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Until the end of the seventeenth century most brass sewing thimbles to be found in England were imported from abroad, first from Nuremberg during the sixteenth century1, and then from the Netherlands a century later2. It was not until John Lofting, or Loftinck (there are different spellings of the name), a Dutchman, came to England and imported Dutch know-how, that brass thimbles were made here in any quantity. Lofting first made his thimbles at Islington, then a village outside London, and two years later he moved to Great Marlow where he was to continue making thimbles for close on fifty years3• 

Before his coming to England John Lofting had served for seven years, probably as an apprentice, under one of the masters of the fire engines in Amsterdam4 • The Amsterdam fire service was by far the most advanced in Europe and Lofting gained experience of fire fighting and of the latest equipment. He first came to England in 16865 and presumably returned in 1688 since he was then granted denization for a second time6• In May 1689 Lofting, then aged about 30, married 19-year old Hester Bass7• Little is known about her save that she had a brother, Jeremiah Basse, who became governor of the American colonies of East and West New Jersey8. A daughter, Maria, was born a year later9• 

Lofting established himself in London as a merchant and in June 1689 he became a member ofthe Company of Free Shipwrights and was admitted to the Freedom of the City by redemption (purchase)10. He petitioned for and was granted a patent for an improved fire engine, 11 formed a joint stock company to exploit his patent, 12 and set up facilities to make the engines 13 and promote their sale 14. He 
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Fig. 1: The only known likeness of John Lofting 
(reproduced here with the kind permission of rile British Museum). 

also organised a fire service. Fig. 1 is from an engraving of Lofting's fire engines at work and is the only known likeness of him15. 
Following on his fire engine venture, Lofting hastened to introduce another Dutch speciality, namely the manufacture of brass sewing thimbles. Fire fighting equipment requires the use of brass fittings so that the two were not entirely unrelated. In April1693 he was granted a patent (No. 319) for an Engine for Making Thimbles. The preamble reads as follows: 



"WHEREAS John Lofting hath, by his humble peti~on, represented vnto vs that the great dutys charged vpon all thimbles imported from beyond the seas doth much discourage the merchants from bringing the same over, soe that the price of that comodity will come to be enhansed vpon our subjects, and that in Germany and other forreigne parts whence they have been heretofore imported into this kingdome they are vsually made by a certaine engine or instrument hitherto vnknowne in our dominions, and hath humbly prayed vs to grant him our Letters Patents for the sole privilege of makeing and selling the said engine or instrument". 
The engine in question is not described but it was evidently a kind of grating lathe designed to supplant the laborious task of hand-punching the indentations one at a time and to carry out the operation in one pass mechanically. 
We are fortunate that John Houghton, a fellow of the Royal Society, knew Lofting and visited his workshop. Houghton ran a weekly news letter and in July 1697 he gave a full account of the process for making thimbles 16• According to him Lofting's workshop was situated next door to Young's Wells, at Islington17, and his account runs as follows: 

"There he made them as follows, with brass: 
Which must be of fine metal; for the candlesticks and ordinary metal is brittle; therefore none will do but such as will bear the hammer: Therefore battry or kettle; but tho new being £ R the hundred.- they camt<)l affoTd it: Therefore they take Shruff worth about £4 the hundred, which Shruff is old hammer'd brass. 
This they melt and cast in a sort of sand, gotten only at Highgate, with which and red-okre are made mould and cores, and in them they usually cast six gross at a cast, and about six or seven of these casts in a day. They are cast in double rows, and when cold taken out and cut off with greasy shears. 
Then boys take out the cores from the inside with a pointed piece of iron, which cores were made by them, every core having a nail with a broad head in it, which head keeps it from the mould, and makes the hollow to cast in. 
This done, they are put into a barrel as they do shot, and turn 'd round with a horse, till they rub the sand one from another. 
Thus far the foundery , in which are employ'd six persons; first, the founder and two men make the moulds ready. Secondly two boys make core, for each thimble one. Thirdly, one that blows the bellows. From hence they are carried to the mill to be turned. 
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First, the inside, which works with an instrument to the bottom, while 'tis held lasts, and flies back when let loose. Secondly, the outside, which with a coarser engine call'd a rough turning is made pretty smooth at one stroke; and afterwards with a finer engine both the side and bottom are at one stroke made very smooth. 
Then some saw-dust or filing of hom-combs are put half way into each thimble, and upon it an iron punch, and then with one blow against a studded steed the hollow of the bottom is made. After this with an engine the sides have the hollow made, and in this engine is their chief secret, and they can work off with it thirty or forty gross in a day. 
This done, they are again polished on the inside. 
Then the rim with a single or double rib are turn'd at one stroke, and all these turnings are perform'd with five men and three boys. 
After this they are again turn'd in the barrel with sawdust or bran to scour them very bright, and so they are compleat thimbles. 
Thus finish' d they are sorted, and put six together one in another; and six of these sixes are wrapt up in a blue paper, and four of these papers making a gross are wrapt up in another blue or brown paper, and tyed with a packthread, which makes them almost a square, and are sold by the first maker at four or five shillings the gross. 
The charge of this work per annum is much about £700 and there has been made one week with another about 140 gross, which makes 7280 gross, or 1048320 thimh1cs.-wmcll <1t 4s. !he gross, iilnountsTo £ 145o. -Otl1 or this a great deal goes for the shruff 'tis made on, and a gross of thimbles weigh about 24 or 28 ounces." 

