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ABSTRACT 
The Stockhouse, otherwise called the Town Gaol or Borough Gaol, in 

Kingston upon Thames was situated within what is today the Bentall Centre in 

Clarence Street.  It was one of the four prisons in Kingston from 1264-1890 

and existed from medieval times until 1829.   It took its name from the stocks 

that once were installed within the gaol to prevent the escape of prisoners.  

The establishment was basically a debtors’ prison, but until about 1800 when 

Assizes and Quarter Sessions were held in Kingston felons awaiting trial were 

held there. The unpaid gaoler of the Stockhouse was a corporation franchisee 

who kept an alehouse on the site called “The Hand & Mace” to supplement 

his income from imposition of fees for various services provided to debtors.  

The paper describes the Stockhouse and the conditions for debtors and 

felons.  It outlines the criminal process and imprisonment for debt in Kingston, 

including its Court of Record.  Some felons held in the goal, including, in 

1681, Margaret Osgood who was burned at the stake in Kingston Market 

Place and in 1726, the notorious Edward Burnworth and his gang, hanged on 

Kingston Hill, are identified, as are some of the debtors that were held there.   

INTRODUCTION 
Kingston upon Thames once hosted criminal courts, i.e., Assizes, Quarter 

Sessions and Petty Sessions and maintained its own civil court, The Court of 

Record. The existence of criminal and civil courts in a town implies the need 

for a prison, or other secure custodial place, to confine people after arrest or 

committal, pending trial and subsequent disposal, in pursuance of debt 

collection and as a punishment if so ordered.   From medieval times to the 

late nineteenth century there were four prisons in Kingston. These were the 

Stockhouse, otherwise called the Town Gaol or Borough Gaol [possibly 1264-

1829], the Debtors’ Prison [1829-1852], the House of Correction, otherwise 
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called the Bridewell or County Gaol [1762-1852] and the House of Detention 

[1852-1890].   

 Papers by the author on the House of Correction and House of Detention 

are on the Kingston History Research website.1   A detailed history of the 

Stockhouse and the Debtors’ Prison, with references and a bibliography, was 

published privately by the author as a book in 2004.2 This paper is based on 

the book and on some later research.  It considers some of the criminal 

prisoners - otherwise called “felons” - and some of the debtors who were held 

in the Stockhouse.  Appendix 1 lists original sources. 

A paper the Debtor’s Prison and some of its prisoners will be published on the 

Kingston History Research website in due course.  

 Various sums of money in pre-decimal British currency are stated in this 

paper and will be stated in the paper on the Debtors’ Prison. The basic units 

were pounds [£], shillings [s] and pence [d].  Additionally, there were 

halfpence [½d] and farthings [one quarter of a penny, ¼d].  £1 was worth 20s 

and 1s was worth 12d.  Upon the introduction of decimal currency in 1971, the 

old £1 was deemed to be worth 100 pence [p], 1s being worth 5p and 1d was 

worth ½p.  The notation used for sums of money is, for example, £1 11s  8d, 

which stands for one pound, eleven shillings and eight pence.     

 Inevitably the question will arise, what would a particular sum be worth 

today and what would it buy, say at a time when the Kingston Stockhouse 

was in use? The National Archives website offers a very useful currency 

converter to put historical sums of money into perspective and taking inflation 

into account. It was used in research for this paper. It computes the 

approximate worth of a historical sum of money in 2017, the datum used.  It 

also computes the number of days a skilled tradesman would have to work to 

earn the historical sum of money.  Also, for comparative purposes, it 

computes the number of horses, or the number of cows, or the amount of 

wool or wheat that the historical sum could purchase in the relevant year.  For 

example, in 1810, one of the years when the prison reformer James Neild 

visited the Kingston Stockhouse, a skilled tradesman would have had to work 

for 66 days to earn £10 and this sum would have had an approximate worth of 

£465 in 2017.  And in 1810, £10 would buy two cows or eleven stones of wool 

or one quarter of wheat.3   
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CRIMINAL TRIALS IN KINGSTON 
At Assizes judges appointed by the Crown presided over criminal and major 

civil trials and a death sentence could be imposed on those convicted of some 

crimes.  In Kingston, Assizes were usually held in the Lenten period and 

sometimes in Midsummer. Quarter Sessions [QS] were courts convened for 

criminal and administrative proceedings.  They were held by a bench of 

county magistrates advised by a legally-qualified Recorder.   The maximum 

penalty that could be imposed was transportation for life.  In the old county of 

Surrey, Epiphany QS were held at Southwark, Easter sessions were held at 

Reigate, Midsummer sessions were held at Guildford and the Michaelmas 

sessions were held at Kingston.  Petty sessions were held by local 

magistrates who could impose a range of minor punishments, including short 

terms of imprisonment, whipping and fines.  Ayliffe, in his recollections of old 

Kingston, recorded that, in the early nineteenth century, beneath the old 

Kingston Town Hall was a lock-up cell for delinquents awaiting appearance 

before the Mayor, an ex-officio magistrate, on charges of drunkenness or a 

breach of the peace.4   

 Magistrates could commit accused persons to the nearest prison to await 

trial at Assizes or QS if a serious offence had been committed. A Surrey 

magistrate could chose to send a prisoner to the Guildford House of 

Correction, the County Goal in Southwark or the Kingston House of 

Correction [below] to await trial at the next opportunity.   The criminal process 

is summarised at Figure 1.   

IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT IN KINGSTON 
Imprisonment for debt has a long history, most of which is outside the scope 

of this paper.  However, according to Seán McConville, first the threat of 

imprisonment was used to coerce tax collectors and reluctant subjects to pay 

sums of money owed to the Crown.  Then, the Debtors’ Act in 1350 extended 

this useful facility to private creditors, thus inaugurating centuries of 

imprisonment for debt. In 1776 John Howard found that debtors made up 

about 60% of gaol inmates in England and Wales. However, this was at a 

time when custodial sentences for crime were relatively uncommon; gaols 



 4 

being used mainly to confine felons awaiting trial or thereafter awaiting 

corporal punishment, execution of a death sentence, or transportation.5    

THE CRIMINAL PROCESS 
 

Prisoner in a local lockup or gaol after being suspected of a crime 
ê 

Hearing before a local magistrate 
ê 

If the crime warranted a greater penalty than could be imposed by the 
magistrate, committal to a gaol to await trial at the next Quarter Sessions or 

Assizes 
ê 

Consideration of an indictment by the Grand Jury 
ê 

If there was a case to answer [i.e., a “true bill”], trial before a Petty Jury 
ê 

If prisoner was found guilty, a sentence was passed 
ê 

Prisoner was returned to gaol to await execution of the sentence. 
Figure 1. The criminal process. 

