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{Sir Christopher Wren.]

XXVI—-THE BUILDING OF ST. PAUL'S.

ArproacniNG London, or pausing on the last hill-top to look back on its wide
expanse, we feel that the graceful and majestic dome of St. Paul’s is the centre
of the City—the nucleus about which its masses congregate—the stately Queen,
round which tower, monument, and spire stand ranked as attendant hand-
maidens. Whether we stand on Battersea Rise on a summer evening, with the
Abbey towers of Westminster showing their distinct outlines through pure air,
while the distant city is veiled by the pall of smoke which the light breeze is
inclining towards the ocean, while the stately dome ascends where the regions of
definite form and dim amorphous haze fade into each other, its golden cross
gleaming through a slumberous golden light—or whether from the heights of
Hampstead, when in the silence of the dewy morning we could imagine nothing
was awake but the sun and ourselves, we behold the mighty structure by the
deceptive influence of the clear air and sidelong light projected into startling
nearness—or whether from the hill of Greenwich we see the huge mass swathed
in mist, now dim and scaree distinguishable, now lost to view and again re-ap-
pearing, dark and threatening, like some Highland mountain amid its congenial
vapours—from every point of view, under every change of atmospheric influence,
the dome of St. Paul’s remains the prominent and characteristic feature of
London, viewed from a distance. Nor does its power over the fascinated eye
and imagination cease when we mingle with the spring-tide of human existence,
hurried inineessant ebb and flow along the multitudinous and labyrinthine streets
of the metropolis. Ever and anon we are aware of the mighty pile seen through
VOL. II. B
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some street vista, or appearing over the house-tops as if close at hand. It is ever
present, cver beautiful, ever imposing. No more perfect picture, in point of
form, arrangement, or colour, can be imagined, than that which presents itself as
we pass along Fleet Street, on a bracing autumn morning, while the sun is yet
struggling through an embrowned haze, in the winding ascent of Ludgate Street,
crowned by this majestic dome. The Cathedral church combines all the clements
of grandeur and beauty. Of colossal size, its summit mingles with the clouds,
and at times appears to shift with the thin mists that float past it. The impression
made by its graceful outline is heightened by the finish of all its parts, indicating
a compactness of structure which gives promise of an eternally youthful appear-
ance. Scated high in the centre of London, St. Paul’s might well appear to a
fantastic mood, one of those talismanic structures, of which we read in Arabian
tales—the seat of the magical influence which hasdrawn together and upholds the
aggregation of stately structures, the heaped-up wealth to and from which the
money business of the whole world is attracted and diverges as from its centre of
circulation, and the concentrated spirit of human passion which thrills and
quivers so intensely around if.

Nor is it altogether a vain faney that attributes an organic unity to London, of
which St. Paul's may be considered the binding key-stone : the mind which pro-
jected a new city to be erected upon the ruins left by the Great Fire, made this
the central point from which he extended his streets on all sides. Before the
destruction of the old city he had pictured to himself a stately structure,
something like the present, that might be erected on the site of old St. Paul’s;
and when the firc had left London a fabula rasa, he traced his plan as a frame-
work in which to set this jewel of his imagination. That plan was not adopted—
neither the new Cathedral of St. Paul’s nor the new City of London are what
Wren designed they should be; yet, though the pertinacity with which his contem-
poraries clung to their preconceived opinions, or defended their little properties,
to a great extent baffled his project, still we can trace its lineaments imperfectly
stamped upon the rebellious and obdurate material. What was done was done
under his superintendence and control—not only St. Paul’s, but most of the
churches and halls in the City, werc his work—and thus he was cnabled to call
into existence a sufficient number of the parts of the great whole he had contem-
plated to indicate an outline of his design, and impress something of a uniformity
of character upon the new city. This circumstance confers an epic interest upon
the rebuilding of London, of which St. Paul’s is always the centre. And this con-
sideration it is that has induced us to devote a whole paper to the ““Building of
St. Paul’s,” a story of great designs partially accomplished—of perseverance
triumphing over intrigue, after a struggle of forty-four long years—tante molis
erat Romanam condere gentem.

The first point to be made good is our assertion that the idea of giving to St.
Paul’s a figure nearly resembling that which it now has, had occurred to Wren
previous to the Great Fire of London, and that his plan for the rebuilding of
the city, if it was not suggested by that idea, was intimately connected with
it. One of the principal objects which occupied the mind of Charles II. on his
restoration scems to have been the repairing of St. Paul’s Cathedral, sadly
dilapidated during the civil wars. A commission was accordingly issued for
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upholding and repairing the structure, of which Wren and Evelyn were appointed
members. Wren, with the approbation of Evelyn, committed to writing an
account of the condition in which he found the cathedral, and proposals for the
necessary alterations, which, along with a number of explanatory drawings and
designs, were laid before the King. In his memoir we find the germ of the
present St. Paul’s. He sets out with laying great stress npon the size of the
building :— It is a pile both for ornament and use; for all the occasion either
of a quire, consistory, chapter-house, library, court of arches, preaching auditory,
might have been snpplied in less room, with less expense and yet more beauty ;
but then it had wanted of the grandeur which execceds all little curiosity ; this
being the effect of wit only, the other the monument of power and mighty zeal
in our ancestors to public works in these times, when the city had neither a fifth
part of the people nor a tenth part of the wealth it now boasts of.” He then
proceeds to point out the defects of the original construction of the building,
rendering mere patchwork repairs inadvisable, and the artistical faults of the
pile. “The middle part is most defective in beauty and firmness without and
within : for the tower leans manifestly by the settling of one of the ancient pillars
that supported it. Four new arches were, therefore, of late years, incorporated
within the old ones, which had straitened and hindered both the room and the
clear thorough view of the nave, in that part where it had been more graceful
to have been rather wider than the rest. The excessive length of the building
15 no otherwise commendable but because it yields a pleasing perspective by the
combined optical diminution of the columns; and if this be cut off by columns
ranging within their fellows, the grace that would be acquired by their length is
totally lost.” After some further details he proceeds:—<1 cannot propose a
better remedy than, by cutting off the inner columns of the cross, to reduce the
middle part into a spacious dome or rotunda, with a cupola or hemispherical
roof; and upon the cupola (for the outward ornament) a lantern with a spring
top, to rise proportionably, though not to that unnccessary height of the former
spire of timber and lead burnt by ligchtning. By this means the deformities of
the unequal intercolumniations will be taken away; the church, which is much
too narrow for the height, rendered spacious in the middle, which may be a very
proper place for a vast auditory; the outward appearance of the church will
seem to swell in the middle, by degrees, from a large basis rising into a rotunda
bearing a cupola, and then ending in a lantern, and this with incomparable more
grace in the remoter aspect than it is possible for the bare shaft of a steeple to
afford.” He then enlarges upon the practical details of time, expense, and ma-
terials, of which only this striking passage nced be quoted :— It will be requisite
that a large and exact model be made, which will also have this use,—that, if the
work should happen to be interrupted or retarded, posterity may proceed where
the work was left off, pursuing still the same design. And as the portico built
by Inigo Jones, being an entire and excellent piece, gave great reputation to the
work in the first repairs, and occasioned fair contributions; so to begin now with
the dome may probably prove the best advice, being an absolute piece of itself,
and what will most likely be finished in our time, and what will make by far the
most splendid appearance ; may be of present use for the auditory, will make up
all the outward repairs perfect, and become an ornament to his Majesty’s most
B 2
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excellent reign, to the Church of England, and to this great city, which it is a pity
in the opinion of our necighbours should longer continue the most unadorned of
her bigness in the world.” In the memorial from which we quote it is easy to
discern exquisite perception of the sublime and beautiful—greatness and bold-
ness of conception—talent for the minutize of practical detail—the power of
raising himself to a great undertaking, and taking such precautions as might
ensure its being carried on should he die before its completion—all expressed
with the unconscious eloquence of earnest love for the task. It reveals the real
artist—Mr. Carlyle might say, and with truth, “the hero as architect.”

