386 5s. 6d. with an average rate of 7s. in 

the £, a shilling higher then the next highest rate in the 

hundred. Fourteen persons were relieved in the workhouse 

at Little-worth and 17 outside, while as many as 40 persons 

received casual relief. (fn. 349) An inventory of the 

workhouse goods in 1813 shows that it had 8 spinning 

wheels, 5 flock beds, 1 bolster bedstead, and 1 feather bed. 

(fn. 350)  

By 1829 the more complex problems of poor-law 

administration, such as the scale of relief, eligibility, or 

methods of dealing with pauperism which had so 'greatly 

accumulated in recent years', were dealt with by the select 

vestry. In 1830 an assistant overseer was appointed at a 

salary of 18s. a week; he was also responsible for the 

workhouse, where the cost of maintenance was 3s. a week, 

any additional earnings by the poor being paid to the 

workhouse master. The poor were employed by the parish 

and received a loaf and 3d. a day, which compared 

favourably with 10d. paid ten years previously; and the 

vestry considered the poor 'better off now than at any time 

during the last 20 years'. There was, however, so much 

unrest that mounted and foot constables were organized. 

In 1831 a meeting considered means of lowering the very 

high poor-rates, and in 1832 it was agreed that the poor 

should be farmed for a year to a contractor who would be 

responsible for clothing, lodging, maintaining, and burying 

them, and would undertake to repair the turnpike road with 

parish labour. It was estimated that the necessary repairs 

would cost £150, and a man was employed at 2s. 6d. a day 

to supervise the workers. In 1833 a labour rate was 

adopted, by which every ratepayer assessed at over £5 paid 

1s. 6d. to help provide employment. But after the passing 

of the Poor Law Amendment Act plans were drawn up at 

the end of 1834 to reduce allowances and induce men to be 

independent. In 1835 only £5 6s. 9d. weekly were paid for 

the support of 8 widows, 5 widowers, 6 old couples, 4 

impotent persons, 5 children, and 6 families. (fn. 351) 

Wheatley became an urban district under the Public Health 

Act of 1872. In 1932 it became part of Bullingdon Rural 

District. 

The coaching trade and the quarry industry, together with a 

constantly changing population, made Wheatley in the 18th 

and early 19th centuries more turbulent than its purely 

agricultural neighbours. Another reason for instability was 

the plurality of landowners—the lord of the manor owning 

but a portion of Wheatley land—and consequent absence 

of the normal hierarchy of village society. In addition, until 

the time of the Revd. Edward Elton (1849–84) the moral 

influence of a resident incumbent was lacking. Of 24 

names of the chief villagers in the period 1638–61, only 8 

recur in the period 1701–17, and 6 are by then classed as 

paupers. (fn. 352) In 1759 only one gentleman, Whorwood 

Adeane, is noted, (fn. 353) and the biggest farmers of this 

period (the Juggins family) produced paupers and a rioter 

in 1771. (fn. 354) Ten out of the 21 recipients under the 

inclosure award of 1813 received under 15 acres each, and 

by 1845, only 3 of the 40 owner-occupiers had parcels of 

more than 1 acre. (fn. 355)  

The absence of residents of a 'superior class', the small 

tenements, the high road and the public houses made the 

village notorious to its neighbours even in Victorian days. 

'The inhabitants lived much  
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as they pleased' (fn. 356) wrote the Revd. Edward Elton, 

who described it as 'a refuge for all the worst characters in 

the neighbourhood'—a state of affairs for which 'the 

present and former owners of estates near must be held 

responsible'. (fn. 357) There is indeed evidence that the 

latter were anxious to foist any 'bad characters' from their 

own estates on this illfamed village. Elton thought the 

tradesmen who had long governed the place 'little above 

the very poor in morality or good character'. (fn. 358) 

Drunkenness was prevalent; the annual 'feasts' were 

notorious for it, and often residents dared not venture out at 

night unarmed. (fn. 359) The appearance of a temperance 

hotel (now the 'Merry Bells') in 1887 is significant. (fn. 

360)  

Cricket was played from the mid-18th century at least, for 

in 1764 the townsmen played the gentlemen's servants on 

the Green. (fn. 361) Bull-baiting, for which crowds came 

from Oxford, was a sport until 1824, when it was stopped 

through the appeals of the rector of Holton. (fn. 362) The 

garlanded bulls were baited by bulldogs in the stonepits. 