 Over half the inmates of England’s prisons in the eighteenth and early 

nineteenth century were there because of debt and during the same period 

about 10,000 people were imprisoned for debt each year.   Such people, 

known as “insolvent debtors”, could be imprisoned indefinitely until the debt 

was repaid to their creditors.  Imprisonment for debt could be avoided if a 

person could prove to a court that they were merchants or traders, i.e., they 

earned their living by buying and selling goods, and had declared 

bankruptcy.6 

 Often, those responsible for debtors’ prisons made no provision for 

inmates, who had to pay their gaolers for food, drink, bedding and other 

comforts.  Those who were poor had to go without.  The pitiable state of poor 

debtors was recognised by Dr William Smith, a prison visitor who, in 1776, 

wrote,  “The fate of the sober, virtuous and industrious prisoner, who through 

sickness, want of employment, a large family to maintain, unavoidable losses, 

disappointments, etc., comes to gaol is perhaps the most wretched of the 

human species; deprived of liberty and rendered totally incapable of relieving 

himself or doing justice to others; having nothing but what arises from industry 

and manual labour, he is shut up in prison, there to pine away in want of the 

absolute necessities of life, and when sickness visits him, weighed down with 
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anguish and a load of woe, he meets death with pleasure.”   On the other 

hand, a debtor who could afford to pay his gaoler for goods and services 

could live reasonably well inside a prison in the knowledge that while he was 

there the law protected him from further actions by his creditor to recover 

money.7   
 Over the years, the problems caused by debt and the plight of poor debtors 

was recognised and between 1671 and 1869 about 30 Acts of Parliament 

sought to address the situation.  Only a few of these can be mentioned in this 

paper.   In 1774, the Act for the Relief of Insolvent Debtors enabled prisoners 

confined since 29 September 1724 to apply for discharge upon disclosure to 

the court of all their goods and assets.  John Howard reported that the Act for 

Relief of Debtors of 1759 enabled certain debtors to obtain by legal process 

one groat, i.e., 4d, a day [about £2 in 2017] for their relief.  However, he found 

only twelve in the whole of England and Wales who had achieved this 

because generally the means of procuring it was outside a debtor’s reach.  

Relief came again in 1808 when an Act enabled an imprisoned debtor who 

owed less than £20 [worth about £930 in 2017, and for which in 1808 a skilled 

tradesman would have to work 133 days to earn], and who had been confined 

for one year, to obtain his immediate release but subject to continual liability 

upon his debt. Then, in 1844, an Act abolished imprisonment for debts of less 

than £20 [worth about £1,210 in 2017] but retained the creditor’s right to bring 

a writ of execution against the debtor’s future assets.  Finally, in 1869, The 

Debtors’ Act abolished imprisonment for debt and released the remaining 

imprisoned debtors.8   

 The Court of Record in Kingston was a civil court, held on Saturdays, that 

was established in the 15th century and had the power to commit debtors to 

prison.9 The Court processed various civil actions associated with trade or 

commerce that could be used to recover a debt, including the following. 

Covanant: an action to recover damages for breach of a written promise. Fieri 

facias: an action to recover a debt or damages.  Replivin: an action to recover 

restrained goods.  Supersedeas: a writ to stay or forebear to the doing of 

anything, e.g., imprisonment for debt. Trespass on the case: an action for an 

unlawful act, negligence or omission, whereby indirect or consequential 

damage resulted to the plaintiff.  The Sergeant at Mace, a corporation official, 
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was involved in the execution of such actions and was paid the appropriate 

fee.10 Until the Municipal Corporations Act of 1835, cases were heard by the 

Recorder of Kingston, one of the  Bailiffs elected for the year and one from the 

previous year.11   This Act required an elected mayor instead of the two 

Bailiffs. The Court of Record continued to function until at least 1839 and it 

was assumed that the incumbent mayor and the mayor of the previous year 

took the place of the bailiffs.12   
THE STOCKHOUSE – ORIGIN OF ITS NAME 
There was a prison in Kingston in 1264.  This was evidenced by Letters 

Patent of King Henry III which commissioned an enquiry by jurors of Surrey 

whether the escape of some prisoners was attributable to William Cotman, 

who was then the keeper of the Kingston prison. The origin of this prison 

probably was the Declaration of Clarendon. In 1166, it required county sheriffs 

to establish prisons for captives accused of felonies until they could be tried 

by itinerant royal judges. According to Manning and Bray’s History of Surrey, 

in 1381, Letters Patent of King Richard II granted to Kingston a shop, 

afterwards called the Stockhouse and public prison, and eight acres of land. 

Letters Patent of King James 1, in 1603, granted Kingston the right to have a 

prison for the safe custody of criminal and civil prisoners, including debtors, 

and made the Bailiffs responsible for it.   The first reference to the town gaol 

of Kingston being called the “Stockhouse” was an entry, dated September 

1714 in the Bailiffs’ Minute Book.  Previously, it was suggested that the name 

“Stockhouse” might have been derived from an association with stocks used 

as a punishment, or a type of lock called a “stock lock” or a place where the 

parish stock or store of materials for providing work for the poor was kept.13  
 Further research confirmed that a stockhouse, such as the one in Kingston,  

was a prison where the feet of prisoners could be held securely in stocks.  

Unlike the stocks in a public place, which punished petty offenders by 

humiliation, the stocks in prisons were an additional means of preventing 

escapes.  This method of close confinement existed in New Testament times.  

When St. Paul and Silas were imprisoned, the gaoler was ordered to keep 

them safely.  Accordingly, he “thrust them into the inner prison, and made 

their feet fast in the stocks”.14 The word Stockhouse first appeared in a record 

of the City of Oxford dated 1553 and it took its name from the Old English 
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word stocc meaning tree stump or log.  There was a stockhouse in the prison 

known as Bocardo in the North Gate of  Oxford.15  An illustration in the 1563 

edition of Foxe’s Book of Martyrs shows four men held in the stocks within the 

Bishop of London’s prison. The reports of the prison reformers  John Howard 

and James Neild, published in 1784 and 1812 respectively, did not mention 

stocks, and when they ceased to be used in the Kingston prison is unknown.16  

However, there was evidence that by 1726 the stocks had been replaced with 

another method of close confinement.  According to Arthur Hayward, the 

notorious Burnworth gang when held in Kingston [below] were “all chained 

and stapled down to the floor”.17   Moreover, Neild recorded that in the 

Stockhouse Assize prisoners at night had previously been fastened down to 

staples fixed to the floor by a ponderous iron chain run through the main link 

of their fetters.18 This suggested that while the eponymous name of the gaol 

persisted, the method of safe custody had changed.   

