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INTRODUCTION

Welcome to 2004 and best wishes for the New Year.  All those elusive ancestors will appear
this year and all impasse’s that you have experienced will disappear as if by magic – well we
can all dream can’t we?

You will see from the DNA report that more volunteers are required.  The results so far indicate
that all  previous theories that the name has a ‘gardener’ origin are now in serious doubt.  The
name, at least in the UK, appears to be localised indicating a number of sources, (or possibly
only one) rather than a multi-spread distribution that one would expect if the name was derived
as a metonymic for a gardener or planter as stated by Reaney in his ‘Dictionary of British
Surnames’.  What we need now are some more male Plant volunteers.  Please contact Dr John
Plant (Member No.52) either by e-mail, j.s.plant@keele.ac.uk or by post – address in journal –
if you are interested.

As most of you will probably be aware, access to the Civil Registration records in the UK is
being subject to major change.  Briefly the new proposals would:

Enable people to register births and deaths on line, in person or by telephone.
Allow people to use any register office for civil registration services.
Provide couples with more choice of where and when to marry.
Give responsibility for the provision of registration services to local authorities.

However, for family historians, the most important changes relate to the provision of
certificates.  The proposal is to differentiate between those which relate to events that are one
hundred years old or more and those which are more recent.

The older registers will be made available free of charge to users either at local record offices
for registers from local registry offices or on-line for the material held by the GRO itself.

Access  to  more  modern  records  will,  however,  be  restricted.   You  will  still  be  able  to  buy  a
certificate but addresses, occupations and cause of death will not be shown.  There is provision
for individuals to obtain a full copy of their own record and this concession may be extended to
the next-of-kin provided they can prove their relationship.  As far as I know no provision has
been made for professional genealogists relative to this access and nothing has been decided
relative to certificates which are already in the public domain.

Eventually certificates themselves will be phased out and all records will be held on a database.

It is proposed that the new system will be implemented in 2007.  However, based on work yet to
be carried out, and if the 1901 Census is anything to go by, it will be some time after that before
the system finally comes on line.

One of the projects that I have been involved in over the last 12  months is a book relating to the
Three Witches of Chelford who were hanged at Chester in 1653.  This involved some research
at the PRO (now known as the National Archives) and copies of the Indictment and Plea Rolls
for  the  trial  were  obtained.   Incidentally,  did  you  know  that  as  late  as  1945  Victoria  Helen
Duncan was sentenced to nine months imprisonment for conspiracy to contravene the Witchraft
Act of 1735.

For your information, the various web sites at The National Archives (TNA) are as follows:

General http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk
Locations and travel http://www.pro.gov.uk/about/visit.htm
Opening times http://www.pro.gov.uk/about/access/times.htm
Obtaining readers tickets http://www.pro.gov.uk/about/access/planning.htm
Family History http://www.pro.gov.uk/research/familyhistory.htm
Events and Exhibitions http://www.pro.gov.uk/events/default.htm
Hiring an independent researcher http://www.pro.gov/uk/research/irlist/default.htm
Ordering copies of records http://www.pro.gov.uk/recordcopying/default.htm
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Ordering records in advance of your visit http://www.pro.gov.uk/quickorder/advanceorder.htm
Records Information Leaflets http://www.pro.gov.uk/leaflets/Riindex.asp
Viewing online catalogue in order to identify and order records http://www.pro.gov.uk/catalogues/default.htm

Whilst dealing with websites you will be interested in a new web site to be launched to the
general public later this year by Title Research.  The site, www.1837online.com has indexed
every civil registration in England and Wales since registration began in 1837.  The cost of
consultation is 10p a time, presumable per quarter.  If any member has already used this new
web site please let me know your opinion.  I envisage, unless you know the exact date, the cost
would be high, whereas at the Alderley Research Centre of the FHS of Cheshire where I work
every Tuesday as a Research Advisor, we have all the indexes available free of charge to
members of the FHS of Cheshire.

As with previous journals it has been necessary to hold over a number of articles and it is hoped
to include the following articles in journal No. 28.

Miscellaneous Records – Ireland.
Australian Vital Records Index Victoria 1788-1905
Uriah Plant of Cheshire
Stonham Magpie
Plant extracts from the 185 Census for Norfolk, Devon and Warwickshire
Plant extracts from soldiers who died in the Great War

If any member would like pre-issue of information on any of the above please contact me.

Finally an offer of help

I received the following offer from Shirley Goodall (Member No. 203):

“If  there  is  anything I  can  do  to  help  the  Group –(via  the  postal  system as  I  have  some
problems with my antiquated computer system), please let me know.  I can devote
approximately 4 hours a week.”

Anybody interested please contact Shirley direct – her telephone No. is 01283 544861 and her
mobile No. is 07909 573673

Once again best wishes for 2004 and good hunting.

PS I  am  running  short  of  articles  on  the  Australian  Plants  and  would  welcome  any
contributions.  I know we beat you in the World Cup but don’t take it to heart.

 Keith Plant

http://www.pro.gov.uk/quickorder/advanceorder.htm
http://www.pro.gov.uk/leaflets/Riindex.asp
http://www.pro.gov.uk/catalogues/default.htm
http://www.1837online.com/
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NEW MEMBERS

We have welcomed five new members during the last six months.

Member No.216 Mrs Jennifer Plant Halesowen

Having completed her own line back to 1759 Jennifer has started work on her husband’s line.

At the time of joining the group the following information was known relative to her husband’s
(Graham) forebears.

Father - Bernard Plant b 1906 m Violet Jones 1934
G’Father - Arthur Plant b 1873 m Elizabeth Cornwall/Cornwell
G’G’Father  - Reuben Plant b 1840 m Elizabeth ?
G’G’G’Father Romantiezer Plant b 1803 m Kezia Harris 1823
G’G’G’G’Father Thomas Plant b 1769 m Sylvia Tromas 1790

All the male Plants were born in Rowley Regis with the exception of Romantiezer Plant who
was born in Halesowen.

In view of the connection with the Black Country I forwarded Jennifer’s information on to
Kathy Compagno (Member No. 121) to see if the ‘Black Country Brigade’ had any relevant
information.

By  looking  at  the  free  bmd  it  was  possible  to  find  the  GRO  Index  No’s  for  the  marriage  of
Arthur Plant and Elizabeth Cornwell registered in the June 1891 Qtr.

Subsequently Dorian Greenbaum (Member No 179) of Massachusetts and Jennifer have
exchanged information and Graham (Jennifer’s husband) has been confirmed as a member of
the Black Country Plants.

Graham’s father, Bernard, was killed during the Second World War and by looking at the
commonwealth war graves commission site, http://www.cwgc.org it was possible to obtain his
service details.

Member No. 217 Sylvia Wells Chelmsford Essex

Sylvia’s connection is through her mother who was the great granddaughter of Charles William
Plant  (registered  on  birth  certificate  as  Arthur  Charles  Plant)  and Annie  Wilkins.   He was  the
son of John Plant (of Market Harborough) and Eliza Tooms.

John Plant of Market Harborough was born circa 1837 but cannot be found in the early GRO
index  which  means  it  will  be  necessary  to  look  at  the  IGI  or  the  Market  Harborough  Parish
Register for his birth details.  According to information on the 1881 Census he married Eliza
Tooms circa 1860 (their eldest child was 20 in 1881 and John and Eliza would have been 23 and
19 respectively) and if not already obtained, a copy of their marriage certificate would be of
considerable advantage.

Again, using the information on the 1881 Census, John and Eliza appear to have moved to
Canning Town Essex between 1861 and 1866.  William their eldest son was born 1861 in
Market Harborough and all subsequent children, Charles, John, Clara, Thomas, George and
Frederick were born in Canning Town.

There is contrasting information in the 1881 Census and on Charles William’s birth certificate
and this needs sorting out before proceeding any further.

At the time of the 1881 Census, John and Eliza Plant and family lived at 22 Hay Street,  West
Ham and as the group has four members with connections in Market Harborough/London, it
would be advisable (if you have not already done so) to exchange information.  I am sure there
must be a connection somewhere.

http://www.cwgc.org/
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Member No. 218 Walter Frederick Plant Brough, East Yorkshire

Walter had traced his forebears back to a Walter Woodthorp Plant born 1863 who married
Rebecca Briggs in 1884 producing another Walter Woodthorp Plant born 1886 who married
Margaret Ann Tomlinson in 1904.

This means that there should be a Walter Woodthorp Plant age 18 in the 1881 Census.

Walter Woodthorp Plant and Rebecca’s marriage certificate shows that the wedding took place
at  Frodingham  in  Lincolnshire.   Walter  gave  his  address  as  Hull  and   he  was  21  when  he
married.  This means that he was born in 1863.

No Walter Woodthorp Plant was found in the 1881 Census but there was a Walter W Plant age
17  born  Handsworth,  Staffs.   There  was  however  a  Walter  Plant  in  the  GRO  Index  for  June
1863 with Registration District, Hull, and it would appear that the latter is more likely to be the
right one.  But – the 1881 Census shows a Walter Plant age 18 born Hull son of George Plant
not William Plant as shown on the marriage certificate of Walter Woodthorp Plant and Rebecca
– so a bit of a mystery!

The only  other  Walter  in  Yorkshire  or  Lincoln  in  the  1881 Census  is  a  partner  to  a  Provision
Dealer, unmarried and living with a William Blay in Newington, Yorkshire.

Member No. 219 Michael Plant Sheffield

Through the web site, Michael made contact and joined the Group in December.

His main interest is the Sheffield/NE Derbyshire area in the mid/late 18th century and he has
forwarded  details  of  his  research  (including  a  family  tree)  to  Dr  John  Plant,  who  also  has
interests  in  this  area.   It  is  Dr  John  Plant’s  intention  to  add  the  information  forwarded  by
Michael on to the Plant web site and eventually to publish the details in one of the forthcoming
journals.  In the meantime if any member has like interests please contact Michael or Dr John
Plant direct.

Coming now to  more  recent  times  –  George  Plant,  born  Handsworth,  Sheffield,  was  killed  in
action 1-11-1915 Dardonelles.  He left wife and two daughters, his wife re-marrying
(unknown).  George was probably married at Gleadless Methodist Church, Sheffield, but all
records were lost in the 1939/45 war.

Member No. 220 Mark Ernest Plant Manchester

Mark’s main interest was centred around the Manchester area, his grandfather, also Mark
Ernest, being born in1877.

There is only one Mark Ernest Plant in the 1881 Census of the right age, the son of Jonathan
James and Caroline Plant living in Beswick, Nr. Manchester, Lancashire.  Further research has
found the registration of Mark Ernest’s birth at Prestwich, Salford, Nr. Manchester and the
marriage in 1876 of Jonathan James Plant in Oldham, Nr. Manchester.

The 1881 Census lists Mark Ernest’s father, Jonathan James Plant , age 28, born (born 1852/3)
Hereford.  However, the GRO for the early 1850’s only lists one Jonathan James Plant and his
birth is registered in Leek, Staffordshire.  Maybe the enumerator misheard the information given
to him when taking the census.
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USEFUL WEBSITES

Five Free Sites

www.genuki.org.uk For British and Irish research.
www.cyndislist.com Links to 200,000 genealogical websites.
www.familysearch.org For the online IGI and 1881 census index.
www.freebmd.co.uk Indexes to births, marriages and deaths

between 1837 and 1903.
www.rootsweb.com An excellent site but with a US bias.

Five Official Sites

www.a2a.org.uk Indexes to the holdings of many local
record offices.

www.pro.gov.uk The Public Record Office’s website.
www.familyrecords.gov.uk Links to government departments and

museums with family history holdings.
www.cwgc.org The Debt of Honour database to Britain’s

war dead.
www.gazettes-online-co.uk Scans and indexes of the London Gazette

Five Miscellaneous Sites

www.movinghere.org.uk The experiences of migrants to Britiain.
www.historicaldirectories.org Scanned images of selected trade

directoris.
www.old-maps.co.uk Victorian maps of your town or village.
www.oldbaileyonline.org Old Bailey criminal proceedings 1660-

1834.
www.sog.org.uk The Society of Genealogists.

Five Pay-To-View Sites

www.ancestry.co.uk Contains 1.5 billion names worldwide in
hundreds of different databases.

www.1837online.com Indexes to GRO registers from 1837 to the
present day.

www.census.pro.gov.uk The 1901 census.
www.documentsonline.pro.gov.uk Scans of pre-1858 wills and other

documents.
www.familyhistoryonline.net The resources of family history societies

http://www.genuki.org.uk/
http://www.cyndislist.com/
http://www.familysearch.org/
http://www.freebmd.co.uk/
http://www.rootsweb.com/
http://www.a2a.org.uk/
http://www.pro.gov.uk/
http://www.familyrecords.gov.uk/
http://www.cwgc.org/
http://www.gazettes-online-co.uk/
http://www.movinghere.org.uk/
http://www.historicaldirectories.org/
http://www.old-maps.co.uk/
http://www.oldbaileyonline.org/
http://www.sog.org.uk/
http://www.ancestry.co.uk/
http://www.1837online.com/
http://www.census.pro.gov.uk/
http://www.documentsonline.pro.gov.uk/
http://www.familyhistoryonline.net/
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PALMERS INDEX TO THE TIMES
(See also previous journals)

The following information has been provided by Brad Scott – Member No. 171

Palmers Index to the Times was compiled in the late nineteenth century and constitutes 450 volumes
including many of family interests.  A list of Plant references was included in Journal No. 17.

The extract below covers the period 20 July 1839 – 13 October 1849

Civil actions : Marples v Plant

The Times 6 Feb 1835, 3f

Summer Assizes: Northern Circuit: York, Thursday, July 18

(Before Mr Justice Coltman)

Marples v. Plant

This  cause  was  tried  at  a  late  hour  yesterday evening,  and the  verdict  was  not  delivered  till  about  9
o’clock.  It was an action for the seduction of the plaintiff’s daughter by the defendant.

Mr Cresswell and Mr Baines conducted the case of the plaintiff, and Sir G. Lewin and Mr Hall that of
the defendant.

The learned counsel for the plaintiff prefaced his case by stating that cases of this kind  presented
various  degrees  of  criminality;  that  when  the  conduct  of  the  parent  was  such  as  might  lead  to  the
dishonour of his child from his evil example, he could not expect the same consideration himself as if
his conduct had been otherwise; and when the parent had been careful to lead his child in the paths of
virtue, the compensation would be proportionably large.  The parties in this case were in humble
circumstances in the town of Sheffield, and the unfortunate subject of the present inquiry was the
youngest of seven children.  She had attended a dancing-school kept by a person named Taylor, where
she met with others of her own age, and it was that the defendant took opportunity to practise upon the
unsuspecting child, for she was only of the age of between 14 and 15 years.  Sometimes he walked out
with  her,  said  that  when of  age  he  had property  to  the  amount  of  70/-  a  year  of  his  own,  and would
marry her as soon as he was loose.  Under these representations he succeeded in effecting her ruin, and
subsequently she was delivered of twins, both of which died soon after.  Upon this event taking place,
the defendant exhibited the most heartless conduct, refused to see or assist her, though for five months
she was incapable of rendering any assistance to her father, whom she had been in the habit of serving
by attending to his warehouse.  He had heard it whispered that the defence was to be that she was a girl
of  very  profligate  habits.   If  this  was  attempted,  he  should  see  who and what  were  the  persons  who
would have the hardihood to give such testimony against her.

Ann Marples, the daughter of the plaintiff, was then put into the witness box, and deposed to the above
particulars.  She underwent a long cross-examination by Sir G. Lewin, but denied all the imputations
attempted to be thrown upon her character.

Sir G Lewin then addressed the jury for the defendant, and called several witnesses to prove that she
was a girl of very profligate habits; had courted the company of young men, and accompanied them to
improper houses and places for so early an age as 14.  The details of the scenes described are not fit for
publication.

Mr Cresswell, in reply, commented strongly upon the nature of the defence set up, and trusted that the
jury would think the testimony given for the defence quite incredible; and that such an attempt did but
aggravate, as it would deserve the most exemplary damages.

The learned Judge summed up the case, and the jury having retired for a considerable time, returned a
verdict for the plaintiff – Damages, 100/.
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Inquests: Geo. Plant, killed by a fall from a horse

The Times 9 Aug 1839, 7f

On Wednesday evening a coroner’s inquest was held at the Greyhound, Brick-street, Piccadilly, before
Mr Higgs, on the body of Mr George Plant, aged 68, late an extensive livery stable-keeper and job-
master, in the above street.  It appeared from the evidence, that as the deceased was riding one horse
and leading another, in Curzon-Street, May-fair, on Sunday morning, the led horse started off, and the
deceased, in attempting to seize the bridle, was thrown with great violence on his head.  Mr Moody, of
Curzon-street, surgeon, stated that he had attended the deceased immediately after the accident.  He
was at that time in a state of insensibility, and continued so until his death, which occurred at half-past
2 o’clock on Tuesday morning.  On making a post mortem examination of the body, he had discovered
that the deceased’s skull had been fractured from the back part of the head to the left eye, and that the
brain had been very much bruised.  Verdict – “Accidental death”.

Bankruptcies: Edw. Plant

The Times 19 Aug 1843, 4d

Declarations of Insolvency

Edward Plant, Manchester, butcher.

Bankruptcies: Edw. Plant

The Times 23 Aug 1843, 3e

Declarations of Insolvency

Edward Plant, Manchester, butcher

Bankruptcies: Wm Plant

The Times 17 Apr 1844, 4d

Insolvents (Petitioners)

William Plant, Stockport, hat-block-turner.

Bankruptcies: Wm. Plant

The Times 20 Apr 1844, 4c

Insolvents (Petitioners)

William Plant, Stockport, hat-block-turner

Police: Bridget Plant, for assault

The Times 11 Dec 1845, 7b

POLICE

Mansion House

A young woman, named Bridget Plant, was committed to Newgate for having assaulted Eleanor Welsh,
with a sword, on the head.
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The complainant and defendant were, it was evident, jealous of each other, and the object of their
affection was a tailor.  In their cups they quarrelled, and the latter resorted to the desperate expedient of
a rusty old sword, with which she wounded her rival in two places on the top of the head.

Criminal Trials: John Plant, for assault

The Times 10 Jul 1847, 7b

Summer Assizes: Oxford Circuit, Abingdon, July 9.

Crown Court

(Before Mr Justice Erle.)

John Plant, a gamekeeper, was indicted for assaulting Edward I. Wilkinson, on the 28th September last.

Mr Williams conducted the prosecution; Mr Carrington the defence.

It appeared from the evidence of the prosecutor, that on the day in question, as the prosecutor, who is a
hatter, residing in Broad-Street, Reading, and who appeared in the witness box “bearded like a pard,”
was going to the Twyford station of the Great Western Railway, carrying a gun with him for his
amusement along the road, he saw a jay flying near him, fired at it and shot it.  The bird fell in a field,
some 20 yards off the road.  The prosecutor went in and brought it out, and then proceeded along the
road, but was soon overtaken by the defendant, who is gamekeeper to Mr Palmer, one of the members
for this country, and who, without any notice, struck him on the neck, and attempted to wrest the gun
from him, and in the struggle fired it off, the prosecutor having luckily turned the muzzle from his body
just as the defendant was striving to reach the trigger.  The prosecutor having released himself from the
gripe of the defendant, went on the road, but was again followed and overtaken by the defendant, who
struck him violently and took away his gun.  The prosecutor, seeing several farmers and farm labourers
near  the  spot,  complained  to  them  but  they  would  not  interfere,  and  refused  to  give  their  names  or
addresses.  On cross-examination, the prosecutor said he had upwards of 1,000 partridge and pheasant
eggs  in  his  shop  window,  that  in  the  course  of  14  years  he  had  been  convicted  10  times  by  the
magistrates for offences against the Game Laws, and six of those times by means of perjury, that for
this particular transaction he had been fined by the  magistrates; that he appealed against the conviction
to the quarter sessions, and that there the conviction was affirmed with 20/. Costs; and that the prisoner
did not ask for his licence or certificate before he assaulted him.  A labourer who was at work in a field
near where the shot was fired, confirmed the prosecutor as to a great part of the transaction, and
another witness confirmed him as to the injury done to his leg.

Mr Carrington then proceeded to address the jury for the prisoner.  As the learned gentleman was doing
so.

His  Lordship  said,  that  in  such  a  case  as  this  he  thought  he  should  be  acting  in  the  manner  best
calculated to effect the ends of justice by allowing the prisoner to speak with the prosecutor.

The parties then conversed for a few moments, but not being able to come to any arrangement.

Mr Carrington said he would submit a verdict against his client.

The prisoner was thereupon found Guilty, and fined 10/.

Bankruptcies: Geo. Plant

The Times 13 Oct 1849, 4a

Bankrupts

George Plant, Stafford. Grocer, Oct. 20, Nov. 20, at 11 o’clock, at the Birmingham District Court of
Bankruptcy: solicitors, Mr Hiern, Stafford; and Mr James, Birmingham; official assignee, Mr
Whitmore, Birmingham.



Chapter 27

Plant metaphor and Midlands Plants
November 2003. One of a series of Chapters by Dr. John S. Plant, Keele University, England, ST5 5BG.

CULTURAL OR BLOOD L INKS ACROSSEUROPE AND SOME NORTHM IDLANDS PLANTS1

Celtic traditions and Christianity appear to have fomented Grail legends. Notwithstanding the controver-
sies surrounding claims of a trans-European Grail family, there may have been cultural roots for the

Plant name in England that were shared with the Planta homeland in Switzerland. In Biblical tradition, God’s
kingdom arose likeplanta from sole clay and men’s seeds. Belief in man’s emergence from the land as
well as from blood ties led on to belief in man’svegetable souland this forms a trans-European basis for
understanding many Plant-like names.

In England, the initialDNA evidence relates east Cheshire Plants to ones across north Derbyshire
near Sheffield with the proviso that higher resolutionDNA testing now suggests that thePlant’s Yard

Plants may have split early from a particular east Cheshire branch. By the 18th century, the forefather of
most Sheffield Plants was seemingly thebrickmaker, William Plant of Duckmanton and evidence from his
will supplements that of earlier Chapters. This William’s son, thePlant’s Yardbricklayer John Plant, had a
son Samuel (1785-1865) whose uncle, thefarmer Thomas of Clowne (1745-1827), was grandfather to the
Sheffieldshoemaker William Plant (i.e. W

m(shoe) 1803-48 of Chapter 20). BothWm(shoe)′s eldest
son, James, and Samuel’s eldest son, John, appear to have prospered in Victorian Sheffield.

27.1 Myth and modified metonymy — reviewing the Plant metaphor

I t is only natural to view surname meanings from a modern standpoint but, for Plant, we also
need to reflect an ancient perspective. Beliefs found in ancient myths, about vegetation and

the soul, progressed through late medieval scholastic developments and, now, the onset of science
has changed how we apply the plant metaphor. RecentDNA evidence gives cause to reassess the
metonymy of Plant. Theories of metaphors have developed in recent decades and they help in
reviewing the probable basis of meaning for this surname.