One of the problems facing Lofting when setting up his thimble mill was the absence of men of suitable experience. He solved this by bringing skilled workmen over from Germany and Holland (like Laurens Borger son of a Utrecht thimblemaker) 18, thus strengthening his labour force of English workmen and apprentices 19• 

The Museum of London owns some three dozen brass thimbles, all of similar shape and design, but different sizes, which originally belonged to the old London Museum and which were found together at the bottom of a chalk well when the site of the General Post Office building at St. Martin-LeGrand was being excavated. They are made of cast brass with ribs round the rim as mentioned above, and are of the kind known as Dutch/English Type II thimbles20• The Dutch made them from about 1650 
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Fig. 2: Marlow Mills in 1815 (by kind permission of the Thames Conservancy). 
to 1730 and the English (Lofting) from about 1690 to 1730. Figure 3 shows a group of five thimbles of this kind (not from the Museum of London) which were most probably made by Lofting. 

John Houghton's account concludes: 
"He (Lofting) has lately remov'd his horse-mill at Islington to make it a water-mill at Marlow on the Thames in Buckinghamshire, where with the same mill he can make twice as many thimbles; he also grinds all sorts of seeds for oil at the same time." 

Houghton wrote in 1697, so that contrary to the Dictionary of National Biography, Lofting moved to Marlow some time before 1700. This is confirmed by a rating appeal by Lofting in 169721 • 

All this time, whilst actively promoting his interests in fire engines and thimbles, Lofting, like any true merchant of the period, was turning his hand to whatever else might show him a profit. Besides having dealings with Amsterdam, where 
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his brother Reynier Loftinck was also a merchant, he engaged in the wheat trade22, he exported upholstery ware and pewter to the Baltic23 and to the American colonies, and he even petitioned Parliament concerning the import of French goods24 • On a less creditable occasion he helped to set up a lottery as a means of evading currency regulations and was ordered to be prosecuted25• He was evidently a very busy man. 
The reasons for Lofting's move to Great Marlow are not clear. The availability of water power instead of a horse mill was surely a factor; also the proximity of the Temple brass mills at Bisham, a mile or so up river, which may have been convenient for an enterprise depending on brass for its raw material. Be that as it may, Lofting teamed up with a corn miller, Gaspar Frederick Henning, and they jointly acquired a lease of the Marlow Mills, which were then wholly corn mills and, together with some adjoining property, belonged to the Ferrers 



