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Foreword

I have pleasure in commending Mr. George Birtill’s “History of
Balshaw’s School”” to you. Mr. Birtill has been planning the book
forsome time, but itis particularly appropriate thatits publication is
timed for the bicentenary of the Balshaw’s Foundation.

Mr. Birtill touches on the influence of Richard Balshaw on the
development of the school throughout the nineteenth century, the
change to a secondary school at the start of this century, and the
move to the present site in Church Road in 1931. Mr. Birtill has
illustrated the general trends by referring to the part played by local
people, teachers and pupilsin the continued progress of the school.

Governors, teachers, parents, past and present pupils as
represented on the 1982 Committee join me in expressing our
gratitude to Mr. Birtill for his major contribution to the annals of
the School.

P.J. Ingram
Headmaster




Left: The memorial to Richard Balshaw,
founder of the school, in St. Giles, Charing
Cross, London.

Balshaws Foundation Stone

Below: The foundation stone in the old school
at Golden Hill built in 1784 — two years after
the foundation. Even when the new school was
opened in 1904 part of the old building was
used for the headmaster's house and lab and
cookery rooms.

THE FOUNDER

Richard Balshaw issaid to have been living in Hemel Hempstead when he founded
a trust for a charity school in Leyland on June 14, 1782. It is fair to assume he was a
native of Leyland as the memorial marble to him in St. Giles, Charing Cross. London
describes him as of **‘Golden Hill, Leyland, Lancashire™.

A deed dated 1790 refers to him as “formerly of Leyland now of Tottenham in the
parish of St. Pancras, Middlesex™.

He died on April 11, 1811, at the age of 86, nearly 30 years after he founded the
school, but he is reputed to have managed it entirely himself during that time though
he had appointed trustees to act with him. The amount of travel and trouble this must
have involved is an indication of devotion of the kind inspired in the place of one’s
birth.

The epitaph in the marble is **Of whom it may be justly said he was a truly
benevolent and charitable man.”

The foundation stone of the original school at Golden Hill reads:

“In the Year of our Lord

This Charity School was founded endowed and erected by
Richard Balshaw, Gentleman
For Instructing the Children of the Poor only of this Parish,
In Reading, Writing and Arithmatic, in the English Tongue,
And in the principles of the Church of England As by law Established
The Girls to be taught also to Knit, Sew and Mark.”

The original endowment was 11 acres of land in Leyland, land and property in St.
Giles-in-the-Fields, Middlesex. A further 2 acres, 3 roods and 14 perches, the Oven
Field, in Leyland was added by Balshaw on July 12, 1786. On August 1, 1790, the
trust was augmented by over 20 acres of land in Leyland, the intention being to
provide for a mistress to teach the girls attending the school.

Progress continued after Balshaw’s death, for in 1817, the building was enlarged
by means of loans subsequently repaid.

In 1829, Balshaw’s widow, Ellen Fisher, who had remarried, conveyed by deed
premises on trust mainly for the education of girls in the school.

NO STAFF CHILDREN

Insight into the character of Richard Balshaw is to be found in the rules printed in
Preston in 1846. They must have been prepared under his direction, even if he did not
write them. His charge to ‘present and future trustees’ on August 20, 1794, to
‘discharge, expel, put out and remove’ teachers with a child or children of their own,
is IErece ed by the words “Now know ye, that [ Richard Balshaw, founder of the said
Charity-school . .." His injunction is based on “‘well known experience and in a great
many instances that teachers having a child or children of their own are prejudicial to
schc;largl learning education, good order and regularity in the Charity-school at
Leyland.”

Evidcntly something untoward has happened in the running of the school for an
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earlier rule (Rule 8) states plainly that the schoolmaster, Mistress or Teachers *‘shall
keep good order in their families if they have any.”

It 1s true that Rule 1, which states that no person shall be Schoolmaster,
Schoolmistress or Teacher, who shall be under twenty-one, or more than forty-five
years of age, at the time of his or her appointment, adds ‘nor shall they have any child
or children of their own’. But this relates surely to the time of appointment.

Rule 2 also stipulates that the Schoolmistress shall not be the wife or daughter of
the Schoolmaster or in any way related to him.

It was of course, not unusual for schools to provide against claims in respect of
dependants. Founders of Chorley Grammar School also laid down that no
schoolmaster or clergyman was to inhabit the school with his wife, on that account.