SITE & DESCRIPTION 
June Sampson wrote that the Stockhouse was built by Kingston Corporation 

in about 1505.19 John Howard and James Neild visited the gaol at different 

times.  Howard visited it in 1776, 1779, 1782 and 1783.20  He reported that 

the gaoler kept a public house. Neild visited the Stockhouse in 1802, 1805, 

1806, 1807 and 1810. He reported that the income for the gaoler was the 

alehouse that he kept called the “Hand and Mace”.21  An alehouse was simply 

a place where ale and beer was consumed and needed to be distinguished 

from an inn where board and lodgings could be obtained.22    
 Horner’s plan of Kingston upon Thames, published in 1813, showed a 

building at the junction of Wood Street and London Street, i.e., modern-day 

Clarence Street, was identified as the “Hand and Mace”  - see Figure 2.23 

George Ayliffe recalled that the Stockhouse was in London Street, now called 

Clarence Street, where there was an alehouse called the “Hand and Mace”.  

He stated that in 1831 the alehouse was pulled down because it projected 

very much into the roadway and a new establishment called the “King William 

IV” was built in its place.24   

 The 1840 Tithe Map and Apportionment identified the King William IV  

within plot number 1731, which occupied an area of 18 perches [99 yd2 or 89 

m2] consisting of a pub, yard and buildings.    The plot was located opposite 
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the junction of what are now Clarence Street and Union Street.  A Surrey 

Directory for 1845 and the 1851 Census Enumerator’s Book listed the King 

William IV in London Street. Against this background, the Stockhouse site to 

which Ayliffe referred was probably on the north side of what is now Clarence 

Street, where the Bentall’s Centre stands today, roughly opposite its junction 

with Union Street – see Figure 3, no. 2. 

 

 
Figure 2. The Hand & Mace site [in red], as it was in 1813, shown on Fred 
Bunce’s redrawn version of Horner’s plan of Kingston.  Image prepared 

by John McCarthy. 
  

 The Kingston History Centre had three pictures of the Hand & Mace. 

Figure 4 is one of these. Undated and anonymous, it had the caption “Hand 

and Mace Public House and Debtors’ Prison, Kingston on Thames. Pulled 

down in 1831”. It was donated by Dr. Finny, Mayor of Kingston, in 1898. An 

informal expert opinion on this picture, provided by staff of the Print Room of 

the National Art Museum in London, was that it was a water colour, possibly 

by an amateur artist, which showed a late-medieval building with a portico and 

cladding that had been added later.  What might at first impression be taken 

to be the alehouse’s sign, was considered more likely to have been an oil 

lamp.25  The external appearance of the Stockhouse, as it was in 1794, was 

evidenced by the wording of a fire assurance policy taken out by Kingston 

Corporation. It consisted of a building called the “Stockhouse Gaol with the 

keeper’s apartments adjoining, brick and timber built and tiled..”. 26  
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 John Howard reported that within the Stockhouse there were “two lower 

rooms and four chambers; the ceilings low…the rooms at the Lent Assizes 

are crowded with prisoners…”  Neild indicated what the inside of the gaol was 

like when he visited it between 1802 and 1810.  On the ground floor was the 

poor debtor’s room, eighteen ft. long, fourteen ft. wide and six ft. & six in. high 

[i.e., 5.5 x 4.3 x 1.9 m]. Adjoining this was a narrow slip or lobby passage, 

fourteen ft. long and three ft. wide [4.3 x 0.9 m] with an iron-grated window 

looking towards the street where the poor debtors stood to beg from passers-

by – see Figure 4.  

 According to Neild above stairs were four rooms. One of these was well 

furnished and another was not so well furnished. These rooms were available 

for prisoners, usually debtors, who could afford to pay for their 

accommodation. Another room was used as a turnkey’s lodgings when he 

was guarding felons who were held in the fourth room, nineteen ft. long and 

nine ft. wide [5.8 x 2.7 m] during the Assizes.  The evidence suggested that 

the gaoler and his family lived in an apartment separate from, but close to the 

set of rooms that made up the gaol and the alehouse.27  
MANAGEMENT OF THE STOCKHOUSE 
Kingston Corporation owned the Hand and Mace site and was responsible for 

its repairs.  Possession of the gaol was vested in the two elected Bailiffs.  The 

office of gaoler or keeper was in effect a franchise let by the Corporation. The 

basic condition was that the franchisee, together with two associates, had to 

indemnify the two Bailiffs “by reason of any fault, negligence or escape in any 

cause or thing whatsoever had made, committed, done or suffered to be done 

or suffered”.  Furthermore, a bond of £200 was payable should the franchisee 

default.  However, the existing Bailiffs maintained joint legal responsibility for 

the Stockhouse and passed on this responsibility when newly elected Bailiffs 

took office.   A list of Stockhouse gaolers can be found at Appendix 2.  In 

1760,  when John Wilkinson was a gaoler, £200 would have been worth about  

£20,942 in 2017 and a skilled tradesman would have had to work 2,000 hours 

in 1760 to earn this.   

 Why should anyone wish to take on a job that required a bond of £200? 

Clive Emsley, in 1996, wrote that the office of gaoler was typical of other petty 

offices during the eighteenth century in that the holder was expected to be an 
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entrepreneur who augmented any wage that he might receive with fees and 

the sale or rent of goods to those in his charge.  The gaoler of the Stockhouse 

received no wage – a point made by Thomas Howard – but as well as running 

an alehouse, he collected fees from prisoners according to a predetermined 

scale and sold goods and services to prisoners.  One of the fees collectable 

from a prisoner was for the application and removal of fetters.28   
 The Stockhouse gaoler often held additionally the office of sergeant at 

mace.29  Neild identified 31 other town gaols, including those of Bath and 

Portsmouth, where the gaoler was also a Sergeant at Mace.  Fees collectable 

in 1603 by a Kingston Sergeant at Mace included those for making arrests, 

attachment of goods, bailing of arrested persons, summoning jurymen and 

serving of writs.30 Neild’s wrote that no gaoler should also be a Sergeant at 

Mace because the duties of the latter required frequent absence from the gaol 

that would detract from its proper management.   Moreover, some Stockhouse 

gaolers may have had other detracting occupations while in office.  For 

example, one was a small farmer, two were butchers, one was a cordwainer, 

another was a waterman and one may have been the keeper of the town 

cattle pound, the entrance of which can be seen to the right of the Hand & 

Mace in Figure 4.  

