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Today, poultry farming is agribusiness. There is much 
concern about avian flu, biosecurity and the conservation 
of genetic diversity, as well as the expansion of the 
poultry sector and the impact of restrictions on battery 
production. This provides an opportunity for a revival 
of traditional rare poultry breeds which have attributes 
suited to free-range outdoor production, in line with 
growing consumer preferences.

A growing industry 

Research into the history of poultry has explored 
poultry-keeping, which in the nineteenth and early 
twentieth centuries was traditionally small-scale; a 
sideline activity for the farmer’s wife, with poultry 
and eggs being sold with milk, or exchanged for 
groceries locally or at the market town. However, by 
the early twentieth century, poultry had developed 
into a specialised branch of farming and co-operative 
marketing societies were established. Poultry provided 
a valuable supply of eggs and meat, although they 
were susceptible to disease, resulting in high levels 
of mortality and low egg yields. With falling grain 
prices, numbers increased and gross output value 
rose. Consequently, most attention has been paid to 
the development of the industry since the First World 

War; in particular, the revolutionary changes which 
transformed the sector such as the expansion of broiler 
chicken farms after the Second World War and the role 
of technology in management and production. However, 
it is also necessary to appreciate the importance of 
‘showing’ in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, 
and the wider popular appeal of poultry.

Poultry showing 

Crucial to the early development of the sector was 
the showing of poultry. Although informal private 
competitions had been held in pubs, the first major 
poultry shows were held in the grounds of London Zoo 
in 1845, 1846 and 1847 which, it is recorded, cost £187 12s. 
7d., £144 17s. 8d. and £102 11s. 9d. to stage respectively. 
Some years later, the ‘Great Metropolitan Exhibition 
of Poultry, Pigeons and Rabbits’, an advertisement for 
which survives in the British Library, took place at the 
‘Bazaar’ in London from 10–13 January 1854. Large 
poultry shows were held at the Crystal Palace from 
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Fowl Collection
The resurgence of interest in keeping chickens in gardens and smallholdings, write James P Bowen 
and Claudia Ricci, concern about the welfare of chickens, and growing demand for free-range eggs 
mean that chickens – and poultry more generally – are at the forefront of public attention.

Continued on back page
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David Scrivener Collection.
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Beneath a chestnut tree, in the Cotswold 

village of Ascott-under-Wychwood, are 

seats bearing the names of 16 women and 

a small plaque saying, ‘IMPRISONED 

1873’. It’s a simple memorial but one that 

commemorates a significant act of defiance. 

The women were dubbed the Ascott Martyrs 

and a local group is dedicated to keeping 

their memory alive.

Strike supporters

The women, who were largely inter-related, 

ranged in age from 16 to 45. Many were glove 

makers working from home, a major industry 

in the Cotswolds at the time. In the spring 

of 1873, labouring men at Crown Farm in 

Ascott-under-Wychwood went on strike, 

after the farmer refused their request for a 

pay rise. The strikers were members of the 

local branch of the Agricultural Workers’ 

Union, which had recently formed. Although 

they were legally allowed to withhold their 

labour, they were not permitted to prevent 

others from working – so were powerless to 

act when the farmer employed men from a 

neighbouring village instead. However, the 

strike breakers were met by a large crowd 

of women, who harassed them and tried 

to win them over to the cause. Seventeen 

were arrested and later taken to court, 

Rural rebels  
in the Cotswolds
Paul Jackson remembers the Ascott Martyrs

The Trust is set on thoroughly 
researching the events of 1873 and their 
legacy.  The intention is to ensure there 
is continued awareness in local schools 
and the wider community, as well to 
provide a national online resource. 