(fn. 363) Another annual sport, badger-baiting, was put an 

end to by the Revd. Edward Elton, who noted in his diary 

that his foe Juggins was 'head of a clique who had set an 

evil example and managed everything in the parish in his 

own way . . . noted cock-fighter and pugilist'. (fn. 364) In 

1834 the poor had been forbidden to have guns and dogs, 

but poaching long remained a source of food and sport. (fn. 

365) In 1950 the playing field was taken for the site of the 

new senior school. (fn. 366) A children's playground has 

recently been opened on the site of the pit formerly used 

for bull-baiting, since levelled and planted with grass. 

In the 18th century a fair was held on 29 September, but it 

had been discontinued by 1888. (fn. 367) A cattle market 

held at the 'Crown' was discontinued in 1909, when Oxford 

market became weekly. To the end of the 19th century 

there were mummers, May-Day celebrations, and Morris 

dancing. (fn. 368) The last Wheatley processional dancer 

was Alfred Currill of Littleworth (d. 1927). The annual 

feasts, held on the Sunday after 11 October, lapsed in the 

present century. Today (1953) a Women's Institute, a 

Men's Club, and a cinema (1949) are among the village 

activities, and since the senior school was built there has 

been a wide choice of evening classes. 

Church. 

Wheatley, although a separate tithing, was in the Middle 

Ages part of Cuddesdon parish, and therefore appropriated 

to Abingdon Abbey. (fn. 369) At the Reformation the great 

tithes, which were being farmed for £6 6s. 8d., (fn. 370) 

and which, with the glebe, in Wheatley, formed what was 

called the lay rectory, were taken over by the Crown, and 

became separated from the rectory of Cuddesdon. The 

rectory passed through various lay hands. In 1589 Anthony 

Mollens died possessed of a third of the rectory or tithes of 

Wheatley and 'Groveleyse', a piece of land near Wheatley 

Bridge. Anne, one of his daughters, inherited as coheir, and 

her husband John Symeon died in 1616 seised of half the 

rectory. (fn. 371) The rectory came to the Jackson family 

in the late 17th century, and remained with it until 1809, 

when it was sold to Sir James Whalley-Smythe-Gardiner. 

In 1813 he obtained 133 acres in lieu of tithes. (fn. 372) 

This land no doubt formed the basis for Magdalen 

College's Rectory Farm. 

There was a chapel at Wheatley by 1427, for Thomas 

Mockyng, clerk, of London then made it a bequest. (fn. 

373) In 1523 a friar celebrated mass there on festivals for a 

stipend of 40s. a year paid by the parishioners, (fn. 374) 

and in 1526 the curate was receiving 33s. 4d. (fn. 375) 

After the Reformation Wheatley continued as a chapelry of 

Cuddesdon, although it elected its own church or chapel 

wardens, of whom there were two in the 16th century, but 

later only one. (fn. 376) Relations between the mother 

church and its offshoot were not always happy. There was 

friction, for instance, in 1628, when the Vicar of 

Cuddesdon saw eight good reasons why Wheatley chapel 

should not be consecrated; and in 1630 when Wheatley 

refused to contribute to the repair of Cuddesdon church 

and its pews on the ground that there were no specific 

Wheatley seats. (fn. 377)  

In the 18th century Wheatley began to break away from 

Cuddesdon. In the 1750's the chapel was licensed for 

burials, although not until the early 19th century were they 

usually held there, (fn. 378) and when the new building 

was consecrated in 1795, it was for all religious 

ceremonies. (fn. 379) Surplice fees continued for the most 

part to be paid to the minister of Cuddesdon, (fn. 380) and 

although by the early 19th century Wheatley was virtually 

a separate parish, it continued to pay church rates to 

Cuddesdon until 1854, when it was made into a separate 

ecclesiastical parish. (fn. 381) The vicar wrote that all 

'links' had 'now happily been . . . entirely severed'. (fn. 382)  