velyn felt the truth and justice of Wren’s remarks, though most of the com-
missioners could not raise their minds beyond mere patching and plastering ;
argued, when it was pointed ont to them that the main building receded out-
wards, “that it had been built so originally for an cffect in the perspective;”
and stoutly maintained that the steeple might be repaired on its old foundation.
This opposition prevented anything being done, until the Great Fire took
the secttlement of the question into its own hands, and placed Wren on a
ground of vantage. Meanwhile he went on maturing his ideas. Trained a
mathematician and curious observer of nature, he brought correct taste and
minute inquiry into the whole practical bearings of any task he undertook—to
the architectural pursnits into which accident, rather than his own free choicee,
scem to have led him. In 1665 he visited France, resided some months in Paris,
inspeeted and studied the principal buildings of that metropolis, visited the
places in the vicinity most worthy of attention, took particular notice of what
was most remarkable in every branch of mechanics, and contracted intimacies
with the most celebrated artists and men of letters. In a letter to his friend
Dr. Bateman he says that the Louvre was for a while his daily object, where no
less than a thonsand hands were constantly employed, “some in laying mighty
foundations, some in raising the stories, columns, entablatures, &ec., with vast
stones, by great and useful engines; others in carving, inlaying of marbles,
plastering, painting, gilding, &e., which altogether make a school of architecture,
probably the best in Europe.” Almost every sentence of his letter is a picture
characteristic at once of the object described and the describer :—* Fontainebleau
has a statcly wildness and vastness suitable to the desert it stands in;”  the
Palace, or if you please the Cabinet of Versailles, called me twice to see it—the
mixtures of brick and stone, blue tile and gold, made it look like a rich livery—
not an inch within but is erowded with little curiosities of ornament.” He adds,
¢ the women, as they make here the language and the fashions, and meddle with
politics and philosophy, so do they sway also in architecture.* Works of fili-
grane and little trinkets are in great vogue, but building ought certainly to
have the attribute of eternal, and therefore the only thing ineapable of new
fashions. The masculine furniture of the Palais Mazarine pleased me much
better.” He adds, that he has seen many “incomparable villas”— all which

* The case seems to have been reversed in England in the days of Kent. ¢ His oracle,” says Horace Walpole,
“wag g0 much consulted hy all who affected taste, that nothing was thought complete without his assistance, * *
So impetuous was fashion, that two great ladies prevailed upon him to make designs for their birthday gowns.
The one he dressed in a petticoat with columns of the five orders; the other like a bronze, in copper-coloured
satin, with ornaments of gold.”
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I have surveyed; and that I might not lose the impressions of them, I shall
bring you almost all France in paper, which I have found by some or other
ready designed to my hand, in which I have spent both labour and some money.”
Finally, «“I have purchased a great deal of taille-douce, that T might give our
countrymen examples of ornaments and grotesques, in which the Italians them-
selves confess the French to excel.” By such studies, and by the conversa-
tion of his friend Evelyn, who had already published his « Fumifugium, or a
Prophetic Invective against the Fire and Smoke of London, with its Reme-
dies,” and others of similar tastes and pursuits, Wren prepared himself for his
busy after-life.

The Fire of London roused the indomitable spirits of Englishmen. < They
beheld,” wrote Dr. Sprat, with the ruins of the metropolis smoking around him,
“ the ashes of their houscs, gates, and temples, without the least expression of
pusillanimity. If philosophers had done this, it had well become their profession
of wisdom ; if gentlemen, the nobleness of their breeding and blood would have
required it: but that such greatness of heart should be found amongst the poor
artisans and the obscure multitude is no doubt one of the most honourable
cvents that ever happened. * ** A new city is to be built, on the most advan-
tageous seat of all Europe for trade and command. This therefore is the fittest
scason for men to apply their thoughts to the improving of the materials of
building, and to the inventing of better models for houses, roofs, chimneys, con-
-duits, wharfs, and streets.”” On the morning of the 7th September Evelyn
made a painful pilgrimage through the ruins, clambering over heaps of smoking
rubbish, and frequently mistaking where he was. The ground,” he says,
“was so hot that it burnt the soles of my shoes.” The fruit of this excursion
was a plan for the restoration of the city. “The King and Parliament,” he
wrote to Sir Samucl Tuke, in December 1666,  are infinitely zealous for the
rebuilding of our ruins ; and I believe it will universally be the employment of
next spring. * * * Everybody brings in his idea: amongst the rest I presented
his Majesty my own conceptions, with a discourse annexed. It was the second
that was scen, within two days afier the conflagration; BUT Dr. WREN HAD GOT
THE START OF ME.” Wren was appointed Deputy Surveyor-General, and prin-
cipal architect for rebuilding the whole city, having been previously appointed
architect and onc of the commissioners for the restoration of St. Paul’s. The
intimate knowledge he obtained of the topography of the metropolis in the
course of his official surveys, and the natural tendency of a mind which has pro-
jected a general plan for the erection of a city to exccute minor details with
a constant reference to it, put him in a condition to realize some portions of his
design.

The leading features of Wren's plan arc given in No. XXV, but we may
here mention them more in detail, as stated by himself:— From that part of
Fleet Street which remained unburnt, about St. Dunstans chureh, a straight
strect, ninety feet wide, crosses the valley, passing by the south side of
Ludgate prison, and thence in a direct line ends gracefully in a piazza at Tower
Hil), but before it descends into the valley where now the great sewer (Fleet
Ditch) runs, it opens into a round piazza, the centre of eight ways. * * * Leaving
Ludgate prison on the left side of the street (instead of which gate was designed
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a triumphal areh to the founder of the new city, King Charles II.), the street
divides into two others as large, and before they, spreading at acute angles, ean
be elear of one another, they form a triangular piazza, the basis of which is
filled by the cathedral chureh of St. Paul. Leaving St. Paul’s on the left, we
proceed, as our first way led us, towards the Tower, the way being all along
adorned with paroehial ehurches. We return again to Ludgate, and, leaving
St. Paul’s on the right hand, pass the other great branch to the Royal Exchange,
scated at the place where it was before, but free from buildings, in the middle of
a piazza included between two great strects—the one from Ludgate leading to
the south front, and another from Holborn over the canal to Newgate, and thence
straight to the north front of the Exchange.” There was to be a eommodious
quay on the whole bank of the river from Blaekfriars to the Tower ; a eanal was
to be cut at Bridewell, with sluices at Holborn-bridge and at the mouth, and
stores for coal on cach side; the Halls of the twelve chief ecompanies were to be
united into one regular square annexed to Guildhall; the churehes were to be
designed “ according to the best forms for capaeity and hearing,” adorned with
useful porticos and lofty ornamental towers, and steeples in the greater parishes;
and all churchyards, gardens, and unnceessary vacnities, and all trades that use
great fires or yield noisome smells, were to be placed out of the town. It is elear
from this outline that the nucleus of Wren’s plan for rebuilding London ,was
that cathedral the capabilitics of which he had so thoroughly studied and was
so cagerly bent upon developing to the utmost. His plan being rejected, he
was restricted to the realisation of his idea of an Anglo-cpiscopal eathedral, to
dropping his halls and ehurches here and there in narrow spaces, obscured
by the close proximity of tall houses, in the hope, perhaps, that a more civilised
generation might deem it worth while to excavate them, and to introducing from
time to time reforms in the line of streets, sewerage, and mode of constructing
houses in the metropolis.

Some time, however, elapsed before he was allowed to set to work even upon
the cathedral. On a particular survey by the architeet and the rest of the com-
missioners, it was determined that part of the body of the old eathedral towards
the west should, as being least damaged, be fitted up as a temporary choir,
wherein the dean and prebends might have divine service until the repair of the
whole (for that was still dreamed of), or a new eathedral should be built. A royal
mandate was issued on the 15th January, 1667, for commeneing these operations.
The whole of that year and part of the next were consumed in clearing away the
rubbish, and ascertaining the eondition of the ruins. This examination established
the correctness of Wren’s judgment regarding the ineligibility of ‘merely repair-
ing the building. Dr. Sancroft wrote to him on the 25th of April, 1668,—* As
he said of old, Prudentiam est queedam divinatio; so scicnee, at the height you are
master of it, is prophetic too. What you whispered in my ecar at your last
eoming hither is eome to pass. Our work at the west end of St. Paul’s is fallen
about our ears. Your quick eye diseerned the walls and pillars gone off their
perpendiculars, and I believe other defeets too, whieh are now exposed to every
common observer. Abont a week since, we being at work about the third pillar
from the west end on the south side, which we had new ecased with stone where
it was most defective, almost up to the chapitre, a great weight falling from the

/
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high wall so disabled the vaulting of the side aisle by it, that it threatened a
sudden ruin so visibly that the workmen presently removed, and the next night
the whole pillar fell, and carried scaffolds and all to the very ground. The second
pillar, which you know is bigger than the rest, stands now alone, with an enor-
mous weight on the top of it, which we eannot hope should stand long, and yet
we dare not venture to take it down.” Some entries in the Diary of Pepys,
rather later in the same year, convey an impressive though sufficiently grotesque
picture of the state of the ruins, and enable us to conjecture the utter helplessness
of the dilettant; who obstructed Wren and fancied themsclves adequate to the
task of restoring St. Paunl’s:—“1 stopped at St. Paul’s, and there did go into
St. Faith’s church, and also in the body of the west part of the church; and do
sce a hideous sight of the walls of the church ready to fall, that I was in fear as
long as I was in it; and here I saw the great vaults underneath the body of the
chureh.” And again—<Up betimes, and walked to the Temple, and stopped
viewing the Exchange, and Paul’s, and St. Faith's, where strange how the very
sight of the stones falling from the top of the steeple do make me sea-sick!” Tt
was therefore natural enough on the part of Dr. Sancroft earnestly to require
Wren's “ presence and assistance with all possible speed ™ in April, and to inform
him in July that they conld do nothing without him.