27.1.1 Some relevant mythology leading on to medieval beliefs

On the grave of Sennutem in the 14th centuryBC Osiris was depicted green and was evidently a
deity of vegetation and agriculture. By 2400BC it is clear that the Egyptian god Osiris played a

double role as the god of the dead or the underworld and the godof fertility2. He had the power that
granted all life from the underworld, from sprouting vegetation to the annual flood of the Nile river.

1I am grateful to Professor M. Short of Lancaster University for some helpful comments, for recommending further
reading on metaphors, and for drawing my attention to the Lévi-Strauss analysis of the Oedipus and Zuni myths. I am
also grateful to Andreas Ardus of Estonia for suggesting some detail of the Osiris, Dylan, and Achilles myths as well as
for drawing my attention to an on-line Swiss surname Dictionary and some web sites relating to Planta. Furthermore, I
am grateful to Mme. Nanette Pafumi of Switzerland for her analysis of Plant-like names in a Swiss telephone directory
and for supplying extracts about the Planta family from theDictionnaire Historique and Bibliographique de la Suisse.

2Encyclopædia Britannica(CD 2000 Deluxe Edition)
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In the Egyptian middle kingdom Osiris festivals included the construction of the ‘Osiris garden’, a
mold in the shape of Osiris filled with soil and various drugs,water from the Nile, and sown with
grain. Later sprouting grain was taken to symbolise the vital strengths of Osiris.

Greco-Roman authors connected Osiris with the god Dionysus3. In Greek mythology Dionysus
is a youthful god of vegetation, wine and ecstasy and, in Roman mythology, he is represented by the
god Bacchus. Originally he may have had a mythical role similar to Demeter, the Greek goddess of
vegetation and fruitfulness. Like her Roman equivalent Ceres, Demeter was especially associated
with corn. She possessed mysterious powers of growth and even resurrection. Her name meant
‘mother earth’ representing the abundant soil as well as theresting place of the dead. When Zeus’s
brother Hades tried to abduct her daughter Persephone to theunderworld, Demeter lost all interest
in fertility, so that the plants languished, animals ceasedto multiply and people feared for their
future. As a compromise Persephone divided the year betweenher husband Hades and her mother
Demeter. Persephone as Kore (‘the maiden’) was identified asthe power within corn itself.

Relevant beliefs, relating to vegetation and the soul, appear to have arisen with a mixing of
Greco-Roman and Celtic traditions4. It has been held that Greek colonists at the western end of the
Mediterranean first encountered the idea of transmigrationof souls from their Celtic neighbours,
though similar ideas have been related back to the Orphics and to Vedas as a basis for widespread
Indo-European beliefs. In the 6th centuryBC, Pythagoras became interested in reincarnation and his
followers accepted transmigration through animals and plants and, as a result, proposed the kinship
of all living things.

Aine was the Irish goddess of love and fertility, whose main responsibility was to encourage
human love. Her worship was always associated with agriculture however because, as goddess of
fertility, she had command over crops and animals. Even as late as the 19th century, celebrations
were still held in her honour on Midsummer Eve at Knockainy (“Aine’s hill”) in County Kerry.
There was also a Welsh goddess of fertility, called Ceridwen.

Ogma, the Irish god of eloquence, was responsible for conveying souls to the otherworld which,
unlike the kingdom of the Greek god Hades, was inviting. A Welsh otherworld was called Annwn
and it was an idyllic land of peace and plenty. This can be compared with Langland’s 14th century
line ‘Love is the lovest thing ... and eke the plente of pees’. In Annwn there was a fountain of sweet
wine and a cauldron of rebirth which, it would seem, was a basis of the medieval Grail myth. In
Arthurian legend, the Grail (Sangreal) endowed immortality. It showed characteristics of the Celtic
‘cauldron of plenty’ and the ‘cauldron of rebirth’ whilst also showing Christian characteristics being
the cup that Christ drank from at the Last Supper — it receivedthe blood of Christ at the Crucifixion
and was said to have been brought to Britain by Joseph of Arimathea, lost, and then sought by for
example Sir Percival (Parsifal). Such concoction of Celticand Christian traditions has been ascribed
to 12th century monks at Glastonbury.

Written accounts of Greek teachings survived especially inthe Islamic world. Translations
entered Western Europe in, for example, medieval Moorish Spain where a mixing of views on man’s
origins from (a) blood ties and (b) plants is in evidence. The12th century philosopher Averroes at
Cordoba maintained that ‘the plant comes into existence through compositionout of the elements
[including earth]; it becomes blood and sperm through beingeaten by an animal and from sperm
and blood comes the animal, as it is said in the Divine Words:We created man from an extract of
clay ...’. This can be compared with a string of modern metaphors of causation5. One is ‘the object
comesout of the substance’ as in ‘a plant is composedout of the elements’ or ‘I made a statueout
of clay’. Another is ‘the substance goesinto the object’ as in ‘I made the clayinto a statue’. Yet
another is the ‘creation is birth’ metaphor as in ‘heconceiveda brilliant theory’ or ‘the theory of
relativity first saw the light of dayin 1905’ or ‘Edward Teller is thefatherof the hydrogen bomb’.
In Averroes’s 12th century scheme of creation a plant turnsinto the gametes for the generation of

3The Ultimate Encyclopedia of Mythologyby Arthur Cotterell and Rachel Storm (1999) pps 38-9, 304, 307.
4Arthur Cotterell and Rachel Storm (1999) ibid, pps 98-9, 114, 138, 156, 162, 168.
5George Lakoff and Mark Johnson (1980)Metaphors We Live By, pps 72-75.
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man. This metaphoric conduit through which a plant turnsinto man can be compared with the plant
that is depicted to be physicallyin man in late medieval Green Man head carvings.

In Greek mythology Persephony was the Korein vegetable life. This notion of a human image
in vegetation was turned inside out by Plato and also, for example, in the 13th century scholasticism
of Western Europe. A thriving cultural impetus became that there was a vegetable soulin man
which carried the powers of nutrition, augmentation, and generation. The latter vegetable power,
generation, was responsible, along with God’s planting of the creative Word, for the creation of the
life of a child.

27.1.2 Re-examining the metonymy of Plant

I t seems natural to ask, in English with a modern philosophy‘Does Plant mean an herb or a
planter?’. TheDBS6 effectively responds with‘A gardener not a vegetable’and it selects partic-

ular evidence to support this. It points to single occurrences of the ‘similar’ namesle Planteurand
Plantebenenear early occurrence of the mainly French name spellingPlante7 in 13th century SE
England; theDBS then points also to the mainly French namePlanterosewhile ignoring the more
common Middle English namePlantefolieand the name formde la Plaunt. It thereby arrives at its
answer for the meaning of Plant,viz. ‘[metonym] gardener, planter’.

By metonymtheDBS implies that Plant is a shortened form of ‘a person who tends the plants’.
The COED8 defines ‘gardener’ as‘a person who gardens, especially servant employed to tend a
garden’. This leads on to a notion, for Plant, of assorted servants (perhaps of a rich household) or to
alternative ideas of whatever we take as the meaning of ‘planter’. Surnames are often taken to refer
to a person’s title or occupation though this selects only some features of a person’s activities and
other personal features can be selected to explain such a surname as Redhead or Brown.

TheDBS designation that Plant is ametonymcan be explored further. The ‘gardener’ presump-
tion is based on a type of metonymy that has been called ‘object used for the user’. Examples of this
are ‘Thegunhe hired wanted fifty grand’ or ‘Thebusesare on strike’. We may similarly postulate
a statement such as ‘Theplant is pruning the roses’ though there is no evidence of a ‘gardener’
metonymy forplant. Such a meaning for Plant would seem to imply ‘one from many different gar-
dener families’. RecentDNA evidence indicates that the Plants are largely a single family and so
‘gardener’ is rather misleading.

Another special case of metonymy, which is listed by Lakoff and Johnson (1980)9, is what
traditional rhetoricians have calledsynecdoche, where the part stands for the whole. For example,
there are expressions ‘He’s got a new set ofwheels’ or ‘We don’t like longhairs’ or ‘She is aredhead’
or ‘Richard was calledLionheart’. Which part is picked determines which aspect of the whole we
are focusing on. For example, Lionheart can be taken to focuson the sensory (animal) operations
of the medieval soul. Rather similarly, Plant can be taken tofocus on the ‘plant’ within man or, in
other words, the vegetable operations of the soul10.

Certainly, soul was important in late medieval times and canbe regarded, in part, as a substitute
for much of our modern scientific understanding. There was a long tradition of vegetation, fertility,
and the soul. Though archaic, a ‘bearer of the medieval plantsoul’ seems better than ‘gardener’ for
explaining the metonymy of Plant and meaning based on the vegetable soul could highlight, for a
single family, its hereditary continuity through generation.

6Dictionary of British Surnames.
7In modern times, the spellingPlanteis found mainly around Aquitaine in SW France.
8Concise Oxford English Dictionary, 1964.
9George Lakoff and Mark Johnson (1980)Metaphors We Live By, p 36.

10Thirteenth century scholastics considered the human soul to have intellective, sensory, and vegetable functions and
the latter appears to be illustrated by contemporary carvings of Green Man heads which show men with (implanted)
vegetation issuing from the mouth and sometimes also from the eyes and the ears.
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27.1.3 Ontological metaphor and a culture of plantedvertue

T here is a fair amount of evidence, in what is usually known as cognitive metaphor theory, that an
enormous amount of our thoughts are metaphorically based onvery concrete bodily experience.

Abstract notions are metaphorically grounded on well recognised, clear cut, physical realities. It
seems that both the emotional experience of love and a religious sense of creation were grounded
on the earthly experience of plant life.

In the 14th century, Langland states that ‘love is the plant of pees[peas or peace] most precious
of vertues[strengths, virtues, or green powers]’. Any allusion to human generation is indirect
whilst grounded on planting pea seeds. Generation in man’s vegetable soul was associated with
God’s creation and God nurtured man with His creative light through the holy vine of Jesus. Man’s
and God’s love were metaphorically grounded not only on planting seeds but also on the integrating
vine of the pea plant.

Other metaphors are grounded on modern experiences and, as such, they are inappropriate to
medieval times. The metaphor whereby ‘love is a journey’11 is coherent between a car journey (as
in ‘we’ve had a bumpy ride’), a train journey (as in ‘our relationship has come off the tracks’),
and a ship journey (as in ‘our marriage has hit the rocks’). Though these are grounded onmainly
modernexperiences, other experience can be considered to have remained unchanged from the
earliest times.

It is widely relevant that we experience our body as a container12. We treat the fuzzy edges of
a wood as the boundary of a container and speak of walkingin andout of it. This extends to a tub
being a container-object and water a container-substance,so that we getin andout ofwater. This
carries through to our visual field as in ‘coming intoview’. Events, actions, activities, and states
are also treated as containers. For example we speak of beingin love or out of trouble. Life is a
container as in ‘Her life iscrammedwith activities’, ‘His life containeda great deal of sorrow’, or
‘Live life to the fullest’. This ontological ‘container metaphor’ is found also in medieval times.

In medieval scholasticism man was regarded as a container ofcorporeal substance ‘planted’
with spiritual substance by God. There is Middle English reference toplantedvertue.Vertueswere
in men and in plants. Plantedvertuewas involved in the generation of children. The 13th century
scholastic Roger Bacon, of Oxford and Paris, noted13 (in Latin) the opinion ‘that the virtues of the
father arein the semen [seeds] and that they remain during the generationof the progeny’. Boethius
(480-525) had maintained that not only Christ, but also virtuous men could receive (as a container)
divine goodness. While lacking the more modern verb ‘to implant’, there was evidently a metaphor
for the placement ofvertuein a container and this was grounded on the everyday activityof planting
in soil. The Word of God was alsoplanted. Since the times of St Augustine (354-430), the Word
of God had been ‘that true light that lighteth every man that cometh into the world’. In the womb
a foetus is enclosed, as a seed in the earth, whence it emergeswith the ‘waters of life’. As will be
enlarged upon later in this Chapter, such aspects of our ontology seem key to understanding much
in myth.

There was evidently a widespread metaphor whereby ‘living substance was planted’ and ‘con-
tinuing human life was a plant’ . For evidence of this, we needlook no further than the Bible14.
Isiah 5:7 states ‘For thevineyardof the Lord of hosts is the house of Israel, and the men of Judah
his pleasantplant’. In the New Testament, men are represented as tended offshoots of Jesus with
God as the gardener or husbandman. In John 15:1-5 Jesus says ‘I am thetrue vineand my Father
is the husbandman ... ye arebranches: He that abideth in me, and I in him, the same bringeth forth
much fruit.’. Men could abidein Jesus and Jesusin man. In other words, man as the branches

11Lakoff and Johnson (1980) ibid, pps 43-5.
12Lakoff and Johnson (1980) ibid, p29 onwards.
13De Multiplicatione Specierum, Part VI, Chapter 2, lines 25-7. Facing Page Translation by David C Lindberg (1983).
14The Holy Bible containing the Old and New Testaments translated out of the original tongues: and with the former

translations diligently compared and revised by His Majesty’s Special Command, Appointed to be read in Churches,
Oxford University Press.
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could integrate with Jesus as the vine. Rather similarly, inGreek tradition, Persephone wasin corn
and the vegetable wasin man. Such tradition underlies a metaphor whereby ‘a peopleare a plant’.
This is stated in Isiah and we still talk oftreesof descent from aroot ancestor, though some place
themselves as the root and consider an ancestral tree branching backwards from themselves.

In as much as plant life is used as a metaphorical basis for ongoing generation, we can modify
the DBS definition of Plant to ‘[ontological metaphor] propagator or offspring’. Moreover, we can
question the monoseme ‘propagator’. In our modern culture,we see ourselves as more active than
passive and, with a so-called me-first orientation15, it may seem natural to listpropagatorbefore
offspring. It is often noted however that surviving medieval literature highlights more of a passive
orientation in Nature beneath God. Sense for man as a ‘propagator’ can be left modestly unstated in
deference to God’s role in creation. This then leaves a meaning for Plant as an ‘offspring or planted
soul’. More generally, Plant-like names can reflect the Lord’s husbandry and the noble powers of
the soul; some can also be related to a work ethic as required for preserving the soul.

27.1.4 Analysis of pre-scientific myth with plants as a modelfor humans

T he ancient Greeks considered plants were amodelfor humans16. This underlies an analysis by
Claude Lévi-Strauss (1963)17 of the Oedipus myth. He regards it as an attempt in Greek culture

to reconcile (a) man’s origins from blood ties (the union of aman with a woman) with (b) man’s
autochthonous origins (as plants emerge from the earth). Heextracts from the surviving versions of
the myth four features (a1) overrating blood relations, (a2) underrating blood relations, (b1) denial
of autochthonous origins, (b2) clumsiness of men born from the Earth. He notes that the features
(a1) and (a2) relate to man’s origins from sexual union in much the same way as (b1) and (b2) relate
to origins from the Earth. In this way the myth is said to bringa harmony to two conflicting views
of man’s origins within Greek culture.

The fourth feature in the above analysis - (b2) clumsiness ofmen born of the Earth - is open
to some debate. It is based on the meanings of the names of Oedipus’s family as Labdacos=
lame, Laios= left-sided, Oedipus= swollen-foot. Robert Graves18 has different interpretations
Labdacos= help-with-torches, Laios= having-cattle, Oedipais= son-of-the-swelling-sea; the last
of these is analogous to the Welsh hero Dylan (‘son of the Wave’), who lept from his mother’s
arms at birth and plunged straight into the sea; it is also reminiscent of the mythical marine origins
of the Merovingians. Marine origins can be viewed as a variation on man’s origins as inanimate
plants; both might be associated with ‘lame’ (on land). In Celtic tradition19, when the virginity of
Arianrhod was tested by Math’s magic wand she gave birth to one full-formed son, Dylan, who
immediately dived into the sea and swam away, and an unformed“little thing” (pethan) which its
grandfather Gwydion snatched up and placed in a chest. Aftera suitable number of months had
passed, the chest was opened and a healthy baby emerged. Herethere ismagicalemergence from a
chest rather than a child from the earth. Both the meaning ‘children’ of the Welsh wordplantand the
meaning ‘to beget children’ ofplanta are said to be late adoptions from the Latinplanta meaning
‘shoot for propagation’ though there may also have been a Celtic magical influence modified by
Biblical teachings such thatplant could mean ‘planted life from the Lord’.

As well as invoking Greek tradition, Lévi-Strauss notes that, in North American Pueblo mythol-
ogy, those who lead the emergence from the earth are lame (‘bleeding-foot’, ‘sore-foot’, etc.). He
analyses the North American Zuni emergence myth along two axes of change towards death. The
first relates to the blood ties of twins and to incest:-

a0 mechanical value of plants (used as ladders to emerge from the lower world);

15Lakoff and Johnson (1980) ibid, pps 132-2
16Pausanias, VIII, xxix, 4.
17Claude Lévi-Strauss (1963)The Structural Study of Mythas Chapter XI inStructural Anthropology, pps 206-231.
18http://mural.uv.es/maelro/myth.html– Robert GravesGreek Myths, chapter 105 which is on page 13

of volume 2 of the 1990 Penguin reprint.
19http://www.imbas.org/lugos.htm
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a1 emergence led by beloved twins;

a2 sibling incest (origin of water);

a3 gods kill children of men (by drowning).

The second axis relates to sources of food, such as plants:-

b0 mechanical value of plants (used as ladders to emerge from the lower world);

b1 food value of wild plants;

b2 food value of cultivated plants;

b3 periodic character of agricultural work;

b4 food value of game (hunting);

b5 inevitability of warfare.

It seems that plants were important ontologically invariouspre-scientific cultures.

27.1.5 Prototypical meaning and a context for Plant in the Welsh Marches

T he nature of afigurative extension to a meaning can be understood in spatial terms to be a
meaning that is less central in a spread of possible meanings. For example, the Middle English

meaning ofgardiner is defined in theMED20 as ‘a gardener, orfigurativelyone who takes care of the
soul’. It is widely held, following Rosch (1977)21, that we categorise things in terms of prototypes
with more loosely related items clustered around a central,most apt example. For instance a robin
is a bird par excellencebut an ostriche is less prototypical though still a birdstrictly speaking.
Similarly a whale is only a fishloosely speakingand a moped is only a motorcycletechnicallyfor
the purposes of bridge tolls but not for motor insurance. Rather as we hedge a meaning with a
system of non-prototypical examples we can hedge it also with a system of metaphors22. Structures
of peripheral meaning can differ between different cultures and even prototypical meaning can differ
between geographically adjacent languages. Though ‘younghuman life’ is theprototypicalmeaning
of plant in Welsh, this is only an (archaic) peripheral meaning inmodernEnglish.

A ‘young human offspring’ meaning forplant was evidently the prototypical meaning in Wales
and it was probablyalmost prototypical, and hence the most salient meaning for a surname, in the
adjoining Marches. For the Plant name there is in particularthe following to consider:-

• by the 14th century there is already evidence for the Plant name in itsprincipal homeland
in the NW Midlands of England, near Wales, where different linguistic considerations are
adjacent; and,

• it hence needs to be considered, alongsidemodernEnglish meanings, that theliteral Welsh
meaning ofplant is ‘children’.

More widely, there had been a mixing of vegetable and human concepts, culminating in belief in
thevegetable soulthroughout Europe where various Plant-like names are in evidence.

27.2 Some cultural contexts for the meaning of Plant-like names

I n their teachings, the 13th century scholastics regarded generation, or the production of a new
physical being, as a function of the ‘vegetable soul’. Therewere slightly differing views amongst

them as to the extent to which this soul and its operations were more closely tied to (spiritual)
heavenly light or to the (earthy) corporeal elements. Ideasof generation extended to minerals but
the same plant powers extended also to sexual union and to an emotion such as love [cf. love potions
or intoxicating wine from the vine or God’s planted love].

20Kurath and KahnMiddle English Dictionary
21Eleanor Rosch (1977) Human Categorization in N. Warren, editor, Advances in Cross-Cultural Psychology, vol 1,

New York: Academic Press
22Lakoff and Johnson (1980) ibid, pps 115-125.
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27.2.1 A cultural context for Plant in Staffordshire

I n general Western European churches were not prepared to permit imagery of a sexual nature but
there is an exception in the Plant homeland of Staffordshire. The font of St Mary’s in Stafford

has attracted much debate23. It is often claimed to have come from the older St Chad’s church in
Stafford. It bears the inscription ‘You are not wise if you donot flee from lions’ [Discretus non est
si non fugis ecce leones] which, along with another inscription has been dated in style24 to the 12th
or early 13th century. This is roughly contemporary with thecrusading king Richard the Lionheart
and his lecherous younger brother John who remained largelyin England and then succeeded to
the throne. Unusually for a Western church the font is carvedwith naked women, as well as lions
standing on apes. Near the women at the top of the font there isthe damaged inscription ‘Thou
bearest from Jerusalem ??? endowing me with grace and beauty’. This provides evidence of a local
tolerance of the Church to ‘priapic’ imagery, at least when faced with ‘lions’.

Views on the significance of the font have related to old talesof the Black Men of Biddle
(i.e.nearby Biddulph Moor) whose arrival in the area has been ascribed to the bailiffs25 of returning
crusaders and perhaps also their concubines. There is dispute whether the Black Men of Biddle
were gipsies or truly of Moorish origin. Certainly the font in St Mary’s can be thought to show a
medieval Moorish influence.

It is a small step for the imagination to pass from rampaging ‘lions’ and naked women on a
font to the act of baptising children. Taking an ‘offspring’meaning of Plant, there are consistent
meanings for the 13th century English names Plantebene, Plantefolie, and Planterose of respectively
hallowed, bastard, or risen child. Here ‘risen’ can allude to the ‘plant metaphor’ and mean ‘grown
from the roots of emergence’ as will be substantiated later.

27.2.2 Blood or cultural links to similar Swiss names

I t is not as yet clear whether similar names in Switzerland arose from a similar culture to that near
north Wales or from male descent from a single family. A Swissweb site of names26 lists the

following:-

Plantaz – Du latin et patois planta, plante, dans le sens de plantation, pépinière. Le latin plantare , plante,
explique aussi Plant, Plantin, Planton, Plantand, Plantard, dans le sens de planteur, cultivateur.
Plantamour d’origine chalonnaise est un patronyme particulièrement poétique. (17.1.93)

In other words, Plant and various similar names are ascribedan occupational sense of ‘planter,
cultivater’ though, as already noted, this does not fit well with the recentDNA evidence for Plant.
It is hence perhaps of more interest that the Swiss site also mentions the ‘particularly poetic’ name
Plantamour from nearby Chalon. In a scheme in whichplant in a surname can mean ‘young human
life’, Plantamour could mean ‘love child’ or an ‘implant of God’s love’ though there is also a French
wine called Saint Amour such that Plantamour might instead be related to planting a variety of vine.
It would seem inappropriate, however, to ignore a poetic sense. The ‘plant metaphor of human life’
is evident in Switzerland, as in other cultures, in that‘une belle plante’means an attractive woman
[cf. the tradition of Demeter as a planted place27 or Persephone as Kore].