Favoupnsm, which was prevalent in his time, may have been behind Richard
Balshaw’s ban on staff children. Thus Rule 37 states “No Trustee or Trustees shall at
any time hereafter, permit or suffer their or any of their Children, to be taught or
instructed by the Schoolmaster, Schoolmistress or Teachers belonging to the said
school, or any of them, under any pretence whatever”.

Residing at the school was frequently a condition of office and Golden Hill was no
exception. Balshaw’s Rule 21 requires the schoolmaster to dwell in the house
adjoining the school “‘during all the time he is Teacher therein, and not elsewhere, on
pain of being removed or expelled from the School and Premises.”

The Schoolmistress also occupied apartments in the school.

No mention is made of rent, but the Schoolmaster’s stipend was not to be paid out
of the estate until cost of repairs and maintenance had been met. The Mistress is to
repair, amend and make good all and every part of the glass windows and the
accompanying lead work in the part of the school, where she has her apartments and
teaches the girls ‘over the boys school’.

‘What happened to staff pay in the event of serious repairs or a spate of broken
windows on the upper floors is left to conjecture, except that rule 40 gives a clue. It
states that when it shall be necessary to rebuild the Charity-school, the payment of
the stipend and wages of the Schoolmaster and Schoolmistress, or Teachers, shall
cease, and be void, until it shall be rebuilt and paid for out of rents and profits of the
estates in the trust.

LONG HOURS

Residence of staff at the school must however, have been an advantage if not a
necessity in view of the hours worked.

From March 25 to the end of October, these were 7 a.m. to 12 noon and | p.m. to
?Rp.lm.gzind from the end of Octoberand March 25,9 a.m. to 12noon and 1 p.m. to4 p.m.

ule 9).

Exceptions were Sundays and the afternoons of holy days appointed by the Church
and Thursday and Saturday afternoons and appointed holidays, but Rule 47 required
the Charity-school to be opened as a Sunday Charity-school throughout the year.

Staff and children had to attend morning and afternoon service at Leyland Parish
Church from the school ‘every Sunday throughout the year, yearly” (Rule 50).
Presumably they walked in procession, having been sent to school “perfectly neat and
clean in their persons and as decently clothed as their circumstances allowed’ (Rule 49).
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CHURCH PARADE

Sunday school started at 8 a.m. from March 25 to the end of October to get in two
hours of schooling before church. After church, school was resumed at 1.30 p.m. for
an hour before afternoon service. There was another two hours in school after the
service. The relaxation for the winter period — from the end of October to March 25
— was a 9 a.m. start and only one hour before morning service and one before
afternoon service and none afterwards (Rule 50).

Under Rule 51, absentees from roll calls taken every Sunday morning and evening
were to have their names entered in a book, shown to the founder or trustees for the
time being, who also had discretion (Rule 54) to expel ‘after frequent and sufficient
admonition’ for great faults ‘such as swearing, lying, stealing, taking God’s name in
vain, absenting from church and school.”’

The link with Leyland Parish Church, where staff of Balshaw’s were expected “to
receive the holy sacrament regularly” (Rule 7) continued long after the death of the
Founder. Richard Balshaw himself left £200 to provide interest to pay the vicar for
reading prayers and delivering a sermon or lecture every Friday throughout the year.
If the vicar failed in this duty for a period of three months, the income was to be
expended on cloth for the poor.

Children from Balshaw’s and those of the free grammar school in the churchyard
attended the service, which eventually became one for adults.

In view of the religious flavour of the rules, it is perhaps surprising that they
banned any Minister of the Gospel from appointment as Schoolmaster or Teacher at
the school (Rule 6).

Rules related to the Sunday School were among those to be read to parents on
admission of their children into school.

TRUST TEACHER

The more general ones (Rules 43-46) have a strong parent teacher interest. Thus
parents must “freely submit their children to undergo the discipline of the school,
when guilty of any faults, and forbear coming thither on such occasions.” (Rule 44).

Also that “‘parents correct their children for such faults as they commit at home, or
inform their teachers thereof, thereby the whole behaviour of their children may be
better ordered.” (Rule 45).

Parents are also to “'set their children good examples, and keep them in good order
at home, and frequently call on them there, to repeat their catechism, and read the
?}({lylscré tures, especially on the Lord’s day, and say their prayers day and evening ™

ule 46).