In consequence of the urgency of the commissioners, Wren made a report in
which he demonstrated that it was impossible permanently to save the existing
building. At the same time he stated in the most emphatic language the diffi-
culties in the way of a new erection :— The very substruction and repair of St.
Faith’s will cost so much that I shall but frighten this age with the computation
of what is to be done in the dark, before anything will appear for the use desired.”
Nevertheless, with the hopefulness characteristie of great minds, he pointed out
how the task might be begun. An order was issued in consequence of his
report by the King in council, to take down the walls, elear the ground, and proceed
precisely as recommended by Wren. Still the half-hearted and narrow-minded
portion of the commissioners contrived to throw so many impediments in the way
of the architect, that in April, 1671, we find them still prating of repairing
instead of rebuilding, and the site so encumbered with the old materials that it
was impossible to proceed with the inspection of the ruins. A representation to
this effect from Wren elicited an order for the removal and sale of the rubbish
from the Archbishop of Canterbury, the Bishop and Lord Mayor of London, in
which, alluding to “ the new fabric,” a significant « which we hope may speedily
begin” is added. It was not, however, till 1673 that the intention of repairing the
old edifice was finally abandoned, and the architect desired to make designs for an
entirely new edifice worthy the greatness of the nation, and calculated to rival
every edifice of the kind in Europe. Even then the difficultics and annoyances
to which Wren was subjected rather changed their character than abated. ‘

His original design for the cathedral (of which the elevation is subjoined)
embodied the great principles expressed in his first report on the old church.
The length of aisle to which he objected was necessary perhaps for the proces-
sions and pageantry of the Romish ritual, but was uncalled for in the reformed
cathedral service. He availed himself of this circumstance to give greater com-
pactness and squareness to the church which was to be the basis and substruc-
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ture of his dome. His judges, however, could not emancipate themselves from
the notion that the form and arrangement of a cathedral to which they had all

[Sir Christopher Wren’s first Design for St. Paul’s.]

their lives been accustomed was the only proper and possible form for such a
building. The Duke of York, too, insisted, Spenee tells us on the authority of
Mr. Harding, that side oratories should be added—the aneedotist suggests
because he already meditated converting the fabric to the use of the Romish wor-
ship. He adds—*Tt narrowed the building, and broke in very much upon the
beauty of the design.  Sir Christopher insisted so strongly on the prejudice they
would be of, that he actually 'shed tears in speaking of it, but it was all in vain.
The Duke insisted on the long aisles and oratories being inserted, and he was
obliged to comply.” The modification of the original design which has been
erected—a cruciform Italian cathedral, closely resembling that of St. Peter at
Rome—was accordingly resolved to be carried into execution; and letters patent
were issued superseding the old commission for ““ upholding and repairing” the
ancient cathedral church, authorising the commissioners to ““ rebuild, new erect,
finish, and adorn the said cathedral church upon new foundations, and empower-
ing them to “take down and demolish what is yet remaining of the old fabric.”
Sir Christopher now commenced his great work by making the necessary preli-.
minary arrangements for the accomplishment of his design. He appointed officers
and chief workmen, with their proper officers, subalterns, and departments, all
in subordination and rendering their accounts to himself. Early in the year
1674 the workmen began to clear away the ruins of the ancient cathedral,
preparatory to laying the new foundation. The pulling down of the old walls,
which were in many places cighty feet high and five in thickness, was an
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arduous undertaking. At first the men stood above, working them down with
pickaxes, while labourers below moved away the materials that fell and dis-
persed them in heaps. The accumulation of rubbish by this means was so great
as for a time to hinder them in forming the foundations; part, however, wasin time
removed to heighten or pave streets, or build the parochial churehes. Before
this was accomplished, however, Wren constructed scaffolds high enough to
extend over the heaps in his way; and, dropping perpendiculars from lines
drawn carefully upon the level plan of the scaffold, he set out his foundations.
He worked on in this fashion, gaining every day more room, till he eame to the
middle tower that formerly carried the lofty spire. The workmen quailed before
the dangerous task of mounting two hundred feet to east down this ruin; and
Wren’s inventive genius immediately conecived the idea of attaining his end by
the agency of gunpowder. He drove a hole two feet square to the centre of the
pier, deposited in it a deal box containing eighteen pounds of gunpowder ; affixed
to this a hollow cane containing a quick match, and, closing the mine, gave dirce-
tions for its explosion. This small quantity of powder lifted up the whole angle
of the tower, the two great arches that rested upon it, and the two adjoining
arches of the aisles, with the masonry above. The walls cracked to the top,
and were lifted visibly, en masse, about nine inches; then, suddenly subsiding
again, they fell into a heap of ruins without scattering. It was half a minute
before the heap opened in two or three places, and emitted smoke. The fall
occasioned sunch a eoncussion that the inhabitants round about took it for the
shock of an earthquake. The architect, confident in the aceuracy of his caleu-
lations, awaited with perfeet calmness the result of his experiment. His next
officer, charged during his absence with the explosion of another mine, put in too
much powder, and did not drive the hole deep enough; the consequence of which
was that a fragment of stone was shot into the room of a private house where
two women were at work. Neither were injured; but the terror of the neigh-
bours induneed the commissioners to prevent any further use of gunpowder. The
architect was thus forced to turn his thoughts to other methods of saving time,
diminishing expense, and protceting men'’s lives and limbs. His most successful
expedient was the adoption of the ancient battering-ram. He provided a strong
mast of timber, about forty feet in length, and armed the bigger end with a great
spike of iron, fortified with iron bars along the mast, secured by ferrules. This
machine he suspended from two places to one ring with a strong tackle, on a triangle
(such as were nsed to weigh heavy ordnance), and kept thirty men beating with
this instrument against the same part of the wall for a whole day. The workmen,
not diseerning any immediate effect, thought this mere waste of time; but Wren,
who knew the internal motion thus communicated must be operating, encouraged
them to persevere. On the second day the wall began to tremble at the top, and
fell in a few hours.

The first stone of the new cathedral was laid on the 21st of June, 1675, by
the architect. 1t was October, 1694, before the choir was finished, as to the
stone-work, and the seaffolds struck both without and within in that part. It was
the 5th of December, 1697, before divine service was performed at St. Paul’s for
the first time since the Fire of 1666. And it was not till the year 1710, when
Wren had attained the seventy-eighth year of his age, that his son Christopher
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laid the highest stone of the lantern on the cupola, attended by the venerable
architect himself, Mr. Strong, the master-mason to the cathedral, and the lodge of
Freemasons, of whom, says his biographer, Elmes,  Sir Christopher was for many
years the active as well as acting master.” Forty-four years had elapsed since
the burning of the ancient fane; thirty-five since the laying of the first stone of
the new. Three rcigns had terminated; a revolution had driven a family from
the throne; a dynasty (that of Orange) had received the sceptre and become
extinct ; whilst the stately pile, “ the Corinthian capital” of the metropolis, was
slowly growing up. The cause of this delay is not the least interesting part of
our tale.

The royal mandate of the 14th of May, 1675, which was Wren’s warrant for
laying the foundation stone, was in fact little more than a permission to carry
his plan into effect if he could. In the first place, proper materials werc not casily
procured, notwithstanding an order issued by the King in Council, in May 1669,
to the effect that ‘there hath been for many years past great waste made of
our stonc in the Isle of Portland * * *; in consideration of which, and the great
occasion we have of using much of the said stone * * * for the repair of St.
Paul’s, our pleasure is, and we do by these presents will and require all persons
whatsoever, that they forbear to transport any more stone from our Isle of Port-
land, without the leave and warrant first obtained from Dr. Christopher Wren,
surveyor of our works.” In the next place, money was not forthcoming in suffi-
cient quantities. It is true that, in addition to the proportion of coal-duties
allotted to the building of St. Paul's, King Charles graciously states in his
sccond commission—*“We are very sensible that the erecting such a new fabric
or structure will be a work not only of great time, but of very extraordinary cost
and expense ;” and adds, “ We arc graciously pleased to continue the free gift
of 1000/. by the year, to be paid quarterly out of our privy purse, for the re-
building and new crecting of the said church ;" but the value of a “ promise to
pay” from the merry monarch was very fluctuating and uncertain. The remain-
ing provisions for raising funds were—authority given to the commissioners to
ask and receive voluntary contributions from all subjects; an injunction to the
judges of the Prerogative Court and others to set apart ““some convenient pro-
portion” of all commutations for pcnance towards the erection of St. Paul's; and
an inquisitorial power vested in the commissioners to inquire after any legacies
and bequests for the benefit of the cathedral church that may have been fraudu-
lently concealed. In 1678 the Bishop of London felt it necessary to publish a
very earnest and urgent address, exhortiug all classes of persons throughout the
kingdom to extend their liberality towards the building ; and among the receipts
of one year we find entered 50/. from Sir Christopher Wren, whose annual
salary as architect was only 200/. But the greatest obstruction he experienced
was occasioned by the prejudices and ill-will of a scction of the commissioners.
They pestered him by incessant attempts to force him to deviate from his own
plan, and introduce alterations, the suggestion of crude ignorance. This annoy-
ance began with his undertaking, and even survived its close. The alterations
forced upon him by the Duke of York have already been noticed. In 1717 the
commissioners transmitted to him a resolution importing ¢ that a balustrade of
stone be sct up on the top of the church, unless Sir Christopher Wren do, in
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writing under his hand, set forth that it is contrary to the principles of architee-
ture, and give his opinion in a fortnight’s time; and if he doth not, then the
resolution of a balustrade is to be proceeded with.” The vencrable architect
replied by a demonstration of the ignorance which dictated the proposal, pre-
facing his remarks thus:—“I never designed a balustrade. Persons of little
skill in architecture did expeet, I believe, to sce something they had been used
to in Gothic structures, and ladies think nothing well without an edging. 1 should
gladly have complied with the vulgar taste, but I suspended for the following
reasons,” &c. He concludes with ‘the emphatic declaration — My opinion
thercfore is, to have statues erected on the four pediments ouly, which will
be a most proper, noble, and sufficient ornament to the whole fabric, and was
never omitted in the best ancient Greek and Roman architecture ; the principles
of which, throughout all my schemes of this colossal structure, I have religiously
endeavoured to follow; and if I glory, it is in the singular merey of God, who
has enabled me to begin and finish my great work so conformable to the ancient
model.” It would have been well had the thwarting he experienced been con-
fined to this meddling coxcombry of tampering with his plans; but, irritated at
his opposition to their interferenee, his persecutors had reeourse to still meaner
devices for annoying him. As carly as 1675 we find their creatures set on to
fly-blow his fame with accusations of undue delay in the payment of workmen ;
and in 1710 we find them throwing obstacles in the way of finishing the build-
ing, for the avowed purpose of keeping him out of 1300/, the amount of a moicty
of his salary suspended by Act of Parliament till the completion of the building.
Notwithstanding these obstructions, Wren single-handed completed St. Paul’s
in the course of thirty-five years from the laying of the foundation-stone; while
St. Peter’s was the work of more than twenty architeets, supported by the
treasure of the Christian world, under the pontificates of nineteen successive
Popes.