In a modern Swiss telephone directory, the following names (with number of occurrences) are
found mostly in german Switzerland or the Grisons:-

Plant (1), Planta (52), Plantahof (2), Plantak (2), Plantam(1), Plantamura (1), Plantera (7), Von
Planta (78)

whereas the following are found mostly in the Geneva or Lake Leman area near a French border:-

23http://www.staffordshire.gov.uk/stchads/blackbid.htm
24http://www.jiscmail.ac.uk/cgi-bin/wa.exe?A2=ind0306&L=medieval-religion&P14837
25Some claim that the surname Bailey originated in this way.
26http://www.sites-romands.ch/patronymes/patronymes p.htm
27In French,plantecan mean ‘a planted place’.



27.3. MORE ON MEDIEVAL MEANING 27

de la Planta (1), de Planta (10), Plantadis (1), Plantaporrets (1) – this is dialect for leeks (offshoot
of porrection or augmentation), Plantard (3), Plantaz (2),Plante (1), Plantefoi (3), Planterose
(2), Planterose de Berville (3), Plantevin (3), Plantfor (4), Plantier (2), Plantin (3).

The most common here are Planta and Von Planta. TheDictionnaire Historique and Biographique
de la Suissehas 3 pages concerning the Planta/Von Planta family throughthe ages. According to this
source they were a family of ministers from the Engadine in the Grisons with a family seat at Zutz
(Zuoz), site of the Tour Planta. The first recorded history dates back to the 12th century. In 1244
Bishop Volkart (of Chur) appointed Andreas Planta von Z(uoz), the Chancellor of the Oberengadin
(Upper Engadine) and so established the hegemony of the Planta family and the Z(ouz) neighbour-
hood lasting until 179828. In 1475 there was a battle of the river Planta29 and in 1840 the episcopal
palace of Sion was built on this river’s bank. Sion is the capital of Valais/Wallis and there is also a
Mount Sion near Annemasse and a twin peak Sion Vaudémont. These Sion placenames derive from
the Celtic Sidh30, a place where the Celtic otherworld can be contacted. This suggests some com-
monality of tradition with Celtic Wales. The medieval Graillegends, for example, are associated
with both the Plant and Planta homelands. By the 16th centurythe Planta family had split into 5
different branches with a further 2 in France — the Planta de Valence and the Kirgener Barons de
Planta.

In due courseDNA testing of the French name Plantard, the Swiss name Planta, the English name
Plant, the French name Plante, and apparent male-line descendants of the ‘Plantagenets’ may help
to reveal whether these names were male-line related. So far, the barely substantiatedDNA finding
that the French-Canadian Plante family is of different male-line stock from the English Plant family
indicates how it may become appropriate to demur on ‘trans-European blood links’ but favour that
‘at least some similar Plant-like names across Europe originated from a common culture’.

27.3 More on medieval meaning

One of the 5th century “Pseudo-Dionysius” writings31 is calledOn the Divine Names. An ex-
tract32 from this is ‘As the mighty root sends forth a multitude of plants which itsustains

and controls, so created things owe their origin and conservation to the All-Ruling Deity’. Such
a metaphorical grounding of creation on plants seems to haveheld widespread sway in medieval
Christian times.

Two errors of far-reaching import arose in connection with the writings of “Dionysius the
Pseudo-Areopagite”. In the first place, this series of famous writings was ascribed to the Are-
opagite known to St Paul33 and, secondly, in the 9th century, he was popularly identified with the
holy martyr of Gaul, Dionysius, the first Bishop of Paris, though this was disproved in the 12th
century by Peter Abelard.

The 9th century Irish humanist and philosopher, Johannes Scotus Erigenea, who joined the court
of Charles the Bald of France around the times of Bernard Planta Pilus of Aquitaine, made a Latin
translation of the “Pseudo Dionysius’ writings, and the 12th and 13th century scholastics Hugh of
Saint-Victor (Paris), Albertus Magnus, and Thomas Aquinaswrote commentaries on them. The

28http;//www.snl.ch/dhs/externe/protect/textes/D1547.html
29http://www.catholink.ch.sion/de/geschicte.html
30Sidh-hill is Sidh-Dunum which became Sedunum in the Gallo-Roman epoch and was later corrupted to Sion in much

the same way as Lug’s hill became Lyon.
31As detailed byhttp://www.newadvent.org/cathen/05013a.htm the clues furnished by the first appear-

ance and by the character of the writings enable us to conclude that the author belongs at the very earliest to the latter half
of the fifth century, and that, in all probability, he was a native of Syria.

32De divinus nominibus, x, 1 in P.G. III 936D.
33By ”Dionysius the Areopagite” is usually understood the judge of the Areopagus who, as related in Acts, xvii, 34,

was converted to Christianity by the preaching of St. Paul, and according to Dionysius of Corinth (Eusebius, Hist. Eccl.,
III, iv) was Bishop of Athens.
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writings also influenced the 12th century “Plantagenet favoured” scholastic Robert Grosseteste of
Lincoln and Oxford who, like others, wrote significantly about thevegetable soul.

27.3.1 Feet as the foundation of God’s kingdom

I t seems clear that a common feature in pre-scientific myth andphilosophy is the origins ofhuman
life from the land as well as from blood ties. This can be related to the Latin wordplantawhich

meansbothsole of foot (man’s contact with the land) and shoot for propagation (emergence of new
life).

There may have been a particular influence throughout Europefrom Daniel 2:31-44 in which a
great image has feet made from iron and clay; these are smashed by a stone that becomes a mountain
and the miry clay mingles with the seeds of men to bring the kingdom of God of heaven. Not all
metaphors are used with a whole system of coherent concepts and some modern metaphors, such
as ‘a mountain is a person’, may have just one or two instancesassociated with them. Thus, we
commonly talk of thefoot of a mountain but we can regard references to ‘head’, ‘shoulder’, and
‘trunk’ of a mountain as no more than a rare imaginative extension to the metaphorical expression
‘mountain foot’. In connection with the Latin wordplanta (sole of foot or propagating shoot) it
can be noted that there is a metaphorical sole that lies at thefoot of a mountainwhere clay is found
(in Latin solummeans ground) and this basis for God’s vineyard of propagating life is provided by
the smashedfeet of clayof Babylon’s third kingdom. The Pearl poet’s passage relating to Daniel
includes‘to rose [augment]him in his rialty ... to Babylon’[Cleannesslines 1371-2] and he also
associatesrosewith virgin birth. For medieval times there is only limited written evidence avail-
able, which can make it difficult to be certain just how fundamental to people’s thinking particular
metaphors may have been. It is difficult to regard the plant metaphor however as anything other than
systematic and pervasive. The Bible represents men asplantsin God’svineyardand as thebranches
of Jesus as thevine though theroseor peescan be substituted for the vine in Middle English; a
young person can still be described, albeit now rather rarely in English, as asprig or scion.

The surname Von Planta can be compared with the Germanvon pflanzameaning ‘from the plant’
or, in terms of late medieval scholastic belief, ‘from the first principal of God’s kingdom’ which
was founded on miry clay as washed to a mountain’s foot. In Switzerland, the river Planta might be
associated with the origins of life, or rebirth from a Celticotherworld. In Welsh tradition34, Math
could only live if his feet were held in the lap of a virgin, forwhich purpose he tested Arianrhod;
her father Gwydion could transform trees into warriors and,for Arianrhod’s son Lleu, Gwidion and
Math created Blodeuedd whose name means ‘born of flowers’ as she was created from blossoms
of oak,broom, and meadowsweet. In Greek tradition, Achilles was held by the foot while he was
dipped in the waters of the Styx which left his heel as his vulnerable spot; also Eros, after dropping
an arrow on his foot, was diverted from his quest and fell in love with the princess Psyche, the
‘soul’. In modern English, theOED definesplant n2as ‘sole of foot’ and it begins the definition of
plant n1with (1a) a young tree, shrub, or herb newly planted; (1b) ...; 1(c) figuratively a young
person (now rare). The latterfigurativemeaning is reinforced in as much asplant literally means
children in Welsh and it seems that an ontological extensionof plants to life’s foundations as feet or
young life persisted throughout Christian (Latin) Europe.

27.3.2 Piecing together the medieval meaning

I n modern times, we may consider two sets of requirements, onefor describing the plant kingdom
and a different list for humans with little intersection between the two. In medieval times however

the overlap between the two could be greater. It seems that the difference between the modern
English and Welshliteral meanings of plant was not as great as we are now predisposed tothink.
The concepts of a young plant and a young person were more nearly the same.

34Cotterell and Storm (1999) ibid, pps 101, 108, 139, 145, 149,499.
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Guided by late medieval literature, the requirements for a prototypical plant might be listed as
follows:-

• object newly planted or emerged or grounded with roots or foundations (feet) on Earth;

• displays powers of nutrition, augmentation, and generation;

• composed out of earthly elements with the help of God’s spiritual light; contains virtues and green
(visibly or invisibly); may develop an erect habit;

• may display remorse (pertaining to the past participle of the Latin word plango);

• subject to God’s will.

This complies with various requirements beyond those that would feature in a modern English
list. For example God first planted the world as the Garden of Eden and the Latin wordplanta
implies planted on earth as with new life or our experience through the sole of the foot. In Spanish
and French plant can describe foundations or the floor of a building. The MED describes plant
as something planted such as an herb, a shrub, or a tree or as something newly emerged, such as
a scion, and, according to Langland, a tree couldhath trewe love. At birth we display vegetable
powers such that we are a plantlooselyif not strictly speaking, not yet planted with theintellective
Word though this was a point that was deliberated in the more advanced philosophies of Grosseteste
and Bacon. In France children are called ‘little cabbages’.

An aspect of the plant metaphor is seemingly the colour green. Not only an herb but also
a legendary knight could be green in body. The legend of the Green Knight is associated with the
14th century Plant homeland but the fact that he was headless35 indicates ‘metaphoric’ or ‘mythical’
sense rather than physical reality. Rather than just looking at a specific image of the Green Knight
or of a carved Green Man head issuing vegetation from the mouth (sometimes also from the ears
and eyes) and imagining that early Plant family members wereadorned in such a way, it seems
better justified to look more widely for ‘concrete’ human bodily experiences that were relevant
ontologically to a ‘plant metaphor for created life’.

27.3.3 Medieval meaning betwixt ancient and modern

A mixing of concepts for the basis of both vegetable and human life, with a Deity as the root and
with belief in transformations from vegetable into human life, can seem less odd if we make

an effort to cast aside our modern scientific preconceptions. In modern times, our understanding
of biology distances the origins of plants from man by over 400,000,000 years. We now tend to
regard plants as no more than adistant figurative metaphor for the human condition. We retain
the remnants of an earlier philosophy of God’s planted Word but only as a faint metaphor of ideas.
Lakoff and Johnson (1980)36 note the metaphor that ‘ideas are organisms, either plants or people’.
They note such examples as ‘Where did youdig up that idea?’, ‘Whosebrainchild was that?’,
‘Those ideasdied off in the Middle Ages’, ‘His views have finally come tofruition’, ‘He views
chemistry as anoffshootof physics’, ‘She has afertile imagination’, and ‘Here’s an idea I’d like
to plant in your mind’. This can be seen as a substantially reduced view of the ‘planted Word of
creation’. Much is forgotten of the medieval philosophy of Roger Bacon for example, for whom
the cause of corruption was diminution of the light of creation — this can be seen as having been
grounded directly on the physical reality of plants. The medieval scholastics had developed ideas
dating back to the Pythagorean ‘kinship of all living things’ to the extent that they believed that the
vegetable soul determined both moral and physical qualities in man.

In a modernChristian culture, we are more likely to consider ‘heavenlyorigins’ (descent of
souls) than man’s origins from the land as plants. This then places an emphasis more on God
planting virtues down to earth than men emerging from the (pagan) underworld. Both ideas were

35Beheading tests are associated with Celtic mythology though the Pearl poet’s poemSir Gawain and the Green Knight
shows also a Christian influence.

36Lakoff and Johnson (1980) ibid, p 47.
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present, however, and we should not presume that the metaphor of plants springing from earthly
roots was lost in ‘Christian’ late medieval times. The 14th century Pearl poet of the principal Plant
homeland described (?black37) virgin birth with ‘And there watz rose reflayr where rotz[roots]
hatz ben euer[ever]’ [Cleannessline 1079]. The basic vertical motion of a young plant, such as a
rose scion, is upwards though, in ‘more spiritual Christian’ teachings, divine substances are planted
downwards.

Relatively little was known about the internal workings of the body in medieval times. Such
workings were associateddirectly with plants. The vegetable soul was viewed as a corporeal organ;
Avicenna placed it as the liver though Grosseteste considered a unified soul with vegetable and
sensory and intellective operations. The plant within us was seen as more physical than just an idea.
It was more than anobscuremetaphor for love. The ‘plant ofpees’ could evoke the origins of a
man with the planting of hisvertuesaspesor peas. From seed and root through the route of our
umbilical cord we emerge into God’s heavenly light with Loveplanted by God as the Prince ofPees
(Peas or Peace,cf. Jesus as the integrating vine).

For pre-scientific times we should not leave out aspects of the ‘plant metaphor’ whereby the
origins and physiology of plants were more intimately related to humans than we are now prepared
to consider. Planteveleu can mean ‘hairy foot’ as well as ‘hairy generative scion’ (cf. Plantegenest
as the ‘hairy sprig of broom’). Though some may have related to a religious work ethic, there is
sense as ‘souls of God’s vine’ for such names as Plantevine, Plantebene, Plantefeve, Planterose, and
Plantamour. In England, Plantebene or Plantefolie can meana ‘hallowed offshoot or child’ or a
‘child of (contrition of) sin’ and, rather similarly in Switzerland, Plantefoi or Plantfor can mean a
‘child of faith or testimony’ or a ‘child of tribunal or conscience’. The vegetable soul of augmenta-
tion or porrection can explain the national emblems of England (rose) and Wales (leeks). Meanings
based on the sole38 (foundation) of God’s kingdom, or the soul of augmentation or porrection, or the
soul of love or generation of children can explain such namesas Planta, Planterose, Plantaporrets,
Plantamour, and Plant.

27.4 Early times in England and early evidence of the Plants

A recent controversial book39 has claimed that a blood linePlanta in England descended from
the Plantard family of Brittany. Though this can be dismissed as unsubstantiated, it is inter-

esting to investigate such conjecture further. The Plantard name provides a geographical bridge
between the Plant name in England and the noble name Planta inSwitzerland; Plantard is found in
France around Brittany and also near Switzerland. Another possible link between Plant-like names,
between western France and England, is provided by ‘Plantagenet’ activity. Though extant evi-
dence is scant for the early use of Plantagenet as a surname, John Sleigh (1862)40 noted a supposed
connection between the noble name Plantagenet from France and Plant in the NW Midlands of Eng-
land. The first evidence in England for the Pl(a/e)nte name isin 1219. This is shortly after the times
of the lecherous king John (1167-1216) though an alternative possible link between Plant origins
and the ‘Plantagenets’ involves the Warren descendants of Hamelin, natural son of the 12th century
Geoffrey Plante Genest, count of Anjou and Maine.

37As detailed further athttp://www.plant-fhg.org.uk/pearlpoet.pdf (Chapter 23) the Pearl poet refers
to Mary as ‘the Phoenix of Araby’ in a passage seemingly relating to the Virgin birth of Christ. The reference to ‘Araby’
can be compared with the french Arabe or the latin Arabem giving the modern english meaning of Arab as ‘one of
a semetic race inhabiting Saudi Arabia and neighbouring countries’. This might be compared with the late medieval
European cult of the Black Virgin.

38There is mention of Julius Planta in the edict of Claudius (Menner in Mitth.d.C.C/ XIV (1869) p 160). Later the bla-
zon of the Planta family is silver with a black bear foot with ared sole pointing outside. As an alternative to a ‘sole’ mean-
ing for Planta, a corruption has been suggested of such placenames as Plantalais (?plan de l’avais) and Plantafu (?plan
de fossa).http://freepages.genealogy.rootsweb.com/ gufidaun/chroniken/p/planta wildenburg.htm

39Michael Baigent, Richard Leigh and Henry Lincoln (1996)The Holy Blood and the Holy Grail.
40John Sleigh (1862)A History of the Ancient Parish of Leek, p 33.
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In 1159, near the beginning of these more orderly ‘Plantagenet times’, in what has been regarded
as the first age since classical antiquity in which the intellect re-emerges as a driving force, John of
Salisbury wrote at the close of hisMetalogicus, ‘I have been distracted by other tasks, not different
merely but inimical to study’. This was typical of the spreading cultural impetus, scholasticism,
which set out to create a body of systematic doctrine about the nature of God and the universe
and which was to form the framework of thought for the whole ofsociety until the Black Death
two centuries later. The first evidence for the Plant surnamein England is found in these so-called
‘scholastic times’. As previously noted (Chapter 26), a ‘planted life’ meaning can be elaborated
for Plant as‘a descended implanted soul, a descendant, or children’, with the initial DNA evidence
indicating that these were children of a single family.

Early Plants are found near Hamelin’s Warren descendants41, particularly in their post-Black
Death homeland of east Cheshire42 and into north Staffordshire. The Warrens had owned Conis-
borough, near Sheffield, from post-Conquest times43 when a rebellion in the north was savagely put
down and military castles of earthworks and timber were built to demote the Anglo-Saxon civili-
sation to one which was in many ways far less sophisticated44. Around a century later the king’s
brother, Hamelin, natural son of Geoffrey Plante Genest count of Anjou and Maine, married the
Warren heiress and built a stone castle at Conisborough, in about 1180, which reflected the new era.
The castle was primarily a domestic residence but with builtin precautions for protection against so-
cial unrest. There were ancient saltways across the Peak45, such as from Doncaster and Rotherham
near Conisborough to Stockport in east Cheshire, and returning from Macclesfield in east Cheshire
by around Great Longstone and Bakewell to Sheffield and Chesterfield, and back again by Matlock
Bridge to north Staffordshire and Congleton. These trade routes may have been relevant to how
the early Plant family ramified, perhaps from their principal homeland in east Cheshire and north
Staffordshire across the Peak District of north Derbyshire.

An alternative possible explanation of the early distribution of the Plant name may date back to
the times of the aforementioned font in St Mary’s. This was around the times of Ranulph Blunde-
ville, earl of Chester and Lincoln, who was close to king Johnand who is accredited with founding
Dieulacress Abbey in north Staffordshire and Bolingbroke Castle in south Lincolnshire. These two
locations are where the two principle clusters of the Plant name are subsequently found.

Along the ancient saltways joining these locations at either side of the north Midlands of Eng-
land, there are a few early signs of the Plants. By 1538, a Christopher Plant was leasing estate at
Bakewell from Ralph Gell of Hopton, whose fortunes were based on wool and lead mining. When
parish records begin at nearby Great Longstone, about halfway across north Derbyshire, there is a
Plant family there from 1648. A little further to the east in north Derbyshire, from 1731, there is a
William Plant at Duckmanton, near Chesterfield, who is denoted W

m(0) below and described in
some detail. It seems that he may have married at Ault Hucknal, NE of Nottingham, in 1725 before
moving to near Chesterfield.

There were the stirrings of important historical developments in the locality. Erasmus Darwin
was born at Elston Hall, NE of Nottingham, in 1731 and he went on to translate the ‘plant categori-
sations’ of the Swedish botanist Linnaeus in those times before his grandson’s Charles Darwin’s
evolutionary work on the Origins of the Species. Matthew Boulton (b 1728), Josiah Wedgwood (b
1730), and Erasmus Darwin (b 1731) were all born in the heart of England in counties that curve

41Chapter 19.
42The Poynton Warren line of east Cheshire is usually associated with illegitimate descendants of the 8th earl. The 5th

earl was Hameline (Plantagenet) of different male-line descent from the first 3. The Poynton Warren line is hence usually
taken to be of male-line descent from Hameline though, controversially, it has been claimed that they descended instead
from the 2nd earl –http://genforum.genealogy.com/warren/messages/8350.html – this would have
different Y-lineDNA implications

43Joseph Hunter (1819)Hallamshire: The History and Topography if the parish of Sheffield in the County of York,
p247.

44Roy Strong (2000)The Spirit of Britain: A Narative History if the Arts, Pimlico, pps 38-9, 49.
45Figure 20.3.



32 CHAPTER 27. PLANT METAPHOR AND MIDLANDS PLANTS

around the Derbyshire Peak, all descended from ‘yeomen’, small landowners and farmers46. Eras-
mus attended school in Chesterfield, near thefarmer andbrickmaker William Plant, and wrote in
1749‘All flesh is grass’and soon after speculated wildly‘on the resemblance between the action of
the human souls and that of electricity’. In those times, before when the term ‘scientist’ was coined
in 1830, agriculture was giving way to manufacturing. Philosophy and the arts (including such ‘arts’
as the ‘mechanical arts’ of water-power) were combining to challenge old religious ‘superstitions’.
A hint of a more developed philosophy of a ‘vegetable life force from the earth’, around the times
of W

m(0)′s death, is given by Christopher Smart inJubilate Agno (1759-63)with ‘For Matter is
the dust of the Earth, every atom of which is the life. For Motion is as the quantity of life direct ...
For the Earth which is an intelligence hath a voice and a propensity to speak in all her parts[cf. the
planted Word of God]’ . This shows the seeds of ideas developing towards our more modern scien-
tific understanding. The medieval power of a plant within man, which generated a single family,
was developing towards a notion of the plant (i.e.equipment) to generate an industrial product.

Genealogical schemes for the north Derbyshire Plants are sketchy before W
m(0)′s times.

FurtherDNA testing of the descendants of thisW m(0) and of other Plants may eventually provide
some further clues. So far, one of those in a genealogical scheme descending fromW

m(0) has
been found to have a characteristic Y-line mutation; in due course, this characteristic difference
from an otherwise modal PlantDNA signature47 may help in testing and developing the genealogy
of this Plant family branch further.