Perhaps its most ambitious aim is to 
produce a comprehensive publication in 
time for the 150th anniversary in 2023. 
Trustees are hoping to collaborate with 
researchers and would like to hear from 
readers interested in contributing. The 
following topics are suggested:
• Social environment in the Cotswolds 

during the Victorian era – living 
conditions, village communities, 
housing, employment, health, 
education, focus on Ascott-under-
Wychwood

• The economy of the Cotswolds in the 
nineteenth century

• Power and the Church

• The Trade Union Movement – 
formation of the Agricultural Workers 
Union, Joseph Arch, membership 
growth, local branch

• The Incident – Crown Farm and 
labour relations, riot, police charge, 
prosecution, court proceedings, 
protests

• Outcome – conditions in Oxford Jail, 
hard labour, intervention by Queen 
Victoria

• Aftermath 

• Media response – difference between 
national and local coverage, impact of 
letters, questions in Parliament

• Personalities – the Martyrs, Mr 
Hambridge (of Crown Farm), Joseph 
Arch, politicians and landowners

• Female Emancipation in the 
Cotswolds

• Legacy 

The Ascott Martyrs 
Educational Trust

where they were tried by two magistrates 
who were members of the local clergy – 
with strong links to local landowners. The 
women, two of whom had babies in arms, 
had no legal representation. A number were 
non-conformists, which some think might 
have prejudiced the Church of England 
clerics. The magistrates certainly exacted 
the harshest punishment under the law; 
one woman was acquitted, but the rest were 
sentenced to imprisonment with hard labour 
– seven for 10 days and nine for 7 days. 

Riots in Chipping Norton

The judgement provoked outrage. Over  
1000 protestors assembled outside the Court 
in Chipping Norton, and the riot continued 
into the night. The small police force could 
not get the women to the railway station to 
transport them to Oxford Jail and they  
were inadequately dressed for the subsequent 
6-hour journey by cart through the  
cold night. 

Thousands protested the next day  
in Chipping Norton. A journalist from 
The Times reported on the whole incident 
which set off questions in Parliament, much 
publicity and a vigorous public debate. An 
appeal was sent to Queen Victoria, but an 
order from the Home Secretary rescinding 
the hard labour arrived only as the women 

 Paul Jackson is from the Ascott Martyrs 
Educational Trust which can be contacted at:  
www.ascottmartyrs.co.uk
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Those sentenced to 10 days 
imprisonment with hard labour:

Martha Smith, aged 45,  
labourer, Church of England 

Mary Moss (Smith) aged 17,  
born and living in Ascott, Baptist 

Charlotte Moss, aged 39,  
born and living in Ascott 

Ann Susan Moss, aged 25,  
Church of England

Fanny Honeybone, aged 16,  
a glover, Church of England 

Ann Moss, aged 22,  
a labourer, Church of England 

Rebecca Smith, aged 25

were due to be released. Their sentence 
served, the women returned to their village 
as ‘martyrs to the cause’. There, Joseph Arch, 
the leader of the Agricultural Workers’ Union 
presented each one with £5 (10 weeks wages) 
raised from public donations and a blue silk 
dress – or more likely the material to make 
one. It is also said that Queen Victoria gave 
each of the women a red flannel petticoat 
and 5 shillings. 

The actions of the Ascott Martyrs may 
well have played a significant part in the 
de-criminalisation of picketing in 1875, as 
well as the cessation of the use of clerics as 
magistrates. Wages certainly rose for local 
agricultural workers after the formation of 
the Union. There is now an active Ascott 
Martyrs Educational Trust which is keeping 
the story alive, supported by descendants 
from around the world, local residents, 
academia, local charities, businesses and 
organisations, as well as the Unite Union.

The next Martyrs Day is on Saturday 20 
June 2020.

Those sentenced to 7 days 
imprisonment with hard labour:

Martha Moss, aged 33, a glover

Caroline Moss, aged 18,  
born and living in Ascott, a glover

Elizabeth Pratley, aged 29,  
with child of 7 months

Mary Pratley, aged 33,  
with child of ten weeks

Lavinia Dring, aged 44,  
born and living in Ascott, a glover 

Amelia Moss, aged 36,  
born and living in Ascott, a glover

Jane Moss, aged 31,  
born and living in Ascott, a glover

Ellen Pratley, aged 25

Mary Moss, aged 35,  
born and living in Ascott

The Martyrs

Whilst in prison Martha Smith, one of the Martyrs, is said to have begun work on a 

patchwork quilt which was later completed by her daughter. Now in the care of the 