Nor was St. Paul’s the work of an undistracted attention. In a manuseript
book of the transactions of the privy council, in possession of Mr. Elmes when he
wrote the Life of Wren, the architect’s name occurs in almost every page. Peti-
tions are constantly referred to the “surveyor-general,” in order that he may
make personal inspection and report. At one time we find him despatched to
Knightsbridge, to report whether the site of a projected brewhouse be sufficiently
remote from town ; and a few days after he is ordered to report on certain build-
ings erecting in the rear of St. Giles’s Church contrary to proclamation. Nobody
but Sir Christopher Wren could be found to make proper arrangements for the
accommodation of «the Mayor, Aldermen, and officers of this city, and also of
the livery of the twelve companies,” in Bow Church. To him was intrusted the
task of designing and erecting a mausoleum for Charles I., and after“_rards for
Queen Mary. He was appointed by the Royal Society, n conjunctlor'l with
Evelyn, to econduet the sale of Chelsea College to Government. Ul?on him de-
volved the task of detecting and abating all nuisances, irregular buildings, defects
in drainage, &c., that might prove prejudicial to public health or the beauty of
the Court end of the town. These tasks imposed upon him much pevsonal
exertion and extensive and intricate caleulations. In 1762 we find him engaged
laying out a new road to Stepney, and in 1692 the new road from Hyde Park
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Corner to Kensington. The Royal Exchange, the Monument, Temple Bar,
Chelsea Hospital, many of the Halls of the great companies, seventeen churches
of the largest parishes in London, and thirty-four out of the remaining parishes
on a large scale, were rebuilt under the direction and from the designs of Wren,
during the time that he was engaged upon St. Paul’s.  'When an Act of Parlia-
ment was passed in the seventh year of the reign of Queen Anne for the erection
of fifty additional churches in the cities of London and Westminster, Wren was
appointed one of the commissioners for carrying on the works.*

Previous to his undertaking this new office he submitted to his colleagues a
report on the proper method of conducting such an important business, pointing
out the most fitting situations for new churches, the best materials to be used,
the most proper dimensions, situation of the pulpit, and other nccessary consider-
ations. As we found the germ of the conception of his own St. Paul’s Cathedral
in his report to King Charles on the condition of the ancient structure, so we
find embodied in this report to the commissioners a satisfactory exposition of his
theory of ecclesiastical architecture. Wren, a man of equally balanced dispo-
sition and strong judgment, was born and had his early education in the family
of a dignitary of the Church of England; his scientific and literary training and
many distinctions he received at Oxford. He was emphatically a Protestant
according to the views of the Church of England—an admirer of its subdued
yet elegant stateliness of ritual. This feeling, co-operating with his fundamental
principle, that in architecture use and ornament must always go hand in hand,
produced his peculiar style of church-building, and must never be left out of
view in attempting to estimate the character and success of that class of his
works. The first object with Wren was to ascertain the proper capacity and
dimensions of a church. Owing to the populousness of London, “ the churches
must be large; but still, in our reformed religion, it should scem vain to make
a parish church larger than all who are present can both hear and see. The
Romanists, indeed, may build larger churches; it is enough if they hear the
murmur of the mass and see the elevation of the host; but ours are to be fitted
for auditories.” Having determined the most eligible size of a church upon this
principle, and hinted at the variations of form and proportion of which it was
susceptible, he proceeds to the internal arrangement—the distribution of the
area and the position of the pulpit:—“ Concerning the placing of the pulpit, I
shall observe a moderate voice may be heard fifty feet distant before the preacher,
thirty feet on each side, and twenty behind the pulpit, and not this unless the
pronunciation be distinct and equal, without losing the voiee at the last word of
the sentence, which is commonly emphatical, and if obscured spoils the whole
sense.” Upon the useful he superinduces his external ornament, taking care that
there shall be no discordance between the two:— As to the sitnation of the

# 1, St. Dunstan's in the Fast.—2. St. Magnus.—3. St. Benet, Gracechurch Street.—4. St. Edmund the
King, Lombard Street.—5. St. Margaret Pattens.—6. Allhallows the Great.—7. St. Mary Abchurch.—8. St.
Michael,” Cornhill.—9. St. Lawrence, Jewry.—10. St. Benet Fink.—11. St. Bartholomew.—12. St. Michael,
Quecnhithe.—13. St. Michael Royal.—14. St. Antholin, Watling Street.—15. St. Stephen, Walbrook.—
16. St. Swithen, Cannon Street.—17. St. Mary-le-Bow.—18. Christ Church, Newgate Street.—19. St. Nicholas,
Cole Abbey.—20. St. Mildred, Bread Strect.—21. St. Augustin, Watling Street.—22. St. Mary Somerset.T
923. St. Martin, Ludgate.—24. St. Andrew by the Wardrobe.—25. St. Bride, Fleet Street, The scale is
expressed by St. Paul's in the background.
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churches, I should propose they be brought as forward as possible into the larger
and more open streets; not in obseure lanes, nor where coaches will be much
obstructed in the passage: nor are we, I think, too nicely to observe east or west
in the position unless it falls out properly. Such fronts as shall happen to lic
most open in view should be adorned with porticos, both for beauty and conve-
nience, which, together with handsome spires or lanterns, rising in good propor-
tion above the neighbouring houses (of which I have given several examples in
the City, of different forms), may be of sufficient ornament to the town, without a
great cxpense for enriching the outward walls of the churches, in which plainness
and duration ought principally, if not wholly, to be studied. When a parish is
divided, I suppose it may be thought sufficient if the mother-church has a tower
large enough for a good ring of bells, and the other churches smaller towers for
two or three bells.” Wren had a just conception of what was required from the
architect in our climate and state of society. The Grecian temple was a dark
and narrow sanctuary, cxternally adorned. The Gothic cathedral was a vast
field for the processions of a gorgeous ritual, in climates not always favourable
to out-of-doors display. The public buildings of England arc places for assem-
blies in which men can hear and understand cach other, or for the display of
works of art. If ever we arc to have an English architecture worthy to rank
alongside of Iinglish literature, English statesmanship, and English science,
the use of our buildings must be made the first consideration, and their external
form mnust be made not incongruous with—immediately derivative from—that
use. This truth Wren felt and made his guide on all occasions. His extensive
scientific acquirements enabled him to give that firmness and solid consistency
to his structures which alone is susceptible of receiving and retaining high finish
and ornament. The outlines of his works (seec the accompanying parallel) are,

like all his conceptions, at once stately and graceful. If there be occasionally
deficiency, or even faultiness, in his ornaments of detail, that is owing to his
limited acquaintance with the architecture of different ages and nations, and not
unfrequently to his work having been stunted by a scantiness of funds.

