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If you are looking for a Christmas present then the new book by Tom Cunliffe might be of
interest “In The Wake of Heroes” is a compilation of sailings greatest stories.
Tom Cunliffe is one of the biggest names in the sailing world – an internationally renowned
journalist and speaker, and the go-to guru for new TV series about maritime interests. For the
last ten years he has edited the ‘Great Seamanship’ column of Yachting World magazine,
featuring stories of great seamanship from classic yachting books.
In the Wake of Heroes comprises Tom’s 40 favourite extracts, and covers the entire scope of
yachting concerns, from small-boat handling to yacht racing to long-distance cruising and
exploring.
Introduced in Tom’s quintessential lively, engaging fashion, and illustrated with photos both
from the original books and Tom’s own archives, this beautifully packaged book contains a
wealth of yachting wisdom and is a collection to be treasured.
For Editors:
Tom Cunliffe is one of the maritime world’s most popular writers and
presenters. He is a regular columnist for Yachting Monthly, Yachting
World and SAIL, and his television appearances include Island Race,
Boatyard and most recently The Boats that Built Britain. He is the
author of numerous books, including The Complete Day Skipper and
The Complete Yacht Master, two of the bestselling books on the
Adlard Coles list.
Hardback £18.99/eBook £16.99

The Clasby Connection
Valerie Clasby saw a mention of the Diaper Family in a recent Hampshire Genealogy
magazine and thought she would contact us as she has found a connection with her family. In
the census for 1851 living in 26 Amelia Row, Portsea, was Hannah Clasby head of the house,
a widow of 56 who worked in the naval service. Also in the house were her daughter
Elizabeth, aged 30 a straw bonnet maker, her son Robert, 18, a shipwright born in Devonport
and a daughter, Emma, 14 still at school. The final member of the household was Powell
Diaper who was visiting, a mariner, widower and aged 90. Hannah had become a widow in
tragic circumstances. Her husband Stephen, then aged 47, was second mate of the convict
ship York and had been shot on Haslar Beach by William Davis on 2 September 1842.
Apparently convicts were sent ashore to work ina field near Haslar Hospital under the charge
of Stephen and two guards, Adams and Beasley. The usual file of solders were distributed
around the ground with instructions not to allow any of the prisoners to pass the field or cross
Haslar Creek unless accompanied by one of the guards and if any prisoner persisted in
passing after being hailed and ordered by the sentry to return, and assistance was not near,
the sentry was to fire. Davis seeing Stephen detach himself from the convicts and walk to the

end of the creek, hailed him and told him to return, unfortunately Stephen was deaf and paid no
attention. So the sentry shot him. The sentry, William Davis, of the 6th Regiment of Foot and been in
the army for 15 years ‘but not possessed of more intellect than would enable him to follow literally
what he was ordered’. Stephen was wearing a green frock coat, black waistcoat, and blue flushing
trousers whereas the convicts were in brown or grey. A witness said Davis had not called out. Stephen
had been shot through the left side of the head, the ball passing out the right side. The sentry was
tried, he had already been adjudged to be fit for nothing more than a ramrod sentry. He was found
guilty of manslaughter and transported for 10 years. He left a widow and seven children quite
unprovided for. Hannah was Powell Diaper’s daughter.
[details from an article by Valerie in the Hampshire Family Historian, taken from The Times,
Telegraph and Illustrated London News of September 1842]

Hampshire

The Sad Tale of Richard Parker
A summary of some recent correspondence with a university in Canada.
For over 20 years, Professor Robert Harding has been using Dudley and Stephens v. Regina to introduce new
law students to important criminal law doctrines. Interestingly, this case was among the first that Professor
Harding studied as a young law student at Harvard Law School. Currently, we are developing this case into an
interactive digital format for law students that will enhance criminal law doctrinal learning objectives.