People’s History Museum in Manchester, the quilt is too fragile to be on permanent 

display but was shown temporarily in the summer of 2018 at the Oxfordshire 

Museum, Woodstock. In order to keep the Martyrs memory alive, a group of local 

women got together to create a commemorative textile – a 21st-century patchwork 

that could be used to illustrate talks and go on display. Decorative panels represent 

images associated with the events of 1873 (gloves, women working in the fields, 

the martyrs’ names), as well as depictions of the memorial tree and benches, and 

even a sailing ship – a reminder that some of the women emigrated after their 

imprisonment. It is framed by a ring of branches and leaves – a representation of 

the eponymous Wychwood, the ancient forest that once surrounded the village. 

Unveiled on Martyrs Day in 2018, the textile is now on display in the local church.

Commemorative textile (above). Image: Sue Richards 

Original Martyrs quilt (background). Image: Carol Anderson

Stitch in Time
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That there is no evidence that the story is 
true arguably matters not, for the circulation 
of so wretched a claim speaks powerfully 
to both the popular loathing of the new 
bastilles for the poor, and the complex 
politics of food for many rural communities. 
The poor, so the inference goes, were only 
good to be turned into food or fertilizer; so 
rendered, paupers became useful whereas 
alive they were a burden. 

Minimal nutrition

Such an interpretation is easy to understand 
given that the New Poor Law workhouse, 
and the attendant policy apparatus, was 
designed as a ‘deterrent’; the workhouse 
a space of just keeping pauper bodies 
alive. Central to this were the six ‘model’ 
workhouse dietaries circulated by the Poor 
Law Commission in December 1835 which 
were based on the twin principles of being 
‘sufficient’ and yet being ‘on no account… 
superior or equal to the ordinary mode of 
subsistence of the labouring classes of the 

helping to fan the flames of opposition to 
attempts to impose the new system there. 
Charles Dickens’ Oliver Twist, serialised 
in 1837 and published as a novel in 1839, 
famously drew upon this same wellspring of 
working-class revulsion and nascent middle-
class humanitarian concern. So enraged were 
the London-based Poor Law Commissioners 
with Dickens’ work, that they slated Oliver 
Twist as ‘a pathetic and saleable narrative’ 
that had to ‘a considerable extent, enlisted 
[public opinion] on the side of error’, though 
in reality the popular mind had already 
been made up by a torrent of reports and 
pamphlets about life in the new workhouses.

But food was not suddenly politicized on 
the opening of New Poor Law workhouses. 
Rather, popular fears and opposition drew 
on both the lived experience for many rural 
workers of a lifetime spent surviving on 
inadequate food – a function of pitiful wages 
and increasingly stingy poor relief – and the 
longstanding relationship between public 
policy, provisioning and hunger - something 
that went back to at least the Tudor Books 
of Orders (the social policy decrees issued 
by the Royal Councils during the reign of 
the House of Tudor) . And yet there has 
remained a surprising dearth of studies 
examining this ‘politics of hunger’ for the late 
eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries. 
Rising agricultural production and the 
development of integrated national and 
international markets, combined with the 
net of the poor laws, meant that by the early 
nineteenth century the threat of hunger 
as an ‘unremitted pressure’ – Karl Marx’s 
words – had supposedly lifted for the peoples 
of England. Famine was now something 
that afflicted distant others. Wages and 
employment had replaced access to food as 
the critical nexus of politics. Such was the age 
of Malthus; hunger, as James Vernon has put 
it, provided a ‘natural basis for moral order, in 
forcing the indigent to work and preventing 
unsustainable overpopulation’. To be hungry, 
so the line went, was to be an object of 
‘opprobrium, not compassion’. 

The starvation of the poor

neighbourhood’. Herein lay a contradiction. 

Given the inability of labouring families to 

properly provision for themselves, workhouse 

dietaries might only ever be ‘sufficient’ in 

providing the minimum nutrition necessary 

to keep a working body alive, hence the 

widespread popular belief that the New Poor 

Law was a blatant attempt to starve the poor. 