The association of cleanliness with godliness may be embodied in the charge to
parents to take care to send their children (clean, washed and well combed) at the
stipulated times (7 a.m. to 6 p.m. in summer, 9 a.m. to 4 p.m. :n winter with an hour
for lunch at midday). (Rule 43).

Two vacations are named for the children — from December 19 to Monday after
the twelfth day, and 21 days at Whitsuntide, but no more. (Rule 17). ;

Because the rules are in sections relating respectively to staff, parents and trustees,
there has to be some repitition. As may be expected Schoolmaster, Schoolmistress.
Teachers and children “shall begin and close the day in the school, with a psalm or
hymn, and a form of prayer composed for that purpose. And the children are to be
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instructed and enjoined to say their prayers at home on rising in the morning and
going to bed at night, and likewise as to grace before and after meat.” This rule (No.
13) has a note that prayers to be used shall be such as are contained in the Book of
Common Prayer, or such as the Founder of the Trustees of the Charity, and the
Minister of the Parish Church of Leyland shall recommend.

Catechism of the Church of England is to be taught every Monday and Thursday
and children who are perfect are to be taken to the church (presumably to be tested)
atsuch time as the Minister shall think proper. (Rule 14).

Of the books provided for the use of the children, none are to be taken home on
any pretence whatever except catechism books (Rule 34).

PRIZE DAY

Speech day (could it have been December?) appears to be foreshadowed by the
award at Christmas of four bibles, commonly called ‘twenty-fours’ (Rule 35). These
were for the greatest improvement in reading — two to the head boys and two to the
girls. No one could win more than one.

The curriculum outside religious knowledge is defined in rules to staff. Besides
teaching girls and boys psalmody, the Schoolmaster is to instruct the boys to read
well, and after they are competent readers, to write a fair legible hand, and grounds
of arithmatic to fit them for business (Rule 10).

The Schoolmistress it to instruct the girls to read well, and to knit, sew and mark,
make and mend and such other things as the Founder and the Trustees may judge
proper and necessary. (Rule 11).

In evaluapng this, it needs to be remembered that chidren admitted had to be the
full age of six years and were allowed to continue until they attained the age of 12,

‘but no longer”. (Rule 28).

EXPULSION

Discipline is more explicit in teachers rules than those read to parents. Any
children who refuse, or neglect coming to school, seven days successively, being
school days, unless prevented by sickness, shall play the truant, and notwithstanding
due correction obstinately refuse to obey such rules and orders as shall be given by
the Schoolmaster, Schoolmistress or Teachers are to be expelled by the founder or
the trustees. (Rule 31).

Breaking a window or windows in the school, or in any apartment belonging to it,
or doing any mischief, hurt, spoil or damage in or to the school property, requires the
parents of the offending child to make full satisfaction. Otherwise the child or
children will be expelled. (Rule 33).

Other teachers rules also carried the penalty of expulsion of the teacher. These
related to engaging in employment or business other than school duty, or permitting
any person or persons to inhabit the school property. (Rules 18 and 19).

The children admitted were to be those of poor persons only, real objects of
charity, and reside in and belong to the parish of Leyland, and not elsewhere, and
who were unable to pay for their learning, This Rule (No. 25) was to be the source of
contention when a bid was made to change the status of the school in 1870 — 88 years
after establishment of the trust.

Rule 27, indicates that children of the poor that belong to the parish of Leyland,
and reside within the township of Leyland, shall have preference over those within
the parish but outside the township.

Even with all these qualifications, candidates had to be approved by the founder or
trustees at a meeting in the school (Rule 29).Each child also had to bring a
recommendation in writing, signed by the parents or next of kin and two or three
principal inhabitants of the parish, setting forth personal circumstances of the
parents. (Rule 30).

TRUSTEES’ DUTIES

The trustees rules require them to meet four times a year December 19, the first
Monday after March 25, June 24 and September 29 or oftener as occasion may
require, and on the following day if any date fall on a Sunday. The purpose of the
meetings usually at 10 a.m. in the school was to examine the behaviour and
improvement of the children, the conduct of the Schoolmaster, Schoolmistress or
Teachers and other matters relating to the good government of the school (Rule 36).