27.5 Wm(0)’s 18th century will and family

T he NE Derbyshire brickmaker and farmer, William Plant of Duckmanton (W m(0) ) may have
descended from Plants in east Cheshire and north Staffordshire though it has not been possible

to ascertain any detailed line of descent. There is evidenceto connect a William Plant in the vicinity
of Sheffield in the times ofW m(0) to ‘Branside, Prestbury’. This can lead to the consideration
of a possible baptism for this William Plant at Gawsworth (Prestbury, east Cheshire) (Chapter 15).
Alternatively, we may note that the parish of Leek adjoins the southern edge of this Prestbury parish
and that there are other possible baptisms for a William Plant there. It may also be noted that
W

m(0) may have been the Wiliam Plant who married at Ault Hucknal in 1725 and this is more
in the direction of the south Lincolnshire, rather than the east Cheshire, Plant cluster. Either way,
it may be added that an east Cheshire Plant has different mutations from an otherwise modal Plant
DNA signature suggesting that this particular east Cheshire Plant branch may have split quite early
from W

m(0)′s branch which leads on to the SheffieldPlant’s YardPlants.
Some confirmation of a scheme of descent fromW m(0) , as described in earlier Chapters,

is found in W
m(0)′s will which includes mention of some offspring. This will, made 5th Au-

gust and dated 15th December 1768, describesW
m(0) as William Plant of Duckmanton in the

Parish of Sutton and county of Derby Farmer and Brickmaker. Asummary ofW m(0)′s bequests,
mentioning his kin, is:-

£20 — daughter Esther, the wife of John Jackson;

£70 plus all wearing apparel — son Robert Plant;

£70 — son John Plant;

£20 — daughter Anne, the wife of Joseph Morton;

£20 — grandson William, the son of Edward Milnes;

£70 — son Benjamin Plant;

£150 — son Thomas Plant; and,

46Jenny Uglow (2002)The Lunar Men: the Friends who made the Future 1730-1810, pps 1,7.
47This signature so far apparently matches with the ancestralPlant signature at 25 markers, with just a single mutation

at the 26th marker (DYS 392), though two different mutationshave recently also been found with high resolution testing
for an east Cheshire Plant.
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the remainder — son James Plant and heirs.

The inheritance byW m(0)′s son James was subject to the proviso that he would provide for
William’s widow Elizabeth. The estate demised to James included:-

‘my Messuage House or Tenemant and Hereditaments in Bolsover in the said County of Derby
which I purchased of Richard Bennett and now in the possession of Isaac Wood or his assigns
with the Appurtenances ... all my Moneys, Goods, Chattels and personal estate ... all Moneys
due to me upon Bond ... together with all my Right of Possession to the House and Farm at
Duckmanton where I now dwell provided always ... that he [James] permit and suffer my Wife
Elizabeth Plant to dwell in the House she formerly lived in before I married her ...’

The further provision for his widow Elizabeth comprised a series of options, as follows.

option (a) — ‘[James] pay to her ... the Sum of six pound ten Shillings a year, half yearly, for and during
the term of her Widowhood ... find a Cow for my said wife Elizabeth Plant and keep her the said Cow
both Winter and Summer in the Same Manner he keeps his Own ... allow her to take unto herself all
the Household Goods she had when I married her ... lead her what Coals she burns and a sledfull of
Wood to kindle Fires with for Nothing ... give her Liberty to Whiten her Yarn in the Orchard, and one
half of the fruit trees in the Orchard to her own Use.’

option (b) — ‘But in Case my said Wife Elizabeth Plant do not, nor be not Willing to accept the beforemen-
tioned Annuity and Priviledges, Then ... the Sum of Ten pounda year ... to be paid her Quarterly’

option (c) — ‘ ... if the Sons of my said Wife Elizabeth Plant viz; Robert Fern or Francis Fern ... pay the
Arrears of Rent, unto my Executor, which I paid to Godfrey Clarke Esq. being due to him from my wife
Elizabeth Plant when I married her; then ... I will that he or they enjoy the Possession of the Land
again which were in her Possession before I married her; ... Then ... I only give unto my Wife the Sum
of forty shillings a year ... ’

W
m(0) added‘his mark or Ink’ as a cross and a blob.

27.6 The farmer Samuel Plant from Rotherham

F rom the 1760’s onwards, two ofW m(0)′s sons, James and Benjamin, appear at Sheffield’s Coal
Pit Lane, which was probably the site of‘Late Plant yard’, and one of these sons, Benjamin,

and another, John, then appear at the Little Sheffield site ofPlant’s Yardjust a mile to the south.
There is clear evidence that the bricklayer John Plant was from Duckmanton and, hence, was surely
the son John ofW m(0) . He was then at Rotherham and he also had an association with Beighton
while he settled next to his brother, the bellows maker ‘Benjamin Plant of Sheffield Moor’ at Plant’s
Yard. He is described in his 1816 will as‘John the Older of the Township of Sheffield ..... but late of
the Township of Beighton’(Chapter 14).

As indicated in Figure 27.1, a Samuel Plant, who is to be foundat Beighton by 1809 for the
baptism of his first child John, was quite undoubtedly this bricklayer John’s son Samuel who was
baptised in Rotherham in 1785 (Figure 14.6). It is presumably this Samuel who is recorded as having
freehold houses and land at Birley Moor, in the 1832 Electoral Roll for Beighton. In the 1851 and
1861 Beighton Census returns, he is recorded as afarmer from Rotherham (about 6 miles NE from
Sheffield) with his wife Maria and unmarried daughter Ellen,who is recorded as adressmaker
born at Birley Vale (i.e.Beighton).

There is a will (under£100) for this Samuel Plant (d 28.3.1865), late of Eckington.Samuel
is described as afarmer ‘of Birley Moor in the parish of Beighton in the County of Derby, but
late of Saint Cross, Ridgeway, in the parish of Eckington in the same County’. Beighton village
is a little more than a mile east of Birley and 2 miles north of Eckington (which is about 6 miles
SE of Sheffield). Samuel bequeaths to his daughter Ellen Plant ‘all the household furniture plate
linen glass china books pictures fuel housekeeping stores and other effects of the like nature’and he
makes provision for his dear wife Maria and six named children. This will was proved by Samuel’s
son John Plant,miller andfarmer.



34 CHAPTER 27. PLANT METAPHOR AND MIDLANDS PLANTS
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Figure 27.1: Some Beighton descendants of thefarmer Samuel Plant
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There is evidence to indicate that it is the farmer John Plantof Birley who is recorded in Sheffield Trades
Directories to have been active in various businesses basednear central Sheffield and at Birley (i.e. Intake):-

• John Plant, Corn & Seed Merchant, 5 Corn Exchange, and Intake(W.White’s 1849)

• John Plant, Farmer, Birley (Kelly’s 1854)

• John Plant, Agricultural Implement Manufacturer, Birley,Intake (W.White’s 1856)

By 1860, he appears still to be living at Birley Moor but with his business address given as Victoria Road:-

• John Plant, Corn, Cake, Seed and Tillage Merchant & Agricultural Implement Manufacturer and
Dealer, 11 Victoria Road, home Birley Moor (White’s 1860 and 1862)

Victoria Road was near the ‘Midland Station’ which was in central Sheffield and this station is mentioned
in the following entries:-

• John Plant, Corn & Seed Merchant and Coal Merchant, VictoriaRoad and Midland Station (Drake’s
1863)

• John Plant, Agricultural Implements Dealer and corn, seed and tillage merchant, 11 Victoria Arches,
Victoria Road and Corn Exchange; and coal merchant (Wm Hucknall agent) Midland Station, Saville
St, Wicker; andfarmer Hackenthorpe, Beighton; home Birley, Intake (White’s 1864 and Kelly’s
1865)

Midland Station at that time was the ‘old Midland’, which wasbefore 1870 at ground level between Spital
Hill and Saville Street just beyond the end of the Wicker, which is just north of Bridge Houses near central
Sheffield (cf. Figure 10.1); after 1868 this station had become the Midlands Goods Depota. Accordingly,
after 1870, the Directory entry for John does not refer to the(old) ‘Midland Station’ but to it as the goods
depot ‘Midland Depot’:-

• Plant Jno., Coal and Coke Mert., & Implement Agent, Midland Depot; home Birley Moor (White’s
1868)

• John Plant, Corn Merchant, Corn Exchange, and Local Merchant, Midland Depot andfarmer Birley
Moor (1871)

• John Plant, Corn Mert., & Collier Proptr., Corn Exchange (White’s 1876)

aAt that time, the nearby Great Central line to Manchester wasbuilt on the Wicker Arches which adjoined the new
Victoria Station, which was reached by steps and a lift from the Wicker and by the inclined Station Approach Road
from Blonk Street.

Table 27.1: Some Trade Directory entries for Samuel’s son John

27.6.1 Farmer Samuel’s eldest son John

I n the 1841 Census returns, there is listed at Handsworth an Elizabeth and a John Plant. This John
is stated to be afarmer and corn factor of rounded age 30. It would hence appear that this John

was the eldest son of the aforementioned Samuel, as indicated in Figure 27.1. In the 1851 Census
returns for Birley Moor there is listed John Plant (42)farmer 80 acres with wife Elizabeth (42)
and servants.

There are various deeds in the name of John Plant around Sheffield and at least some of these
no doubt relate to this farmer John Plant of Birley. These include deeds for Handsworth in 1854
(GK-146-160), Freedom Hill, Walkley in 1863 (XF-426-449) and ‘Hanover Road - Lawson Street’,
Ecclesall Bierlow in 1863 (XF-759-797).

It seems, for example, that by the time of his 1876 death this John Plant was described also as
a ‘Collier Proptr.’ (Table 27.1). Farmer Samuel’s eldest son, John (1809-76) seemingly prospered
near Victorian Sheffield. Though John’s 1867 will describedhim simply as afarmer and miller,
he is described variously elsewhere as‘a farmer, corn factor, corn & seed merchant, agricultural
implement manufacturer and dealer, coal and coke merchant’and eventually, in 1876, as a‘Corn



36 CHAPTER 27. PLANT METAPHOR AND MIDLANDS PLANTS

Mert., & Collier Proptr.’. The wills of John and his widow Elizabeth are outlined in Table 27.2.

27.6.2 Farmer Samuel’s son Samuel

Samuel’s son Samuel (i.e. the above John Plant’s younger brother Samuel, bap 1819) is shown as
a Timber Dealer and Carpenter, aged 33 from Beighton, in the 1851 Census return for 273

Pitsmore, Brightside, Sheffield. He is listed together withhis wife and children who are included in
Figure 27.1. This Samuel is presumably he who is listed in an 1852 Sheffield Trades Directory as:-

• Samuel Plant, Wheelwright & Timber Dealer, Effingham Street; home Brighton Terrace, Pitsmore
(White’s 1852)

27.6.3 Farmer Samuel’s son George

U nlike other children of the farmer Samuel such as the eldest child John, there is no mention
of Ann, Samuel, Joseph, or George in their father’s 1860 will. It seems clear that George was

still alive however and, by 1876, he was apparently associated with the coal business of his eldest
brother, thecollier proprietor John Plant.

Earlier, around 1850, George seems to have been close to the family of his second cousin, the
shoemaker William (i.e. W

m(shoe) ). An early Plant in Sheffield wasW m(0)′s grandson
W

m(1) (1772-1848) from Clowne and there seems to be little doubt that the shoemaker William
was W

m(1)′s son (Chapters 9 and 20). ThisW m(shoe) and his sister Ann remained close
to farmer Samuel’s family with, for example, both Samuel’s son George andW

m(shoe)′s son
James48 living close to each other, near Plant’s Yard, by 1851. In 1851, this George Plant was
living in Hermitage Lane and, thoughW m(shoe) had died, his children James and Emma (Fig-
ure 20.4(b)) were still living nearby in Sylevester Street.Hermitage Lane was midway between
Sylvester Street and Plant’s Yard, at about 0.2 miles from each. The proximity of the addresses of
W

m(shoe) and George Plant, even though they were only second cousins,can be considered along-
side the earlier evidence thatW

m(shoe)′s sister Anne49 apparently bore her first child at Beighton,
in 1830, where George would have been, aged 5. Various further information about George Plant is
outlined in Table 27.3.

W
m(shoe)′s son James, who prospered in Victorian Sheffield, will be described more fully in

a later Chapter. There seems to have been a particularly close relationship between thisdram flask
maker James, whose father died early, and his probable uncleBen(shoe) — in 1851, James is
described as aPowder Flask Maker (Journeyman) and this may have been under the auspices of
Ben(shoe) who, as well as being a shoemaker, is described as aPowder Flask Maker in 1858.

48Anne’s apparent brother, the shoemaker William (W
m(shoe) ) (Chapter 20) had a son James who prospered in

Victorian Sheffield, as will be described in a later Chapter.
49It may be recalled (Chapter 9) thatW m(1) was the nephew of the Plant’ Yard Plants, Benjamin and John, and that

W
m(1)′s daughter Ann (Figure 20.4(a)) was married at Rotherham in 1834. One of the witnesses at this Ann’s marriage

was apparently a relative (called Amelia Hartley) of the wife, Elizabeth (née Hartley), of the shoemaker William Plant
(1803-48). More particularly, it may be presumed that, Jonathan Edwin Plant, who was baptised in 1830 at Beighton
(Figure 27.1) was this Ann’s illegitimate son. Beighton is roughly midway between Clowne and Sheffield and it seems
possible that Anne may have traveled from Clowne or from Sheffield to bear the child discretely, perhaps staying with the
family of the aforementioned Samuel Plant at Beighton. If our suppositions are correct this Samuel Plant, who is known
to have been from Rotherham, would have been a cousin of Ann’sfather W

m(1) .
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There is a will (under£3000) for a John Plant,farmer andmiller, late of Birley (d 25.12.1876 at Birley). This
will (made 20.11.1867) was proved (24.1.1877) by Henry Sibray of Handsworth,nursery man, and William
Cotterill, bank clerk, of Clarke Street, Broomhall, Sheffield. This same William Cotterill of 6 Clarke Street
was also the person to prove the will (£1533.10.1d) of Elizabeth Plant, late of Handsworth, d 7.11.1884, and
this Elizabeth was apparently John Plant’s widow.
The value of John’s will (under£3000) is similar to that of an almost contemporary will (£2957.14.10d)
made by this John’s second cousin, the Provision Dealer Thomas Plant, who was a son of Isaac Plant from
Clowne (Chapter 8 and Figure 20.4(a)). The values of these wills correspond to circa£90,000 at 1985 prices.
This John Plant’s 1867 will was accepted as binding in 1877, which implies that the condition had been met
that he should die withoutlawful issue. Immediate payments of£100 were bequeathed to his dear wife
Elizabeth and to each of his brothers and sisters or, if dead,to their surviving children. Life annuities were
also to be made of£100per annumto his wife and£20per annumto the spinster Sarah Ann Littlewood of
Dent Lane in the parish of Beighton. Provision was to be made for the maintenance, education and bringing
up of Florence Plant LittlewoodandEugenie Plant Littlewood, children of the said Sarah Ann Littlewood
— it seems that these wereillegitimatechildren of this wealthy John Plant who had no children by hiswife
Elizabeth.
Elizabeth Plant’s will was made on 14.11.1877 shortly after(her late husband) John Plant’s will had been
proved. Elizabeth’s will (proved 16.12.1884) bequeaths anannuity to her brother Isaac Aitkinmason of 13
Weston Street, Sheffield and, in the event of his death, to hersister-in-law Jane Aitkin, widow of her late
brother Samuel Aitkin, as well as to her nephews and nieces.

Table 27.2: John’s and his widow Elizabeth’s wills

In the 1851 Census return for Hermitage Lane,carter George Plant (25) from Birley Moor is shown as a
visitor (married but without his wife) in the household of cow keeper George Armitage. Hermitage Lane is
nearPlant’s Yardin Little Sheffield, which had been in the late 18th century the base of this George Plant’s
probable grandfather, the bricklayer John Plant (Figure 27.1).
George Plant is shown as afilesmith at his marriage in 1852. This marriage is recorded as that of George
Plant,filesmith, son of Samuel Plant (married at St George’s church Nov.1852). George may well have been
influenced by the trades of the Armitages whilst he was in Hermitage Lane as it can be noted that, a year
earlier, George Armitage’s stepson was shown as afile cutter in the 1851 Census returns. Furthermore the
1851 Census entry shows George Armitage as acow keeper and there is an 1856 Trades Directory entry:

• George Plant, cowkeeper, 60 Jessop Street(W.White’s 1856)

This suggests that thefilesmith George Plant was apparently, at that time, (also) acowkeeper in Jessop
Street which adjoins Sylvester Street which, as has been already described, had been the home a few years
earlier of the shoemaker William Plant (1803-48).
The 1861 Census return for Powel Street, in St George’s Ecclesiastic District of Sheffield, shows the family
of (this) file cutter George Plant (35) from Beighton — this family included George’s wife and offspring as
included in Figure 27.1.
Though the 1860 will of George’s father (the farmer Samuel Plant) fails to mention George, it seems clear
that it was this George who was still alive by the time of the 1861 Census. It also seems that this George
Plant may have become involved with his brother John’s coal business by 1876, as there is a Sheffield Trades
Directory entry:-

• George Plant, coal dealer and cowkeeper, 44 Freedom Street (White’s 1876)

There is an 1863 deed in the name of a John Plant for property atFreedom Hill, Walkley. This might be taken
to suggest that the John Plant in the deed was George’s brother John such that the Freedom Street address in
the above 1876 Directory entry could have been near his brother John’s 1863 business property at Freedom
Hill.

Table 27.3: Various information about Samuel’s son George
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EQUIVALENT CONTEMPORARY VALUES OF THE POUND
A HISTORICAL SERIES 1270 TO 1997

This statistical series shows changes in the value of money over the past seven centuries and gives the
amount of money required at November 1997 to purchase the goods bought by £1 at the dates shown
on the table.

Thus, £76,00 would have been required in November 1997 in order to have the same purchasing power
as £1 in 1690.

The figures are derived from the Retail Price Index, based at January 1987 = 100.  There are no figures
for individual years before 1800.

The RPI is based on the combined cost of a number of specific goods and does not take into account
other factors relevant to a comparison of values: for example, the cost of real property or the level of
wages.  We know of no figures incorporating all possible factors.

£1 in 1270 = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1280  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1290  = £532.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1300  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1310  = £399.00 as at November 1997

£1 in 1320  = £319.20 as at November 1997
£1 in 1330  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1340  = £532.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1350  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1360  = £319.20 as at November 1997

£1 in 1370  = £319.20 as at November 1997
£1 in 1380  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1390  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1400  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1410  = £399.00 as at November 1997

£1 in 1420  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1430  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1440  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1450  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1460  = £399.00 as at November 1997

£1 in 1470  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1480  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1490  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1500  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1510  = £399.00 as at November 1997

£1 in 1520  = £399.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1530  = £319.20 as at November 1997
£1 in 1540  = £266.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1550  = £266.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1560  = £177.33 as at November 1997

£1 in 1570  = £145.09 as at November 1997
£1 in 1580  = £159.60 as at November 1997
£1 in 1590  = £133.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1600  = £114.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1610  = £  84.00 as at November 1997

£1 in 1620  = £ 84.00 as at November 1997

£1 in 1630  = £ 79.80 as at November 1997
£1 in 1640  = £ 76.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1650  = £ 66.50 as at November 1997
£1 in 1660  = £ 66.50 as at November 1997

£1 in 1670  = £ 72.55 as at November 1997
£1 in 1680  = £ 72.55 as at November 1997
£1 in 1690  = £ 76.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1700  = £ 69.39 as at November 1997
£1 in 1710  = £ 66.50 as at November 1997

£1 in 1720  = £ 72.55 as at November 1997
£1 in 1730  = £ 76.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1740  = £ 76.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1750  = £ 76.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1760  = £ 66.50 as at November 1997

£1 in 1770  = £ 55.03 as at November 1997
£1 in 1780  = £ 55.03 as at November 1997
£1 in 1790  = £ 49.88 as at November 1997
£1 in 1800  = £ 28.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1801  = £ 25.33 as at November 1997

£1 in 1802  = £ 32.57 as at November 1997
£1 in 1803  = £ 34.70 as at November 1997
£1 in 1804  = £ 33.96 as at November 1997
£1 in 1805  = £ 29.02 as at November 1997
£1 in 1806  = £ 30.69 as at November 1997

£1 in 1807  = £ 31.29 as at November 1997
£1 in 1808  = £ 30.11 as at November 1997
£1 in 1809  = £ 27.05 as at November 1997
£1 in 1810  = £ 26.60 as at November 1997
£1 in 1811  = £ 27.05 as at November 1997

£1 in 1812  = £ 24.18 as at November 1997
£1 in 1813  = £ 23.47 as at November 1997
£1 in 1814  = £ 27.05 as at November 1997
£1 in 1815  = £ 30.11 as at November 1997
£1 in 1816  = £ 33.25 as at November 1997

£1 in 1817  = £ 29.02 as at November 1997
£1 in 1818  = £ 29.02 as at November 1997
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£1 in 1819  = £ 29.56 as at November 1997
£1 in 1820  = £ 32.57 as at November 1997
£1 in 1821  = £ 37.12 as at November 1997

£1 in 1822  = £ 43.14 as at November 1997
£1 in 1823  = £ 39.90 as at November 1997
£1 in 1824  = £ 37.12 as at November 1997
£1 in 1825  = £ 31.92 as at November 1997
£1 in 1826  = £ 33.25 as at November 1997

£1 in 1827  = £ 35.47 as at November 1997
£1 in 1828  = £ 37.12 as at November 1997
£1 in 1829  = £ 37.12 as at November 1997
£1 in 1830  = £ 38.93 as at November 1997
£1 in 1831  = £ 35.47 as at November 1997

£1 in 1832  = £ 38.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1833  = £ 39.90 as at November 1997
£1 in 1834  = £ 43.14 as at November 1997
£1 in 1835  = £ 43.14 as at November 1997
£1 in 1836  = £ 38.93 as at November 1997

£1 in 1837  = £ 38.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1838  = £ 37.12 as at November 1997
£1 in 1839  = £ 34.70 as at November 1997
£1 in 1840  = £ 34.70 as at November 1997
£1 in 1841  = £ 35.47 as at November 1997

£1 in 1842  = £ 38.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1843  = £ 43.14 as at November 1997
£1 in 1844  = £ 43.14 as at November 1997
£1 in 1845  = £ 40.92 as at November 1997
£1 in 1846  = £ 38.93 as at November 1997

£1 in 1847  = £ 35.47 as at November 1997
£1 in 1848  = £ 39.90 as at November 1997
£1 in 1849  = £ 43.14 as at November 1997
£1 in 1850  = £ 45.60 as at November 1997
£1 in 1851  = £ 46.94 as at November 1997

£1 in 1852  = £ 46.94 as at November 1997
£1 in 1853  = £ 43.14 as at November 1997
£1 in 1854  = £ 37.12 as at November 1997
£1 in 1855  = £ 36.27 as at November 1997
£1 in 1856  = £ 36.27 as at November 1997

£1 in 1857  = £ 38.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1858  = £ 42.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1859  = £ 42.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1860  = £ 40.92 as at November 1997
£1 in 1861  = £ 39.90 as at November 1997

£1 in 1862  = £ 40.92 as at November 1997
£1 in 1863  = £ 42.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1864  = £ 43.14 as at November 1997
£1 in 1865  = £ 42.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1866  = £ 39.90 as at November 1997