Stories of inadequate institutional diets in 

the early months and years of the New Poor 

Law were legion. At Seaford an old woman 

committed suicide rather than go to the 

workhouse at Eastbourne – the ‘barracks’ 

as she saw it – while at Andover when the 

soon to be notorious new workhouse was 

opened on 25 March 1837, one man in a ‘most 

afflicted state’ decided to take his own life 

rather than submit to starvation. 

New twist

Reports of workhouse abuses and cruelties 

fuelled popular hatred of the New Poor 

Law in the agrarian south and east - and 

were also widely circulated in the north, 

In the winter of 1838–9, writes Carl Griffin, a story circulated rural Kent that children who entered the 
recently constructed New Poor Law workhouses were slaughtered and their flesh made into pies, while the 
remains of those who died in the workhouse were used to manure the union guardians’ fields. 
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Food riots

Only in response to the global famines of 
the 1840s did recognizably humanitarian 
discourses evolve; new modes of reporting 
emotionally connecting the comfortable 
with the sufferings of the starving. Yet for 
much of the eighteenth century the politics 
of hunger were publicly and frequently played 
out in the form of food riots, the practice 
arguably being the defining protest form 
of eighteenth-century Britain. The ‘death’ 
of this tradition with the repression of the 
national waves of food rioting in 1795–6 and 
1800–01 did not suddenly mean though, that 
hunger and access to food was no longer a 
political issue for either poor consumers 
or the rulers of Britain. Rather, hunger 
remained a critical political force amongst 
working people and political elites alike. 

By the turn of the nineteenth century 
even food security was called into question 
- the war with Napoleonic France and its 
allies severely limiting the ability to import 
grain in times of dearth. Herein, of course, 
is a paradox: on the one hand a political 
obsession with hunger combined with 
evidence that the fear of hunger remained a 
powerful force for rural workers, and on the 
other the historical obsession with charting 
only death from starvation – famine – as 
worthwhile in the modern period. Even the 
voluminous historiography considering 
the influence and accuracy of Malthus’ dire 
predictions has tended to focus on the issue 
of birth rates and demography, rather than 
on the politics of hunger per se. 

Hunger games

The Politics of Hunger, published by 
Manchester University Press, issues a 
corrective. The foci are several: the analysis 
of the languages of hunger used during the 
food crises of the late eighteenth century; 
the persistence of the discourse of starvation 
in the protests of the poor in the early 
nineteenth century; the relationship between 
hunger and the Speenhamland system of 
defacto minimum incomes as supported 
by the poor rates and workhouse dietaries; 
the way in which hunger was used to mark 
agricultural labourers as a distinctive race, 
and the popular response in England to the 
terrible famine in Ireland in the late 1840s. 
Hunger, it is shown, remained not just a 
spectral presence in the lives of poor workers 
but a defining presence, a lived reality. 
Hunger too was central to many aspects of 
public policy in the early nineteenth century, 
at first as a problem then as something that 
could be used in remaking and reforming 
the agricultural labourer, hunger becoming 
a political tool, a device to remake the 
population. 

Thomas Malthus

Rev Thomas Robert Malthus  
(1766 – 1834) was an English clergyman 
and scholar of demography and 
political economy. His most famous 
work, An Essay on the Principle of 
Population, first published in 1798, 
prophesied that any increases 
in agricultural production fed 
population growth rather than a 
higher standard of living. Such growth 
was only sustained until the poorest 
members of society succumbed to 
famine (or famine-related diseases) 
the want of food therefore acting as a 
‘natural’ check to population growth, 
this now known as the ‘Malthusian 
check’. Poor relief payments tended, 
as he saw it, to further exacerbate the 
problem, encouraging the rural poor 
to marry and start families earlier, 
increasing both dependency and their 
susceptibility to Malthusian checks.

 Professor Carl Griffin’s new book The Politics 
of Hunger: Protest, poverty and policy in 
England, c.1750–c. 1840 published by Manchester 
University Press, is out now, price £80.