Wheatley was served by a curate, probably chosen by the 

Vicar of Cuddesdon in the Middle Ages and later by the 

Bishop of Oxford. The curacy had no endowment, since 

the small tithes of Wheatley belonged to the Vicar of 

Cuddesdon, and were appropriated in 1637 with those of 

Cuddesdon to the Bishop of Oxford. (fn. 383) In 1813, he 

received 41 acres in place of them, which he exchanged for 

land in Cuddesdon. (fn. 384) The curate received a 

'voluntary contribution', (fn. 385) partly from the bishop 

and partly from the parishioners. In 1745, and again in 

1749  
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and 1755, the living was endowed with £800, partly from 

Queen Anne's Bounty, (fn. 386) and the bishop also paid 

the curate £10, which was exchanged in 1852 for a tithe-

rent charge of £208 12s. 9d. from Cuddesdon. (fn. 387) 

Bishop Secker began in 1746 the custom of licensing 

curates to Wheatley, (fn. 388) and in 1854, when it was 

separated from Cuddesdon, the living was made into a 

perpetual curacy (although it is often called a vicarage) in 

the patronage of the Bishop of Oxford, (fn. 389) who is 

still patron. In 1953 the net annual value of the benefice 

was £566. (fn. 390)  

The medieval chapel was dedicated to ST. MARY THE 

VIRGIN and lay on the south side of the High Street, 

presumably where the War Memorial now stands. (fn. 391) 

In 1629 Archibald Archdale failed to get it consecrated as a 

church. (fn. 392) In 1644 the antiquary Richard Symonds 

found no monuments or arms, 'onely in the east window 

the picture of St. Nicholas with his arms under' (fn. 393) 

but a century later the antiquary Browne Willis noted that 

this had long since disappeared. The building was repaired 

in 1715, (fn. 394) but was pulled down in 1785 to make 

way for the new church. (fn. 395)  

In 1785 Thomas Sims of Denton, a native of Wheatley, left 

a bequest to build a new church. The Lord Chancellor and 

others considered that the upkeep of the building, which 

was first proposed, would be too expensive (fn. 396) and a 

cheaper building was planned by Stephen Townsend and 

Henry Tawney (Oxford builders). It was to cost £500– 

£800 and was to have 'a diminutive chancel, great round-

headed windows, and hipped roof of slate; in fact nothing 

but a tower to distinguish it in outward appearance from a 

meeting-house'. (fn. 397) In 1835 James Rose added a 

vestry room at the south-east angle, and in 1854 the gallery 

was removed and other repairs carried out by George 

Watts of Oxford. (fn. 398)  

Bishop Wilberforce, however, in spite of the wishes of the 

vestry, which, as he put it, 'was not sufficiently friendly', 

had the building replaced as 'it was of such a hopeless 

conventicle pattern'. (fn. 399) The vicar, the Revd. Edward 

Elton, raised £3,500, mostly in small contributions from 

University men. (fn. 400) A new site above the village was 

chosen where the architect, G. E. Street, raised 'a good 

specimen of Early English architecture'. The spire was 

built by Holland of Thame, and has been described as 

'unusual but very effective'. (fn. 401) The new church, 

dedicated to St. Mary the Virgin, was consecrated in 1857. 

The glass in the south chancel windows dates from 1850 

and 1856, that in the east window from 1875. (fn. 402) The 

organ was built in 1871. A lych-gate was added by P. H. 

Keys in 1910. 

The church retained the plate belonging to the first chapel, 

consisting of a silver chalice (1702) inscribed 'Wm Heart 

Churchwarden of Whately 1702', a silver tankard flagon 

given by Thomas Bray, curate in 1766, and a silver plate 

given by Mrs. Ann Juggins in 1775. It also acquired a 

silver chalice dating from 1850. (fn. 403) By 1953 all had 

been lost. 

The registers date from 1835. 

Old Wheatley and Coombe 

It is possible that Coombe Wood and Coombe Brook in 

Cuddesdon (fn. 404) gave their name to the lost village of 

Coombe, but Coombe is a common name and the place is 

more likely to have taken its name from the coomb east of 

the River Thame and south of the Oxford–Tetsworth road, 

which lies in Great Milton parish. It is more probable that 

the considerable ruins noted in 1566 and called 'Old 

Wheatley' (fn. 405) were those of an early upland 

settlement, such as Old Horspath, of which Wheatley in the 

valley was an offshoot, than of Coombe. Old Wheatley 

was perhaps near the sites of the Roman villa and the 

Anglo-Saxon cemetery, (fn. 406) for an estate map of 1593 

marks 'Old Whateley Close' and 'Old Whatley Botome' as 

half-way down the hill between Coombe Wood and 

Wheatley. (fn. 407)  