There is a curious question connected with the building of St. Paul’s, regarding
the origin of Freemasonry. Herder in one of his fugitive pieces asserts (but
without stating his authority) that Freemasonry (meaning thereby modern Euro-
pean Freemasonry—the Freemasonry of St. John, as it is ealled) had its origin
during the erection of the cathedral, in a prolonged jest of Wren and some of
his familiar associates. Herder’s story is that, on the stated days on which Wren
was accustomed to inspect the progress of the building he and his friends were
accustomed to dine at a house in the neighbourhood; that a club was thus
formed, which by degrees introduced a formula of initiation, and rules for the
conduct of the members expressed in symbolical language, derived from the
masonic profession. Similar jocular affectations of mystery are not uncommon :
an interesting instance is mentioned by Géthe in his ¢ Dichtung und Wahrheit,’
in which he took a prominent part during his residence in Wetzlar. It ‘scems
rather corroborative of Herder’s assertion, that, while the biographers of Wren
mention the attendance of the lodge of Freemasons, of which he was the master,
at the ceremony of placing the highest stone of the lantern, no mention is made
of their attendance at the laying of the foundation-stone. It is also worth notice
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that every lodge in Great Britain (and we may add on the Continent) is an off-shoot
from that one lodge of which Sir Christopher was so long master, now generally
known by the name of the Lodge of Antiquity. It is difficult too to conceive the
tolerant spirit of masonry—its recognition of the personal worth of men irrespective
of their opinions as their sole title to estcem, adopted by any body of men, while
the inhabitants of Europe were growing into thinkers through the fever-fit of sce-
tarianism. The age and nation in which Milton defended the liberty of the
press, Taylor advocated the “liberty of prophesying,” and Locke wrote in de-
fence of toleration, are the first in which we can well fancy an association imbued
with that principle to originate. Lastly, there are several circumstances connected
with Wren’s general career, and with the building of St. Paul’s in particular,
which scem to be mirrored in masonry. We pronounce no decided opinion on
Herder’s assertion—leaving the history of masonry, as far as we are concerned,
in a state of dubiety, which seems more congenial than clear knowledge to such a
mysterious institution. Should any zcalous mason grumble at our implied scep-
ticism regarding the great antiquity claimed by his order, we would respectfully
remark that Sir Christopher Wren is as respectable a founder as he has any
chance of getting—that he “ may go farther and fare worse.”

Wren* was a man well qualified for drawing around him an intellectual and
social circle of acquaintances. His talents were of the highest order, and he had
overlooked no branch of knowledge cultivated in his day. Evelyn, in his
Diary, says—<1654, July 11. After dinner I visited that miracle of a youth,
Mr. Christopher Wren, nephew to the Bishop of Ely;” and in his < Sculpturee,
or History of Chalcography,” < Such at present is that rare and early prodigy of
universal science, Dr. Christopher Wren, our worthy and accomplished friend.”
His Latin composition is clegant; his mathematical demonstrations original and
perspicuous. In 1658 he solved the problem proposed by Pascal as a challenge
to the scientific men of England; and proposed another in return, which was
never answered. In his fiftcenth year he was employed by Sir Charles Scar-
borough, an eminent lecturer on anatomy, as his demonstrating assistant; and
he assisted Willis in his dissections for a treatise on the brain, published in
1664, for which he made the drawings. His anniversary address to the
Royal Society, in 1664, bears testimony to the comprehensive and varied range
of his intelleet, as also to his constant recurrence to obscrvation as the fountain
and corrector of theory. With the characteristic carclessness of true genius, he
freely communicated the progress and results of his inquiries unchecked by any
paltry anxiety to sct his own mark upon them before he gave them currency.
The carlier annals of the Royal Socicty bear record that many small men have
plumed themselves upon inventions and discoveries which really were Wren’s, but
which he did not take the trouble to reclaim. His was a social disposition, and
the workings of his intellect afforded onec of his means of promoting the enjoy-
ment of society. It is a flattering testimony to his temper, that during his long
life he seems never to have lost a friend. Steele, in his sketch of Wren, under
the name of Nestor, in the Tatler, dwells with emphasis on his modesty :— his
personal modesty overthrew all his public actions ”—¢ the modest man built the
city, and the modest man’s skill was unknown.” It was, however, no sickly

* Born 1631; died 1723.
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modesty—the want of a proper consciousness of his own strength. The bitter
tears he wept when forced to abandon his original design for St. Panl’s, are
a proof how truly he estimated its value. When told one morning that a
hurricane which occurred in the night had damaged all the stecples in London,
he replied, with his quiet smile,— Not St. Dunstan’s, I am sure.” There are
passages in his Reports to the Commissioners, already quoted, conceived in the
very spirit in which Milton announced his hope to compose something which future
ages “would not willingly let die.” An anecdote of Sir Dudley North, pre-
served by his brother Roger, conveys a distinet notion of Sir Christopher’s
conversation :—“ He (Sir Dudley) was so great a lover of building, that St.
Paul’s, then well advanced, was his ordinary walk: there was scarce a eourse
of stones laid, while we lived together, over which we did not walk. . . . . We
usually went there on Saturdays, which were Sir Christopher Wren’s days,
who was the surveyor; and we commonly got a snatch of discourse with him,
who, like a true philosopher, was always obliging and communicative, and
in every matter we inquired about gave short but satisfactory answers.” His
equanimity supported him when the intrigues of German adventurers deprived
him of the post of surveyor-general after the death of Queen Anne. “He
then,” observes his son, “betook himself to a country life, saying only with
the stoie, Nunc me jubet fortuna expeditius philosophari; in which reeess, free
from worldly affairs, he passed the five last years of his life in contemplation
and study, and principally in the consolation of the Holy Seriptures ;—cheerful
in solitude, and as well pleased to die in the shade as in the light” It is said—
and it must be truc—that the greatest enjoyment of his latter days was an ocea-
sional journey to London to feast his eyes upon St. Paul’s. On one of these
occasions he was residing in St. James’s Street. He had accustomed himself to
take a nap after dinner, and on the 25th of February, 1723, the servant who con-
stantly attended him, thinking he slept longer than usual, went into his apart-
ment and found him dead in his chair.

His mortal relies are deposited bencath the dome of St. Paul's, and his epitaph
may be understood in a wider sense than even of that sublime interior: it em-
braces not merely the British metropolis, but every region where one man is to
be found who has benefited by the light which Wren, and his associates in phi-
losophical inquiry, were so instrumental in kindling :—

S1 MONUMENTUM REQUIRIS CIRCUMSPICE.



[1arvey, from a portrait by Cornelius Jansen.]

XXVIIL.-THE COLLEGE OF PHYSICIANS.

Ir the skill of our ancient physicians bore any proportion to the lofty pretensions
of their studies, great indeed must have been their success. We are apt to faney
that no inconsiderable number of the members of the profession in modern times
are distinguished for learning; but what are their attainments to those of
Chaucer’s “ Doctor of Physic” in the fourtcenth century 2 Are they, like him,
“grounded in astronomy” (or astrology—the words were at that time almost
synonymous) ? Can they, as he is represented to have done, during
¢ ———— all maladies,

Of ghastly spasin, or racking torture, qualms

Of heart-sick agony, all fcverous kiuds,

Convulsions, epilepsies, fierce catarrhs,

Intestine stone, and ulcer, colic pangs,”’—

can they, we ask, keep the patient ““in houres” by their ¢ magic natural ;” or,
in other words, so regulate the crisis of the discase that it shall only happen
when the favourable house is in the “ascendant?”  We verily believe that not
one of them would ever know the decisive aspect of the heavens when it had
arrived. Perhaps, to usec Wallenstein’s astrological phrascology,
¢ Jupiter,