The trustees are also desired to visit the school frequently in order to examine the
children and see how they improve in their learning and that the Master and Mistress
or Teachers perform their duty. (Rule 41).

The trustees also had responsibilities in regard to the Sunday Charity-school.
Under Rule 56, they are desired alternately to visit the school every Sunday in order
to encourage the children to go thither, and set forth the great use and benefit it will
be to them, and also endeavour to promote good order and regulation.

LONDON PROPERTY

Also attributed to the founder from the wording if not the date (March 4, 1798) are
stipulations about maintenance and repair which give an insight of the London
property forming part of the trust. This is described as ‘all and every part of that
messuage or tenement, erections, buildings and premises fronting Denmark Street
and High Street, in the parish of St. Giles-in-the-Fields, in the county of Middlesex,
now in the occupation of Mr. John Thompson or his undertenants, and Crouch a
dealer in birds.

And also all and every part of the stable workshop or building in or near the
passage leading from Denmark Street to Dudley Court in the said parish of St. Giles,
now or late in the occupation of John Baker a dealer in rags, and let or agreed to be
let to John Thompson.

The local properties were Banister House, which was quite near the school, and
Wright’s. Both were farms and the children of the farmers were allowed to attend the
school over and above the permitted 50 boys and 50 girls, but they were not to be
provided with books or other necessities by the school (Rule 34) or participate in the
reward of bibles for improvement in reading (Rule 35). This last seems rather unfair
since the bibles were paid for out of the profits of Wright's.

The profits from Wright’s in fact were required to meet the cost of reading school
books, paper for copy books, quills, ink, turf and coals for the school. Other income
available was to be laid out in oatmeal and clothing for the greatest real objects of
charity in the township who did not receive relief of charity from the parish.

Turf for one year’s use in the school is not to exceed one horse cart load, one halt
for the boys, the other half for the girls” and no more is to be allowed in any one year
at any time hereafter. The maximum allowance of coals is twenty baskets for the boys
school and twenty for the girls. )



Thus on July 26, 1892, there was a meeting to receive recommendations for
“re-organisation of Golden Hill or Balshaw’s Charity School.”

The venue was the old grammar school in the corner of the churchyard, but
such was the interest in the business, the accommodation was quite inadequate
ii:ple]dthe meeting took place “‘in the open air of the churchyard in Vicar’s

ields”.

Those who remember the open space beyond the gravestones flanked by the great
beeches will have no difficulty in conjuring up a vision of this crowd of village
1{ore}{athers dressed in their best black, standing bareheaded as the principals held
orth.

Presiding was the redoubtable Vicar of Leyland, the Rev. Leyland Baldwin.

The surprise of the meeting was that the recommendations were put forward by
Mr. John Stanning, who had been chief opponent of the changed role for Balshaw’s
nine years before. i

He explained his position by saying that though Richard Balshaw founded his
charity entirely for the poor people of Leyland, in his time there was no free
education in England. Now any man could get his children educated for nothing.

In reﬁly to challenges from the audience, Mr. Stanning said the trustees of the
charity had not recieved for the past four months, one single application from anyone
in Leyland for any children to be educated at Golden Hill. Did not that point to a
deadlock showing that this school, like the fifth wheel of a coach, was doing no good?

The recommendations were, enlargment of Golden Hill school to take 150
scholars as an elementary mixed school, and provision of a higher grade school with
separate departments for boys and girls, free for all who had passed the fourth
standard in any elementary school in the parish, preference being for children of
Leyland residents.

Commenting on the objection to a higher grade school in Leyland that the poor
would be deprived of their birthright, Mr. Stanning asked if those who were called
the working class were always going to say their children should have an elementary
education and nothing more. “The very flower of the working classes,” he said,
“were willing to make sacrifices for the benefit of their children and now they had a
chance of higher education would perhaps be able to send their children to colleges
and University”. He added “‘that his father had made sacrifices for him and he
wished every man imbued with that spirit.” : .

The charity commissioners held an inquiry two days later, but it was not until
January 1894 that the trustees considered the scheme and made their observations. A
cause of delay was that their numbers had been reduced by death to three and the
trust deed required new appointments to be made. y

One of the observatons of the duly constituted body was that the founders wishes
on teaching of Church of England doctrines should be carried out.