CONDITIONS FOR FELONS 
James Neild described the Stockhouse as “dirty, out of repair and loathsome” 

a situation that felons and debtors would have had to endure.  He reported 

that during the Assizes, probably in 1801, in the gaol, 24 prisoners were 

crowded like sheep in a market pen, for two to three days in one room which 

was probably the one mentioned above [i.e. 19 x 9 ft.]. As stated previously, 

they slept on the floor and were chained down to it.  Earlier, overcrowding in 

the Stockhouse may have been worse.  The records of Assizes held in 1738, 

1739  and 1740 indicated that respectively there were 55, 67 and 63 prisoners 

to be held in Kingston.  It is inconceivable that all these prisoners were 

squeezed into one room. Some may have been held in the debtors’ rooms or 

elsewhere in the prison.   Figure 2 shows that the Hand & Mace site extended 

for some distance behind the alehouse and perhaps there was additional 

capacity available for felons when required.  
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Figure 3. Plan of Kingston upon Thames showing approximate location 
of historical features, not to scale.  No. 2 is the site of the Stockhouse. 

Panel 2 is a key to other historical features.  Reproduced from Kennedy, 
2004. 
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Figure 4. Picture of the Hand &  Mace, Kingston History Centre,  picture 
KI-193. The iron-grated window in the “straits of misery” where the poor 
debtors stood to beg, as mentioned by Neild, was the one on the ground 

floor adjacent to the wall on the left side. On the far right side was the 
entrance to the cattle pound. 

 
 The conditions for criminals in the Stockhouse were not unusual.  In 1776, 

the Surrey QS received a petition signed by the principal inhabitants of 

Reigate where the Easter sessions were held.  They protested that twenty or 

more prisoners of both sexes, innocent and guilty, sometimes were held in a 

small room called “The Cage”, [approx.12 x 9 ft.] and were obliged for several 

days and nights “promiscuously to lye like swine together and “ease the call of 

nature in a tub provided for that purpose”.   Neild’s reports made no mention 

of segregation of sexes or the sanitary arrangements in the Kingston 

Stockhouse.  However, he did say that each prisoner was allowed one 

blanket.  

 Neild was silent on the provision of food and drink for Assize prisoners, but 

it can be assumed that such were paid for by the Governor of the Surrey 

County Gaol in Southwark in whose custody they would have remained while 
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they were in the Stockhouse.   Probably, as was the case since 1766, in the 

Kingston House of Correction and the County Gaol, they would have been 

entitled to one pound of bread per day.31  In 1777,  felons in the Stockhouse 

who were condemned to death were attended by a clergyman paid by 

Kingston Corporation, which also had to pay for executions at the town 

gallows on Kingston Hill.  Neild reported that a surgeon was called in to see 

sick patients and it is reasonable to assume that the Corporation had to pay 

his bill.      

SOME FELONS IN THE STOCKHOUSE 
It was argued previously that the Roman Catholic martyr, Blessed William 

Way, would have been held in the Stockhouse before his execution for 

treason in Kingston Market Place on 23 September 1588.32  Kingston Parish 

records evidence the burials of 48 convicts hanged shortly after their trials at 

the Kingston Lent or Midsummer Assizes between 1676 and 1775.  All would 

have been held in the Stockhouse.  They included, on 16 March 1681, Mary 

Trot formerly reprieved for a capital crime, William Abbot, Abel Hammersley, 

both convicted of robbery, Thomas Savioury, Edward Turner, William Wyer, 

John Bradshaw and Richard Wilson, all convicted of house breaking. 33   
Margaret Osgood, who is recorded as having been held in the Stockhouse, 

was also executed on this day in Kingston [below].   On 23 July 1692,  Robert 

Benneson was hanged in Kingston for coin clipping.34  Richard Noble, a  

gentleman convicted of murder, was hanged in Kingston on 29 March 1713.  

On 4 April 1724, thirteen criminals, unidentified in the Kingston burial records, 

were hanged on the new gallows on Kingston Hill.  These probably included 

“one  Gregory…and no less than eleven of his own sons hung by his side on 

the gallows” that are mentioned by June Sampson.  They had been convicted 

of horse stealing.35    On 24 August 1724, Oliver Jackson, convicted of 

sodomy, was hanged in Kingston.  Members of the Burnworth gang were all 

hanged in Kingston in 1726 [below]. 

 Surrey Coroner’s Inquest reports between 1713 and 1741 showed that six 

criminal prisoners died in the Stockhouse in that period.  Five were declared 

to have died of natural causes.  One of these, John Powell, was under 

sentence of death.  His inquest report described him as a condemned 

prisoner who died a natural death and saved the hangman’s labour. Another, 
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Hugh Randall, who was awaiting trial for stealing lead and horse stealing, 

committed suicide by cutting his wrist with a razor.  His accomplice, John 

Hollings, who found Randall dying next to him in a pool of blood, pleaded 

guilty on both counts, was sentenced to death for horse stealing but later was 

reprieved.  

Margaret Osgood, burned at the stake in Kingston Market Place, 1681  
This account is based on an article by the author in the Newsletter of the 

Kingston upon Thames Society of December 2010.   Margaret Osgood was 

first married to Thomas Cook, a hatter, of the parish of St Olave, Southwark.  

Cook had an apprentice, one Walter Osgood.  While Cook was alive, 

Margaret and Walter had an affair and slept together.  When Cook died, 

leaving Margaret a considerable sum of money, she married Walter Osgood.  

There was a big difference in their ages, Walter frittered away Margaret’s 

money and the couple quarrelled frequently, coming to blows at times.  

Margaret was so unhappy that she contemplated suicide.   When Walter 

came home late on the night of 31 July 1680, the worse for drink, Margaret 

had to put him to bed.  It was the last straw.  As Walter slept, she hit him on 

the forehead with a hatchet.  Subsequent blows left Walter with other mortal 

wounds and, while he lay bleeding, Margaret strangled him to death with a 

cord.  

 Margaret Osgood was apprehended and committed to the Marshalsea 

Prison in Southwark.  She may have sought pregnancy while there in order to 

avoid execution. In March 1681 she was taken to Kingston to be tried at the 

Lent Assizes for murdering her husband, a crime that amounted to petty 

treason.   For women, at the time, the penalty for this was burning alive.  This 

dreadful penalty was, up to 1791, also available for a female servant who 

murdered her master or mistress, also a petty treason.  It was available for a 

woman convicted of grand treason, which included counterfeiting of gold or 

silver currency.  The penalty for a man who murdered his wife, master or 

mistress was hanging.  However, a common man convicted of grand treason 

could be hung, drawn and quartered – penalty suffered by the Bl. William Way 

in 1588. 