family. The Ferrers were the Lords of the Manor of Fingest and the mills had been in their family for several generations. The partners planned to exploit the corn mills and to set up the thimble-making operation as well as a rape seed oil mill alongside. For this purpose they surrendered their recently acquired lease in exchange for a new lease dated 22nd April 1696 to run for 31 years. The rent was £106 per annum payable quarterly. Armed with their new lease they proceeded to put up new buildings and to install the necessary plant and machinery26. 
In 1697, at the time of Lofting's move, Great Marlow was a small market town of between 2,000 and 2,500 inhabitants. The main commercial activity was the supply of timber, mostly beech, which grew abundantly in the area, wool as in most parts of England, and grain. These were brought down to the river where there was a wharf and loaded on barges for delivery to London. Eel fishing was a minor source of income and bone lace a useful cottage industry. Brewing was widespread and led to numerous prosecutions for the unlicensed sale of beer. Needless to say that the use of thimbles for sewing was already commonplace. The stock of Sylvester Widmere the elder, a mercer at Marlow, recorded for probate purposes on his death in 1668, included five dozen brass thimbles (presumably imported from_lhc_Netherlands} valued al 6d. per dozen27 • There has been some confusion regarding the location of Lofting's mills which are sometimes said to have been near the Temple Mills on the Berkshire side of the river. This, however, is wrong. The mills were on the Buckinghamshire side a few hundred yards downstream from the town itself near the site of the present lock and of the Marlow Mills which were pulled down about 1960. A Thames Conservancy plan of the site recorded as drawn in 1815 shows three mills, one labelled "thimble mill", one "corn mill" and one "oyl mill" (see Fig. 2). 
Of the thimble mill we know from John Houghton that it had a capacity twice that of the Islington mill, that is to say, about two million thimbles per annum. This sounds a surprisingly large quantity considering that the population of England was only six or seven million and it is all the more surprising that elsewhere, when writing on the subject of copper and brass, Houghton 
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states that 145,000 thimbles were imported through London during 169428 • Nevertheless the Dutch mills when taken as a whole had an even larger capacity of three to four million thimbles per annum29 and presumably much of the Marlow production was destined for export. 
Good communications with London were obviously vital. From at least 1703, and no doubt earlier, John Lofting and Company maintained a base in London, probably a warehouse and living accommodation combined, which was located at Broken Wharf off Thames Street and which, judging from the amount of Land Tax payable, was a substantial establishment30• Broken Wharf had long been associated with up river traffic and its use as such went back to medieval times31 • 

At the time of the transfer to Marlow, there were many matters requiring Lofting's attention in London. He was fortunate therefore that a younger member of the family, Walter Lofting, was available to settle in Marlow and to help keep an eye on the business. Walter Lofting (or Loftyn) may possibly have been a nephew and the Great Marlow parish register records his marriage to Mary Harding on 14th February 1702. Their first born was a son who was called John presumably in deference to Lofting senior. Then followed a number of child1·en in luding three boys all baptised with the name of Walter after their father which presupposes that at least two of them must have died in infancy. Walter's son John is possibly the John Loftin whose burial is recorded on 12th January 1712 in the register of St. Mary Somerset, the parish church of the John Lofting and Company establishment at Broken Wharf. There is evidence that Walter remained living at Great Marlow until at least 1723 and probably later32 • 

The most serious problem to confront Lofting when he first arrived in Marlow was undoubtedly the seizure by the New York customs authorities of the Hester in November 1698. The background to the Hester affair is the jealousy that existed between the American colonies over customs revenue and is outside the scope of this paper33• The bare facts are that Lofting and his brother-in-law, Jeremiah Basse, entered into a joint venture carrying goods to Perth Amboy in East New Jersey, a colony of which Basse was governor. Lofting 



shipped some £800 worth of cargo aboard the Hester, a sloop of about 125 tons, which was owned by Basse34 • The ship aiTived at Perth Amboy in March 1698 and she discharged there without first calling at New York or paying New York dues. She then remained at Perth Amboy until November when Basse instructed her master to load 28,000 pipe (baiTel) staves and provisions for Madeira. The staves being loaded, the Hester was about to sail from Perth Amboy with the same disregard for New York's claims as she had showed on arrival, when Lord Bellomont, the governor of New York, hearing what was afoot, sent his customs collector backed by an armed detachment to seize the ship and to convey her forcibly to New York. Basse was told that if he paid the New York dues, the ship would be restored. Basse refused and on Lord Bellomont's instructions the Hester was then condemned and sold publicly by inch of candle for £315 New York money35 • 

The seizure of the Hester was welcomed by the Board of Trade but not by the merchants or the New Jersey proprietors who supported Basse and Lofting and who organised an appeal to the House of Commons36 • A committee of the House decided that the matter should be tested at law37 • An action of trover38 was accordingly brought by Basse and Lofting against Lord Bellomont and was tried at the King's Bench bar during the Easter term 1700. The case was heard before the Lord Chief Justice but although the Crown mustered its heaviest guns with both the Attorney General and the Solicitor General engaged for the defence, the case went against it, Basse and Lofting being awarded damages of £1,800 with costs of £90 39 • 

