
Marchioness of Westminster’s Tenants1874 
____________ 

 
 
 
The following letter appeared in a London contemporary on Tuesday:   
 
Sir,  
We have read in the Daily News of 2

nd
 inst. a statement of the agricultural labourers’ meeting at Crewkerne on Tuesday last.  

Mr Mitchell is stated to have said that he had it “on authority of the Vicar of Shaftesbury that the wages of the labourers on the 
estate of Lady Westminster had been reduced from 12s to 10s per week, yet it was the action of landlords such as her 
Ladyship that had increased the burdens of the farmers”.   
 
As the principal tenants of Lady Westminster, we cannot refrain from saying that this statement is wholly incorrect.  The wages 
of the labourers have not been reduced, as stated by Mr Mitchell and the vicar of Shaftesbury.  We have also the gratification of 
saying that we have the honour of renting under one of the best landladies in the country, and that the farmers and labourers 
have not a better friend than Lady Westminster.   
 
We are, sir, your obedient servants,  
John Edwin Jeffery, Manor Farm, West Orchard  
Frederick Farnham, Nash’s Farm, West Orchard 
Thomas Rossiter, Hay’s Farm, Marnhull  
George Hiscock, Cowen Shoot Farm, Motcombe  
John  Meatyard, Pigeon House Farm, Stower Provost  
Charles Honeyfield, Park Farm, Gillingham  
Henry King, Hawksden Farm, Shaftesbury  
Herbert Andrews, Manor Farm, Todber  
Thomas Baker, Chaldicott’s Farm, Semley  
William Lush, Pitt’s Farm, Sedghill  
December 5

th
  

 
 
 
Her Ladyship’s steward (Mr Genge) also writes as follows:   
 
My attention has been called to a statement in the Daily Telegraph on Wednesday last, giving an account of the National 
Agricultural Labourers’ Union meeting at Crewkerne on the lst inst.  It appears that one of the speakers stated ‘he had it on 
authority of the Vicar of Shaftesbury that the wages of the labourers on the estate of Lady Westminster had been reduced from 
12s to 10s per week’.  As Lady Westminster’s agent, I take the liberty of saying that this is utterly false.  If the statement had 
been made and circulated only in the neighbourhood of Shaftesbury, it would not be necessary to contradict it, as Lady 
Westminster’s liberality to the labourers on her estate is too well known.   
 
 
 
We have also received the following letter:   
 
Sir, 
In your report of the proceedings of the meeting at Crewkerne in connection with the Agricultural Labourers’ Union, Mr Mitchell 
is made to say ‘he had it on authority of the rector of Shaftesbury that the wages of the labourers on the estate of Lady 
Westminster had been reduced from 12s to 10s per week’.  I beg to say that I never gave Mr Mitchell, or any other person, 
authority to make such a statement.  I am persuaded Lady Westminster would wish to see all her tenantry comfortable.  But in 
my letter to Mr Mitchell I carefully avoided all reference to her estate, because arbitrary rule, and servility, and serfdom, prevail 
so at present that I was satisfied that there are those who could easily get any statement, however true, contradicted.   
Believe me, faithfully yours,  
R K M Morrow  
The Rectory, Shaftesbury 
Dec 8

th
 1874 

 
Western Gazette Friday 11 December 1874 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Jan Oliver 
January 2013 