 At her trial, Margaret pleaded that she had been of unsound mind when 

she killed her husband.  This was discounted and the jury returned a guilty 
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verdict.  Margaret was then taken back to the Stockhouse to await her 

execution.  There, her state of mind varied between stupefaction with the 

horror of guilt, being unrepentant because of the sorry state into which Walter 

Osgood had brought her, and acceptance of God’s judgement for the 

wickedness that she had shown to her first husband.  When visited by some 

pious and charitable local citizens, she told them that while she was sorry of 

the murder, had Walter Osgood still been alive then, she would rather be 

burnt according to the sentence than live with him. 

 On 16 March 1681, clad almost all in white, Margaret Osgood was taken 

from the Stockhouse to Kingston Market Place.  There, she was fastened to a 

stake and faggots were piled around her. Although Margaret then seemed half 

dead, she asked the surrounding people to pray for her and to take warning 

by her sad end.  Half an hour later, the executioner set fire to the pyre and 

Margaret was reduced to a pile of ashes.   The description of the execution, 

especially the delay in lighting the fire, strongly suggested that the executioner 

surreptitiously throttled Margaret so that she was completely dead before the 

flames took hold of her body.  This was generally the custom at the time.  No 

record of the disposal of poor Margaret Osgood’s ashes had been found. 

The Burnworth gang, hanged on  Kingston Hill, 1726 

This account was assembled from three contemporary sources.36  Edward 

Burnworth was educated at the Grammar School, Abergavenny in Wales, and 

was originally destined to enter Oriel Collage, Oxford.  After his father died, 

his impoverished mother moved her family first to Bristol, then to London.   

There, after a failed apprenticeship and sea voyages for the purposes of 

trade, Burnworth fell in with various gangsters and led a life of crime.  He was 

apprehended and imprisoned in the Marshalsea and the New Prison, from 

both of which he escaped.  He was then involved in the murder of  Thomas 

Ball.  Thereafter, a Royal Proclamation was issued for the discovery and 

apprehension of a gang consisting of Edward Burnworth, alias Frazier, 

William Blewett, Emmanuel Dickinson, Thomas Berry, alias Teague, John 

Higgs and John Leggee.  Eventually, they were captured and held in Newgate 

Prison, whence Burnworth escaped from a condemned cell before recapture.   
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Under armed guard, the gang was taken by cart from Newgate to Kingston on 

Wednesday, 30th March 1726 for trial at the Lent Assizes. Edward Burnworth 

was aged about  23 years at the time.   

About noon the gang arrived at Kingston and all were taken to the 

Stockhouse, where they gave directions for a quarter of lamb for their dinner 

saying that they would eat as well as the Judges.   On Friday, 1st April 1726, 

the Grand Jury found a bill of murder against them.   

Despite being tortured by having his thumbs tied together with whipcord 

that was increasingly tightened, Burnworth absolutely refused to plead to the 

charge until his hat, periwig and gold watch, all of which had been taken from 

him earlier, were returned to him. The Court then determined that he should 

suffer peine forte et dure.  Accordingly, it ordered “you shall go to the place 

from whence you came, and there being stripped naked and laid flat upon 

your back on the floor, with a napkin about your middle to hide your privy 

members, and a cloth on your face, then the press is to be laid upon 

you, with as much weight as, or rather more than you can bear. You are 

to have three morsels of barley-bread in twenty-four hours; a draught of 

water from the next puddle near the gaol, but not running water. The 

second day two morsels and the same water, with an increase of weight, 

and so to the third day until you expire”.  Burnworth was then taken back to 

the Stockhouse to undergo this hard and severe further torture.  

 The trials of the others started. They all pleaded “not guilty” but were 

convicted of wilful murder.  After enduring a weight of 424 lbs. for one hour 

and three minutes, during which time he tried to beat out his brains on the 

floor, Burnworth succumbed to the torture and put himself on trial, pleading 

“not guilty”.  He was convicted of wilful murder. On Monday, 4th April 1726, all 

the prisoners received the death sentence and were remanded back to the 

Stockhouse.  Burnworth begged for mercy asking for transportation instead of 

execution, but this was refused.  

There were a great many relatives and friends of the condemned men in 

Kingston at the time and they plotted to free them from the Stockhouse.  This 

was described as a “slight prison”, guarded on the inside and outside by 30 

foot soldiers.  The keepers found in the possession of Burnworth’s mother 

several saws, pistols and other escape implements, for which she was 
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committed to a prison, the identity of which was not discovered.   A large knife 

was found on the prisoners who had intended to escape after killing their 

guards and Mr Elliott, the turnkey.  The plotters intended to light fires against 

the Stockhouse and in different parts of Kingston as diversionary measures so 

that the prisoners could escape, to London or elsewhere, while attention was 

draw to extinguishing the fires.   Eventually, all the plots were discovered and 

preparations were made for the executions. It is reported that “Burnworth 

continued deaf to the exhortations of the several clergymen that attended him 

and the other prisoners, telling the people that the apprehensions of death 

were no ways terrible to him, and that he could comprehend nothing of a 

future state having, as his constant phrase no notion of it; but said, he looked 

upon death to a thief to be no more than bankruptcy to a shopkeeper; if he 

thrived, it was well; if not, it was but a shutting up, and there was an end to the 

matter.”  A copy of an eloquent  letter said to have been sent  by Burnworth, 

the night before his execution, to his mother, who also was in prison at the 

time, was later sold.  This suggested that Burnworth, clearly an educated 

man, then was of a different frame of mind with regard to life after death.  

Figure 5 is an edited transcript of the letter. 

On Wednesday, 6th April 1726, at about the hour of ten in the morning, their 

fetters were taken off and the prisoners were put in a cart together with 

Blackburne, a convicted highway robber.  They were taken to the gallows, on 

Kingston Hill, accompanied by the mounted Sherriff and his officers, who 

carried white wands.  Soldiers, with loaded muskets with fixed bayonets, 

marched before and after the cart.   A crowd of people gathered to view the 

executions in what was described as a fine day.  Burnworth remarked that it 

was “a glorious world to leave” and he smiled when coffins were removed 

after it was established that all except Blackburne would be hung in chains 

later.   After the executions, all the bodies except Blackburne’s were taken in 

a wagon, guarded by soldiers, to the County Gaol in Southwark where they 

were exposed to a great number of people until the following Saturday, 9th 

April 1726.   The bodies of Burnworth and Blewett were hung in chains 

together at St George’s Fields.  Those of  Dickinson and Berry were exposed 

together on Kennington Common. Legee’s and Higgs’ bodies were hung in 

chains together on the road between London and Kingston.  It was recorded 
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that this was “a just and dreadful example for all others to avoid villainous 

actions”.  