That lustrous god, was setting at their birth—

Their visual power subdues no mysteries.”
Certainly they have no faith in thesc lofty matters. They will not even credit
Roger Bacon when he says ““astronomy is the better part of medicine;” and
were John of Gatisden (the first English court physician) himself to revive, we
make no doubt they would laugh to scorn his skill in physiognomy; his projected
treatise on chiromancy, or fortune-telling ; his sovereign remedies of the blood of
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a weasel, and dove’s dung ; and his precaution (observed with the son of Edward
I. or I1. during the small-pox) of wrapping the patient in scarlet, and decorating
the room throughout with the like colour (the whole being done in a very solemn
and imposing manner), which safe prescription recovered him so that no mark
was left on his face. And yet it was something in the hours of anguish to look on
the ¢ blessed luminaries ” above, and connect their movements with the ebbings
and flowings of health in our own veins: the very clevation and serenity of
thought and fecling thus produced not unfrequently perhaps working a cure,—
that might otherwisc, we fear, have been vainly sought -for from the heavenly
conjunctions. But one inconvenience appears to have attended the belief in the
medicinal efficacy of these mysterious agencies—astrology, nceromancy, sorcery,
&c.  As it was tolerably evident that no amount of learning could sound their
unfathomable depths, the unlearned made no scruple to plunge into them; and
the consequence was, that the people placed the attainments of both classes on a
common level; in which they were quite right as far as the supernatural was
concerned, but quite wrong unfortunately when it led them to overlook the dif-
ference bLetween the supernatural with medical knowledge and experience, and
the supernatural without it. It was to remedy this state of things that the first
operative act of Parliament concerning physicians was framed—the act of the 3rd
of Henry VIII, 1511. The prcamble gives usa valuable idea of the state of
medicine at that period. It says—the scicnee and cunning of physic and sur-
gery ” was daily exercised by ““a great multitude of ignorant persons, of whom
the greater part have no insight in the same, nor in other kind of learning (some
also can read no letters on the book); so far forth, that common artificers, as
smiths, weavers, and women, boldly and accustomably took upon them great cures,
and things of great difficulty, in which they partly used soreeries and witcheraft,
and partly applied such medicines unto the discased as are very noisome and
nothing meet therefore ; to the high displeasure of God, &ec., and destruction of
many of the King’s licge people.” It was then in consequence provided “that
no person within the city of London, nor within seven miles of the same, take
upon him to cxercise or occupy as a physician, except he be first examined, ap-
proved, and admitted by the Bishop of London, or by the Dean of St. Paul’s.” The
other bishops in their several dioceses throughout the country had a similar power
conferred on them ; a custom, we may observe by the way, that existed down to
at least the middle of the cighteenth century. Monks, at that time, formed the
greater portion of the body of physicians. What sort of persons were appointed
under the provisions of this ‘act, we may judge from a perusal of the minutes of
the College of Physicians respecting its proceedings against empirics, where we find
half the illiterate quacks and impostors with whom it had to deal, supported by
the great ones of the land, from the sovereign downwards. No wonder, then, that
enlightened minds beheld the necessity of a better system. Foremost among
these was Henry's physician, Thomas Linaere, who had also previously held the
same office in the court of Henry VII, and continued to hold it afterwards
through the reigns of Edward VI. and Mary. He was bom at Canterbury, about
1460. He studied at Oxford, at Bologna, at Florence (where Lorenzo de Medici
allowed him the privilege of attending the same professors with his own sons), and
at Rome. He is said to have been the first Englishman who made himself master of
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Aristotle and Galen in their original tongue. He translated parts of both writers
into the Latin, and in a style remarkable for its purity and clegance. Erasmus,
sending a copy of one of the translations to a friend, says, « I present you with
the works of Galen, now, by the help of Linacre, speaking better Latin than they
even before spoke Greek.” On his return to Oxford he received the degree of
M.D. He there read temporary lectures in medicine, and taught the Greek
langnage. His reputation soon attracted the attention of Henry VII., who called
him to court, and confided to his care both the health and education of his son,
Prince Arthur. A striking evidence of his medical skill is preserved in the well-
known fact of his warning to his friend Lilly, the eminent grammarian, that if he
allowed an operation to be performed on him according to the advice he had
received, it would be fatal. The warning was not taken, and Lilly died. We
must not omit to add to this brief account of a remarkable and highly estimable
man, that he was one of the first to give England the bencfit of the general
European revival of classical learning.

But a still more important claim to the gratitude: of his countrymen was to
signalize the latter years of Linacre than any we have yet mentioned. Circum-
stances, of a terrible nature at the time, forwarded the developement of the great
physician’s plan. The sweating sickness raged with fearful violence in London
prior to the year 1518. The infected died within three hours after the first
appearance of the disease; half the population in many places were swept away;
the administration of justice was suspended ; the Court itself shifted about from
one part to another, in undisgnised alarm. Linacre now appears to have opened
to Cardinal Wolsey his scheme of a College of Physicians, to exercise a super-
intendence over the cducation and general fitness of all medical practitioners.
The great Cardinal was favourable, and recommended it to his royal master;
and on the 23rd of September, 1518, letters patent were granted, incorporating
Linacre and others in a “perpetnal Commonalty, or Fellowship, of the Faculty
of Physic.” The first mecting of the new society took place at Linacre's house,
No. 5, Knight Rider Street, a building known as the Stonchouse, which he gave
to the College, and which still belongs to it. In about 1522 the King's charter
was confirmed by Parliament, and the power of licensing practitioners transferred
from the Church to the College. Various acts have been subsequently passed,
regulating its constitution and rights, which we pass over as being interesting
rather to the medical than to the gencral reader. At present the College con-
sists of two orders—Fellows and Licentiates; the latter consisting of all those
persons who have reeeived the College Zicence to practise, and the former chosen,
from the Licentiates, to form the governing body of the Socicty. From the latter
of course are elected the President, the Censors, and other officers of the College.
In the “Regnlations,” issned December 22, 1838, it is stated that “Every can-
didate for a diploma in medicine, upon presenting himself for examination, shall
produce satisfactory evidence—1. Of unimpeached moral character; 2. Of having
completed the twenty-sixth year of his age; and, 3. Of having devoted himself for
five years at least to the study of medicine,”” both in theory and practice, and in
all its branches. A “ competent knowledge of Greek ” is desired, but not in.d'is-
pensable; the College “cannot, however, on any account dispense with a familiar
knowledge of the Latin language, as constituting an cssential part 021‘ a liberal
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education.” The examinations, conducted at certain periods before the board of
Censors, are equally open to foreigners and natives ; and the College is “ pre-
pared to regard in the same light, and address by the same appellation, all who
have obtained its diploma, whether they have graduated elsewhere or not.”
About the period of the accession of Charles I., the College removed from
Knight Rider Street to the bottom of Amen Corner, where they took a house
from the dean and chapter of St. Paul’s, of which they purchased the leasehold.
Here the most illustrious of English medical discoverers, Harvey, erected an
elegantly furnished convoeation-room, and a museum in the garden, filled with
choice books from his own library, and furnished with surgical instruments. In
this very convocation-room were most probably delivered the Lumleian lectures ;
in one of which, about 1615, he is supposed to have first promulgated the great
theory of the circulation of the blood, which completely revolutionized the art of
medicine, but which he did not fully demonstrate till 1628. To their honour be
it spoken, the members of the College appear to have supported Harvey
throughout all the trials which this new heresy in physic brought upon its author.
His practice fell off considerably ; the popular feeling was greatly excited against
him ; and altogether he suffered so much, that he determined in the bitterness
of his spirit to publish no more; and it was only by great persuasion that one of
his friends, Sir George Ent, obtained the manuseript of his ¢ Exereitations on the
Generation of Animals,” for publication, after it had lain for many years useless.
No wonder, therefore, that the illustrious physician was gratified when the
College placed his statue in their hall during his lifetime. The 2nd of February,
1652, was also a proud day to Harvey, for it exhibited the depth of his grati-
tude. On that day he invited all the members to a splendid entertainment ; and
then placed before them a deed of gift of the entire premises he had built and
furnished—convocation-room, museum, and library. He subsequently (in 1656,
or the year before his death) increased these donations by the assignment of a
farm, of the then value of 56/. per annum, his paternal estate, to defray the
expenses of an anniversary feast, and for the establishment of an annual Latin
oration. During the long period that Harvey was conneeted with the College,
he appears to have taken an active part in their proceedings, some of which, in
connexion with the examination of “empericks,” present a very curious insight
into the delusions practised upon the people. Our notice of the more interest-
ing cases on record cannot perhaps be better introduced than by a curious
extract we have chanced upon in a tract in the British Museum, published
during Harvey’s life, and which describes with remarkable minuteness the
many varieties of character that constituted the great host of pretenders with
which the College had then to deal. It is long, but we eannot persuade our-
selves to injure its completeness by mutilation :—* The first that we meet with,
who will needs be physicians, are those who truly are not educated and instrueted
to this, but prompt of nature ; whose genius leads them into it, say they, and are
cut out and configurated for it; whose base inclination and the tickling itch of
gain is the ascendant; daring anything, which they have heard to have profited
others, without any disquisition, cognition, and discrimination of causes. . . . . .
Others, that are vulgar physicians, had rather heal vulgar only, and to these
they give their counsels : some also of favour only, and being asked ; but the most
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part for the ambition of honour, that they might be esteemed of wise men,
possess this innate kind of vice. Of the same sort are those deceivers who
would seem to be rich, and therefore give all their ministrations gratis, to the
destruction or casual health of the people. To these succeed they who covet
not monies, but gifts, lest they should scem below the condition of great and
noble men, and deserve nothing, they say, but do it for a common good. The
like to these are they who confess truly they are not physicians, but have great
skill in physie, and have their secrets and receipts from kings, emperors, queens,
and great ladies: for these are wont to suborn the middle sort of people, which
do extol the priee of the medicine. Others there are who turn themselves into
physicians, who have been old soldiers, and now left the wars; (these) brag of
and show their wounds, and thereby think and persuade themselves they have
got great experience. Some of the clergy also, priests, and poor scholars, that
have nothing clse to do, must needs turn physicians. Some, silenced ministers,
and ousted of their benefices, lay hold on Physie, and commit force and violence
to her body ; that if one fails, t’other may hold ; and think their Latin, and their
coat, the grand charter to entitle them to the practice in physic. There are a
generation also who pretend to Astrology, Chiromancy, (and why not to Cosci-
nomancy ?) to Physiognomy too; (and who) dare tamper with physic, and by
schemes, angles, and configurations, predict not only diseases, but the cure also,
and do think themselves able physicians; and the rather, because they are now
masters of art in, and instituted by, the heavenly Academy and College of Stars.
Others seribble upon paper, (not the innoxious words of Salomon) but characters,
charms as they call them, whereby discases as well as devils are chased away,
and eross themselves before and behind, lest the devil should take them away,
writing powerful words. There are also who are well known in divers idioms,
.and pretend to speak Chaldaic, Arabic, or Dalmatiac, and are loaden with many
arts. . . . . Many of these know nothing less than to make the philosopher's
stone, and carry about them propagable mines, with a perpetual ferment. There
are they again who pretend to be baptized Jews (more wicked than the not
baptized), who have learned from the Cabala to mortify Mercury diverse ways,
and also to prepare poisons variously, which are good against all diseases, and
many more. They brag of the Hebrew tongue to contain the fundaments of all
sciences and the grand secrets of states and commonwealths, and are big with
the pre-knowledge of futures. They often cite their Rabbines, the book of Ne-
bolohu, with the little Key of Salomon, from whence they can read things past
as well as to come. Others assert the medical art to be hereditary, and to
run in the line of their own progeny, although they be all fools or knaves.  And
then at last, if these cannot be accounted of among men, they have a sure card
they think to play, and to be sure they will be received among women; and to
that end brag of the cosmetic faculty, of sweet ointments, oils, and perfumes,
and the art to preserve their beauty, or repair it if ruined ; and a hundred to one
if they have not a fling at the celestial stone, too, of Armenia, whereby they can
cure a large catalogue of diseases; for these arc cut out of the same hide with
Grecks and Jews; anything will serve to cheat the credulous vulgar of their
money.”* Alas! how true the aphorism remains to this day! The proceedings
# ¢The Vanity of the Craft of Physic,” by Noah Briggs, Chymiatrophilos, 1651.



