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THE HUDDERSFIELD FOUR
1. INTRODUCTION
This is the story of four women, friends, from Huddersfield in the West Riding of
Yorkshire, who lived a life of crime and prostitution, and were eventually transported to
Van Diemens Land for “larceny from the person”, ostensibly plying a young man with
alcohol and robbing him of his cash.
They were, Lydia Clay (born 1809); Elizabeth Quarmby (born 1822); Mary Ann Wentworth
(born 1824); and Ruth Richardson (born 1817).
The offence took place in August 1845, they were tried in December that year, found
guilty and sentenced to 10 years transportation, finally arriving in Van Diemens Land on
29 August 1846 on the vessel “Sea Queen”
In the following newspaper report of this case they have been described as “nymphs of
the pave”, a common term for prostitutes in that era.

Leeds Times 16 August 1845
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2. PRE TRANSPORTATION
The eldest of the women, Lydia Clay (36), named her family members as, father John;
brother John; sisters Nancy; Ann; Martha; Sarah; Mary Ann. The 1841 census shows Lydia
as a servant living with a family in Castlegate, Huddersfield. No record of her birth can be
found.
Castlegate is now the name of a major thoroughfare through Huddersfield, (the A62) to
the north of the town centre, but in the 19th century it was a town centre street in the
busy market area. The area was networked with back alleys and slum standard tenement
housing. The population had grown rapidly with the industrialisation of the wool industry,
and eventually the influx of Irish immigrants fleeing the potato famine. There was an
abundance of ale houses and inns as well as houses of “ill repute”, petty crime was rife
and the penalties were harsh. These four women lived and “worked” in the heart of the
area. The Green Dragon Inn where offence occurred was located on Castlegate.

Lydia’s criminal record went back as far as 1839 when she was imprisoned for 12 months
for larceny from the person. No further information about that case has been located.
According to her prison report in 1846, she had a “career of crime between five or six
years”. The following is an interesting newspaper article from 1835 in which she was
mentioned, showing her as a victim of crime.

Leeds Times 28 November 1835

Elizabeth Quarmby (23), was known as Bess – the only relations she declared were her
siblings Joseph & Ann. Unfortunately due to the commonality of the name Quarmby in
the Huddersfield area, it has not been possible to positively identify her birth, nor herself
and her siblings in the 1841 census. The majority of Quarmbys lived in the village of
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Almondbury, about one mile from Huddersfield and it is most likely Elizabeth came from
one of those families. Her prison report states “has followed an improper course of life
for three years”.
She does not appear to have been tried previously at any of the assizes, however it is
quite probable that she has a number of times been in front of the magistrates. The prison
report would imply that there has been some history of such.

Mary Ann Wentworth, (22), named her family members as mother Ann; brother Henry;
sisters Grace and Dinah. In the 1841 census, Mary Ann (13) and her sisters Grace (10) and
Dinah (Diana) (8) were in the Wakefield workhouse. There is no sign of her mother Ann
or brother Henry. For information on Wakefield Workhouse see
http://www.workhouses.org.uk/Wakefield/ (ages on censuses are not guaranteed to be
accurate).
Perhaps her mother (if she was still alive), was unable to support the girls and placed
them in the workhouse.
No records of Mary Ann’s family members after her transportation have been found &
the majority of the workhouse records have not survived. On a positive note, there is no
evidence that any of them were engaged in criminal activity.

Ruth Richardson (29), named her family members as father James; brothers, George &
Joseph; sisters Elizabeth; Sarah; Mary & Ann. She has been found on the 1841 census,
living at Windsor Court, Huddersfield. Windsor Court was a court or alleyway running off
Castlegate. I have not been able to locate her family members in later records.
Her father James Richardson was found guilty of larceny at Bradford on 28 June 1837 and
was transported to Van Diemens Land for 14 years. He travelled on the “Neptune”
arriving on 18 January 1838.
As with her friend Elizabeth Quarmby, her prison report states “has followed an improper
course of life for three years”. The following is an article of an incident she was involved
in, having had the charges dismissed.
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Bradford Observer 02 January 1845

How long the four knew each other is not known, but from the accounts of this case they
certainly operated as a team. The following articles describe the crime.
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Bradford Observer 14 August 1845
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Leeds Mercury 13 December 1845

Criminals they were, but more than that they were victims, victims of their time, of
circumstances and of the poverty trap they inhabited. They knew no better, Mary Ann
spent her young life in the workhouse, and Ruth’s father was a convicted criminal. They
entered a life of crime as a means to survive.
So they were each transported for ten years, which effectively meant for the rest of their
lives. Was it a better life? We will see.
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3. POST TRANSPORTATION
As part of their processing upon their arrival a description report is produced for each
convict. Below are some of the physical features of our girls:

Lydia Clay

Height 5’ 0 ¼”; complexion dark; eyes black; nose long; mole
inside right arm.

Elizabeth Quarmby

Height 5’ 2 ½ “; head large; nose long & sharp; mouth very large;
chin large & double; slight scar on forefinger left hand.

Mary Ann Wentworth

Height 5’ 0”; complexion fair; mouth wide; chin small; Pock
Marked - Mole over Left Eye.

Ruth Richardson

Height 5’ 1 ½”; head large; nose large & sharp; mouth large; chin
large; has been bled left arm.