   

LETTER FROM EDWARD BURNWORTH TO HIS MOTHER 
 
Ever honoured and dear mother 
 
Nothwithstanding I am censured by the world to be the most base, the most 
vile and the most profligate fellow living, yet dear mother, I cannot forget my 
duty and obedience to you; therefore I write this [since I cannot wait upon you, 
and your liberty has been taken away, which will not permit you to see me] to 
acquaint you that I now give over all hopes of life and that I am perfectly 
resigned to death; and have, I hope, entered into such considerations as may 
be for my future happiness, I mean that of putting a firm and lively faith in 
Christ, who wills not the death of a sinner, but rather that he repent and live.  
The parable of the servants who were called to the vine yard, one of which 
was called at the last watch, affords me exceeding comfort, for though I have 
lived a most wicked life, and my sins are as red as scarlet; yet, one drop of 
blood poured from the wounds of my Blessed Saviour, is more than sufficient 
to wash me as white as snow.  The man said well, who said Lord give me 
David’s sins, it thou wilt, but give me David’s repentance.  I have no more 
than but beg your blessing and prayers for my soul, and that you would 
please pardon all my former disobedience, and forgive the trouble and shame 
which I have brought upon you, so praying God to deliver you from your 
confinement, I conclude your dutiful and obedient son. 
 
Edward Burnworth 
Kingston Gaol, April the 5th 1726 

Figure 5.  Letter from Edward Burnworth to his mother written in the 
Kingston Stockhouse the night before his execution. 

 

CONDITIONS FOR DEBTORS IN THE STOCKHOUSE 
The main sources for this section are Neild’s reports of his visits to the gaol 

between 1802 and 1810.37  Kingston Corporation made no financial allowance 

for the provision of food or drink for debtors in the Stockhouse.  However, as 

mentioned previously,  a  poor debtor could beg at the iron-grated window that 

faced the street which Neild referred as “the straits of misery”.  On Sundays, 

when charity may have been in the minds of passers-by, this may have been 

a reliable source of money for food.  Merryweather reported they appealed 

them to “remember the poor debtors” and that Sir John Broughton, a Kingston 

worthy, on his way to church rarely passed without giving money to the 

debtors.38    
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 There was no official provision of bedding but, as mentioned previously, 

two furnished rooms of different quality were available for rent.  However, 

Neild reported that the gaoler humanely had supplied Richard Holt [above] 

with a bedstead, mattress, blanket and rug in return for the work that he did. 

 While there was no exercise yard for prisoners, there was evidence that 

debtors were not confined solely to their rooms. Neild reported that Richard 

Holt worked around the house for the gaoler and the inquest report on William 

Parker [above] noted that the gaoler permitted him to move freely about the 

premises.  It was tempting to think that these debtors were allowed to be in 

the adjacent alehouse. The petition of Charles Woodward [Figure 1]  

indicated that, at least in 1725, it was possible for debtors to lodge elsewhere 

while the gaol was crowded with Assize prisoners.  The wording of the petition 

indicated that sureties would be required for this and it is likely that the gaoler 

required a fee for allowing this temporary freedom.   There was also evidence 

that debtors could receive visitors.   An interesting letter was found in records 

of the Easter QS of 1719. This was written by Henry Lidgould in support of 

Joseph Dell, gaoler of the Stockhouse, who had been indicted for keeping a 

gaming house possibly because card playing in gaol had been reported to the 

authorities. Lidgould’s letter stated that someone had brought in a pack of 

cards to play with one of the prisoners. 

 Neild reported that and the relevant provisions of the Gaol Distemper Act of 

1773 were not displayed in the gaol.39  A big concern at the time was 

prevention of outbreaks of typhus, otherwise known as gaol distemper or gaol 

fever.  Based on observations in the years 1773-1775, Howard was fully 

convinced that more prisoners died of gaol fever than were put to death in all 

the public executions in England. Other health-preserving measures required 

by the Act were missing. These included provision of bathing facilities, 

keeping the gaol clean and whitewashing it from time to time.    

 Neild reported that no chaplain had been appointed to the Stockhouse and 

that no minister of religion visited it. However, when needed, a surgeon, Mr 

Taylor, was called and he made out a bill each time.  It was not clear whether 

his bills were, depending whether the prisoner was a debtor or a felon, paid by 

the Corporation or County or met by the sick prisoner himself, or by friends or 

relatives.  
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DEBTORS IN THE STOCKHOUSE  
The Kingston Bailiff’s Minute Book dated 6 January 1706 recorded that 

Thomas Bristow was in Kingston Gaol [i.e., the Stockhouse] was a poor 

parishioner whose family was likely to be charged to the parish.  He was 

imprisoned at the suit of his creditor, Edward Savard.   In August 1725 the 

London Gazette reported that John Best, late of East Molesey, a 

husbandman, James Palmer, late of Epsom, a gardener, Edward 

Wellbeloved, late of Richmond, labourer, Charles Woodward, late of Kingston, 

a gentleman and Phillip Gibson, late of Richmond, a bricklayer, were all 

claiming benefit of the Act lately passed for the relief of insolvent debtors.  All 

were held in the Kingston Stockhouse.40    

 Coroner’s Inquest Reports listed four debtors who died in the Stockhouse 

between 1729-1743.  These were: Mark Pryor imprisoned at the suit of 

William Parsons;  John Best, a husbandman, of East Molesey, imprisoned at 

the suit of John Gates and others, who died on 14 April 1729; William Parker 

the older, who died on 13 April 1739, late of Ewell, imprisoned at the suit of 

Patrick Matthew; William Nuthall, a gentleman, imprisoned at the suit of 

William Ward, who died on 27 April 1739 and William King, a baker, 

imprisoned at the suit of Samuel Maybank, who died on 29 April 1743.41   The 

first three were recorded as having “died a natural death by visited by God, 

being visited with sickness”.  William King was recorded as having died “a 

natural death by visitation of God”, which might have implied that he died of 

old age. 