£1 in 1867  = £ 38.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1868  = £ 38.00 as at November 1997

£1 in 1869  = £ 39.90 as at November 1997
£1 in 1870  = £ 39.90 as at November 1997
£1 in 1871  = £ 39.90 as at November 1997

£1 in 1872  = £ 38.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1873  = £ 37.12 as at November 1997
£1 in 1874  = £ 38.93 as at November 1997
£1 in 1875  = £ 39.90 as at November 1997
£1 in 1876  = £ 40.92 as at November 1997

£1 in 1877  = £ 39.90 as at November 1997
£1 in 1878  = £ 40.92 as at November 1997
£1 in 1879  = £ 44.33 as at November 1997
£1 in 1880  = £ 42.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1881  = £ 43.14 as at November 1997

£1 in 1882  = £ 43.14 as at November 1997
£1 in 1883  = £ 44.33 as at November 1997
£1 in 1884  = £ 45.60 as at November 1997
£1 in 1885  = £ 48.36 as at November 1997
£1 in 1886  = £ 49.88 as at November 1997

£1 in 1887  = £ 51.48 as at November 1997
£1 in 1888  = £ 51.48 as at November 1997
£1 in 1889  = £ 49.88 as at November 1997
£1 in 1890  = £ 49.88 as at November 1997
£1 in 1891  = £ 49.88 as at November 1997

£1 in 1892  = £ 49.88 as at November 1997
£1 in 1893  = £ 51.48 as at November 1997
£1 in 1894  = £ 53.20 as at November 1997
£1 in 1895  = £ 55.03 as at November 1997
£1 in 1896  = £ 55.03 as at November 1997

£1 in 1897  = £ 53.20 as at November 1997
£1 in 1898  = £ 53.20 as at November 1997
£1 in 1899  = £ 53.20 as at November 1997
£1 in 1900  = £ 51.48 as at November 1997
£1 in 1901  = £ 51.48 as at November 1997

£1 in 1902  = £ 49.88 as at November 1997
£1 in 1903  = £ 49.98 as at November 1997
£1 in 1904  = £ 49.88 as at November 1997
£1 in 1905  = £ 49.88 as at November 1997
£1 in 1906  = £ 53.20 as at November 1997

£1 in 1907  = £ 48.36 as at November 1997
£1 in 1908  = £ 46.94 as at November 1997
£1 in 1909  = £ 46.94 as at November 1997
£1 in 1910  = £ 46.94 as at November 1997
£1 in 1911  = £ 45.60 as at November 1997

£1 in 1912  = £ 44.33 as at November 1997
£1 in 1913  = £ 44.33 as at November 1997
£1 in 1914  = £ 44.33 as at November 1997
£1 in 1915  = £ 35.47 as at November 1997
£1 in 1916  = £ 30.11 as at November 1997

£1 in 1917  = £ 24.94 as at November 1997
£1 in 1918  = £ 20.46 as at November 1997
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£1 in 1919  = £ 20.46 as at November 1997
£1 in 1920  = £ 17.73 as at November 1997
£1 in 1921  = £ 19.46 as at November 1997

£1 in 1922  = £ 24.18 as at November 1997
£1 in 1923  = £ 25.33 as at November 1997
£1 in 1924  = £ 25.33 as at November 1997
£1 in 1925  = £ 24.94 as at November 1997
£1 in 1926  = £ 25.74 as at November 1997

£1 in 1927  = £ 26.16 as at November 1997
£1 in 1928  = £ 26.60 as at November 1997
£1 in 1929  = £ 27.05 as at November 1997
£1 in 1930  = £ 28.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1931  = £ 30.11 as at November 1997

£1 in 1932  = £ 30.69 as at November 1997
£1 in 1933  = £ 31.92 as at November 1997
£1 in 1934  = £ 31.29 as at November 1997
£1 in 1935  = £ 30.69 as at November 1997
£1 in 1936  = £ 30.11 as at November 1997

£1 in 1937  = £ 28.50 as at November 1997
£1 in 1938  = £ 28.50 as at November 1997
£1 in 1939  = £ 28.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1940  = £ 24.18 as at November 1997
£1 in 1941  = £ 22.17 as at November 1997

£1 in 1942  = £ 22.17 as at November 1997
£1 in 1943  = £ 22.17 as at November 1997
£1 in 1944  = £ 22.17 as at November 1997
£1 in 1945  = £ 21.86 as at November 1997
£1 in 1946  = £ 21.57 as at November 1997

£1 in 1947  = £ 21.57 as at November 1997
£1 in 1948  = £ 20.20 as at November 1997
£1 in 1949  = £ 19.70 as at November 1997
£1 in 1950  = £ 19.00 as at November 1997
£1 in 1951  = £ 17.54 as at November 1997

£1 in 1952  = £ 15.96 as at November 1997
£1 in 1953  = £ 15.50 as at November 1997
£1 in 1954  = £ 15.20 as at November 1997
£1 in 1955  = £ 14.64 as at November 1997
£1 in 1956  = £ 13.88 as at November 1997

£1 in 1957  = £ 13.41 as at November 1997
£1 in 1958  = £ 13.08 as at November 1997
£1 in 1959  = £ 12.98 as at November 1997
£1 in 1960  = £ 12.87 as at November 1997
£1 in 1961  = £ 12.37 as at November 1997

£1 in 1962  = £ 11.91 as at November 1997
£1 in 1963  = £ 11.65 as at November 1997
£1 in 1964  = £ 11.32 as at November 1997
£1 in 1965  = £ 10.78 as at November 1997
£1 in 1966  = £ 10.36 as at November 1997

£1 in 1967  = £ 10.10 as at November 1997
£1 in 1968  = £   9.67 as at November 1997

£1 in 1969  = £   9.17 as at November 1997
£1 in 1970  = £   8.63 as at November 1997
£1 in 1971  = £   7.86 as at November 1997

£1 in 1972  = £   7.35 as at November 1997
£1 in 1973  = £   6.73 as at November 1997
£1 in 1974  = £   5.80 as at November 1997
£1 in 1975  = £   4.68 as at November 1997
£1 in 1976  = £   4.01 as at November 1997

£1 in 1977  = £   3.46 as at November 1997
£1 in 1978  = £   3.19 as at November 1997
£1 in 1979  = £   2.81 as at November 1997
£1 in 1980  = £   2.39 as at November 1997
£1 in 1981  = £   2.13 as at November 1997

£1 in 1982  = £   1.97 as at November 1997
£1 in 1983  = £   1.88 as at November 1997
£1 in 1984  = £   1.79 as at November 1997
£1 in 1985  = £   1.69 as at November 1997
£1 in 1986  = £   1.63 as at November 1997

£1 in 1987  = £   1.57 as at November 1997
£1 in 1988  = £   1.49 as at November 1997
£1 in 1989  = £   1.39 as at November 1997
£1 in 1990  = £   1.27 as at November 1997
£1 in 1991  = £   1.20 as at November 1997

£1 in 1992  = £   1.15 as at November 1997
£1 in 1993  = £   1.13 as at November 1997
£1 in 1994  = £   1.11 as at November 1997
£1 in 1995  = £   1.07 as at November 1997
£1 in 1996  = £   1.05 as at November 1997
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THE PLANT FAMILY AND ITS VARIANTS

Some of you may recall that, a couple of years
ago, at the request of the Family History Monthly
Magazine, I submitted a 3000 word piece relative
to the Plant name for inclusion in one of their
journals.

In the event the piece was never published, the
owners of the magazine considering that, for
commercial reasons (they could sell more copies),
if more common names be used in this feature on
family names.  The editor told me that he did not
necessarily agree but was overruled and therefore
this particular article will not appear in the
magazine.

However as the work had been completed I think
it will be of interest to our members and the article
is repeated herewith.



42

THE SURNAME

PLANT
AND ITS VARIANTS

By Wm Keith Plant

President of The Plant Family History Group
with a contribution by Dr John Plant of Keele
University.

Almost 20,000 living Plants
are now concentrated
mostly around the North
West Midlands of England.
They can be traced back in
particular to  two 17th

century clusters.  One was
around the borderlands
between East Cheshire and
North Staffordshire, near
where the Plant family is
now mainly found.  The
other, which has since
diminished, was on the
South Lincolnshire coast
just North of Norfolk and
The Wash.

 The two 17th century
clusters can be related back
to 13th century records.  The
name Plente is known to
have occurred by 1219 in
Oxford and Kent and both it
and its variants, Plaunte, co-
exist in Norfolk around
1270. The name Plant
appears near Chester by
1301 and Plante in Kent by
1303.

By the late 14th century, the
dialect spelling Plont is
known to have been well
established in its main
subsequent homeland of
East Cheshire’s border with
Staffordshire and North
Derbyshire.

So how did the name
originate?  Up to quite
recent times the accepted
theory was that the name of
Plant is a metonymic for a
gardener or planter of
various plants.  However,
that theory is now under
serious re-consideration. In
recent issues of the Plant

Family History Journal, ‘Roots
and Branches’, Dr John Plant
of Keele University has
highlighted a ‘soul implant’
meaning and alternatively a
connection to the Plantaganet
name.  This alternative theory
is consistent with the finding
that early PL(A/E)NT(E)
records are largely in proximity
to land of the Warren
Plantaganet earls of Surrey,
who derived from the
illegitimate  half-brother,
Hamelyn, of Henry II.  Though
the line of these Surrey earls
ended in 1347 their illegitimate
descent settled near Stockport,
Cheshire where there is then
evidence for the Plant name in
its subsequent homeland of
East Cheshire and immediately
to the south in North
Staffordshire.  For years my
grandfather and my father
carried around with them a
copy of an article published
early in the last century stating
that the Plants had royal
ancestry.  As children, my
brother and I used to think ‘O!
not again’ whenever they took
this paper out of their wallet
claiming Royal descent.
Perhaps we should have been a
bit more respectful.

Subsequently, probably the
need  to  find  work,  caused  the
Plants to migrate southwards
and certainly by the eighteenth
century they were very well
established in the Potteries and
the Black Country.

At least eight companies with
the Plant name were connected
with the Pottery industry
through the 19th century,
though by the end of the

century only one was still in
production.  The most famous
of these companies was RH &
SL Plant (Ltd.), Tuscan Works,
Longton, who continued
producing Fine English Bone
China up to the mid ‘1960’s’
when the company was taken
over by Josiah Wedgewood &
Sons.

Some thirty miles South
West of the Potteries, is Dudley
Port, where for the whole of the
second half of the 19th century
Plant and Fishers manufactured
rolled bars, hoop iron, strip,
rivet iron, horseshoe iron, small
sections and angles under the
brands PF (separated by a
drawing of an elephant) and
PLANT’S (followed by the
elephant drawing).  The firm
was typical of the area, having
its own brand, (as all the better-
class companies did,) and
specialising in a particular
range of products.  At one time
the company had 20 puddling
furnaces and four mills.

Another example of Plant
entrepreneurship in the same
area and at about the same time
is a Robert Plant of Cheadle,
Staffordshire.
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A MAP SHOWING THE REGIONAL DISTRIBUTION OF THE SURNAME PLANT
(As at the end of the 19th Century)

Durham 123

Yorkshire 433– 6.5%

Derby 328

Leics 171

Lincoln 103

Suffolk 206

Middlesex 286

Surrey 180

Lancs 648 – 9.7%

Cheshire 544 – 8.1%

Staffs 2413
– 36%

Shropshire 224

Worcester 222

Warwick 252

Highest concentration

High concentration

Medium concentration

Early Staffordshire examples
Include

John Plant baptised
17 Aug 1634 – Fould

Marjorita Plant baptised
19 Aug 1638 - Leek

Early Cheshire examples
Include

Edward Plant born
C 1565 – Siddington
Randle Plant baptised

15 Mar 1600 – Gawsworth

Early Derbyshire Example
Include

Anthony Plant baptised
15 Nov 1648 – Great

Longstone
John Plant baptised

15 May 1582 – Repton

Early Lancashire Examples
Include

Laurence Plant baptised
23 Nov 1656 – Bury

Gulelmas Plant baptised
12 June 1643

Early Yorkshire examples
Include

Eliz. Plant baptised
6 June 1665 – Sherburn in

Elmet
Mary Plant baptised
Mar. 1680 - Grinton

Total number of Plants = 6697
Highest concentration – Staffordshire 36%
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Born in 1840 in Cheadle,
Robert was an enterprising
young man and, by the age
of sixteen, was in
partnership with his elder
brother, James, running two
collieries, one at Cheadle
and the other at Ipstones.
The following year the
partnership was dissolved
and at the age of seventeen
Robert was in total charge
of two collieries.

Over the next twenty years
Robert’s empire extended
with the purchase of other
collieries until the majority
of collieries in the Cheadle
area were under his control.

One of Robert’s enterprises,
The Cheadle Coalfield, was
by now playing an
important part in the
commercial life of
Staffordshire.  The problem
was that it was rather
isolated  and  the  North
Staffordshire Railway Co.,
was  not  prepared  to
construct a branch line into
Cheadle.  Robert Plant
formed a carrying company
and used a Steam Traction
Engine to tow two waggons
loaded with coal.  This
enterprise proved to be of
inestimable value but urban
districts, such as Leek, were
dismayed to find their
cobbled streets being

damaged.  Consequently the
traction engines were banned.
Robert had to think again and
his  answer  was  a  railway.   A
new company was formed and
by 1879 Parliamentary sanction
had been obtained.  However,
this company failed due to lack
of financial support and it was
not until 1889 that a railway
was finally opened.

Robert’s  standing  in  the  town
through the 1870’s can be
illustrated by two events.  In
1872 Robert, still only 32, was
given a Testimonial Dinner by
the town and in October 1874,
when Robert opened his new
Birches Colliery, a ceremony,
to surpass any other event
previously held, was arranged.
The schools and shops were
closed and the day declared a
general  holiday.        The
Staffordshire Sentinel reported
the event in full running to
some four thousand words.

Following these days of glory,
Robert’s life began to go
downhill.  In 1881 his Birches
Colliery ran into serious
geological difficulties which
caused its closure.  Robert had
borrowed large sums of money
and he filed a petition of
bankruptcy.  Undeterred by the
set-back Robert set up The
Cheadle Railway, Minerals and
Land Co., in an effort to bring
the Railway into Cheadle.
However, by this time Robert

had lost his touch,
underestimating the difficulties
in driving a tunnel through the
intervening hillside.

More failures followed and he
left the district to live in
London where he died in 1902
aged 62.  It was ironic that his
coffin was brought to Cheadle
in the Railway for which he had
fought so long and hard.  His
memory is retained in Cheadle
for there is still a Plant Street.

Four thousand  miles  away
from Cheadle another railway
engineer, Henry Bradley Plant
had not just a street named after
him but a city, Plant City of
Florida, U.S.A.

In 1883 Henry Bradley Plant
completed a cross-state railroad
from Sanford to Tampa running
through what is now the heart
of  the  city.   The  Florida
Railway and Navigational
Company extended a North-
South line through Plant City in
1889 establishing the city as a
vital transportation centre.

Henry Bradley Plant

Henry Bradley Plant was
descended from John Plant of
Branford, Connecticut, who
was  a  soldier  in  the
Narragonnett War.  The
Connecticut General Assembley
in October 1696 bestowed  on
the ‘English Volunteers’ in this
struggle, a tract of territory six
square miles, to be divided
amongst them, this tract bearing
the name of Voluntown.
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The Narrogonnett War had
ended in 1676 and the name
of John Plant appears on the
records of the town of
Branford 1677 when a lot of
two acres was granted to
him on condition that he
should build upon it within
three years.

A descendant of this family,
David Plant born 1783, the
son of Solomon Plant was,
for a period, Governor of
Connecticut.

Persons bearing the
name of Plant moved from
the  UK  to  America  at  a
number of different times
and established themselves
in  different  areas  of  the
country.  The earliest of
these was Humphrey Plant,
who arrived in the Margaret
from England in the autumn
of 1619 and was among the
thirty five original settlers
of the town of Berkeley, on
the James River in Virginia.
On 24th July 1635 Matthew
Plant was enrolled in the list
of passengers to sail for
Virginia on the Assurance
from Gravesend.  A little
later, in 1642, it is recorded
that William Plant died on a
plantation in Virginia.

In 1722 a Rev., Matthias
Plant entered upon his
ministry in Queen Anne’s
Chapel at Newbury, New
Hampshire.  Later in the
century (1785) a Samuel
Plant moved from

Macclesfield, England settling
in  Boston  before  moving  to  St
Louis in 1837.  Samuel, who
was a cotton worker in
Macclesfield, was sent to
America  by  his  uncle,  a  Mr
Haigh who was a manufacturer
of woollen goods in Leeds,
England.  Samuel appears to
have been joined by his
brothers, moved to St Louis
and in 1840 one of his sons,
George P Plant, founded the
first Plant Flour mill, this
company becoming a large
group and continuing under the
control of the Plant family for
three generations.

Prior  to  the  founding  of  the
flour mill George P Plant had
been a pioneer railroad builder
in the Middle West where he
built a railway between Naples
on the Illinois river to
Meredosia, forty miles to the
east.

   From a photograph taken about 1867.

The first Plant flour mill,
started in July, 1840, at

Franklin Ave., and Fifth St.,
(Broadway).

A further example of Plant
enterprise, but this time much
nearer home, occurred in 1828
when William Plant established
a wood-turning business in
Stockport, Cheshire.  The 1841
Census shows that the business
was mainly concerned with the
manufacture of Hat Blocks.

Following a  short  period  in  the
early 1850’s when he went to
live in Utica, U.S.A., William
Plant,  on  his  return  to  the  UK,
re-located the business in
Manchester.

The firm continued to prosper
despite the poor working
conditions – no heating.  It was
said that you had to work hard
to keep warm.  However, with
the decline in the wearing of
hats, business levels constantly
reduced and the company
closed in 1976.  The final
owner, Walter Plant, was still
working in the factory when he
was 91.

Following the company’s
closure, the equipment was
taken over by Stockport
Corporation and now forms part
of the Hat Museum recently
opened in Stockport.  When
Plant’s closed it was the last hat
block making company in the
North of England.
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The Plant family and the Goldfields of Queensland Australia
The name of Plant features
prominently in the
development of the
goldfields of Queensland,
Australia; principally two
brothers, Edmund Harris
Thornburgh Plant and
Charles Frederick Plant.

Charles Frederick Plant was
born in 1843 and Edmund
1844 at Nottingham.  After
an initial three year visit to
the U.S.A., and the collapse
of their father’s business,
the two brothers set sail for
Queensland in late 1861
arriving early in 1862.

Over the next ten years
Edmund (and presumably
Charles,  though  this  is  not
known for certain) gained
considerable mining
experience in the goldfields
of  Peak  Down,  Four  Mile
Creek, Monarch and
Rockhampton before
moving northwards to the
newly discovered
Ravenswood field.  He
erected the first ore crushing
mill in 1870 and was about
to launch into a remarkable
career in Northern
Queensland.

In 1871 gold was
discovered at Charters
Towers by three
prospectors, J Fraser, G E
Clarke and Hugh Mosman.
Edmund immediately
moved his activities to
Charters Towers, setting up
a  Stamp  Mill  and  a  large
tailing mill which processed
some 40,000 tons of tailings
over a six year period.

Prior to the discovery of
gold, the area around what
is  now  Charters  Towers
gave  no  hint  of  the  wealth
stored beneath its surface.

The mounds of boulder
granite rising up from the
surrounding undulating,
thickly wooded country
were  in  the  midst  of  a
loveliness broken only by
an occasional tribe of
wandering natives and
explorers.  A number of
small settlements had
become established but
generally the area had not
been explored and one of
the richest gold-bearing
districts in Australia was for
many years a rough tip with
the gold-laden surface stone
which the early prospectors
found lying scattered in
profusion.

The gold fields at Charters
Towers were not Edmund’s
only interest and he was
involved in the mining of
copper, tin and wolfran etc.
In addition he owned a
number of cattle stations.

In 1886 the mining
activities were sold to the
Bonnie Dundee Co., with
Edmund continuing as
Managing Director.

Two years later Edmund
Plant and his family spent
twelve months visiting
England and on his return to
Charters Towers
construction commenced
on the families new home,
Thornburgh House.  It was
sited on Plant Ridge
adjoining the Bonnie
Dundee Mill.

The Charters Towers field
peaked in 1899 and despite
attempts to extend its life by
deep mining the output
continued to decline and by
1920 all but one major mine
had closed.

Edmund Plant was
considered to be a driving
force in the development of
the mining industry.  A self-
taught mining engineer, a
practical miner and
processor, a perceptive
courageous invester, he
helped prolong the period of
prosperity of the gold fields.

Hon. E H T Plant

He died in 1926 and was
described as, quiet,
unassuming, rather solitary,
modest, tolerant and
generous.

Thornburgh House

Mr & Mrs Edmund Plant
and Daughter

The house in Charters
Towers still stands today
and is the centre-piece of a
school established in 1919
by the Methodist and
Presbytarian Church as a
boarding school.
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The Diary of John Plant of Hazzlewood Farm, Leekfrith, North Staffordshire 1849 to 1853.

Extracts 21 August 1853 to
30 August 1853 covering
his visit to the Isle of Man.

August

21 We did not go to
Chappell today I was
preparing for my
journey.   Maria  [his
niece]  lent  me  4
sevrens.

22  I started to the Isle of
Man with Mr Pimlot at
Rushton Station we
went to Macclesfield
by rail faire in 2nd class
carriage. 1s1d so on to
Manchester faire 2s3d
so on to Liverpool
faire  4d.   We  had  Mr
William Nixons
company.  We stayed
all night at Mrs Yates
in  Bayron  Street  No.
10 today.

23   I  and  Mr  Pimlot  went  on
board the Twindale for the
Isle  of  Man  we  were  in
cabin fair 6s6d.  We landed
at Douglas at 6 o’clock after
a  fine  sail  she  was  a
steamer.  We got lodgings
with  T  Gobins  No.  68  St
Barnebas Square today.

24  I and Mr Pimlot sailed
round the island in a Ben me
nee steamer the fair 2s we
had a fine saile we seed all
the sea view near Ramsey and
we counted 110 vessels of
various sizes they were
fishing the cast anchor and
took a cargo of fish of various
sorts and sizes to Douglas
today

25  I went with Mr Pimlot to
bathe high wind and rough
sea windy.

26   We walked about Douglas
and vicinity today.

28  I and Mr Pimlot went to St
Barnabas Church Douglas
today.

29  I and Mr Pimlot embarked
on board the steamer
Twindel Douglas for
Liverpool. We had a deal
of sickness on board and
one death.  Fine day we
landed at Liverpool at 3
o’clock and got out tea
Mrs Yates and looked
through derby Museum we
stayed the night at Mrs
Yates.   Mrs  Yates  went
with us to the museum.