Meanwhile, however, the seizure of the Hester had brought Lofting to bankruptcy4°. This might well have ended his business career but on the strength of such heavy damages, the creditors were probably content to wait. His thimble and other businesses must have remained profitable because even though the Crown proved remarkably dilatory in paying up he was able to satisfy his creditors without waiting for final settlement. He emerged from bankruptcy in September 170641 but as late as December 1709, he and Basse were still owed £590 and Basse's solicitor was pressing the Lords of the Treasury for payment42 • 
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Besides thimbles and the pressing of rape seed oil Lofting was also engaged in the milling and distribution of flour. He had dealt in wheat as a merchant in London and it is surely significant that Henning, with whom he teamed up in 1696 to lease the mill, was a corn miller. Henning's share in the aiTangement is uncertain but by 1714 MeiTett, a corn factor, had replaced Henning as Lofting's partner in the lease of the mills and by 1724 Lofting had become the sole lessee. The only record of Lofting's activities in the flour milling business relate to a suit which he brought in 1718 against a baker called Richard Godwin who, he alleged, owed him £50. Godwin's deposition reveals that Lofting had been selling flour to bakers for some years and that he kept substantial stocks. Godwin regarded Lofting as a miller rather than as a merchant and it seems that it was Lofting's eldest son John who handled the London end of the business43 • 

Following the successful conclusion of the Hester affair, Lofting became involved in litigation to defend his thimble patent. About 1695, during the early days of his thimble-making career, Lofting acquired the services of an apprentice called Thomas Thompson, the son of another Thomas Thompson who also worked for him. Having completed his seven years apprenticeship Thompson junior left and although trained as a founder, he had somehow managed to obtain a grating lathe with which he set himself up as a thimble-maker in competition with his former employer. Thompson junior appears to have been making thimbles during the latter part of 1702 and Lofting lodged a Bill of Complaint against him for infringement of his Letters Patent. The trial was held during the Easter Term 1704 and judgement was given for Lofting but the jury only awarded him a paltry six shillings and eight pence damages. Whether or not this encouraged Thompson, the latter moved to Nottingham where with the help of a scrap metal merchant called James Feild he resumed the production of thimbles buying brass from Feild and selling him finished thimbles in exchange. Lofting reacted violently and not only did he pursue Thompson under the common law but he also lodged a Bill of Complaint in Chancery first against Thompson and Feild and subsequently extending it to Thompson's father and two other Lofting workmen, Thomas Tomlin and Anthony Waggoner, alleging conspiracy. The pro-



ceedings did not go in Lofting's favour. With the Letters Patent due to expire in April 1707 the defendants had every interest in prevarication; matters dragged on and Feild managed to delay an answer to Lofting's complaint until May 1706 by which time the issue was becoming increasingly academic. Since an extension to the validity of the Letters Patent would evidently have been contested strenuously it is more than likely that from 1707 onwards Thompson junior and his friends were free to make brass thimbles on a regular basis44 • The following advertisement published in 1711 suggests that they did. 
Thimbles of all sorts and sizes, and the best that are made, are sold at reasonable Rates, wholesale or Retale, by J. Lofting, the Maker thereof, at his house at Broken Wharf in Thames-Street, who had a Patent granted him under the Great Seal of England for making the same45 • 