 References to Woodward, Wellbeloved,  Gibson and Best were found in 

papers relating to the 1725 Michaelmas Quarter Sessions [QS] that were held 

in Kingston.  Their names appeared in a list prepared for the court by John 

Cooke, the Stockhouse gaoler. The list indicated that Best had been in the 

gaol since July 1724, Wellbeloved since September 1722, Woodward since 

September 1724 and Gibson since September 1723.   Woodward and 

Wellbeloved had been committed for debt.  Gibson had been committed 

following actions for trespass on the case, presumably which caused his 

imprisonment for debt.  Best appeared to have been indicted for felony, for 

which he was awaiting trial at the next Assizes, and had been subject to 

actions for debt and trespass on the case.   
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 Two petitions to the court from Charles Woodward were found.  One was 

entirely handwritten and the other was a completed standard-form printed 

document.  A transcript of the handwritten petition is at Figure 6. In the 

printed document the petitioner sought the court’s permission to attend the 

next QS in the hope of seeking discharge.   

 Within Woodward’s document was a list of his creditors and their abodes.  

In all, there were about 50 creditors, fifteen of which were from Kingston.  The 

remaining creditors came from London, Egham, Staines, Windsor, Uxbridge, 

Maidenhead, Henley, Salisbury, Exmouth and Wantage, among other places.  

This distribution suggest that Charles Woodward my have run up his portfolio 

of debts, totaling upwards of £150 [worth about £17,416 in 2017 and for which 

a skilled tradesman would have to work 1666 days in 1725] during a grand 

tour of southern England.42  Edward Wellbeloved’s petition showed that he 

had fifteen creditors.  The 1725 Michaelmas QS papers contained a hand-

written petition from James Palmer, Edward Wellbeloved and John Best.  This 

indicated that while they had been granted warrants that enabled them to be 

brought to the court to be discharged, their gaoler, John Cooke, had refused 

to bring them before the court because they had not paid the fees owed to 

him. 

 In the petition they pleaded extreme poverty as the cause of their plight. 

Under the Insolvent Debtors’ Act of 1724, should the gaoler without just cause 

refuse to bring a prisoner to court for discharge that prisoner had the right to 

bring a civil action seeking £20 [worth about £2,322 in 2017] from the gaoler, 

together with treble the awarded costs.  Perhaps the prospect of high costs 

was built into the Act to enable a debtor to obtain the services of a lawyer for 

the necessary action. 

 The Debtors’ Appearance Book for 1712-1731 showed that at the 1729 

Midsummer QS in Guildford three debtors from the Stockhouse, John 

Bonwick, John Rogers and Charles Woodward, were discharged under the 

Act for Relief of Debtors.  If this was the same  Charles Woodward mentioned 

before, which seems likely, he would have been in gaol for about five years 

before his discharge.    
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 PETITION OF CHARLES WOODWARD [ EDITED TRANSCRIPT] 
 
May it please you Gentlemen of the Honourable Bench 
 
The Humble Petition of Charles Woodward, Gent., now confined for Debt in 
the Stockhouse or Prison of Kingston upon Thames, etc. 
 
HUMBLY SHEWETH 
 
That I am an unfortunate Young Man who through my extravagancy have 
incumbered myself with Debts which in all amounts to a Hundred and Fifty 
Pounds and upwards. ‘Tis true that my father is a Gentleman of Substance 
but I through my Follies have so far disobliged him that he will not pay any of 
them.   I have no Reversion or Dependence upon any estate without he is 
pleased to give me one.  My case Gentlemen is really desperate.   I do not 
impose upon my Creditors and Defraud them in case and provided 
providence should ever Bless me with an estate.   I am very willing to have 
Writings drawn up and to sign them that they should be paid every man to a 
Farthing before I enjoy it myself.  My Creditors some few of them have 
seemed to grumble and threaten to oppose me by reason the Gaol Keeper 
and his Securities which were bound for him gave small privilege to lie at a 
Friend’s House while all the Felons were here the Assizes.  I hope Gentlemen 
that there will be no Objection against my being Cleared by reason they were 
bound for my appearing again.   Therefore I hope that you Honourable 
Gentlemen of the Bench will be so Favourable  to me as to allow of that 
Liberty which they were so kind to give. 
 
In doing which I shall as in Duty for ever pray, etc. 
 
Source, QS Bundles, Michaelmas 1725 

Figure 6. Edited transcript of Edward Woodward’s petition 
 It appeared that the unfortunate John Best, mentioned above, had died in 

the Stockhouse after about five years imprisonment.   At the Michaelmas QS 

of 1829, about 617 debtors were discharged.  In addition to those from the 

Stockhouse, three were from the Surrey County Gaol in Southwark, 119 were 

from the Marshalsea Prison, 480 were from the King’s Bench Prison and 

twelve were fugitives who had surrendered themselves from foreign parts.     



 23 

 Reports in the London Gazette from 1761-1801, provided details of the 

following insolvent debtors held in the Kingston Stockhouse:  in 1761, Thomas 

Streat, late of West Horsley, a brickmaker, Henry Aldridge, formerly of 

Hampton, Middlesex, a cordwainer, and Jane Maynard, late of Kingston upon 

Thames, widow; in 1774, Haydon Lambert, late of Hampton, Middlesex, 

breeches-Maker, George Chester, late of Petersham, Surrey, labourer and 

John Fencock, late of Kingston upon Thames waterman; in 1775, George 

Freeland, formerly of Byfleet, late of Walton upon Thames,  a carpenter, and 

Thomas Newton, formerly of Leominster, Herefordshire, late of Richmond, 

Surrey, a  husbandman and in 1801, Charles Rutter, late of Epsom, Surrey, a 

gentleman.43   
 When he visited the Stockhouse in 1802, James Neild found Richard Holt 

there.   He had been committed for a debt of £6-6-0 for rent, with costs of £3-

3-9,  and had been in gaol for eleven weeks.  In the meantime, his wife and 

three youngest children were in the workhouse.   Two cases involving a 

Richard Holt were found in the Court of Record Book for actions in debt over 

40 shillings.  On 4 July 1801, John Harris made a plea of trespass on the case 

and on 5 December 1801, Harris made a plea of debt against Holt with a 

demand for £9-19-0 [worth about £438 in 2017 and for which a skilled 

tradesman would have to work 66 days to earn.  Possibly, Richard Holt first 

had damages awarded against him after a successful writ of trespass on the 

case and then had been committed to the Stockhouse for debt after failure to 

pay the damages and the accrued legal costs.  

 In 1805, Neild found only one debtor in the Stockhouse.  This was George 

Rawson who was described as a “raving lunatic”.  Whether this wretched man 

was mad when he entered the gaol, whether he became mad because of his 

confinement, and whether he received medical treatment – such as it was in 

those days – will never be known. 