22 LONDON.

against these and carlier empirics were collected by Dr. Goodall in 1684, and
added to his work entitled ‘The Royal College of Physicians.” It commences
soon after the foundation of the society, and continues till some few years after
Harvey’s death. A great number of persons were cxamined during this period ;
the examination generally ending in a fine, and in an order to practise no more. -
Contumacious individuals were not unfrequently imprisoned. We extract a few
of the cases :—

¢« In the fourth year of this King’s (Edward VI.) reign, onc Grig, a poulterer
of Surrey, taken among the people for a prophet, in curing of divers diseases by
word and prayer, and saying he would not take moncy, &ec., was, by command
of the Earl of Warwick and other of the council, set on a scaffold in the town of
Croydon, in Surrey, with a paper on his breast, whereon was written his deceitful
and hypocritical dealings; and after that, on the 8th of September, sct on a
pillory in Southwark.” <« Of the like counterfeit physician,” says Stow, “have I
noted (in the Summary of my Chronicles, anno 1382) to be set on horseback,
his face to the horse’s tail, the same tail in his hand as a bridle, a collar” (not of
SS) «about his neck, a whetstone on his breast, and so led through the City of
London with ringing of basons, and banished.”

In Queen Elizabeth’s reign, « Paul Buck, a very impudent and ignorant em-
piric,” was sent to the Compter in Wood Street ; upon which no less a personage
than Sir Francis Walsingbam wrote to request his discharge. Other noble per-
sons also interfered in his favour, but without effect. Sir Francis frequently
appears in the light of a petitioner for oppressed “ empericks,” in behalf too of
hier Majesty. Ie thus writes to Dr. Gifford concerning onc Margaret Kennix :—
“ Whereas heretofore by her Majesty’s commandment upon the pitiful complaint
of Margarct Kennix I wrote unto Dr. Symonds, the president of your college
and fellowship of physicians within the City, signifying how that it was her High-
ness’s pleasure that the poor woman should be permitted by you quietly to prac-
tise and minister to the curing of discases and wounds, by the means of certain
simples, in the application whereof it scemeth God hath given her an especial
knowledge, to the benefit of the poorer sort, and chiefly for the better main-
tenance of her impotent husband and charge of family, who wholly depend of
the exercise of her skill. Forasmuch as I am now informed she is restrained
either by you, or some other of your college, contrary to her Majesty’s pleasure,
to practisc any longer her said manner of ministering of simples, as she hath
done, whereby her undoing is likely to ensue, unless she may be permitted to
continue the use of her knowledge on that behalf; T shall therefore desire you
forthwith to take order amongst yourselves for the re-admitting her into the
quict exercise of her small talent, lest by the renewing of her complaint to her
Majesty through your hard dealing towards her, you procure further inconve-
nience thereby to yourself than perhaps you should be willing to fall out.”
In these last lines, the wilful daughter of Henry VIIL. speaks as plainly as
if she had hersclf written and signed them. The College, however, while highly
respectful, was exceedingly firm, pleading its rights, and the utility of their pre-
servation for the general good. 1In this, as in similar cases, they gained the day.

< Simon Forman, a pretended astrologer and great impostor, appearing. before
the president and censors, confessed that he had practised physic in England
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sixteen years, and two years in London. . . . He boasted that he made use of
no other help for the discovery of distemper but his Ephemerides, and that by
the heavenly signs, aspects and constellations of the planets, he could presently
know every discase. Being examined in the principles of astronomy as well as
in the elements of physic, he answered so absurdly and ridiculously, that it caused
great sport and mirth amongst the auditors.” He was fined and reprimanded,
but, continuing to practise, the College committed him to prison two or three
years afterwards, when he was discharged by the Lord Keeper (Burghley). Ina
few months he was again imprisoned, and when he left the gaol, “he fled to
Lambeth as a place of protection against the College officers;” and on his
refusing once more to appear before the College, he was prosecuted at law.
Among the other cases brought before the Council in the reigns of Elizabeth,
James, and Charles 1., was that of Francis Anthony, who killed patients with an
“aurum potabile ;”’ Mrs. Woodhouse, a famous cmpirie living at Kingsland, who
being ““ examined of the virtues of medicines, and asked first her opinion of
pepper, she said it was cold: violets and strawberries, cold and dry,” and who
cured people “bewitched and planet-struck;” George Butler, who, being a
“ king's servant, refused to come till twice cited, and then showed a licence from
his Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury;” (his charges and mode of obtaining
payment seem to have been as peculiar as his practice : to one woman “he gave
25 pills, for which he expected 30s. a-piece; to another he gave 4 purges,
and had her petticoat in pawn;”) and Dr. Leighton, a Scotch puritan preacher,
who, for the publication of a book reflecting upon the Queen and the bishops,
had been so infamously treated by the Star Chamber of Land and Charles 1.
“ He said he practised under his doctor's degree taken at Leyden; but giving no
satisfaction, and being perverse as to ecclesiastical affairs,” was interdicted. He
then endeavoured to procure a licence, which was refused on account of his being
in holy orders. “ But he still persisting to practise in London or within seven
miles, he was arrested, and afterwards censured, tanquam infamis, he having
been eensured in the Star Chamber, and lost his cars.”” We conclude with two
of not the least curious cases of the whole. In the examination of John Lamb
occurs the following passage :— Being asked in astrology what house he looketh
unto to know a discase, or the event of it, and how the Lord Aseendant should
stand thereto—he answereth, he looks for the sixth house : which being disproved,
he saith he understands nothing therein.” It is evident from this as well as from
Forman’s examination that the censors of the College themselves dabbled occasion-
ally in astrological learning. The last case is thus recorded :—* In the 12th year of
the King's (Charles I.) reign, an order was sent to the College from the Star Cham-
ber to examine the pretended cures of one Leverett, who said that he was a seventh
son,and undertook the curing of several discases by stroaking.” Accordingly various
examinations took place, and very amusing it is to read the account of the expe-
riments performed in them before the grave censors, and other learned fellows of
the College, who'watched from day to day the results of the « stroaking” process
on the patients brought to be submitted to it. On more than one occasion we
find the name of Harvey among the examiners. Of course the imposture or
delusion was exposed ; but ‘it sounds somewhat strangcly when we hear it stated
in aggravation of his offence by “W. Clowes, Serjeant-Surgeon to his Majesty,”
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that he, Leverett, ¢ scornfully slighteth his Majesty’s sacred gift of healing (by
his blessed hand) that discase commonly called the King’s evil, in comparison to
his cure ; to the dishonour of his Majesty amongst his subjects.” . It would be
difficult now to discover why “stroaking” should not be as good as ““touching.,”
With all its triumphs, learning has much to look back upon in its annals, from
which it should derive lessons of toleration and humility.

We have neither space nor desire to enter into the question of the disputes in
which the College has been engaged; it would be much better to let them be
forgotten in the oblivion towards which they are tending. How fiercely these
controversies have raged may be judged from the fact that between 1665 and
1810 above fifty pamphlets are known to have been published. Many amusing
passages might be culled from this overwhelming mass of disputation. From
the “Elegy on the Death of Thomas Saffold” it appears that the Physicians
attacked the empiries with their pen as well as with their Acts of Parliament.