30   We returned from
Liverpool by first train got
home by 2 o’clock.

What is a Behinder?

Included in the 1881 Census
for  Neath,  Wales  was  the
following entry.

Thomas Plant – occupation
– Behinder in Tin Works.

So what was a behinder?

Before the present modern
high speed, high-tech strip-
mills, tinplate was made in
small mills known as
'handmills'. There were
literally dozens of these mills
in this neighbourhood and the
rest of South Wales, with
Llanelli  -  being  known  as
"Tinopolis".

Tinplate is the result of coating
a very thin steel plate with tin .
To produce the thin steel plate,
a  steel  bar  of  approximately  a
half-inch thickness was heated
in a furnace and then passed

several times through the 'nip' of
the steel rolls in a handmill.
Each time the red-hot steel plate
was passed through the mill, its
thickness would be reduced
until eventually it reached the
thickness required by the
customer. This process is best
imagined by visualising two
rolls under pressure as in an old-
fashioned clothes wringer.  The
drive  power  for  the  mill  was
provided by a steam engine. (or
sometimes water wheel.)

Each  mill  was  operated  by  a
team of four or five men and the
work was extremely arduous.
The man in charge of the team
was the "Rollerman" and he
stood in front of the mill and fed
the red-hot steel bar into the
rolls using hand-held tongs. As
stated previously, to reduce the
thickness of the plate to that
required, it had to be passed
several times through the mill.
To facilitate this, behind the

mill stood another team member
whose job it was to 'catch' the
outcoming plate put through by
the rollerman and , again using
tongs,  pass  it  back  to  the
rollerman over the top of the
rolls for the next pass. This
process would continue until the
plate  was  thin  enough  for  the
customer’s order.

Yes - you've guessed it - the
man behind the mill was called
the 'BEHINDER' !!
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WEB SITE

The Plant Family History
Group  Web  Site  can  be
visited on
http://www.plant-fhg.org.uk
information available includes
details on how to join, Origin
of the Name, distribution of
the name, articles in journals,
members interests and
contacts etc.

The Plant Family History Group
Formed in 1990, as a world-wide group with, in addition to the UK, members in U.S.A., Canada,
Australia and New Zealand.  A twice yearly journal is published.  In 1999 a reunion was held attended
by over 60 members, this reunion including a series of lectures, a tour of areas in Staffordshire
associated with Plant name followed by dinner in the evening.

The Plant Family History Group Reunion June 1999

There are not many Plants with military,
clerical or literary connections.  There main
contribution to the development of the UK,
America and Australia being in the
manufacturing industry, particularly through
the 18th, 19th and 20th century.

In addition to the enterprises previously
outlined, Plants were also involved in the
Button manufacturing industry in Birmingham,
in engineering as a machine maker in
Gloucester,  and  as  brush  makers  in
Wolverhampton.  Relaxation wasn’t forgotten
and ‘Plant Ales’ became very well known in
the Black Country hostelries.  (The Black
Country Museum still has a sign advertising
‘Plants’ Ales).

For all their hard work the Plants were not
without character and one Richmond Warwick
Plant widely known as ‘Stinking Herrings’
became well known during one of Cradley
Heaths flamboyant decades in the 19th century.
Richmond was a fish monger and earned his
nickname from travelling the streets with his
fish-cart, shouting ‘Stinking Herrings’.

To add to his image he wore a Four-penny
waistcoat with a number of four-penny pieces
sown down the front of the tunic.

However, Plants will be remembered for their
enterprise principally in building railways.

Richmond Warwick Plant
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SNIPPETS
M I ST JAMES TAXAL

Abbreviations

ILM = In Loving Memory
ILMO = In Loving Memory of
ILRO = In Loving Remembrance of
IARO = In Affectionate Remembrance of
LMO = Loving Memory of
a.n. = above named
b = beloved
wf = wife

h = husband
d = daughter
s = son
w d = who died
w d t l = who departed this life
w p a = who passed away
a = aged
y = years

Interior

Roll of Honour – The Great War – Whaley Bridge & District – HAROLD PLANT

Grey Stone Cross -

ILMO/WILLIAM PLANT/of Bridgemont/wd Feb 1st 1924/a 58y/ also Private HAROLD PLANT/wd
on active service/ in France June 17th 1918/a 22y/ also ELIZABETH/ his b wf/ wd 31 March 1951/a
82y/

Stone Upright and Kerbs

ILMO/DAVID EDWARD PLANT/of the Bings/died January 18th 1934/a 71y/ also JANE his b wife/
died November 25th 1943/a 79y.

Kerbs

SYDNEY PLANT/b father of JOYCE/died May 7th 197(5)?/a 83y/PERCY HUBERT PLANT died
May 16th 1978/a 73y/ FRANCES PLANT b wf of WILLIAM PLANT/died 15th January 1948/

Small Marble Upright and Kerbs

IMO MILDRED PLANT/died March 12th 1955/a 64y/ also LEONARD/h of the above/died September
22nd 1964/a 74y/

Flat Stone

LMO a b h/dad JOHN PLANT/wd 18th April 1968/a 63y/also a b wf and mother/ELIZABETH
ANN/wd October 30th 1981/a 69y/

Stone Upright

ILRO/BARBARA/b wf of WILLIAM PLANT/of Whaley Bridge/wd June 24th 1887/a 33y/also
HARRY their s/wd June 27th 1887/a 14days/also FRED their s/wd February 10th 1916 a 34y/also the
above WILLIAM PLANT/wd November 12th 1927/a 74y/also EDITH his d/wd April 9th 1967/a 86y/

Pink Upright – fallen over

ILMO/THOMAS PLANT/OF Bings/died February 10th 1895/a 61y/also ELIZABETH wf of the
above/died June 10th 1927/a 83y/also ISABELLA PLANT/d of the above/died October 17th 1949/a
88y/ also MARIA PLANT/d of the above/died July 29th 1950/a 71y/ ANNIE d of/JOHN & CLARA
MELLOR died July 27th 1903/in her 3rd y/
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Stone Tomb

ELIZABETH H PLANT/wd October 27th 1919 a 74y. (on same stone as Buckley family)

Slab

IM/O/DAVID PLANT/of Whaley wd/February 28th 1862/a  62y/and  of  ANN  his  wf/wd  April  23rd

1873/in her 72nd y/also CHARLES their s/wd September 11th 1870/a 23y/also DAVID their s/wd
December 25th 1889/a 53y/verse/

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

CANADIAN 1881 CENSUS – EXTRACTS BIRTHPLACE OF ANY FAMILY MEMBER
SCOTLAND

Census Place – Maidstone Essex Ontario

Thomas Plant Farmer M Marr 55 English Religion Presbytarian born England
Jemima Plant F Marr 51 Scottish Religion Presbytarian born Scotland
Alfred Plant Farmer M 26 English Religion Presbytarian born Scotland
Agnes Plant F 23 English Religion Canadian Methodist born Ontario

Canada
Walter Plant Farmer M 21 English Religion “ “ born   “   “
Edwin Plant Farmer M 19 English Religion “  “ born   “   “
Oliver Plant Farmer M 17 English Religion “  “ born   “   “
Thomas Plant Farmer M 14 English  Religion “  “ born   “   “
Ella Plant F 13 English Religion “  “ born    “   “

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Census Place – Brussels, Huron Centre, Ontario

George Plant Labourer M Marr 34 French Religion Canadian Methodist born Scotland
Eliza Plant F Marr 27 Irish Religion          “          “ born Scotland
Samuel Plant M 10 French Religion          “            “ born Scotland

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

PLANT ENTRIES IN THE LONGNOR, STAFFORDSHIRE PARISH REGISTER 1690 – 1789.
EXTRACTED FROM MICROFICHE OF THE ORIGINAL REGISTERS

Date Last Name Event

1693.11.22 Plant Thomas s Hannah Plant (illegitimate) bap
1695.4.17 Plant Ann d Samuel Plant and Elizabeth his wife bap
1696.1.5 Plant s of Hannah Plant bur
1697.8.17 Plant Hannah Plant bur
1699.1.21 Plant Thomas Plant bur
1702.6.4 Plant Nathan Plant bur
1704.12.28 Plant Ann d Richard Plant and Joan his wife bap
1714.4.20 Plant Thomas Newton and Martha Plant married
1719.3.6 Plant John s John Plant and his wife of Hastebarrow bap
1726.7.5 Plant John s James Plant and Alice his wife of Millor bap
1728.12.3 Plant Grace d James Plant and Alice his wife of Mill dam bap
1732.8.10 Plant Thomas Bestwick of Cheddle and Mary Plant of Wildboarclough

mar
1733.6.23 Plant James Plant of Milldam bur
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1734.8.1 Plant James s James and Alice Plant of Milldam bap
1737.2.23 Plant Thomas s Mary Plant of Fawfield head bap
1741.11.30 Plant William s Mary Plant at Fawfield head bur [date unclear]
1748.5.8 Plant James s John Plant and his wife of Tunstiad? Bap
1749.2.28 Plant Anne d James Plant and his wife of Longnor bap
1749.3.2 Plant Anne d James Plant and his wife of Longnor bur
1749.5.30 Plant William s John Plant and his wife in Mildam bap
1752.12.31 Plant Anne d James Plant and his wife of Gorledge bap
1752.9.29 Plant Alicia d John Plant and his wife of Mill dam bap
1754.9.6 Plant Elizabeth d John Plant and his wife of Mill dam?
1758.6.11 Plant Alice d Grace Plant of ? bap
1761.9.6 Plant John s James and Mary Plant of Gorledge bap
1765.4.7 Plant David s James Plant Gorledge bap
1767.4.26 Plant Sarah d James Plant of Gorledge bap
1769.7.21 Plant James s James Plant Gorledge bap
1771.9.10 Plant Anne d James Plant and Mary his wife Gorledge bap
1772.11.10 Plant Thomas s James Plant Gorledge bap
1780.6.2 Plant Marey d James Plant Gaulig
1782.9.5 Plant Ann d Ann Plant Gourlidg bur
1783.3.13 Plant Ann d Ann Plant Longnor bur
1785.3.17 Plant Jane d John Plant Wilsham bothan bap
1788.9.3 Plant David Plant of Gaulidg bur

Thanks to Richard Sillito for above information.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

FREDERICK PLANT 1881 BRITISH CENSUS BILSTON STAFFORD

Name Relation  Marital Status Gender Age Birthplace Occupation Disability

Frederick Plant Head M Male 32 Wolverhampton Stafford
England Licensed Victualler

Mary Plant Wife M Female 37 Birmingham, Warwick
England Licensed Victualler’s

Wife
Alfred G Plant Brother U Male 21 Bilston, Stafford

England Licenced Victualler’s
Clerk

Henry W Plant Son Male 6 Bilston, Stafford
England Scholar

Caroline A PlantDaur Female 3  “               “
Emma L Plant Daur Female 1  “               “
Annie Salmon Servant U Female 24 Warwick, England Barmaid
Jane Butler Servant U Female 26 Bilston, Stafford,

England Nurse (D)
Clara Caddick Servant U Female 19  “                “ General Servant

Source Information
Dwelling  45 Church St. (Market Tavern)
Census Place, Bilston, Stafford, England
Family History Library Film 1341674
Public Record Office reference RG11
Piece/Folio 2815/120
Page Number 3

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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POST OFFICE DIRECTORY OF THE SIX HOME COUNTIES – 1845
Information from Sian Plant

Kent
Miss Sarah PLANT – staymaker – Lee Rd
Robert PLANT – carpenter – Church Lane …………….both at Lee
Robert PLANT – basket maker – Rochester

Middlesex
Miss Clarissa PLANT – seminary – 11 Cornwall Place, Holloway

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

KELLY’S 1912 SUFFOLK DIRECTORY
Information from Sian Plant

Thomas Herbert PLANT – Parish Clerk, Queens Head PH Dennington
Charles PLANT (Mrs) – apartments – Sunnycroft, Leopold Road, Felixstowe
Robert PLANT – apartments, 70 Constable Road, Felixstowe
Samuel Christopher PLANT – apartments, 5 Highfield Road, Felixstowe
John George PLANT – sanitary inspector, Exchange Buildings, King Street, Ipswich
Joseph Walter PLANT – commercial traveller, 107 Clapham Road, Lowestoft

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

EXTRACTS FROM ‘BETLEY – A VILLAGE OF CONTRASTS
By Robert Speke

List of Overseers of the Poor included

1771 John Plant
1772 Mr John Plant

Roads 1754-55      - Work done and money laid out included

20 June John Plant and William Hilditch each of them 12 hours between Newtons and
the Crofts 0-1-6
2 Tumbrels and 3 horses 0-4-0

20 June Against the Clerks garden, Plant, son and Hilditch every one of them 12 hours at
9d apiece  0-2-3

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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UNITED STATES CENSUS RECORDS
By Kathy Compagno – Member No. 121

With assistance from Shirley Hughes (Member No  29) and Dorian Greenbaum (Member No 179)

Constitution of the United States, 1787: “Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned among
the several states… according to their respective numbers.  The actual enumeration shall be made
within three years after the first meeting of the Congress of the United States, and within every
subsequent term of ten years.”

As required by the U.S. Constitution, the first American census was held in August 1790.  At that time,
4 million people were counted; shockingly, 17% of them were slaves.  Few questions were asked; the
only goal was to count the population to establish the number of Congressmen.  We are fortunate that
the Head of Family was named, but all others in the household [which could include grandparents,
siblings, uncles, aunts, cousins, distant relatives, boarders, servants, friends, travelling salesmen, or
anyone else sleeping there that night] were merely numbered.  The categories counted in 1790 were:
Free White Males ages 16 & up; Under 16; Free White Females [all ages]; All Other Persons; Slaves.
One-third of the census records have been lost, but records remain for ten states.  Fourteen heads of
household are named Plant [they lived in Connecticut, Massachusetts, North Carolina and new
Hampshire], including two women, Ethel and Hester, both in Connecticut.  Three Plant households are
at Branford, Connecticut:

PLANT, JAMES; 1 MALE 16 & UP; 3 FEMALES; 4 TOTAL
PLANT, BENJAMIN; 2 MALES 16 & UP; 1 MALE UNDER 16; 3 FEMALES; 6 TOTAL
PLANT, ABRAHAM; 1 MALE 16 & UP; 1 MALE UNDER 16; 5 FEMALES; 5 TOTAL

Census records from August 1800 and August 1810 continued to name only the Head of Family, but
they added more categories for age [Under 10; 10-16; 16-26, 26-45; 45 & Over] for both Free White
Males and Free White Females.  All others and Slaves still had no subdivisions.  The 1800 census has
19 households headed by Plants including two women, Jamimah in Virginia and Esther still living in
Connecticut.  Two households are still at Branford, Connecticut; they are listed next to each other, and
neither owns a slave:

PLANT, BENJ; MALES: 1 UNDER 10; 1 AGE 26-45; 1 OVER 45;
FEMALES: 1 AGE 10-16; 1 26-45; 1 OVER 45

PLANT, SAML; MALES: 1 UNDER 10; 1 AGE 26-45; FEMALES: 1 AGE 26-45

The 1810 census shows 27 households headed by Plants, Eliza in South Carolina is the only woman
named.   There  are  no  Plants  in  Branford,  Connecticut,  but  in  nearby New Haven we find  two Plant
households, with only one intervening name between them:

PLANT, ELIAS; MALES: 2 UNDER 10; 1 AGE 10-16; 1 AGE 26-45; FEMALES: 2 Under
10
PLANT, SAMUEL; MALES: 1 UNDER 10; 1 AGE 10-16; 1 AGE 26-45;

FEMALES: 2 Under 10; 1 26-45

At Lancaster, Worcester County Massachusetts in 1810, we find another Samuel:

PLANT, SAMUEL; MALES 1 AGE 26-45; FEMALES: 1 UNDER 10; 1 AGE 10-16; 2 AGE
26-45

In August 1820, we see the first efforts to track immigrants and some occupations; categories were
added for Foreigners not Naturalized; Agriculture; Commerce; Manufactures; and free Coloured.
There are now 61 households headed by Plants, with only one in Massachusetts.  The entry for Samuel
above in Lancaster tells us he is working in ‘Agriculture’ and shows the arrival of six children, three
boys and three girls; perhaps the female over 45 is the widowed mother of Samuel or his wife:

PLANT, SAMUEL; MALES: 3 UNDER TEN; X X; 5 AGES 18-26; 1 AGE 26-45; X;
FEMALES: 3 UNDER 10; 1 AGE 10-16; X; 1 AGE 18-26; X; 1 AGE 45+; XX
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In 1830 and 1840 the census was taken in June, still naming only the Head of Household; age
categories were subdivided even further by five year blocks for children and decades for adults
[resulting in thirteen boxes under both Free White Males and Free White Females].  Slaves, Free
coloured, and Foreigners not Naturalized were also counted.  Imagine a line with 29 boxes of numbers
following one name of the Head of Family!  In 1830, there were 66 American households headed by
Plants, with Samuel at Lancaster still the only one living in Massachusetts.  His census line looks like
this:

PLANT, SAMUEL: 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [WHICH MEANS:
MALES: 1 UNDER 5; 2 AGES 5-10; 1 AGES 10-15; 1 AGE 15-20; 1 AGE 50-60;
FEMALES: 2 UNDER 5; 1 AGE 10-15; 2 AGE 15-20; 1 AGE 20-30; 1 AGE 30-40]

In 1840, there were 88 Plant households; we see an aging Samuel and his wife [ages 60’s and 50’s]
now living at Northampton in Hampshire County [a larger town in western Massachusetts].  Three sons
and six daughters appear to be still at home.

PLANT, SAMUEL; MALES: 1 AGE 60-70; 1 AGE 20-30; 1 AGE 15-20; 1 AGE 10-15
FEMALES: 1 AGE 50-60; 3 AGE 20-30; 3 AGE 10-15

On 1 June 1850, the USA census listed the “name of every person…in this household.”  [One wonders
if US officials had noted Queen Victoria’s changes for the 1841 British census, which listed each
name.]   For  each person,  their  Age,  Sex,  Colour,  Profession,  Value  of  real  estate,  and Place  of  birth
were recorded.  A rudimentary social survey checked those who were Married within the year;
Attended school within the year; Persons over 20 who could not read or write; and those deaf and
dumb, blind, insane, idiotic, pauper or convict.  Just imagine your relative checked in the latter column,
and wondering just which of those categories was his affliction!!

In 1850, the census counted 224 households headed by Plants.  We find Samuel’s family has moved to
St. Louis, Missouri [I will admit that this family’s records were originally traced ‘backwards’,
beginning with the family in Missouri in 1870; otherwise it would have been difficult to imagine that
the Massachusetts family was suddenly in Missouri].  At last we have an occupation and all the names
of their family:

PLANT, SAMUEL; AGE 30; OCCUPATION MILLER; BORN MASS’TS; OLIVE PLANT
27 BORN MASS’TS; GEORGE H. PLANT 3 BORN MASSECHUSETTS; WITH MARY
KEYSER 22 OF GERMANY [GEORGE PLANT AND WILLIAM PLANT WERE OTHER
HEADS OF HOUSEHOLD ALSO IN ST LOUIS]

In June 1860, the same questions were asked; another column was added for value of personal estate.
For both 1850 and 1860, there were separate slave schedules, which named the owners but only
counted the slaves without their names.  Modern blacks attempting to trace their ancestors must resort
to  other  records,  such  as  Tax  Records  of  the  owner,  which  would  list  the  slaves  individually  as
property, or wills of the owners, which often names a valued slave in a legacy.

By 1860, Samuel the miller has certainly prospered; notice the four servants:

PLANT, SAMUEL; AGE 40; MALE; OCCUPATION MILLER; REAL ESTATE VALUE
$40,000; PERSONAL ESTATE VALUE $40,000; BORN MASSACHUSETTS; WIFE
OLIVE 37 OF MASS; KIDS ALL BORN MISSOURI: GEORGE H. 12; ALFRED H. 8;
CATHERINE E. 7; ELLEN M 7/12;
SERVANTS BELINDA MEADE 28 OF IRELAND; MARY MCCARTY 26 IRELAND;
ANNA FITZGERALT 18 NEW YORK; THOMAS FITZGERALT 25 CARRIAGE DRIVER
OF IRELAND

We now see George as a lodger in St. Louis, also working as a miller:

PLANT, GEORGE P.; AGE 54; MALE; OCCUPATION MILLER; BORN U.S.A. [note that
although the detailed questions are asked, sometimes the proper answer was not recorded!];
PLANT, LOUIS 15 MALE; MO; LODGERS WITH: ADILLA DOUTHILL 41 OF PENNA
$1000; MARTHA 21 OF PENNA
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In addition to the same questions as 1860, the census of June of 1870 recorded Foreign born Mothers
and Fathers and whether the person enumerated was Eligible to Vote.  At long last, there was no need
for a ‘Slave’ category; all were Free individuals.  Our Samuel the miller appears to have died by 1870,
but his children and widow are living with George P. Plant and other lodgers in St Louis:

PLANT, GEO. P.; AGE 65; OCCUPATION FLOUR MILLER; BORN MASSACHUSETTS;
VOTING CITIZEN; REAL ESTATE VALUE $200,000; PERSONAL ESTATE $400,000;
PLANT, MARTHA; WIFE; AGE 30; KEEPING HOUSE; BORN PENNA; [Douthill in
1860]
PLANT; GEORGE; SON; AGE 27; FLOUR MILLER; PERSONAL $10,000; BORN
MISSOURI;
PLANT LOUIS; SON; AGE 21; FLOUR MILLER; PERSONAL $12,000; BORN
MISSOURI; WITH ADELLE DOUTHILL; AGE 50; ‘AT HOME’; BORN PENNA;

WITH: PLANT, GEO. H.; AGE 22; FLOUR MILLER; PERSONAL $25,000: BORN MISSOURI
PLANT, ALBY T: AGE 20; ‘AT HOME’; REAL ESTATE $15,000; BORN MISSOURI
PLANT, OLIVE S.; AGE 48; AT HOME; PERSONAL $7,000; BORN MASSACHUSETTS
PLANT, ALFRED H.; AGE 18; CLERK IN MILL; BORN MISSOURI
PLANT, CATH. E.; AGE 16; AT HOME; BORN MISSOURI; AT SCHOOL
PLANT, ELLEN W.; AGE 8; BORN MISSOURI; AT SCHOOL; CARRIE A.; AGE 5;
BORN MISSOURI

The 1880 census, also taken in June, made major changes.  For the first time, place of birth for both
father and mother were recorded, as well as the person’ place of birth.  Unfortunately, ‘place’ was
defined as state or country, and NOT the hometown name.  If only we Americans had the precise
names of all those towns and villages, such as those listed in the various British censuses since 1851,
what a difference that would make to our genealogy research!  The town of origin remains one of the
hardest genealogy problems for American researchers, crucial to continuing the investigation overseas.
The  1880  census  also  recorded  the  Name  for  every  person,  with  Colour,  Sex,  Age,  Month  born,
Relationship to head of house, Marriage Status, Occupation, Sickness or Disability, Attended school,
and Whether can read or write.