 In 1818 an official return of debtors recorded that between 1812 and 1818 

a total of 61 prisoners were committed to the Stockhouse.  The annual 

numbers ranged between two and sixteen, with the highest number being in 

the year 1818.  In that period, 47 prisoners were discharged, of which 

fourteen were discharged under insolvency Acts.44 
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 An official  return of  the number of persons imprisoned for debt in England 

and Wales on 19 April 1826, provided insight into the debt recovery process 

of the Kingston Court of Record.  It showed that at the Kingston Borough 

Gaol, i.e., the Stockhouse, in Kingston upon Thames nobody had been 

committed on mesne process, one person had been committed “on 

judgement recovered”  and one had been committed “for costs”.  Both had 

been imprisoned for less than six months.  A mesne process was a 

preliminary one before a full court hearing in which a creditor could have the 

debtor imprisoned, or his property seized, before the creditor was required to 

prove the indebtedness in court.  “On judgement recovered” was taken to 

mean that  the person’s indebtedness had been proven in court and he was 

committed to gaol accordingly.  And, “for costs” was taken to mean that the 

person was committed to gaol because his debt was for costs awarded by the 

court. 45 
CLOSURE OF THE STOCKHOUSE 
The statement “Pulled down in 1831.” in the caption of Figure 3, might 

suggest that the building was used as a debtor’s prison until 1831. However, 

the evidence indicated that although the Hand and Mace site ceased to be 

used as a prison sometime in 1829, when a new Debtor’s gaol was opened, 

the alehouse continued in business until 1830.    

DISCUSSION & CONCLUSION 
James Neild questioned the propriety of making income from an alehouse a 

necessary part of a prison’s establishment. This begged the question whether 

the combination of an alehouse and town gaol, such as existed in Kingston, 

was a unique arrangement.   It was not: of the 400 prisons visited by Neild, he 

found eleven town gaols where there was an alehouse or where the gaoler 

kept an alehouse, perhaps elsewhere.  For example, in Reading the gaol 

consisted of three rooms in the Three Maidens’ Heads and there were similar 

arrangements in the Town Arms in Newbury and in the Cross Keys in 

Bridgewater. These are perhaps examples of a gaol being a sideline of the 

main business. Furthermore, Neild pointed out that the taproom within the 

Glasgow Tolbooth, where the townspeople and the prisoners mixed together, 

was the main source of the prison’s  finance. 
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 Clearly, the Stockhouse was not a secure prison.  For this reason, during 

Assizes the felons had to be chained to the floor at night with a turnkey to 

guard them. And armed soldiers might be necessary to deter  escapes by the 

most determined prisoners, as was the case with the Burnworth gang [above]. 

Howard noted that while that it had a yard, it was not secure and for this 

reason it is likely that prisoners were precluded from outside exercise.   In 

early 1742 it was reported that two gentlemen, one armed with pistol and a 

dagger, were suspected by the gaoler of visiting the Stockhouse in a possible 

attempt to help prisoners escape.   This could not have been regarded as a 

serious matter because the two men were bailed to appear at the next QS  to 

answer the charges against them and no record of the outcome could be 

found.  The minimal evidence suggests that it may have been an attempt to 

facilitate escape by debtors rather than felons.  

 No felons were found at any of the visits to the Stockhouse by Howard and 

Neild. This was because their visits did not take place during the periods 

when Assizes or QS were in Kingston. The Stockhouse was used to confine 

felons for trial at these courts and for those awaiting disposal thereafter until 

about 1800.  No evidence that the Stockhouse was used to confine criminal 

prisoners sentenced to terms of imprisonment was found.  In Kingston, the 

House of Correction, or Bridewell, in what was then Heathen Street, was used 

for custodial sentences.  When the reformers visited this establishment, 

although not on the same days that they visited the Stockhouse, they 

observed prisoners there in varying numbers.  Yet, debtors were found in 

most of the visits to the Stockhouse, although in low numbers.  Furthermore, a 

government report of 1819 on debtors showed that in the years 1812 – 1818, 

from two to sixteen debtors had been confined in the Stockhouse annually.46   

 It was concluded that although the Stockhouse, perhaps the successor to 

the Kingston prison of 1264, originally may have been established to hold 

felons, for most of its existence it served mainly as a debtors’ prison, although 

it was available to confine felons when Assizes and QS were held in the town.   

With the modern criminal prison in mind, Morris and Rothman wrote that its 

four purposes were: incapacitation, i.e., removal of a convict  from society to 

prevent him inflicting criminal harm on those outside the walls, deterrence, 

retribution, and reformation.   With regard to felons held in the Stockhouse, 
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the intended function was simply to prevent them escaping with the potential 

to continue a life of crime, i.e., incapacitation.  As far as deterrence was 

concerned, the numbers of prisoners for trial at Assizes and QS in Kingston 

would tend to go against the idea that any of the sites of incarceration within, 

or punishments resulting from, the prevailing system of justice had a 

significant effect.  If retribution was at the time one of the objects of 

punishment, for most felons the Stockhouse was not where they finally got 

their perceived just deserts.  This would have been the Surrey Count Gaol for 

those sentenced to terms of imprisonment, the gallows for those with capital 

sentences or depending upon the time, America or New South Wales for 

those sentenced to transportation.  There was no attempt whatsoever to 

reform felons in the Stockhouse.  Indeed, as McConville observed, the notion 

of using a town gaol like the Stockhouse to reform an offender was unknown 

and would have seemed bizarre.   Having said this, reform appeared to been 

an objective of the Kingston House of Correction.47  A paper on the Kingston 

Debtors’ Prison will be published in due course and it will consider its efficacy.  
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APPENDIX 2. GAOLERS OF THE STOCKHOUSE, TOWN GAOL OR 
BOROUGH GAOL OF KINGSTON UPON THAMES 

 
 1264     William Cotman, gaoler of the first recorded prison in    
       Kingston 
  
 1648-1650  Richard Bayley, yeoman 
 1661     Henry Bickerstaffe, gentleman 
 1661-1663  Richard Bennett, butcher 
 1673-1698  Thomas Meades, cordwainer 
 1703-1712  George Walter 
 1713     Phillip Puttock, fisherman1, 2 

 1719     Joseph Dell1 
 1725     John Cooke 
 1729-1739  Stephen Fray1 
 1742     Thomas Fricker1 
 1746-1755  John Hammett, butcher1, 2 
 1766-1769  John Wilkinson, waterman2 
 1772-1781  George Wilkinson, victualler2 
 1802-1810  William Walter2 
 1823     William Cook 
 before 1829  Joseph Walter2 
 

 1.  Evidence that he held an alehouse keeper’s licence in Kingston. 
 2.  Evidence that  he was a Sergeant at Mace in Kingston. 
 

Source: Kennedy, 2004 
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