Third model dietary circulated by the Poor Law Commission, December 1835: Poor Law Commissioners, Second 
Annual Report of the Poor Law Commissioners for England and Wales (London: Charles Knight, 1836), p.65
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Arthur Hopkins (1900–1971) was a parson who had 
a keen eye for agriculture and the lives of his rural 
parishioners, write Patricia and Robert Malcolmson. 

In the summer of 1942 he was Vicar of Edenham, 

Lincolnshire, some three miles north-west of the town 

of Bourne, eighteen miles from Grantham. Edenham, 

with a population of less than 500, was off the beaten 

track, seven miles from the nearest railway station. ‘We 

are a small country parish,’ Hopkins wrote in his diary 

on 12 July 1942, ‘with no people of wealth now that the 

Earl [of Ancaster, 1867–1951] has gone to live in Scotland. 

Most of the people are very small farmers and farm 

hands, with quite a number of old age pensioners.’ His 

diary, written for the social research organisation Mass 

Observation, offers some vivid and pointed remarks on 

wartime social relations in a country parish.

Thursday, 23 July 1942. 
The rising feeling against the farmers, or some of them, 

using tractor petrol for pleasure trips is most marked 

now [petrol for private motoring was banned]. In the 

Market in Bourne today there was almost a disturbance 

when a farmer said that he had been with his family to 

see a picture in Nottingham (45 miles) last night. He 

had to leave hurriedly and those who were left behind all 

had stories to tell of others going far afield for pleasure. I 

know another case of a farmer who had lost recently three 

of the workmen on his farm because he let his daughter 

use the car to go out to dances, and the men said they 

were not going to work for Hitler’s pal. There is also 

much bitterness at the loose wording of the meaning of 

‘working on the land’ [as a reserved occupation]. I can see 

serious trouble coming over this before long. I know of 

several people who are registered who never go near any 

land work.

Monday, 27 July. 
Discontent over the coal situation is growing. The 

position is roughly this. Since about April the allowance 

has been until this month a quarter ton a month, and this 

month half a ton. There was no trouble until the village 

folk of the district realized that during the summer they 

get just the same as the towns. While the local towns can 

cook with gas or electric power, the country people have 

to use a part of their coal for cooking and have no chance 

to save for the winter. 

Wednesday, 29 July. 
The Minister of Agriculture’s statement in the Commons 

that the agricultural workers must work at night 

[Hansard, 28 July 1942, vol. 382, col. 357] has been 

received with surprise mixed with amusement by the 

workers and farmers. In one of the most bombed parts 

of England, how are the blackout difficulties going to be 

overcome? … Quite frankly they are a little annoyed at 

the way they have been approached. I have been working 

many hours in the fields this summer and I do not see 

how much more can be done by the men and women. …

Saturday, 1 August. 
…The workers are still discussing night work on the 

farms, especially in the light of several more men called 

up from here. I am very interested in the work of the land 

girls. I can tell before a girl goes on a farm in this district 

if she will stay or not. It all has to do with the farmer and 

still more with his wife. … The worst enemy they have 

is loneliness. I get the same thing said time and time 

again – ‘There is no one with whom to be friends.’ This 

is largely that right in the wilds of the country here we 

do not speak the same language as the towns. But get 

the first few months over and they settle. Two of our best 

farmers’ wives here – I mean the best farm women as wife 

of a farmer – were London girls who were land girls in the 

last war. …

Thursday, 6 August. 
A member of the County War Agricultural Committee 

came to see me today. I walked with him through the 

village to see some crops. We noticed how over-stocked 

A Lincolnshire Village 
in wartime
A Vicar’s Portrait of Edenham, Summer 1942
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with perishable vegetables all the gardens are, and yet 