In 1880, the widow Olive is at home with three children and two servants:

PLANT, OLIVE; WIDOW AGE 58; KEEPING HOUSE; MASS’TS; FATHER & MOTHER
OF MASS’TS;
PLANT, ALFRED H.; SINGLE AGE 28; FLOUR MILL; MISSOURI; FATHER &
MOTHER OF MASS’TS
PLANT, NELLIE; SINGLE AGE 20;  PLANT, CARRIE; SINGLE AGE 17; BOTH ‘AT
HOME’.

Olive’s son George H is living with his wife, children and four servants [coachman, waiter, nurse and
cook] in the same neighbourhood.

PLANT, GEO. H.; MRD; AGE 33; BORN MISSOURI OF MASSACHUSETTS PARENTS;
PROPRIETOR OF FLOUR MILL;
PLANT, ALINA E.; WIFE; AGE 30; BORN MISSOURI; DAD OF MISSOURI; MOM OF
NEW YORK;
PLANT, MARTHA D.; DAUGHTER; AGE 10; PLANT, SAMUEL; SON; AGE 8; BOTH
BORN MISSOURI;
PLANT, ALBY; DAUGHTER; AGE 4;  PLANT, RAZEL; DAUGHTER; AGE 2; BOTH
BORN MISSOURI.

Sadly, my sources give me no details for the 1890 census, as most of those records were destroyed in a
disastrous  warehouse  fire  in  1921.   Fragments  were  saved from a  few states,  with  only  6,150 names
from an estimated population of 63 million.

June 1900 found many new questions added to the census forms, several of great interest to a family
historian.  In addition to the usual Name, Relation, Colour, Sex, Age, Marriage Status, Place of birth
for person and mother and father, Occupation, and Literacy questions, we now learn Month and Year
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of birth [the only census decade with such precise information; others record only the year]; Number of
years married; Mother of how many children and how many still living; Year of immigration to USA;
Naturalisation status [Naturalised, Alien, or Papers in Process]; Farm or House owned or rented, with
Mortgage of not.  Often, the year of immigration will lead the researcher to immigration records or
ships’ passenger lists, while also giving a clue to the date when the immigrant might have applied for
citizenship.  Such documents are often the best way to learn the name of the immigrant’s home town.
With the twenty year gap since 1880, we find many changes.  Olive has presumably passed away,
while  her  son,  George  H.,  has  become  a  widower;  he  now  lives  on  Washington  Boulevard  with  a
married daughter.  The household includes three servants [waitress, cook and housemaid], all born in
Ireland.

PLANT, GEORGE H.; BORN DEC 1858; AGE 51; CITIZEN; OCCUPATION MILLER ON
OWN ACCOUNT; BORN MISSOURI OF PARENTS BORN IN MASSACHUSETTS;
OWNED HOME FREE OF MORTGAGE;
McCORMICK, MARTHA P.; DAUGHTER; AUG 1870; AGE 29; MARRIED 5 YEARS; 0
KIDS; OF MISSOURI;
McCORMICK, HARRY J.; SON-IN-LAW; AUG 1863; AGE 36; BORN MISSOURI; REAL
ESTATE AGENT

We are fortunate that American privacy restrictions place a ‘sealed’ limit at 70 years, unlike the British
restriction for 100 years to pass before census information can be made public.  While the latest British
census records available are from 1901 [magnificently indexed and accessible via the internet], we in
America have access to records from 1910, 1920 and 1930.

The April 1910 form was similar to that of 1900, with more specific occupation and unemployment
questions; it also asked if the person was a Survivor of Union or Confederate, Army or Navy.  ‘Number
of years of present marriage’ continued as a valuable clue to help find a wedding record.  In 1910,
George Plant was living on Jefferson Barracks Road in Webster Groves, a suburb of  St Louis’ he had
one servant.

PLANT, GEORGE; HEAD; AGE 62; WIDOWER; BORN MISSOURI; DAD BORN
MASSACHUSETTS; MOM BORN NEW YORK [note this conflicts with the 1900 census
data]; SPEAKS ENGLISH; PROPRIETOR OF FLOUR MILL ON OWN ACCOUNT;
EMPLOYER; OWNS HOME FREE OF MORTGAGE

Census forms for January 1920 asked fewer questions with similar themes.  Year of immigration and
Year of Naturalization are very helpful to the researcher; if only they had asked “Where are the
documents?”  for  each  as  well!   In  1920,  George  Plant  was  still  living  in  Webster  Groves,  with  one
servant.

PLANT, GEORGE H.; HEAD; OWN HOME; FREE OF  MORTGAGE; AGE 72;
WIDOWER; MERCHANT

In April 1930, the Year of Naturalization was omitted; but now we learn if our families had a “Radio
Set” at home.  And a new ominous category appeared with the Depression era: “Unemployment
Schedule Line”.  Veteran and ‘Which war’ are also included.  By 1930, George Plant no longer appears
in the census records.

Even before the computer era, there were many index aids to the USA census records.  Books were
published covering the early census years, alphabetising the heads of family within each state.  It was
difficult if you did not know precisely in WHICH state your family was living; often several volumes
had to be consulted for the eventual location.  These books are easily available at National Archives
branches, local libraries, genealogy libraries, and Family History Centres affiliated with the Mormon
Church.

When Congress passed the Social Security Act during the Depression era of the 1930’s, it became
necessary for people to document their age in order to acquire benefits.  The problem was that many
localities did not have complete birth registration records.  So people turned to census records to prove
their age, looking at those from 1880 and 1900 [recall that 1890 had burnt].  But how to find your
record easily??  The solution was the Soundex, described in the National Archives NARA website as
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“a coded surname index based on the way a surname sounds rather than the way it is spelled.
Surnames that sound the same, but are spelled differently, like SMITH and SMYTH, have the same
code and are filled together.  The soundex coding system was developed so that you can find a surname
even though it may have been recorded under various spellings.”

Codes are assigned by using the First letter of the surname, and then assigning three numbers for the
three following consonants [treating double letters as one] as follows:

1 = B, F, P, V;  2 = C, G, J, K, Q, S, X, Z;  3 = D, T;  4 = L;  5 = M, N;  6 = R.

Thus, ‘Plant’ would have the code ‘P453’; which is the same code assigned to Plant, Plantagenet,
Plantener, Plantz, etc.  Each census family for 1880 and 1900 [and now also for 1910 and 1920 in most
states] was recorded on an index card; the cards were then filled by code number; within that code, the
cards were alphabetised by first name.  Microfilms of the cards filmed in sequence are available at
archives and libraries.

However,  it  often  required  much patience  while  looking for  a  child  if  you did  not  already know the
name of the parents; you then had to scroll through ALL the cards with that code to look at the listings
of children on each card to find the matching record.  Modern computer indexes have simplified the
searching, but sometimes an egregious misspelling of the surname coupled with inflexible computer
searching for some decades requires researchers to resort to the soundex microfilms to find their
relative.

And remember that the soundex is ONLY AN INDEX with limited information fields; always access
the original record to see all the other information recorded there, and to verify the correctness of the
soundex [or any other index] extractions.

This is all very helpful for those Plant Society members living in the United States, but I hear those
living  in  Britain  or  Australia  or  elsewhere  wondering  just  how  to  access  these  records.   As  with  so
many topics these days, the internet provides the answer.

There are three sites that I have used successfully; unfortunately, two require a subscription payment
for the privilege.  The free 1880 census index is located at:

http://www.familysearch.org

The site  also  has  the  1881 census  indexes  for  Canada  and Britain  at  the  same location,  permitting  a
search for a ‘wandering relative’ in all three countries with one key stroke!  Everyone is indexed
individually, not just the Head of Household.  The surname is easily searched by ‘Similar’ or ‘Exact’.
The site offers rather sophisticated filters to ‘easily’ find even those with more common surnames.
One can find Mary Smith, wife and daughter of John Smith, by entering her First Name, Last Name,
then his as Head of Household First Name and Last Name.  For the USA records, the search can be
further defined by Birthplace [Country and State]; Census State; Census County; and Census town;
Birth Year, Range of years, and Race complete the options.

Some fields  may be  left  empty;  a  search  for  Last  Name ‘Plant’,  Birthplace  country  ‘England’  shows
134 immigrants [or visitors], and this is a useful exercise if your family is ‘missing’ one of its members
in England for that census decade [don’t forget to look in Canada as well!].   One of those 134 is the
brother of my grandmother’s grandmother.  David Plant age 40 was living at Sandusky, Ohio, and
working in a rolling mill.  He later moved to Tennessee, where some of his descendants still live.  It is
interesting to note that I knew to look for him in America because the 1871 British census record for
Walsall Staffordshire showed his wife Ann with the children, occupation ‘Husband in America’, and
by 1881 the family was no longer in England.  But years ago when I did this research, there was no
computerised index; I had to laboriously check the microfilmed Soundex records state by state America
until I found him in Ohio.  Also, because the census decades vary by one year from Britain to America
[1871 vs. 1870], it was possible for David to miss being in any census record for that decade, as he was
still in England in 1870 and was “in America” in 1871, so he was recorded in neither country.

The two subscription web sites for USA Census Images and Indexes are:

http://www.familysearch.org/
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http://www.ancestry.com
http://www.genealogy.com

Ancestry.com has exclusive indexes for the decades 1920 and 1930; 1920 shows Heads of household
only, while 1930 has indexed every individual.  The surname can be searched as ‘Exact’ or ‘Soundex’,
with additional filters offered for Age, Birthplace, and Census State, County and Township.  Ancestry
also offers indexes for 1850 and all earlier USA census records, but for Head of Household only.
Filters include ‘Exact’ or ‘Soundex’ for the surname, as well as Census State, County and Township,
but age is not an option.  Once you have found the desired index entry, ‘click’ to see the original image,
which can then be printed or downloaded to your computer.  Unfortunately, indexes for the earlier
decades are not yet complete, but ‘works in progress’, and searches are often frustrating.  For those
decades without an index, all the pages have been scanned and “can be browsed by locality [usually
county, district or township].”

Genealogy.com offers scanned images for all decades, and indexes for some decades missing at
Ancestry.com: 1910, 1900, 1890, 1870, and 1860.  It also offers index searching for 1820 and the
earlier decades.  It is possible to search for an individual with a specific first name and last name across
all the decades and states at one time.  However, these indexes are more difficult to use; there is no
‘Soundex’ option and it is challenging to imagine sometimes just how your relative’s name might have
been camouflaged.  To compensate, within individual state searches, the option ‘Jump to Page
containing Surname [Plant]’ permits the researcher to scroll through the names which are alphabetic
neighbours within that state.  This process must then be repeated within other states until the desired
record is found.  Filters by census location permit more specific searches.  For the 1910 census index,
one can filter by Age, but no ‘range of years’ is offered.  Thus, three separate searches are needed to
check ‘Age 34, 35, 36’ rather than age 35 plus or minus one year.

GOOD  LUCK  with  your  searches!!   The  typical  family  researcher  begins  with  what  is  known  and
methodically works backwards, following clues of ‘where they were’.  It is much harder to find clues
for ‘where they will be’ when attempting to find descendants of ‘missing’ relatives and distant
branches of your family tree.

Do let us know where you find your missing Plants….

SUPPLEMENT TO UNITED STATES CENSUS RECORDS – HEADS OF FAMILIES

1. 1790 State County Township
David Plant NY Columbia Clavarock
John Plant NY Columbia Clavarock
Jacob Plant PA Westmoreland Rostrover
Stephen Plant SC Laurens Unknown
Soloman Plant CT Fairfield Stratford
James Plant CT Hartford Southington
Ethel Plant CT Middlesex Saybrook
Abraham Plant CT New Haven Branford
Benjamin Plant CT New Haven Branford
James Plant CT New Haven Branford
Hester Plant CT New Haven Derby
John Plant MA Essex Salem
Williamsen Plant NC Fayette Unknown
Ely Plant NH Cheshire Claremont

2. 1800
Benjamin Plant NY Oneida Whites Town
John Plant NY Ontario Jerusalem
Black Plant PA Lancaster Lancaster
Stephen Plant SC Laurens Unknown
William Plant SC Newberry Unknown
John Plant SC Newberry Unknown
Jamimah Plant Virginia Accomack Unknown

http://www.ancestry.com/
http://www.genealogy.com/


59

Eli Plant Vermont Windsor Weathersfield
Eli Plant Vermont Windsor Weathersfield
Solomon Plant CT Fairfield Stratford
James Plant CT Hartford Southington
Joseph Plant CT Hartford Southington
Stephen Plant CT Litchfield Litchfield
Benjamin Plant CT New Haven Branford
Samuel Plant CT New Haven Branford
Esther Plant CT New Haven Derby
Henry Plant Delaware New Castle Pencador Hundred
Williamson Plant NC Anson Unknown
Leonard Plant NY Cayuga Washington

3. 1810
Charles Plant Alabama Madison
Charles Plant Alabama Madison Alabama Territory
Solomon Plant CT Fairfields Stratford
Ebenezer Plant CT Hartford Southington
James Plant CT Hartford Southington
Stephen Plant CT Litchfield Litchfield
T Plant CT New Haven New Haven City
Elias Plant CT New Haven North Haven
Samuel Plant CT New Haven North Haven
Nathaniel Plant District of

Columbia Washington Georgetown District
Robert Plant New Jersey Bergen Saddle River
Adam Plant Jnr NY Montgomery
M Plant NY Niagara
John Plant NY Ontario
John Plant SC Laurens
Stephen Plant SC Laurens
William Plant SC Laurens
Charles Plant SC Laurens
Charles Plant SC Laurens
William Plant Snr SC Newberry
Eliza Plant SC Newberry
Robert Plant SC Newberry
John Plant SC Newberry
William Plant Jr SC Newberry
Peter Plant Virginia Montgomery
James Plant Virginia Prince Edward
Eli Plant Vermont Winasor Wethersfield
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GEORGE PLANT AND NORTHWICH VICTORIA FOOTBALL CLUB

Northwich Victoria  Football  Club has  a  unique  place  in  the  annals  of  English  Football.   The  ground
where they play, the Drill Field in Northwich Cheshire is the worlds oldest football ground.

The clubs (now playing in the Nationwide conference) has its origins in a recreation club for
Northwich businessmen, which offered its members the version of cross-country running known as
hare and hounds, as well as football under both Rugby and Association codes.

The club played its first organised soccer match in 1874 and soon afterwards dropped the sport of hare
and hounds in order to concentrate on football, adopting the name Northwich Victoria Football Club.
The opposing teams were Northwich Hare and Hounds Football Club versus Stedman College,
tradition being that this was the first organised football match in Cheshire.  The papers of the time
reported Northwich emerged victorious by 1 goal to 0 ‘after a hard, if not, very scientific struggle’.

Soon after the formation of the club it moved from its original ground, known as ‘Stumpers Field’ to
the ‘Drill  Field’ in Leftwich.  The first reported match on the new pitch was played on 18 Dec 1875
when Northwich played Manchester, the latter winning the game 1-0.

The strength of the club grew club grew rapidly and by 1880 the ‘Vics’ were playing many of the top
teams in the country with fixtures against Everton, Bolton Wanderers, Stoke and Aston Villa, all these
clubs still being in existence playing in the top echelons of English football.  However changes were
occurring  –  most  of  the  major  clubs  in  England were  using  professional  players  whereas  Northwich
Victoria were still an amateur club.  As a result the ‘Vics’ were finding it increasingly difficult to
compete and they failed to gain admission to the national Football League when it was formed in 1888.
It was not until season 1890-91 that Northwich Victoria adopted professionalism and brought in
players from outside the district.

The ‘hay day’ for the club was the early 1880’s and the Plant family was represented during this
period.  One of the players was George Plant.

George Plant fourth from left
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So who is George Plant?

Looking at the above picture I would estimate that George would be in his early twenties.

If we look at the 1881 Census we find the following:

Name Rel. Marr Age Sex Occu. Birthplace

Hannah Plant head W 52 F Dom. Serv. Northwich, Cheshire
George Plant Son U 21 M Wood turner Northwich, Cheshire
Thomas
Dobell Board U 20 M Solicitors clk Northwich, Cheshire

There is no confirmation that this reference is the correct one.  However, one of the other players was
named Dobell and a boarder with George Plant and his mother was also named Dobell.
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EARLY PLANTS USA

(See also Journal 13 p34)

Information regarding emigration from the UK to America is not very numerous, particularly the later
years.  However, the records for the 17th century are much better.

The passenger list of people leaving British Ports for America for this period is held in the Colonial
Office series of the Public Record Office, Kew.

In 1874 John Camden Hotten published in London a 600 page book containing various information.  I
managed to track down a copy of this publication held in the Central Library, Manchester and extracted
the following references to the Plant name.

“The Original lists of Persons of Quality; Emigrants: Religious Exiles: Political Rebels: Serving men
sold  for  a  term  of  years:  Apprentices:  Children  Stolen:  Maidens  Pressed  and  others  who  went  from
Great Britain to the American Plantations.

1600 – 1700

With their ages, the localities where they formerly lived in the mother country, the names of the ships
in which they embarked and other interesting particulars.

Edited by John Camden Hotten and published in London 1874.

24 July 1635 These under-written names are to be transported to Virginea imbarqued in the
Assurance de LO:  Isaac Bronwell and Geo Pewsie Mr examined by the Minister of
the Towne of Gravesend of their conforitie in Religion.  The men have taken the
oaths of Allegeance and Supremacie.

The  list  contains  the  names  of  221  passengers  who  passed  from  the  port  of  London  including
MATHEW PLANT age 23.

1624/5 The  Muster  of  the  Inhabitants  in  Virginia  of  those  that  live  in  ye  Treasurors  Plant
(wkp – I think the word Plant in this instance will refer to Plantation) James Citty.

The list of dead at all these Plantations Over the Watter 1624 includes WILLIAM
PLANT.  This list comprises 21 names including two slaine by the Indians.

Contained in other documents (see page 15 Journal No. 22) was the supposition that a John Plant
travelled to America with Lord Saltonstalls Company.  I therefore had a further look at JC Hottens
work to see if there was any reference to the name of Saltonstall and found the following:

RICHARD SALTONSTALL age 23 Husbandman
MERRIALL SALTONSTALL age 22
MERRIALL SALTONSTALL age 9 mo

Contained in the list of passengers 1635 which passed from ye Port of London ‘In the Suzan + Ellen
Edward Payne M for New England.  These pties hereunder expressd have brought Certificate from the
Minster of Justices in their Conformitie that they are no Subsidy Men.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

The book by John Camden Hotten contains:

Register of the names of all the passengers from London during one whole year ending
Christmas 1635.

The name of men transported to New England 1632-34.
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Entries relating to America from the Patent Rolls

List of the Living and Dead in Virginea Feb 16, 1623.

List of Walloons and French Emigrants to Virginia.

Musters of the Inhabitants in Virginia 1624/5.

Patents granted to settlers in Virginia c1626.

Passengers who embarked from Ipswich and Weymouth for New England 1634-37,

Register of Persons about to pass into foreign parts from:
March to Sept 1637.

From Ipswich, Yarmouth and Southampton.

The Summer Islands 1673-1679 – Names of the Council – Accounts of the land.

Monmouth’s Rebellion of 1685 – list of the convicted rebels sent to the Barbadoes and other
plantations in America.

Tickets granted to emigrants from Barbadoes to New England, Carolina, Virginia, New York,
Antiqua, Jamaica, Newfoundland and other places 1678-1679.

Barbadoes – Parish Registers, Births and Deaths, list of Inhabitants, Landed Proprietors,
Servants etc., 1678-1679.

It would therefore appear that the book by JC Hotten, in relation to listings of emigrants, is somewhat
limited in its scope and possibly the original documents at Kew will contain more information relative
to the movement of Plants from the UK to the American Collonies.
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JAMES PLANT OF LONG CRENDON
Extracts from The Aylesbury News 1842

The following information has been forwarded by Janet Padrogolla – Member No. 196

Magistrates’ Chamber, Aylesbury - Saturday Feb. 12, 1842
Present – William Christopher, Esq., and the Rev. W Partridge.

Assault. – Thomas Woolton,  baker,  and Jas. Piggott and Joseph Terry, labourers, all of Haddenham,
were charged with assaulting James Plant, of Long Crendon, on the 3rd of February. James Plant said
that he was a shoemaker and accountant; on the day named his father asked him to assist him in the
execution of a warrant of distress on the premises of Joseph Parish of Haddenham; went with him and
tried to get into the home, but did not succeed; afterwards went to the Green Dragon to have some
refreshment, and had not been there many minutes before several people came in, the defendant
amongst  them;  his  father  gave  the  constable  a  shilling,  and  he  spent  it  in  beer,  which  they  drank
between them; he sat down in the chimney corner, and as he was coming out to set down the glass,
Wootton gave him a push, ‘which caused him to stumble and break it against the table; Piggott then
said he should pay for the glass, and on his refusing, took him into custody, and would not let him go
out; Terry did the same; he and Piggott relieved each other; during the scuffle witness had his hat taken
off and it was torn to pieces, which were hung on collars round the neck of his father; he went forward
to the assistance of his father, when Terry struck him very forcibly; thing then came to a hubbub, in
which he was forced out of doors; when out of doors stones and dirt were thrown after him; did not
know who threw them; Piggott and Terry then came and dragged him up and down the road, using him
shamefully; Piggott threw him down and bit him; he afterwards got hold of his throat, and nearly
throttled him; he cried out ‘Murder’ when the constable came to his assistance and took Piggott off;
afterwards went to the constable’s house and slept there.  When cross-examined by Mr Benson, Plant
denied that he was drunk, although he admitted that he had been drinking at several public houses.
John Bates, farmer and baker, of Huddenham, corroborated Plant’s testimony as to what occurred after
he had been turned out of the house.  John Hill, a plumber and glazier of Haddenham, was called by the
complainant, but his evidence was in favour of the defendants, he swearing that Plant commenced the
disturbance by striking Wootton, when he was hanging the pieces of torn hat round old Plant’s neck.
Jesse Oakley, a beershop-keeper at Brid, and the renowned ‘friend’ of old Plant, was next called.  He
spoke to but few facts, having apparently forgotten the principal portion of the occurrences of the night.
According to his statement the young Plant was rather fresh; he could stand very well, although he
might not be able to walk the ‘Chalks’.  Mr Benson characterised this as one of the most paltry cases in
which he had been concerned.  The fact was, that the complainant came to the Green Dragon much
intoxicated, and in quavering about broke the glass.  Mrs Gurney then desired Terry to make Plant pay
for it; and he was eventually turned out of doors in consequence of refusing to do so.  To prove the
truth of his statement, Mr Benson called two witnesses, named Jesse Mander and Joseph Mobbs, who
swore positively that Plant was drunk, and that he committed the first assault by striking Wooton.  This
did not satisfy the magistrates, and they called Joseph Chapman, constable of Haddenham, who said
that he heard Plant cry ‘Murder’, and on going up found him on the ground; Piggott had hold of his arm
as if about to assist him to get up; Plant was fresh at the time; he had a slight cut on the nose, which
was bleeding.  After a short consultation, the magistrates convicted the defendants – ordering Piggott to
pay £1.3s.4d, Wootton 13s.4d., and Terry 18s. 4d.  They were allowed a fortnight to pay the money.