Besides showing that Lofting still owned the premises at Broken Wharf, the above, by mentioning that the Lofting thimbles were the best, implies that other thimbles were also available, and, by stating that Lofting had a patent granted to him in the past tense, indicates that the patent had expired. 
John Lofting's wife, Hester, died in 1709 and her burial on 23rd July is recorded in the Great Marlow parish church register. Lofting, however, did not remain a widower very long and the following year he married Mary Carter of Eaton (Eton), the wedding being held on 16th December 1710 in the church of St. Mary Magdalen in Old Fish Street, London. A son, Thomas, was born to John and Mary Lofting in 1711 and a daughter, Elizabeth, in 1714. Elizabeth died in infancy and it seems that Thomas died also and that another son was born, who was also called Thomas, because when Lofting made his will in 1733, his son Thomas was still a minor. Thomas died in 1737 so that, as far as is known, there was no surviving issue from the second marriage46 • Mary Lofting herself had died in 172147 and thereafter Lofting remained a widower. 
Regarding the children of the first marriage, nothing is known of Maria who apart from her baptism remains unrecorded; John became a merchant and settled in London where he represented 
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his father's interests; William was apprenticed to his father's solicitor, Richard Rowlandson of the Inner Temple. Benjamin was a volunteer officer on HMS Woolwich in 1710 but did not remain in the navy and eventually succeeded his father in the management of the mills; Samuel Lofting was also a volunteer officer but followed the navy as a career; little is known about Francis except that he was well connected and like William was a friend of the Spencer family; lastly Daniel, the youngest, was at one time in line to manage the mills but was subsequently passed over in favour of John. Both Benjamin and Samuel made their homes in Great Marlow but the others mostly moved awav. 
Lofting's tenure of the Marlow Mills must have been a source of perpetual worry to him because in the early eighteenth century the law with regard to leasehold property was still somewhat uncertain. Consequently at every opportunity, mostly when one or the other of the parties died, some excuse would be found for either default or litigation. As a result there was a whole series of lawsuits between on the one hand Lofting and his partner Henning in 1710, Lofting and Merrett from 1714 and Lofting alone from 1724, and on the other hand various members of the Ferrers family. Nevertheless Lofting managed to hold on to his lease, eventually acquiring the interest of his partner, and in October 1726 he sign d a new lew;e 10 run until 29!11 eptember 1753 at an annual rent of £140 payable quarterly. Under this new lease Lofting (or his heirs) undertook to keep the premises in repair and respect the landlord's rights to the timber. 
From the wording of the new lease it is possible to form some idea of the property. The mills are described as "Water Corn Mills commonly known as Marlow Mills with the Mill Stones, Tackle and all other Materials, Utensils, and Implements mentioned in a schedule; the Locks, Winch, Waters, Fishings, Waterworks or Water Mills, Mill houses, Dwelling houses, Edifices, Erections and Buildings, Eyotts, and Osier Plots and the Wharf of the mill; the yard or plot of Ground lying by the Thames side; the close of Pasture ground lying on the North side of the Wharf and commonly called Mill Garden of about one acre; also one acre of Arable and Pasture land commonly called Mill Acre ... "48 The important point, however, is that Lofting did not own the mills. He held them on a 



Fig 3: Brass thimbles of the kind made by John Lofting (x2). 
lease and it follows that together with whatever improvements he had made they were due to revert to the ground landlord. 

A man of Lofting's enterprising temperament might well have been tempted by the wave of speculation which swept England at the time of the South Sea Bubble but whether or not he became involved he managed to escape the consequences unscathed. Daniel Defoe visited Great Marlow in about 1722, shortly after the South Sea Company went bankrupt and thousands of investors were ruined as the stock market collapsed. In A Tour Through England and Wales he contrasted the Temple Mills at Bisham with the Lofting mill. 
"On the river of Thames, just by the side of this town, though on the other bank, are three very remarkable mills, which are called the Temple-Mills, and are called also, the Brass-Mills, and are for making Bisham Abbey Battery Work, as they call it, viz. brass kettles, and pans, etc., of all sorts. They have first a foundary, where, by the help of lapis caliminaris, they convert copper into brass, and then, having cast the brass in large broad plates, they beat them out by force of great hammers, wrought by the water mills, into what shape they think fit for sale. Those mills went on by the strength of a good stock of money in a company or partnership, and with very good success, till at last, they turned it into what they call a Bubble, brought it to Exchange-Alley, set it a stock-jobbing in the days of our South Sea madness, and brought it up to be sold at one hundred pounds per share, whose intrinsick worth was worth ten pounds, till with the fall of all those things together, it fell to nothing 
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again. Their treasurer, a tradesman in London, failed, having misapply'd about thirty thousand pounds of their money, and then, as it is usual where want of success goes before, quarrelling among themselves followed after, and so the whole affair sunk into a piece of mere confusion and loss, which otherwise was certainly a very beneficial undertaking." 
Defoe then goes on to add: 

"Next to these are two mills, both extraordinary in themselves, one for making of thimbles, a work excellently well finished, and which performs to admiration, and another for pressing of oyl from rape-seed and flaxseed, both which, as I was told, turn to a very good account to the proprietors." 
Defoe echoes Houghton in referring only to thimbles and the pressing of vegetable oils, whereas there were three mills at Great Marlow; but the corn mill was probably too commonplace to mention. Clearly, unlike the Temple Mills which were caught by the financial crisis, Lofting's affairs and those of his partner Merrett remained in good order. 
If Defoe does not mention the corn mill neither does he mention fire engines. It is likely that despite his bankruptcy Lofting did retain some interest in fire engines but the introduction of the Newsham engine in 1726, an improved fire engine with a pressure vessel enabling it to deliver a constant jet of water, must have spelt the end of any Lofting model. It is tempting to think that, given Lofting's experience of fire fighting, his 