What occurred during this tragic voyage, which resulted in the landmark opinion in Regina v. Dudley
and Stephens is still the cornerstone of the study of basic substantive Criminal Law, which is typically
taught to first year law students. So your ancestor is responsible for helping I don’t know how many
hundreds of thousands, possibly even millions, of law students learn Criminal Law. The first subject
covered in my Criminal Law class is civil v. criminal law: Why was this second, civil being the first,
body/system used to resolve problems, system—criminal law-developed? Richard Parker’s case is
perfect for this-I use a fictional Mrs. Parker, Richard’s mother, but now, thanks to you, I will use
Captain and Mrs. Jack Matthews, to explore what she’d “want”, as in remedies, because of her son
being killed. I identify other individuals and groups who are concerned about what happened and what
they might want, remedy, and then we look at how we can get these different concerns, objectives
resolved using the existent civil system. Of course, as I show the students the civil system is
inadequate, for a variety of reasons, to address all the concerns and achieve all the objectives. Voilalet’s develop a second system that can provide a “stop gap” for the civil system when it’s inadequate
to achieve certain goals and for different individuals and interests. And that system is the criminal law
system. I consider Richard’s plight to be the best to use to get the students to understand why it was
determined there was a need for a criminal law system. Pedagogically I think it enhances students’
understanding of legal doctrine to include relevant socio-political-historical factors. For example,
Richard as the cabin boy, Richard was the lowest crew member. Admittedly, even though he comes
from a sailing family at 17, he doesn’t know anything about sailing, which is one reason he wanted to
take the position so he could advance to the highest position, skipper, Captain, in a much shorter
period of time, he estimates about 6 months, the time it will take to make the journey; instead of
advancing slowly-cabin boy to able bodied seaman, fisherman, etc, first mate, skipper, like his
brothers. Despite being sick, I want students to understand how social context issues influenced what
happened. From a socio-economic perspective, Richard was the most expendable; losing him would
cause the least amount of harm—from a socio-economic perspective-than losing the Captain, the First
Mate and even Brooks. Because of England’s financial superiority-especially through trade—the
government—through taxes because of the substantially expanded taxpayer base [trade expanded
middle class, upper middle, wealthy] needed experienced Captain’s, like Stephens, Matthews and
Richard’s father, to keep the financial boon going. These individuals facilitated the trade that enabled
England to be financially secure and because of the experience required for individuals to keep this
afloat, like the Captain, they would earn a fairly good salary, which is representative of his worth in this
socio-economic aspect. As a former junior officer, Stephens too had a lot of experience: the type
needed to keep the economic boon going. Even though his fall from grace—especially because he
wasn’t the cause of the other ship sinking-reduces the amount of money he can earn, it doesn’t
eliminate the fact that he does have a high degree of experience in an area that financially benefits the
country and its citizens, so from an economic perspective he’s more valuable than Richard. Brooks is

in his late thirties and even though his official rank isn’t as high as Dudley or Stephens, he’s certainly
had years and years of experience, which economically makes him valuable, notwithstanding what
appears to be a drinking problem [Dudley says that even with this problem he’s still a good able
bodied seaman and does a good job; I imagine his drinking didn’t cause people to doubt his
exemplary sailing skills, but rather a concern that his excessive drinking could interfere with his ability
to successfully carry out the additional duties required by the ship’s Captain. In any event, he has
years of experience, which is an asset to the British financial and political dominance. Richard, well as
he admits, has minimal sailing—as in open water, long distance, complex sailing-experience basically
from May 19, 1884, when they left Southampton, to July 5, 1884, when the ship sank. Since he was
ambitious about learning as much as possible about sailing during the 6 months of the voyage, which
seems like Dudley was open to that, qualitatively Richard very likely had gained more experience
than that a quantitative assessment—May 19 – July 5-would suggest. In addition, he was ambitious
and enthusiastic about maximizing what he could learn about sailing as well as practical experience
during the 6 months so from this historical economic perspective he very well could be more valuable
than the average novice cabin boy. Nonetheless, even with this possibly elevated status that would
increase the benefit he could bestow to the financial and political objectives of the time, he was still
less valuable than the other three. I think this is a critical part of the subtext in what transpired and also
in the Queen’s Bench’s decision regarding the applicability of certain general total defenses in this
case: especially with respect to the choice of evils/necessity defense. I think this subtext also helps
explain why they: 1) didn’t simply wait for Richard to die, especially since apparently he was so close
to dying [though who knows, maybe he wasn’t and they fabricated that part in order to create
evidence in support their “rationale,” being the primary total defense they asserted; and 2) use of the
necessity/choice of evils defense [I don’t know that they had actual knowledge of this defense, but I
bet that intuitively they thought “well in grave situations how can someone be guilty of a crime[caused
a harm] if it was necessary to do something in order to stop a greater/bigger harm from happening”
but also felt in order to minimize the harm they caused, it would be best if Richard was on the brink of
death—or even that they waiting until he was on the brink of death [again, I don’t know whether
Richard was actually sick and close to death
or whether they fabricated it to enhance the
acceptability of the reason given for killing
Richard. I hope all of that made sense. I also
think the socio-political subtext I’ve
mentioned helps explain why they didn’t
simply say Richard died on his own accord
before they touched him. That seems like the
safest bet; unless, because the socio-econofinancial subtext was part of their
socialization and since Richard wasn’t yet a
taxpayer so not contributing to society that
way nor furthering trade and financial and
political dominance, society lost very little
and avoided suffering a substantial loss
[Dudley, Stephens, and Brooks].
I will close here. What happened to Richard was horrific and nothing can ever make up for that. But he
left a long lasting legacy as his ordeal affected the development of key criminal law principles and also
he has been an integral part in educating a tremendous number of attorneys.
Roberta Harding

Shamrock IV
This was sent to us by Klifton Snow:I found your post on Itchen Ferry Village, and noticed the information about the Shamrock IV crew as
well, and would like to share with you my own family information regarding the above.