at towns only twenty miles away there is nothing to be 

had in the cabbage line under 4d or 5d. He says that he 

hears the same grumbles everywhere. ‘Grow more food, 

and then we can’t sell it.’ I told him how when I returned 

to the country ten years ago I was shocked at the waste 

of food. He says that it all hinges on marketing and 

collecting – points that have never been properly tackled 

by any government. The reason before the war was vested 

interests and overhead charges in the towns – vested 

interests of the cartering companies, and the middle men, 

overhead charges of the shops. In the ten years before the 

war the average shop in a town had a motor service with 

liveried men, etc. It was to their interest to keep down 

the supply in order to keep up the price in the towns to 

make enough money to keep going smart vans, etc. He 

also says that the waste in the gardens and fields has had 

an effect on the country people by making them more 

extravagant in many ways, especially in their gardens. I 

have noticed this myself. They will sow a whole packet of 

lettuce seed, plant out about two score and throw away 

several hundred. Whereas a third [of a ] packet of lettuce 

seed lasts me at least two years, many of my neighbours 

have four or five packets a year. Men are more wasteful in 

garden seeds than women. … 

August, of course, was a key month for harvesting, and 

Hopkins was not above helping out. ‘I have been working 

in the Harvest Fields every spare minute,’ he wrote on 

Saturday, 22 August. ‘I find the more I work in the Field 

Harvest the more I wonder at the skill of the labourers; 

the towns-people little realise this. It is amusing to 

see how soon the recruits of the xth [i.e., unidentified] 

Regiment wilt under the work.’ On 28 August ‘there was 

trouble in the village over some town harvest workers 

who came late and left early’, but later (15 September) 

Hopkins spoke with two farmers who had finished their 

harvest and each paid ‘tribute to the shop workers from 

Bourne who have helped on half days and weekends.’

Around 24 August Hopkins was ‘gathering tomatoes’, 

and during five days of the last week of the month he 
continued to be engaged with harvest work. Local 
opinion expected that almost everyone would be 
involved. ‘I was struck on the journey [from Boston] by 
the wonderful crops,’ he wrote on Monday, 7 September, 
‘and how there are at least eight women to every man 
working in the fields. I stopped for a pipe at one place 
and had a talk with a farmer. He was very bitter about 
the military authorities not giving any help, when half 
the troops in the district are doing little or nothing all 
day. He also said that the RAF were much more helpful.’ 
Hopkins spent much of Tuesday, 10 September picking 
apples and ‘digging spuds’. 

Here, then, was a country parson who took both 
farming and his pastoral duties remarkably seriously. 
On Sunday, 20 September he reported that he had 
already sold some of the produce of his garden for a 
profit of £5 12s 1d. ‘Have I chosen the wrong job in life?’ 
he asked himself. 
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 In November 1942, Hopkins took up a new post in Boston, 
Lincolnshire and continued his diary. This is now published 
as A Parson in Wartime: The Boston Diary of the Reverend 
Arthur Hopkins, 1942–1945 [Lincoln Record Society, 2017].  
Eds P and R Malcolmson with Ann Stephenson.  
www.malcolmsonbooks.com 
Available from Boydell and Brewer (£40 h/b) 
www.boydellandbrewer.com

(The diary is © Trustees of the Mass Observation Archive)
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about 1870 until it burned down in 1936 (after which 
they moved to Olympia) and at Birmingham, where a 
poultry section was added to the Cattle Show in 1847. 
These attracted thousands of entries. 

The Poultry Club of  
Great Britain

The Poultry Club of Great Britain (PCGB) was 
established in 1877 at The Crystal Palace Poultry Show. 
It played an important role in maintaining the British 
Poultry Standard. The first Poultry Club of Great 
Britain was short-lived, only lasting for three years, 
although in 1865 it published The standard of excellence 
in Exhibition Poultry, authorized by the Poultry Club 
edited by William Bernhardt Tegetmeier (1816–1912), a 
naturalist and poultry breeder who corresponded with 
Charles Darwin.

Today the main function of the PCGB, a registered 
charity, is to ‘safeguard the interests of all pure and 
traditional breeds of chickens, ducks, geese and turkeys’. 
It also administers the judges’ exams, issues leg rings, 
organises the National Poultry Show and publicly 
represents the hobby. In 2017 the PCGB donated the 
David Scrivener Collection to the Museum of English 
Rural Life (MERL) which has now been catalogued. 