advice was sought in regard to the local Marlow fire precautions. In 1731, John Clavering Esquire, who was the Member of Parliament for Great Marlow, presented the town with a fire engine. This fire engine is reputed to have been made by Lofting but, given the date, it is more likely to have been a Newsham model. The engine in question still exists and may be seen at the Great Marlow fire station. 
There are sundry references to Lofting in local affairs: for instance, he was one of the witnesses at the swearing of the petty constables of Great Marlow in 1716. Similarly, there are references to him in the court rolls of the Manor of Great Marlow. In 1719 and again in 1726, he was ordered to "put up a gate in his mill yard" under penalty of 20s. In 1738 he, with others, was amerced (fined) in the sum of four pounds for failure to deliver a sheaf of wheat to the hayward at harvest time. In his will, which is dated 14th April 1733, Lofting describes himself as "John Lofting, of Great Marlow, Bucks, gentleman". Although a reference to "my Corn Mills Oyl Mills Thimble Mills and ... " is misleading since he only held the mills on lease, he nevertheless appears to have been possessed of considerable property. The property is divided between his six sons (Benjamin, John, William, Samuel, Francis and Daniel) a:nd also nJiows for a portion 10 a-seventh son, Thomas, who was under age at the time the will was made. The will makes no mention of Maria, Lofting's first-born, or any other female member of the family. Nor does it mention his nephew Walter Lofting. His son Benjamin is appointed to the management of the mills and his friends Edmund and Harry Waller of Beaconsfield (descendants of the poet Edmund Waller 1606-1687) are appointed to be overseers of his will. 
In a later codicil to his will (undated), Thomas is stated to have died (he died in July 1737) and Daniel seems in some way to have lost favour because his name as possible successor to Benjamin as manager of the mills is cut out and that of John put forward in his place. Various misfortunes seem to have befallen Lofting by the time this codicil was drawn up because he mentions that "my estate hath been lessened by losses of drought and other accidents". Nevertheless he was still a relatively wealthy man. 
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John Lofting died on 15th June 1742 at the advanced age of about 83 years (discrepancies among surviving documents make it impossible to be exact about his age). The next day his son, Benjamin, arranged for the Prerogative Court of Canterbury to prove the will and thereafter, as provided for under the will, he assumed the management of the business. Little is known of what happened after he took over except that Lysons, Magna Britannia (p.l98) refers to the thimble mill and states: "This concern was still in existence in 1748". 
Given that Lofting's patent had expired in 1707, other thimble-makers must certainly have sprung up and the Lofting enterprise therefore become less profitable. Aside from Thomas Thompson Junior and his friends, the Birmingham brass founding industry was growing rapidly and thimbles were probably made there from an early date. Some time before 1758 a mill at Nechells, near Birmingham, came to be known as Thimble Mill49 , and by 1767, Ketchley's Birmingham, Wolverhampton and Walsall Directory (3rd edition), had a separate heading for thimble-makers. A more remarkable confirmation comes from Austria where in 1751 the owners of the Nadelburg, a government sponsored needle-making enterprise, decided to purchase English thimble-making machinery. lf t:he-Nadelb'urg could buyma b:l:rr ·ry 1.0 make brass thimbles so could anybody else.50 It must have been obvious long before the expiry of the lease in 1753 that there could be little future for the enterprise. 
That the lease was not likely to be renewed was evidently in the mind of those concerned because following the death of John FeiTers in 17 51, his widow, Elizabeth Ferrers, went to Court to try and safeguard the surrender value of the property51 • Rightly or wrongly she alleged that Benjamin Lofting had "cut down great numbers and quantities of Timber Trees and also suffered the premises to fall into disrepair, notably the Piles and Planking of the Locks and Weirs and also the Bricks and the Wharfing round the Winch and round the Mill Pond and Mill Tail and the Brick work and Tiling and several of the water wheels etc. and actually broke down and pulled in pieces and entirely consumed several parts of the Tackle and Utensils and materials belonging to the said 