Coombe is not named in Domesday, but the history of the 

d'Ivry fees shows that a part of the lands of the later 

manors of Coombe were included in an estate assessed at 

7½ hides held by Hugh of Roger d'Ivry. (fn. 408) This part 

was probably that later associated with Chilworth Valery 

manor. There is no mention of the other part of the 

Coombe lands which are later found joined to Chilworth 

Musard manor. (fn. 409) In 1627 and perhaps from earliest 

times these hamlets were in Great Milton parish and not in 

Cuddesdon, though for administrative purposes they were 

attached to Bullingdon hundred. (fn. 410) They contributed 

to 14th- and 15th-century tax levies in the hundred, (fn. 

411) and it is probable that their decline did not take place 

until the latter half of the 15th century. (fn. 412) They 

continued to be assessed for taxation  
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throughout the century, but do not appear on the lay 

subsidy lists of Henry VIII's reign. (fn. 413) It was 

reported in 1517 that in 1499 Sir Thomas Danvers had held 

100 acres of arable and 240 acres of pasture in Coombe 

and Chilworth, and that he had then inclosed the arable and 

converted it to pasture. (fn. 414) This inclosure may well 

have been the last of a series by which sheep-farming was 

substituted for arable farming and the villagers of the three 

settlements were deprived of their livelihood. 

The Vent 

The Vent estate, to the north of Wheatley, was a detached 

piece of the ancient parish of Cuddesdon. It once formed 

the northern salient of the original Abingdon Abbey 

property, and may have been a forest-clearing as the name 

suggests. It now consists of Vent Farm, the King's Arms 

Inn, and some cottages lying at the north-eastern tip of 

Forest Hill village. In 1611 its green, 'le Vent greene', was 

described as being in Cuddesdon, (fn. 415) and it was later 

debated whether the Forest Hill boundary went through 

Vent Farm. (fn. 416) In 1878 Vent Farm (92 a.) and 

Pilfrance (10 a.) were transferred to Holton parish, (fn. 

417) with part of Holton Wood. The rest of the property—

the Inn, a bakehouse, a blacksmith's shop, and four 

cottages—was transferred to Forest Hill. (fn. 418)  

The nearness of the Vent to the Saxon straete to Worcester 

may have led to early settlement. It stood at the 

intersection of this road and Polecat End Lane in Holton. 

'La Vente' is mentioned in the Hundred Rolls as a close of 

28 acres, a licence of Henry III, presumably to inclose, 

being quoted. (fn. 419) A Roger de Vente had land in 

Forest Hill in Henry III's reign, (fn. 420) but a continuous 

record of tenants cannot be established. By the 15th 

century the estate was called a manor, and was leased in 

1467 by the Abbot of Abingdon to Thomas atte Welle of 

Cuddesdon. (fn. 421) In 1529 William Wildgoose leased it 

with the tithes for 39 years for £4 5s. 8d. (fn. 422) and in 

1542 it was granted to Robert Kyrkham with leave to 

alienate. (fn. 423) In this grant it is called a farm, and it 

seems very likely that it was never an independent manor. 

By 1579 Nicholas Brome had possession (fn. 424) and the 

estate was held by the Brome family of Holton, and then 

by the Whorwoods of Holton in the 17th century. (fn. 425) 

It continued to form part of the Holton estate (fn. 426) until 

the sale of this property in 1913, when the Vent, then some 

197 acres, was acquired by General Miller of Shotover. 

Footnotes 

• 261. Census, 1951; for subsequent boundary 

changes see Oxon. (Bullingdon R.D.C.) 

Confirmation Order, 1954. 

• 262. See below, p. 112. 

• 263. See below, p. 111. 

• 264. Par. Rec. 
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splayed jambs. 

• 266. See below, p. 115. 

• 267. Par. Rec. Vestry Minute Book; it was 
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Houses, period iv, ii, pp. iv, 256, plate lviii. It was 

repaired in 1921. 
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• 270. Bullingdon R.D.C. Local Govt. Board Minute 
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1631, 1634 (Courts for 1472–99). 
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Stapleton, Catholic Missions, 9. Abraham, a 
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