On December 19, 1895 at the annual prize distribution, it was revealed that one of
Her Majesty’s Inspectors of schools had complained that Golden Hill School was not
efficient. Parents of half-timers attending had been told they must send their children
to an elementary school within the meaning of the Act.

MIDDLE CLASS CLAIMS

Trustee, Mr. Tootell expressed the view that the school should be made a middle
class school.
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The people of Leyland were put to considerable inconvenience by having to send
their children to outside places and he thought they should be able to establish a
higher grade school in Leyland on Church of England lines.

The trustees objected to the suggestion that the school should be an elementary
one because the ratepayers would receive a benefit by lessening their responsibilities
by the trust income of £385.

[t did not occur to him that Richard Balshaw had left money for relief of rates.

Therefore if the trust was to be used for free education, it ought to be used for
higher education.

Although Mr. Tootell was applauded at the prize day, he raised a doughty
opponent in the columns of the local press — one Mark Whitehead of 20 Towngate,
Leyland.

lyn a letter to the Chorley Guardian of December 28, 1895, Mr. Whitehead accused
Mr. Tootell of being in favour of the scheme rejected by parishoners in Vicars Fields
in 1892.

Convinced that the donor intended his charity for the poor only, Mr. Whitehead,
declared his intention to oppose to the uttermost *‘the downright robbery of those
who are blessed with the least of this world’s goods to benefit a class who are well able
to pay for the education of their children.”

Considerable opposition was shown by a number of parishoners at a ratepayers
meeting at Golden Hill School on July 23, 1896, when it was reported the Charity
Commussioners had approved a scheme for establishing a school for secondary
education to which the trust funds might be devoted. This included government by
co-optative trustees with a Master of Arts as head teacher. There were also to be
scholarships to the annual value of £76 while fees varied from £4 to £8 per annum, the
age for admission not being less than eight years.

On December 17, the same year, Mr. Tootell made a speech day tribute to the last
Master of the Charity-school, Mr. De Pennington, and thanked him for the excellent
work he had accomplished. He also alluded to the quality of the work displayed by
the scholars.

The outcome of fifteen years of conflict during which a variety of schemes was
suggested came in 1898 when a scheme was sanctioned by the Charity
Commissioners and the Board of Education. This permitted a considerable portion
of the trust estate to be sold and the proceeds applied to the erection of a new
schoolroom and classrooms, and general improvement of the premises, in order
that Lancashire County Council might include Balshaw’s among the secondary
schools of the county, for which they were prepared to undertake financial
responsibility.

Mr. Tootell of West Cliff, Preston, who had been appointed a trustee in 1869 —
just before the wind of change — was appointed the first chairman of the governors
on Sept. 20, 1898. On his death on June 22, 1901, he was succeeded by Mr. John
Stanning.

The list of masters at the Charity-school, as recorded on the brass plate, were:

1786-1790 William Boyer;
1790-1792 John Singleton;
1792-1799 Stephen Hayhurst;
1799-1850 Robert Kellett;
1849-1870 George Singleton;
1870-1899 John De Pennington.

13



CHARITY SCHOOL OLD BOY

An old boy of the Charity-school, Mr. John Winder of Hall Lane, who was 90
when interviewed in 1972, recalled that Mr. De Pennington was married but not to
the headmistress.

He had another reason for remembering Mr. De Pennington. The headmaster had
a habit of putting a sum on the blackboard on a Friday afternoon and the last four to
answer had to sweep out the classroom. Mr. Winder was one of the quartette
required to perform this duty. But they failed to do so and were hauled before the
school on Monday morning.

One boy at a time was to bend over the table so that the punishment could be
administered by one of the four. The boy so ordered not only refused to punish his
mates, but kicked Mr. De Pennington.

Mr. Winder, a half timer, completed his education at the old Top School in Union
Street (now Fox Lane), but he did not indicate whether this was on account of the
incident! No doubt Balshaw’s rule would have applied!

Incidentally, Mr, Winder never knew the school as Balshaw’s. It was always called
the Golden Hill School, he said.

The first headmaster of the grammar school was Mr. James D. Wilde M. A .,
who was appointed at £100 a year and a fee of £3 a head out of a capitation
grant,

He started with 12 boys on Sept. 13, 1899.

. Inthe same year the Charity Commissioners inquired into the old grammar school
in the churchyard which had not been used as a school for 30 years. The building was
bought by Mr. John Stanning who gave it to the vicar and wardens for parochial
purposes.