The collection includes slides, postcards and 
illustrations. Many of the slides are studio shots 
featuring best of breeds; others are photographs of 
chickens in their outdoor homes. The postcards include 
collector sets published across Europe, many featuring 
breed examples. The collection also includes postcards 
used to advertise poultry-related products including 
feed, cartoons and rural scenes. The illustrated books, 
like the postcards, feature many images from the early 
twentieth century and these reflect the idealised artistic 
representations of poultry and fowl more generally, as 
well as other farmyard animals, pigeons, wild and cage 
birds. They include works by Cornelis Simon Theodorus 
van Gink (1890–1968), Harrison Weir (1824–1906) and 
J.W. Ludlow, one of the finest ornithological artists of 
the late nineteenth century, who illustrated several 
books on poultry and pigeons notably The Illustrated 
Book of Poultry by Lewis Wright (1893). Prints show a 
single male bird, or more typically a pair of male and 
female birds, depicted in a farm or henhouse setting.

Setting the Standard

Such art, which was intended to imitate reality, had the 
effect of influencing the standards that were adopted 
by later breeders. At the time there were differing views 
as to whether breeds should be developed for purely 
exhibition purposes or crossed to produce hybrid 
utility breeds, suited to more intensive production. 
In some cases, the titles of the prints give the breed 
name and prizes awarded, while some even specify the 

owner or name of the bird. The collection also includes 
nineteenth century first edition books; for example, 
S.O. Beeton’s Book of Birds (1862); The Illustrated Book 
of Domestic Poultry (1857) edited by Martin Doyle, and 
numerous editions of Lewis Wright’s Book of Poultry 
including the 1888 popular edition, and the 1902 edition 
featuring forty five illustrations by Ludlow.

Scrivener Collection 

More than two hundred titles have been incorporated 
into the existing poultry collections at the MERL. 
This includes 33 journals or periodicals, some of which 
are extremely rare as their publication was short-
lived and circulation presumably limited. Examples 
include Poultry News (1921–25), Poultry and Poultry 
Husbandry (1929–31) as well as more familiar journals 
concerned with poultry-showing, such as The Feathered 
World (1892–1936), The Poultry World (1918–2004) 
and a complete run of Fancy Fowl (1981–2018). A 
comprehensive run of the PCGB’s Newsletter (1973–2014), 
Yearbook (1923–2014 with gaps), and the Poultry World 
Annual (1913–1932), as well as the catalogues and 
schedules of the National Poultry Show (1945–1961, 
1973–2014) and Federation Championship Poultry Show 
(1993–2015) detail the PCGB’s activities in the twentieth 
century. There are also some pamphlets issued by the 
Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food (MAFF).

Several poultry related objects have been added 
to the MERL’s collection. This includes ‘The Kiddies’ 
Favourite box of three wooden ‘Victory’ jigsaw puzzles, 
each made of nine pieces, depicting a turkey, chickens 
and ducks, demonstrating the wider interest in poultry 
in popular culture. There is also a metal enameled sign 
advertising ‘Golden Lay’ eggs. In addition, the MERL 
has numerous poultry related archive collections and 
objects in its galleries.

James P Bowen is a Museum of English Rural Life (MERL) 
Fellow and Claudia Ricci is Project Cataloguer at University 
Museums and Special Collections Services, University  
of Reading.
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David Scrivener
David A. Scrivener (1952–2015), was a notable poultry 

breeder who became a ‘Panel A’ Show Judge and 

served as the Chairman, Honorary Historian and 

Patron of the Rare Poultry Society. He was the author of 

several books including Starting with Bantams (2002), 

Exhibition Poultry Keeping (2005), Popular Poultry Breeds 

(2009), Rare Poultry Breeds (2006), Poultry Breeds and 

Management: An Introductory Guide (2008) and his 

Guide to British Fancy Pigeon and Poultry Magazine, 

Prints and Postcards (2009). A regular contributor to 

the magazine Country Smallholding in the 2000s, he 

wrote articles on traditional, exhibition and auto-sexing 

poultry breeds and breed clubs. He was particularly 

concerned with maintaining breed standards.
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