Mills." In other words, that Benjamin Lofting did not intend to renew the lease (or that she did not intend to let him renew) and that he was neglecting the property and stripping it of its assets in anticipation. 
What happened to the mills on the expiry of the Lofting lease is not known; nor is it known how long the mills remained in the possession of the Ferrers family. The mills re-emerge forty years later as paper mills52 which they remained until well into this century. Immediately after the Second World War the mills were used as a warehouse. About 1960 they were pulled down, the site was given over to developers, and on it was constructed the present river-side condominium property. 
Of Lofting's six sons two were destined to be remembered by posterity. One is Samuel who from an early age followed a naval career. He was appointed Commander R.N. in 1742 and distinguished himself in command of the sloop Wolf. He was then appointed Captain R.N. in 1744 and commanded a 6th rate, the Wager, following which he was promoted to command a 5th rate, the Kinsale but, a year later, in July 1745 whilst on service in the West Indies, he was unexpectedly dismissed from the Royal Navy53 • There is some mystery about his dismissal, the reason for which remains uncertain, but a pencilled entry in a Public Records Office index at Kew states "Turned out of Kinsale by Admiral Townshend in Antigua for suffering himself to be beat by a Marine Officer." He retired to Great Marlow where he died in December 1779. 
The other is William who like his brother Francis was closely acquainted with the Hon. John Spencer and was looking after his affairs when the latter died in 174654• William was a wealthy man and is chiefly remembered for the founding of a charitable trust. Although he lived at Windsor Park he evidently remained attached to Great Marlow since the trust was designed for the· benefit of the Marlow poor. 
The trust was established by virtue of a deed dated lOth December 1759 whereby William Loft-
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ing conveyed to trustees a property known as Copy Green Farm, extending over 80 acres, with the intention that the rent should be applied in apprenticing the poor children of the parish. An account of the trust, which was known as Loftin's Charity, may be found in the Charity Commissioners Repm1s 1833 (vol. 26, p. 142). Loftin's Charity operated successfully for over 150 years but at some stage the trustees sold the property and invested the proceeds in Government securities which left the trust defenceless in the face of inflation. In about 1950 responsibility for what was left of the funds passed to the Ministry of Education and following the Charities Act of 1960 the residue was amalgamated into a new trust under the name of The Marlow Educational Foundation. As at 4th May 1961 that part of the income derived from the Loftin Charity had been reduced to £123. 3s. 4d. per annum. In consequence of the Charities Act of 1985 responsibility for the Foundation has since passed to the Charity Commissioners for England and W alesss. 
Some confusion has been caused by an inaccurate statement in the Victoria History of the County of Buckingham (Vol. III, p. 75) which has the effect of carrying the foundation of the thimble mill back beyond the late seventeenth century. In Leland, Itinerary, 2nd (1744) edition, the editor (Hearne) printed a letter from the Reverend Francis Brookesby dated 1711 and the author of the Victoria History account was guilty of inaccuracy in attributing the statement to Leland himself. There is no basis for the belief that the manufacture of thimbles at Marlow had been carried on since the reign of Henry VIII or at any time before Lofting settled there. 
Finally, reference is occasionally made to an article which is said to have appeared many years ago in a local newspaper and which, it is claimed, might help to throw some light on the subject. Rightly enough The South Buckinghamshire Standard for 5th January 1894 published an article entitled "A forgotten Marlow Industry" and it published another on 28th August 1896 entitled "Will of John Lofting". Unfortunately neither of these articles contributed anything original and they are merely a rehash of the same limited resources which persisted until recently. 