I was also in Class 3B, which was part of the project that ended up in the brass plaque on the
shoreline, 3B stood for 3rd year (1984/1985) and B for Mrs Bartlett.
My family connection to Woolston is through my late mothers family, the Wilkinson's. Robert Wilkinson
was a Master Mariner who in the later part of his life lived in Alma now Florence road, his last ship was
the "Lady Constance" which was moored at Oak Bank Wharf, he died in 1902, and has a nice
headstone, at St Mary's Extra, which from a visit in October was damaged, and has collapsed
unfortunately, he is buried with a son Charles William who died in 1909, and behind him is another
son, Joseph who was also a Master of a "Latona", who died in Vospers, as a Coal Porter in 1910, but
is listed at Defender road on the burial info, and there is a Mrs Wilkinson at Defender Road in 1911,
but I cant find a marriage.
Robert's eldest son was called Robert Henry Wilkinson, he was in Southampton in 1881, with the
family in Chantry road, before they moved to Portsmouth after 1883, his Mother died in 1885 of TB.
Robert Henry joined the Royal Naval Reserve in Portsmouth in 1885, and served on the Brynhild 1902
and Shamrock I in 1903 during the Americas Cup races as an AB rating, and according to his RNR
record he " drowned whilst serving on yacht " Nymph" which is supposed to have been lost off Selsey
on or about the 26th of March 1905. I have a report reference of a "Y842", and I also know it was
carrying ballast, from Newhaven and I think had a crew of three, but I have been unable to find the
other crew members names. It would also appear that Robert Henry's eldest son may have drowned
at sea as well also in 1905, but no ship was listed.
Also on my Mother side, I am related to the Parker family from Weston Common, and a Daniel Parker
was my Great Great Grandad, he lived at Surrey House, in Botley Road on the 1881 census, next to
another house called Daintree, The site of Daintree House is now called Daintree Close , but the site
of Surrey House is called Vardy Close, which seems strange.
I did wonder if my Daniel could be connected to Richard Parker of Itchen Ferry Village, as I believe his
father was called Daniel to.
Geneology Update
Not a lot of change, although we are still getting new information to add into the family tree, along with
a few new photos that are being added. Julie is still working through the 1911 census and is about half
way through checking the records, trying to make sure that any census records for people in our family
tree have all been added to our records, so that we keep as full a record as possible of each
individual. Please if you have information that you would like us to include along with any pictures you
would like to share. Please contact Julie on her email address below.
With Regret
We are sorry to report the passing of Brian and Eric Weakley grandsons of Tom Diaper of The Log
both their funerals took place at the family church at Peartree, Brian’s in July and Eric in November,
they were both keen supporters of the DHA and will be missed.
Email Addresses
Please remember that if your have an email address to let us know so we can send your newsletters
via email, which helps us save on the cost of postage, and the amount of paper we use. Also don’t
forget to let us know if you change your email address so that we can keep our records up to date.
Postal Addresses
For those of you that we still send the newsletter to by post, please remember that if you move home
and wish to continue receiving our newsletter to let us know if you have a change of address or
contact details.

Publications
We still have the following available to purchase:
Book - We Only Wore Shoes on a Sunday – £5.00 plus £2.50 post &
packing.
DVD rom The Diaper Family
tree - £14.99 plus £2.50 post &
packing. We now only have a
few copies of the dvd rom left.

Book - Tudor Southampton: Rioters, Revellers & Reformers - £5.00
plus £2.50 post and packing.
Book – Southampton’s Marquis and other
mariners by Gerald Mornington - £3.00
plus £2.50 post & packing.
If you wish to purchase any of the above,
please send your requests along with
your payment (cheques made payable to
Diaper Heritage Association) to Julie. See
below for details. If you live locally you
can always call Julie and arrange to
collect direct from her.
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Wishing you all a Happy Christmas and a Prosperous New Year
From Diaper Heritage Association