John Fletcher, James Terry, and Thomas Wootton, were then charged with assaulting William Plant
(father of the complainant in the previous case) on the 3rd February, at Haddenham.  This assault was
committed in the course of the drunken squabble detailed above.  The magistrates recommended that
the case should be settled out of court; and this advice was acted upon.

Ashendon Petty Session – Monday 23rd May 1842
Present – Revd’s George Cletwode and T Martyn

Chenham Munt, Abraham Hillesdon, and William Turvey, three young men of Long Crendon, were
charged with assaulting James Plant.  Munt and Turvey appeared, Hillesdon did not.  Plant stated that
he lived at Long Crendon, and was an accountant.  On Monday evening, the 9th instant, he had occasion
to travel to Haddenham, Cuddington, Chearsley , Chilton, and Brill.  As he was coming out of the
house  of  Mr  Maynard,  of  Long  Crendon,  William  Turvey  jumped  on  him;  there  were  nearly  100
persons round the door; he flew for refuge into Mr J Hopcraft’s house; several persons followed him in;
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Mr Hopcraft turned them out at the front door and let him out at the back door; they discovered him in
the close, Turvey ran up to him and Munt struck him on the head with a clot; he got over a fence into
the street when Hillesdon and Munt tripped him up; they hollooed out ‘There is no law for Plant; if we
only save his life it will do.’  They tore his clothes to pieces; they got a string round his neck and
dragged him towards the pond; Munt tore the lappet off his coat; in this was his pocket book; Munt
opened the pocket book, and hollooed out, ‘Damme, here is the preshies;’ Hillesden also tore his coat;
there  were  300  persons  there.   Mr  James  Hopcraft  corroborated  Plant’s  testimony  as  far  as  he  was
concerned.  Mr A Shrimpton, needle maker, of Long Crendon, stated that he heard a voice in the street;
Plant was calling out, and wanted to come into the house; when he saw the mob he locked his door;
Plant cried out, ‘They’ll murder me, they’ll murder me;’ the mob pushed him down several times; Plant
appeared  to  be  about  half  and  half,  but  sober  enough  to  know  all  that  was  being  done.   Mr  John
Hopcroft saw the mob leading Plant about in a halter, and hustling him violently; Plant was not sober.
Defendants called witnesses and attempted to impugn the testimony of Plant, but did not succeed.
There were sentenced to pay £3.7s.4d each; in default, two months’ imprisonment.  Time was allowed
them to get the money.  A warrant was issued against Hillesdon.

Chenham Munt was  again  placed at  the  bar,  and with Charles Coles and James Seers, charged with
assaulting Elizabeth Plant.  From Mrs Plant’s evidence, it appears that, while the mob were ill-treating
her husband, she went to his assistance, and that then the three prisoners pushed her about and tore her
gown.  Mont slapped her face with the lappet of her husband’s coat.  Each prisoner was sentenced to
pay a fine of 5s., and 5s.1d. expenses; and a warrant was issued against Seers.  [Where were the
constabulary – ‘the old constitutional constabulary,’ as Mr G Piggott calls them – while these riotous
proceeding took place?  Is there not a resident magistrate at Crendon?  We have been told, however,
that he is no more use than a stone].

Mr J D Reed brought a case against Plant before  the  magistrate  of  an  improper  distress,  which  was
postponed.

Magistrates’ Chamber, Aylesbury Saturday 26th February
Present Sir J D King, Sir T D Aubrey and W Rickford Esq.

Assault – Benjamin Briscoe of Long Credon, appeared to his summons, charging him with having, on
the 28th December  last,  assaulted  James  Plant,  of  the  same  place.   Briscoe  had  been  to  Portsmouth;
hence  the  delay.   Complainant  had  not  paid  for  the  summons.   The  bench  insisted  on  his  doing  so
previous to the case being heard, when Plant promised to pay for it within a fortnight; he said it was a
most aggravated assault.  It appeared that the summons had been issued by Mr Chetwode, and he not
being present, the bench refused to proceed in the case.  Plant stated his determination of ‘seeing
further’.  The constable of Long Crendon, Mr Wall, stated that he had had two days’ journies in the
case; and on the present occasion, Briscoe would not come without his (Wall’s) obtaining assistance;
he therefore wished to know who was to pay him for his time and trouble.  On being told that Plant
must pay him, Mr Wall said, ‘Then I’ll be dragged up no more.’



DNA Testing Report - by Dr John S Plant (member no. 52)

The past six months have seen an extension of our project to include some other names. There are also some
further results for Plante and Plant.

Some frequently asked questions
To establish the Plantagenet DNA signature, was the Black Prince’s DNA was ever obtained? Not so far

as I know. Further progress may be being hampered for the reasons I describe in the next section.

Are there other sources of confirmed Plantagenet DNA that are being used for this purpose? Given the
problems with the quality of ancient DNA samples, we just have to try to look for possible male-line
descendants of the same male-line stock as the Plantagenets and compare Y-line signatures to see if
they match.

Will our testing also reveal if somone is of a female line of descent of a particular family? There is a sep-
arate test for the purely-female line, as explained in the next section, but this does not produce results
that are as distinctive as the Y-line test for purely-male lines.

And why do we test only males? Only males carry the Y-chromosome and so only they can be Y-line tested.

A brief summary of the scientific background
The reason for restricting our DNA study to the purely male line is a scientific one - this is the best that
the testing can (yet) manage. The nuclear DNA of a child comes from the DNA of each parent (from the
nuclear head of the sperm and the nucleus of the egg). For each parent the nuclear DNA splits from two
adjoined stands (the so-called double helix) into two separated strands and one of the two strands from the
male combines with one from the female. These recombined strands, from male and female, form the double
helix of nuclear DNA for the child, hence providing a mechanism for correcting faults in the strand from
either parent. For this DNA it appears to be impossible (at least so far) to sort out which patterns in the DNA
strands have descended down which ancestral line. For the Y-chromosome however the nuclear DNA comes
solely from the father and so shows characteristics that descend purely down the male ancestral line.

There is also some non-nuclear DNA in the cell that surrounds the nucleus of the egg and this so-called
mt-DNA descends purely down the female line. However the SNP patterns in this DNA change (mutate) even
more slowly than the Y-STR patterns used in the male-line test and so there are fewer differences between
different female lines. Bryan Sykes coined the phrase “The Seven Daughters of Eve” as there were more or
less 7 different maternal ancestral lines that he identified. This gives rise to the female-line test which is a
reliable test for a family historian to consider but which doesn’t provide the more nearly unique signatures
that Y-line testing provides.

The male-line test is on the Y-chromosome. Most of the Y-chromosome is so-called “junk” DNA (i.e. it
serves no genetic purpose) and some of this junk has loops of superfluous units in one strand that do not
match up with the other strand. The Y-STR tests that we are using in our project measure the lengths of
these superflous loops and, as these lengths change only slowly down the generations, their pattern tends to
remain pretty much constant down a millennium or so. However the fact that there have been slow changes
(so-called mutations) throughout the primitive history of mankind means that one male-line family can be
distinguished from another. This is the basis of the test that is most useful to family historians. The fact that
a surname, in the last millennium, tends to follow the same purely-male line as the Y-line DNA signature is
an added bonus.

There was indeed a Times newspaper article on testing the DNA of the skeleton of the Black Prince to try
to identify the grave of his son king Richard II (about which there is some doubt). The Times is supposedly
a respectable newspaper in the UK. However the reported plan seems have been premature. The DNA that
is recoverable from ancient remains is usually mt-DNA and hence of no use for Y-line testing. Though some
progress has recently been reported (e.g. for well preserved frozen remains)1 it still seems to be a situation of
having to wait and see.

1The American Journal of Human Genetics (August 2003) 723:247-260 reports DNA was extracted from skeletal remains ... in
northern Mongolia ... burial site ... used from 3rd century BC to 2nd century AD ... Results from analyses of autosomal and Y-
chromosome STRs, as well as mt-DNA, showed ...
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Some new names in the project
Our best chance (so far) of acrediting a Y-STR signature for the Plantagenets is to test possible male-line
descendants of their stock. There is reason to believe that some members of the Duke family may descend
from Roger Duke, first Sheriff of London, c11902. As privileged positions may have been restricted to a
limited male-line stock, there is some hope of finding matches amongst their male-line descendants. So far 2
males called Duke have signed up to the project. We also have 2 volunteers called Waring (possibly related
to Warren possibly related to Plantagenet). Though it may well turn out that such names do not match, this at
least helps to get the ball rolling in connection with male-lines of possible relevance to the medieval nobility.

A further result for the spelling Plante
A third supposed descendant of Jean Plante, who emigrated from La Rochelle in France to Quebec in Canada
in 1647, has been tested. The first two did not match, so that they could not both be descendants of the said
Jean Plante. The third Plante (PE1c) has matched 12/12 with PE1a who descends from Jean’s son Francois (b
1668), while PE1c descends from Jean’s son Jean (Table 1). The exact match indicates that there has been no
mutation of any of the 12 measured markers for either of these Plantes down either of their lines of descent
— it seems that their shared Y-line signature is the root signature of the French emigrant Jean Plante himself.

The results suggest also that the deep male-line ancestry of Jean Plante, dating back many millennia, was
from the Middle East (?Jewish). Jean Plante was hence not from the same male-line stock as the English
Plant family whose deep ancestry is apparently from Western Europe, perhaps spreading northwards from
Spain around 12,000 years ago after the last Ice Age3 in times before when surnames began.

Higher Resolution results for Plant
In the initial tests for Plant, 10 Y-STR markers were measured by Oxford Ancestors. Then, as reported in the
last issue of the Journal, two other Plant family members took a 25-marker test. Of the 25 markers measured
by FTDNA, 9 were the same as ones measured by Oxford Ancestors and one of those taking the new test (P7a)
was found to match 9/9 with the most common signature found for Plant in the initial tests. The volunteer
P7a is a descendant of John Plant born c1646 in England, who died in 1691 in Brandford, Connecticut and
who fathered a famous Plant family in the USA that included the railway pioneer, Henry Bradley Plant.

Since the last Journal report, two of those (P1a and P5a) who took the initial 10-marker test have now also
taken the 25-marker test. One of them descends from Edward Plant of Siddington in south Cheshire (c1565)
and this descendant (P5a) has been found to match 23/25 with P7a. The other descends from Thomas Plant
of Clowne in north Derbyshire (b 1745) and this descendant (P1a) matches 24/25 with P7a.

These matches are sufficiently close to suggest that all three are from the same male-line Plant stock but
that there have been various mutations down their different lines of descent. Compared to P7a, the north
Derbyshire line descedant P1a has a single-step mutation at marker position DYS392 whereas the south
Cheshire line descendant P5a has single step mutations at two different marker positions, namely DYS449
and DYS 459a (Table 1). It would be useful to test other descendants of these USA, south Cheshire, and north
Derbyshire Plant banches to try to establish the three corresponding root ancestral Y-line signatures, as has
been achieved already for the root ancestor Jean Plante (c1647).

A comment in summary
It is clear that patience is needed while waiting for more males to come forward to take the DNA test.
However, as the results gradually increase, the usefulness of the test begins to become clearer. We now know
that Plant is largely a single family but of different male-line stock from the French-Canadian Plante family.
We now also have a glimpse of how we can tell one Plant branch from another (e.g. P1a, P5a, and P7a). Using

2http://genforum.genealogy.com/duke/messages/4026.html
3Y-STR haplotype measurements have so far been carried out for 9 Plants and they provide an estimate of the Y-SNP haplogroup.

The results for 7 of the 9 Plants indicate that their Y-SNP haplogroup is R1b (previously called Hg1). The true haplogroup of one of these
7 Plants could be more strictly confirmed, or redetermined, by FTDNA for a price of 100 US dollars. The R1b haplogroup is thought to
have descended from a single male ancestor around 23,000 years ago probably around central Western Europe. It is generally supposed
that most R1b males wintered the last Ice Age in Spain, before spreading back up the Atlantic coast and further inland throughout
Western Europe. The modern spread of R1b males is broadly similar to the geographical span associated with Celtic culture, across
central Europe and reaching as far as Turkey. Celtic culture has been traced back only as far as around 800BC. It should also be
noted that the Basques are unique in having a non-Indo-European language, which has led to speculation about their being genetically
distinct, but they too, like the Welsh and the Irish, mostly belong to the R1b haplogroup. The R1b haplogroup can be broken down into
sub-haplogroups which developed after the origins of R1b but information about these sub-groups is as yet barely established.
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DYS P1a P7a P5a PE1a PE1c PE1b
19/394 14 14 14 17 17 13
388 12 12 12 13 13 12
390 24 24 24 24 24 24
391 11 11 11 10 10 10
392 12 13 13 11 11 11
393 13 13 13 13 13 13
389-1 13 13 13 13 13 13
389-2 29 29 29 30 30 30
426 12 12 12 11 11 11
385a 11 11 11 15 15 16
385b 14 14 14 16 16 18
439 11 11 11 13 13 12
458 18 18 18
459a 9 9 10
459b 10 10 10
455 11 11 11
454 11 11 11
447 25 25 25
437 16 16 16
448 20 20 20
449 30 30 29
464a 15 15 15
464b 15 15 15
464c 16 16 16
464d 16 16 16

Branch Code for Earliest known ancestor of branch
volunteer

Sheffield,
England.

P1a Thomas Plant of Clowne, ?b 1745
Sutton-cum-Duckmanton in NE
Derbyshire to William Plant of
Duckmanton

Livingston,
NJ, USA.

P7a John Plant, b c1646 England, d
1691 Branford, Ct, USA (married
Betty Roundkettle)

South
Cheshire,
England.

P5a Edward Plant of Siddington,
c1565; with a line possibly from
15th century Rainow in east
Cheshire.

Ontario,
Canada.

PE1a Jean Plante, sailed to Canada
in 1647 from La Rochelle-Laleu,
France, landed at Quebec City,
settled at Chateau Richer just to
its east. (Descent through Fran-
cois b 1668 C.R. and Pierre b
1702)

Idaho, USA. PE1c ditto (Descent from Jean through
his son Jean, then Louis, Joseph
Marcel, Antoine, Jean Baptiste,
Thomas, etc.)

Quebec,
Canada.

PE1b ditto (Descent through Francois b
1668 C.R. and Jos- Ambroise b
1697 C.R.)

Table 1: Further DNA results for Plant (high resolution P1a and P5a) and Plante (PE1c)

such characteristic DNA signatures for individual Plant branches we can potentially match together others to
these branches.

Plant FHG Web Site Report — by Dr John S Plant, December 2003

Some of the web site pages have been updated, such as the page on French Origins which was updated in
July and November. Also Chapter 26 was made available on-line, from the Journal page, in October.

The biggest change however was moving the web site in August from the Keele University
servers to a commercial hosting service called HostPlus. As a result of the move only a few
internet search engines (such as Google, Yahoo, Altavista, and Euroseek) are yet finding the new
web-site address but bare links have been left in place to redirect people from the old address to
the new one.

Usage has remained fairly steady
throughout the changeover — the number
of hits on the Keele address has fallen as
those on the new address has grown.

July Aug Sept Oct
Keele 10362 10762 3192 587
HostPlus 0 2137 10196 12403

A number of changes with this move are (i) http://www.plant-fhg.org.uk is the new address
for our web-site, (ii) a Guest Book has been added to the entry page, (iii) an option for rating the web site out
of 10 has been added to the home page, (iv) it is now possible to use PHP and a MySQL database with the
site and this has allowed the Members Interests pages to be revamped - some of the Members web pages now
need a username and password which are respectively plants and 4uAlone - options have been added
such as to allow members to send a message to all the current members of the group who have an email
address.

Since the last report, the top 5 of requested items on the web site has been as follows.

Top No. 2 No. 3 No. 4 No. 5
Jun 360 Reunion slides 236 DNA 186 Name origins 172 Notable Plants 148 Chapter 23
Jul 333 Notable Plants 261 DNA 237 Chapter 19 220 Name origins 115 French origins
Aug 402 Notable Plants 216 DNA 205 Chapter 19 203 Name origins 171 Reunion slides
Sep 347 Notable Plants 317 DNA 261 Members interests 233 USA Plants 225 Contacts
Oct 285 DNA 208 Name origins 168 French origins 158 Members interests 125 Journal contents
Nov 234 DNA 209 Notable Plants 207 French origins 153 Name origins 125 Chapter 23
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STAFFORDSHIRE MARRIAGE INDEX 1500’S TO 1837
 Jonathan to Joseph

No. Name Status Occupation Residence Name Status Occupation Residence Date Place Notes Banns/
Lic.

707 Jonathan Broughton Venables, Anne Broughton 25 Sep 1731 Eccleshall
708 Jonathan Stoke Moreton, Sarah Stoke 22 Sep 1777 Newcastle-

under-Lyme
709 Jonathan b Perkins, Sarah s 19 Sep 1816 Uttoxeter l
710 Joseph Gaskell,

Elizabeth
Leek 24 Apr 1687 CHS, Prestbury

711 Joseph Johnsone, Jane Leek Frith 8 Feb 1692/3 Leek
712 Joseph Alstonfield Hollins, Anna Chedulton 5 Jan 1711 Horton
713 Joseph Leek Heywood, Sarah Leek 11 Jul 1723 Leek
714 Joseph Rowley

Regis
Marson, Esther Oldswinford 27 May 1724 Rowley Regis

715 Joseph Patchet, Ann 17 Apr 1732 Kinver
716 Joseph Leek Hulme, Mary Chedleton,

Meerbrook
6 Oct 1737 Leek

717 Joseph Badkin, Sara 13 Jul 1740 Burton-on-Trent
718 Joseph Burslem Bowyer, Jane Burslem 6 Mar 1741/2 Leek
719 Joseph Leek Tomkinson,

Hannah
Leek 30 Dec 1742 Leek

720 Joseph Hunt, Sarah Leek 15 Sep 1747 DBY, Peak
Forest

721 Joseph CHS,
Wybunbury

Yates, Elizabeth 4 Sep 1758 Eccleshall l

722 Joseph w Toft, Sarah s 10 Feb 1768 Leek
723 Joseph Walker,

Margaret
18 Jun 1770 Ellastone

724 Joseph b Hassall,
Phillissea

s 30 Jun 1770 Leek

725 Joseph Shaw, Elizabeth Sandon 21 Jan 1771 Stone
726 Joseph b Cluelow, Eliz s 1 Jun 1771 Leek
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No. Name Status Occupation Residence Name Status Occupation Residence Date Place Notes Banns/
Lic.

727 Joseph Stoke-on-
Trent

Simms, Mary 4 May 1772 Stone l

728 Joseph Potter Jervis, Ellen s 14 Sep 1773 Stoke-on-Trent b
729 Joseph Wolstanton Gater, Hannah Wolstanton 12 Jan 1775 Wolstanton
730 Joseph Wolveston, Mary 12 Jun 1775 Lichfield St

Mary
731 Joseph Uttoxeter Wilson,

Elizabeth
28 Dec 1778 Kingstone l

732 Joseph Farmer Norton Bradshaw, Eliz s 1 Apr 1782 Stoke-on-Trent b
733 Joseph b Leek Rowley, Mary s Leek 11 May 1786 Leek
734 Joseph Young, Mary 31 Mar 1793 Lichfield St

Michael
735 Joseph Leek Hassah, Sarah s Leek 2 Mar 1797 Leek l
736 Joseph Biddulph,

Elizabeth
29 Aug 1797 Stafford St

Mary
737 Joseph b Leek Clulow, Mary s Leek 19 Jan 1799 Leek l
738 Joseph Handley,

Elizabeth
20 Jun 1799 Stone

739 Joseph Kingswinford Westwood, Mary 14 Jun 1802 Kingswinford l
740 Joseph Parry, Margaret 29 Aug 1802 Kingswinford
741 Joseph Elleston Austin, Eliz 14 Oct 1802 Alstonefield l
742/2 Joseph Wheel, Mary 24 Dec 1804 Fulford
743/3 Joseph Cheadle, Martha 7 Dec 1807 Stone l
744/4 Joseph b Frost, Elizabeth s 7 May 1812 Horton
745/5 Joseph Rowley, Hannah 21 Mar 1814 Betley W
746/6 Joseph Thacker, Sarah 26 Jan 1817 Farewell W
747/7 Joseph b Taylor, Hannah s 20 Jan 1820 Leek
748/8 Joseph b West

Bromwich
Yates, Mary s West

Bromwich
26 Dec 1820 West Bromwich b

749/9 Joseph b Cratemaker Bouley, Ann s 3 Aug 1823 Burslem
750/10 Joseph Brown, Elizabeth 5 Oct 1829 Stone
751/11 Joseph Lakin, Eliza 18 Jan 1830 Yoxall
752/12 Joseph b Potter Hall, Mary s 16 Jan 1831 Wolstanton
753/13 Joseph b Aston, Ellen s 13 Jun 1831 Wolverhampton
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No. Name Status Occupation Residence Name Status Occupation Residence Date Place Notes Banns/
Lic.

754/14 Joseph b Hill, Sarah s 5 Jul 1831 Biddulph
755/15 Joseph w Clutton, Sarah 26 Sep 1832 Betley
756/16 Joseph w Thomas, Jane s 25 Dec 1832 Stoke-on-Trent l
757/17 Joseph Smith, Mary 1 Jan 1837 Gnosall
758/18 Joseph b Owen, Jane s 19 Feb 1837 Bradley
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PLANTS EXTRACTED FROM 1881 BRITISH CENSUS

LANARK SCOTLAND

Total list = 54

Number of born England = 9, seven of which were Head of Household

Note Six of the seven married Scottish women suggesting that they had moved North to
Scotland to find work associated with the heavy engineering industry developing in
Scotland at that time.

Note The remaining one (William Plant) had issue born in Bangalore and Madras India
and was probably in the Army until he was in the late thirties or early forties.

Note There is only two references to where in England they were born – Stafford in both
cases

Note Two of the references show occupation as Cratemakers.
(Frederick age 35 and Thomas aged 33) possibly brothers?

Occupations = Domestic Servant (1), Cratemaker (2), Millworker (3), Housekeeper (1), Commercial
Clerk (1), Labourer (2), Iron Shingler (2), Shopman (2), Cane Chair Maker (1), Cabinet Maker (1),
Stay maker (1), Paper Ruler (1), Calenderer (1).

Census Place = Bothwell, Glasgow, Barony, Old Monkland
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