Lydia had a turbulent time during her years under sentence, for the first three years she
was constantly in trouble for misconduct, insubordination, insolence, absconding and
more. For that she was incarcerated many times with hard labour.
She received her ticket of leave in 1851 and a conditional pardon in 1853. Her certificate
of freedom was issued ten years after her conviction on 6 December 1855.
On 10 September 1850, she married James Schofield—her friend Ruth Richardson was
witness to the marriage. On 29 March 1854, James was tragically killed in an act of
manslaughter.
On 3 April 1855, she then married John Rees. (Note that her “mourning” time was almost
exactly one year, this is common practice in England)
She had no children to either of her marriages.
On 7 October 1858, Lydia died of “abscess on the brain” at the age of 48.

Elizabeth served her time without major incident, with only one misdemeanour recorded
in 1855 which appears to have been as the result of a domestic incident.
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She received her ticket of leave in 1850. Her certificate of freedom was issued ten years
after her conviction on 6 December 1855.
On 20 March 1853 Elizabeth married Thomas Parkinson and they had three children
together, Son (registered without name) 24 Feb 1854, William 30 Oct 1858 & Ann 22 Jan
1860.
In spite of this they appear to have had a tempestuous relationship. The incident in 1855
mentioned above involved her breaking her husband’s window.
At the much later date of 1864, Thomas placed the following notice in a newspaper
declining responsibility for and debts entered into by his wife. Implying separation or at
least serious financial irresponsibility by Elizabeth

Mercury 29 October 1864

Following on from the above, see this application for maintenance by Elizabeth against
Thomas in 1865. So they were indeed separated. Her case was dismissed.
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Mercury 16 May 1865
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Elizabeth was a habitual drinker, and her drinking and unruly behaviour had caused the
separation. It would also seem that she lost access to her children.
After many years of separation, Thomas re-married while still legally married to Elizabeth,
the result of this was that he was prosecuted for bigamy.

Launceston Examiner 5 August 1876

Launceston Examiner 1 July 1876

He received just 3 months imprisonment, leniency due to “mitigating circumstances”.
Elizabeth died on 1 February 1893 aged 72, cause of death “senile decay”. She was
buried at Cornelian Bay Cemetery in a pauper’s grave.

Mary Ann (22) – She spent the term of her sentence without incident & on 19 June
1848 she married Joseph Besemore (Beasmore), the owner of as substantial general
store in Hobart, they had no children but there is some evidence that they adopted two
young orphans. Joseph died in 1864.
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She received her ticket of leave in 1850 and a conditional pardon in 1853. Her certificate
of freedom was issued ten years after her conviction on 16 January 1856.
On 26 February 1877, she married widower John Dunbabin (71), a landowner, farmer
and former politician. The Dunbabin family was one of the early pioneering families in
VDL and they were most respected. John Dunbabin died 1897 aged 91.
Mary Ann lived a comfortable life until her death on 3 January 1911 aged 86.

The Mercury 4 January 1911

Ruth (29) had no offences recorded against her throughout her sentence, remaining on
good behaviour which would surely have made her life easier.
She received her ticket of leave in 1850 and a conditional pardon in 1853. Her certificate
of freedom was issued ten years after her conviction on 14 December 1856.
On 17 January 1853 she married farmer Thomas Sutton. No children have been traced.
Below is a strange case where in 1856 Ruth was apprehended in Melbourne as being
“illegally at large”, when in fact she was a free woman. She was deported back to
Hobart where she was immediately set free. Note the mention of “her husband and
children” (the research found no children).
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Tasmania Daily News 15 July 1856
What prompted this journey without her husband / family, we can only surmise.
Ruth died 25 September 1858 from consumption.
Her age on the marriage certificate is shown as 21 (the same as her husband) when she
would have been about 36, whereas her death certificate shows age 41 which is about
right.

4. SUMMING UP
So to consider if they had better lives in VDL than if they had stayed in England. At home
they would have most likely spent many years in prison and in all probability continued
with their criminal activities, eventually ending their lives in poverty, probably in the
workhouse.
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Their transportation at least gave them an opportunity to make an improvement,
unfortunately to a large degree the die was already cast and they were not able to
break the cycle. They all had tough lives in England, they had to endure the long sea
journey and their years in servitude. They were probably mentally damaged and
overwhelmed with low self-esteem. Alcohol was a means of dulling the pain.
Lydia seems to have been an out and out rebel, repeatedly offending during her
sentence, then suffering the death of her first husband in tragic circumstances. She
herself died at a young 48.
Elizabeth was well behaved through her sentence—she lost control of her life through
alcohol, lost her marriage and probably her children too. She lived into her seventies,
ended up in poverty, and was buried in a pauper’s grave.
Mary Ann does appear to have behaved well during the years of her sentence. She had
two successful marriages both to hard working businessmen, and she had no children of
her own but adopted two orphans. She showed the determination to put her old ways
behind her and aspired to a comfortable and respectable life.
Ruth also behaved well during her sentence and later married a farmer. Her life as a
farmer’s wife would have been hard, though would have had had its benefits.
Unfortunately, she did not live long enough to see the rewards of her labours, going to
her early grave at the age of 41.
On one extreme, we have Elizabeth, a troubled soul who did not know how to change,
then Lydia who was only slightly better. Ruth, tried to improve her lot, but did not live
long enough to reap the rewards. Finally, Mary Ann, kept out of trouble, took the
opportunities and was undoubtedly the success story of this “gang of four”.
In conclusion, they probably had a better life than they could have expected in England,
in that, however bad their new lives were, they had escaped from an even worse fate.
The key to success was firstly to have the strength and willpower to put their previous
lifestyle fully behind them, then to be well behaved throughout their servitude. They
needed a positive attitude to their future, to aspire to a level of decorum and be
prepared to work to that end. A good marriage would finally seal their future, and its
importance should not be underestimated. Those who did not make good in the main
were too damaged to begin with, and the downward spiral continued. They were
undeniably victims.
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