The first prize distribution at Balshaw’s after it became a higher grade school was
on July 17, 1900.

The report states that considerable structural alterations had been carried out and
the portion formerly used as the girls school and the mistresses apartment had been
turned into additional accommodation for the boys. Some of the smaller rooms were
being used as a workshop, laboratory and for clay modelling.

Excellent arrangments had also been made for accommodation of boarders and a
football and cricket field provided.

The intention to build a new school on the site was disclosed by Mr. Wilde at the
second annual speech day in July 1901. The governors were, he said, negotiating with
the county council for assistance.

GIRLS SCHOOL PROPOSED

Unfortunately, everything did not go well with Mr. Wilde’s ambitious curriculum.
When he held the speech day on July 31, 1902, no governors were present. ;
Reporting that the number of scholars had increased from 19 to 25, Mr. Wilde said
in his three years at the school, he had done his best to carry out the new scheme with
a certain amount of success. y
Unfortunately after his appointment, the governors arranged a plan for a girls
school against which he protested and pointed out that it was contrary to the scheme
under which he had been engaged and that it was an encroachment on his rights.
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He protested to the governors but was informed that if he persisted in his
opposition to the girls school they would apply to the Charity Commissioners for a
new scheme. Consequently he did not take any further action.

He was much astonished a month before to be told that the school was to be closed
as matters were in such a state the governors could go no further.

The press report had its own footnote to the effect that it was understood it was not
the intention of the governors to carry on two separate schools after Christmas,
seeing that the present expenditure was in excess of income. [t was proposed to have
a mixed school of a higher grade character.

Although the term grammar school had been applied to Balshaw’s School in
advertising for a headmaster under the new scheme, it is doubtful if the appellation
applied at Golden Hill except for the three years Mr. Wilde was in charge. He
claimed to give a sound classical and commercial education. Early prize lists seem to
support this and one award was actually given for German.

Although Latin was taught at Balshaw’s after Mr. Frederic Jackson M.A. took
over in 1903, it was more a subject for individuals than classes.

This was probably because ‘Pa’ Jackson, as he became known, was an educationist
with a practical turn. He saw Balshaw's as ‘belonging to Leyland’, which was
changing from an agricultrual village to an industrial town at what in those days, must
have seemed a tremendous pace. If the emphasis was on mathematics and science
rather than the classics, it was because there was a need in the new and thriving
industries growing round the school.

Not that Mr. Jackson neglected the other side, as will be seen from some of his
reports. He may have been a sentimentalist at heart with a Victorian respect for
individualism, but he tried to meet the demands of the time with an eye on the future.

As a historian, he was probably content to apply the term grammar school to
Balshaw’s because of the link with the grammar school in the churchyard founded as
a chantry school by Sir Henry Farington in 1537.

It was however, in the field of co-education that Mr, Jackson assisted by Mrs.
Jackson (‘Ma’) showed the pioneering spirit — though they may have been in
contravention of Balshaw’s Rule 2 (The schoolmistress shall not be the wife or
dau%hter of the schoolmaster, or any ways related to him).

The first reference to Mr. Jackson in the Chorley Guardian, from which much
contemporary information has been obtained, is of an ‘at home’ on Friday, December
18, at Wellington House where the school was housed during the building of the new
school at Golden Hill. The report states that girl scholars past and present at Balshaw’s
attended the event in the reception room and scenes were performed from “The
Merchant of Venice' and ‘Macbeth’. Mr. Jackson afterwards gave a short address.

Following re-organisation, the girls had been accommodated in Leyland Public
Hall and kept well away from the boys.

This separation was evidently envisaged in the new school and the four classrooms,
each with a capacity for 25 pupils, were to be equally divided between boys and girls.

As those who attened that school know full well, boys and girls were taught together
in the same classrooms — except for such subjects as cookery in the old school.

But in 1903 co-education was a very controversial subject.

Mr. Mark Whitehead continued to oppose the changes to the last. According to
Mr. Bob Crozier, an old boy who moved from Wellington House to the new school
with Mr. Jackson, Mr. Whitehead had an outfitters business in Towngate. [f he
happened to be standing in front of his premises when a Balshaw boy went past he
would scream and shout after him **Charity Boy'"!
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