NOTES 
Helmut Greif, Gespriiche iiber Fingerhiite (Klagenfurt, 1983) has a chapter on Nuremberg and its guild of thimblemakers. The book is also available as Talks 011 Thimbles (Klagenfurt, 1984 ), but the translation does not do justice to the original. 2 G. Van Klaveren Pz. "Bescheiden betreffende een verdwenen Nederlandsche nijverheid: de vingerhoedindustrie." Economisch Historisch Jaerboek 3 (The Hague, 1917), gives an account of the Dutch thimble-makers and of their cartel agreements. 3 For a study of sewing thimbles of all kinds see Edwin F. Holmes, A History of Thimbles (London, 1985). 4 Crowle, Pennant, Vol. X, No. 76, from thePrintRoom at the British Museum. 5 S.P. 44/337, p. 51, 26th June 1686. 6 S.P. 44/67, 19th August 1688. 7 · Allegm.ions for Murringe Licences i sued by the VicurGuneral of tbc Archbishop of Canu::rbury. July J 687 to June I ,1)4,' Harleian Socicty.181 0. undenhe dare 30th April 1689: "Parisb Register tlf Sr. Nicholas ole Abbey. 8 New .lt:I'SPY Colonial Dm·11me111. 1692, p.92. 9 Register of Baptisms of the Dutch Church, Austin Friars, under date lOth December 1690. There is no known record of the baptism of their eldest son, John, who must have been born about 1692, but the registers of St. Mary le Bowe record the baptism of a son William on 30th July 1694 and of another son Benjamin on 5th January 1697. 10 CLRO, CF1/23. 11 Patent No. 263, dated 25th February 1690. 12 W.R. Scott, The Constitution and Finance of English, Scottish, and Irish Joint Stock Companies to 1720, C.U.P. 1910, Vol. II, p. 481. 13 London Gazette, 5-9th June 1690. 14 Undated broadsheet: 'The answer of John Lofting of London, Merchant, 10 a Paper published by George 01dner, intituled, An Essay towards the preventing the Proceedings of Fire in the City and Suburbs of London, etc.' London Guildhall Library, B'side 29.10. 15 Detail from an engraving. See note 4 above. 16 John Houghton, A Collection of Letters for Improvement of Husbandry and Trade, Rev. Ed. Beadley (London 1727/8). No. 260 dated 23rd July 1697. 17 An unknown location. Presumably the same location as Sadler's Wells, Islington, where Lofting made his fire engines (See London Gazette, 14/17th March 1692). 18 Record Office, Amsterdam, Not. Arch. 2342, p. 217/219 (Notary Jac. de Winter). 19 Several workmen are mentioned by name in a complaint which Lofting swore on 24th August 1705 in the case of Lofting v. Thomas Thompson jnr., Feild, et at., P.R.O. C9/ 444/102. See also London Guildhall Library, 4597/3 pp. 13 & 15. 20 Finds Research Group 700-1700, Datasheet 9, Sewing Thimbles by Edwin F. Holmes. 21 Calendarto the Sessions Records of the County of Buckingham, VoL TI (1694-1705), Aylesbury 1936, pp. 123, 131, 142. 22 Journals of House of Commons, VoL XII, 29th March 1699. 

23 P.R.O., El90/155/41. 24 Journals of House of Commons, VoL XI, for lOth March 1696. The terms of the petition are unknown. 25 JournalsofHouseofCommons,VoL XI. for 27th April1696 record that several persons including one 'Mr. Loftin ' (presumably John Lofting but conceivably another member of his family) had set up a lottery as a means of unlawful currency speculation and the Attorney-General was instructed to prosecute them. 26 P.R.O., Cll/2370/3. 27 Michael Reed (ed. ) Buckinghamshire Probate Inventories 1661-1714, Item 15, Buckinghamslzire Record Society No. 24, 1988. 28 John Houghton, op. cit., No. 255 dated 18th June 1697. 29 G. Van Klaveren Pz., op. cit., p. 22. 30 From the 1703/1709 Land Tax records at the City of London Guildhall Library. MS 11316, Queenhithe Ward, Parish of St. Mary Somerset. 31 Weinreb and Hibbert eds., The London Encyclopaedia, London 1983. 32 Buckinghamshire Quarter Session Records, Easter Session, 25th April 1723, p. 371. 33 For historical background see for instance: E.P. Tanner, The Province of New Jersey, New York, 1908. C.M. Andrews, The Colonial Period of American History, New Haven, 1943/8. 34 Hester was the name of John Lofting's wife who was also Jeremiah Basse's sister. 35 Journals of House of Commons, VoL XIII, for 12th February 1700. Petition of Messrs. Basse and Lofting. 36 Joumals of the House of Commons, Vol. XIII, for 14th February 1700; 27th February 1700. 37 CaL S.P. Dom. 19th March 1700. 38 An action to recover the value of personal property illegally converted by another for his own use. 39 Calendar of Treasury Books, VoL XV, page 399, 2nd July 
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1700. 40 London Gazette , 21-25th March 1700. 41 London Gazette, 26-30th September 1706. 42 Calendar ofTreasury Books, VoL XXIII part 2, lOth Decem-ber 1709. 43 P.R.O., Cll/22/73. 44 P.R.O., C9/444/102; C9/380/52. 45 London Gazette, IS-17th February 1711. 46 B.R.O., PR 141/1, 25th July 1737. 47 B.R.O., PR 141/1, 22nd October 1721. 48 P.R.O., C\2/835/16. 49 Victoria County History of Warwickshire, part 2, lOth Vol. VII. pp 259/60. 50 Prof. Dr. Gustav Otruba,Das Inventor der Nadel burg 1751, Wien 1976. 51 P.R.O., Cl2/835/16. 52 Thomas Langley, Hundred of Desborough, London 1797. 53 BiographiaNavalis, Charnock, London 1797, VoL V, p.347. 54 P.R.O., C24/!623; C24/1624. 55 C.C. Ref. No. 310650. 