“ Lament, ye damsels of our London city,
Poor unprovided girls, though fair and witty ;
Who masked would to his house in couples come
To understand your matrimonial doom ;
To know what kind of men you were to marry,
And how long time, poor things, you were to tarry.
Your oracle is silent: none can tell
On whom his astrologic mantle fell.
Ior he when sick refused the Doctor’s aid,
And only to his pills devotion paid ;
Yet it was surely a most sad disaster,
The sancy pills at last should kill their master.”

The “ Reasons humbly offered by the Company excrcising the trade and mystery
of Upholder (or Undertaker), against part of the Bill for the better viewing,
searching, and examining Drugs and Medicines ” (in 1724), humorously ridicules
the opposition made to the passing of the act in question. We have only space for
the following extract :— As the Company have an undisputed right in, and upon,
the bodies of all and every the subjects of this kingdom, we conceive the passing
of this bill, though not absolutely depriving them of their said right, might keep
them out of possession by unreasonable delay, to the great detriment of that
Company and their numerous families. We hope it will be considered, that
there are multitudes of necessitous heirs and penurious parents, persons in pinch-
ing circumstances with numerous familics of children, wives that have lived
long, many robust aged women with great jointures, elder brothers with bad
understandings, single heirs of great estates, whereby the collateral line is for
ever excluded, reversionary patents and reversionary -promises of preferment,
leases upon single lives, and play debts upon joint lives; and that the persons
so aggricved have no hope of being speedily relieved any other way than by the
dispensing of drugs and medicines in the manner they now are; burying alive
being judged repugnant to the known laws of the kingdom.” There is also
one interesting fecature of these squabbles which may be noticed without
breaking the rule we have set down for our guidance; we refer to the dispute
between the College and the Apothecaries’ Company. Towards the close of the
seventeenth century the apothecaries of London began generally to prescribe as
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well as dispense medicines. The College resisted this inroad on their domain ;

and established, by way of retaliation it is said, a Dispensary at their hall for the

sale of medicines to the poor at prime cost. An animated literary war now broke

out; and amongst the other productions of the occasion was Garth’s satirical

poem of ¢The Dispensary.” We cannot better commence our description of the

edifice in Warwick Lane than with a_brief extract from the witty physician’s
. verses:—

« Not far from that most eelebrated place *
Where angry Justiee shows her awful face,
Where little villains must subniit to fate,
That great ones may enjoy the world in state,
There stands a dome, majestie to the sight,
And sumptuous arehes bear its awful height ;
A golden globe, placed high with artful skill,
Seems to the distant sight a gilded pill.”

The removal of the College from Amen Corner was owing to the fire of Lon-
don, which entirely destroyed the buildings, ineluding those erected by Harvey,
the statue of the latter, and the library, with the exception of about 120 folio
volumes. For the next few years the members met at the house of the President.

[The Old College, Warwick Lane, 1841.]

In 1669 a picee of ground was purchased in Warwick Lane, and in 1670 tl}e
cdifice was begun, from a design by Sir Christopher Wren. It was opened in

#* Newgate.
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1674, under the presidency of Sir George Ent.  'We nced not deseribe the front
of this building; Garth’s verses and the engraving convey a sufficient idea.
The general style of the architecture, we may observe, can scarcely be said to be
worthy of the genius that produced St. Paul’s. It was, however, a sumptuously
decorated building in the interior, as, fortunately, we may yet sec; though our
local historians generally pass it without particular notice. Since the last
removal of the society, this their once favourite and splendid hall has been sadly
desccrated.  The octangular porch of entrance, forty feet in diameter, no longer
exhibits on its floor «“ the dust, brushed off from learncd feet ;”—no longer now,
as of old, does the costermonger of the neighbouring market peep into that
mysterious place, and wonder whether its owners, who worked such miracles upon
every body else, ever allowed themsclves to die;—no longer does the young
collector of the Row gaze his soul away in admiration as one of the very men
themselves (gods, rather, to his eredulous fancy)

« his entry made,
Beneath the immense full bottom’s shade,
While the gilt cane with solemn pride
To each sagacious nosc applied,
Seemed but a necessary prop
To bear that weight of wig at top.”

Butchers and meat fill the outer porch, butchers and meat fill the quadrangle
within, now so divided off and covered over for their purposes, that it is some
time before one can distinguish the outline of the court, or the prineipal build-
ings of the College which still surround it. The interior of the octangular pile
above the porch formed the lecture-room, which is light and very lofty, being
open upwards to the top of the edifice.  The general shape and character of this
building are preserved thronghout ; the porch is octangular ; there are eight exte-
rior faces to the part above, with cight windows, and the same with the lantern
over the dome. The room is now unused. Crossing the corner of the market or
court to the left, we find the way to the more important part of the old College,
now used in the business* of the gentlemen to whom the entire premises belong.
We are now in the entrance-hall of the building. As we look around and above
at the great size and noble proportions of this place, we begin first to have a con-
sciousness of the presence of its illustrious architect. The hall is probably sixty
feet high from floor to ceiling, and perhaps about twenty-four feet by twenty
square. A truly magnificent staircase runs upwards through it, the balusters
most claborately carved. The ceiling is clegantly decorated in panels. Right
up the centre of the place extends a round shaft containing a geometrical stair-
case within, crected by the present proprictors, as the mode of communication to
the rooms at the top of the building. From the staircase we pass into the dining-
room, about sixty feet long by twenty-four wide, which has a ceiling that must
at once excite the admiration of every visitor. It is divided into three parts; a
great circle in the centre and alarge oval on cach side, the whole formed by very
deep and claborate stucco ornaments of foliage, flowers, &e., on a beautiful light-
blue ground. Each of the figures is sct in a rich border, filling up all the
remaining spacc of the ceiling. A very broad cornice of similar character extends

* Draziers aud Brass Founders,
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round the room. The oak carvings also deserve minute attention. They consist
of the framework in which the rich marble of the chimney-picces is set, the
bold ornamental wreaths, &c., above, and of a gallery fixed against the wall ncar
the ceiling, which stood formerly in the library beneath, now lost in the alter-
ations of the College. The body of the gallery is supported by brackets carved
all over, and of a very handsome massive character ; and the upper rail by figures
of children (instcad of balusters), their lower parts merged into pedestals. The
hall is lighted by five arched windows. Beyond this room is a smaller one as to
length, but decorated in the same rich style. So completely is the view of the
principal buildings of the college shut out from the court below by the roof with
its numerous skylights thrown over the court, that but for the courtesy of the
proprictors we should be unable to notice either that or the two statues of
Charles II. and Sir John Cutler still existing there, and to the last of which a
curious story is annexed. Iassing through a window of the counting-housc,
however, we get on to the roof of which we have spoken, and there, walking
_about among the skylights projecting upwards breast high, look around us at our
leisure.. On the north and south are the buildings which enclose two sides of the
quadrangle, formerly used as places of residenee by the college officers.  On the
west is the principal front of the College, consisting of two chief stories, the lower
decorated with Tonie pillars, the capitals of which just appear above our feet. the
higher by Corinthian, aud by a pediment in the centre at the top. Immediately
bencath the pediment is the statue of Charles 1I., with a Latin inscription.
Some of the stones in which it is inscribed have been removed for the formation
of a window ; they arc preserved, however, with that carc which has evideutly
characterized all the alterations of the proprietors, who certainly have injured
the original building and its decorations as little as possible. On the cast is the
octangular pile, and its somewhat mean-looking dome ; with the gilt ball or “pill
above, and the statue of Sir John Cutler below. I was greatly at a loss,” says
Pennant, “to learn how so much respect was shown to a character so stigmatized
for avarice. I thiuk myself much indebted to Dr. Warren for the extraordinary
history. It appears by the aunals of the College, that in the year 1671 a con-
siderable sum of money had been subseribed by the fellows for the ercction of
a new college, the old one having been consumed in the great fire cight years
before. It also appears that Sir John Cutler, a near relation of Dr. Whistler,
the president, was desirous of becoming a bencfactor. A committee was appointed
to wait upon Sir John to thank him for his kind intentions. He accepted their
thanks, renewed his promise, and specified the part of the building of which he
intended to bear the expense. In the year 1680 statues in honour of: the king
and Sir John were voted by the members; and nine years afterwards, the
College being then completed, it was resolved to borrow money of Sir John
Cutler to discharge the College debt; but the sum is not specified. It appears,
however, that in 1699 Sir John's exccutors made a demand on the College of
seven thousand pounds, which sum was supposed to include the money actually
lent—the money pretended to be given, but set down as a debt in Sir Jokn’s
books—and the interest on both. Lord Radnor, however, and Mr. Boulter, Sir
John Cutler’s executors, were prevailed on to accept two thousand pounds from
the College, and actually remitted the other five. So that Sir John’s promise,
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which he never performed, obtained him the statue, and the liberality of his exe-
cutors has kept it in its place ever since. But the College wisely have obliterated
the inscription which, in the warmth of its gratitude, it had placed beneath
the figure—

Omnis CuTLERI CEDAT LABOR AMPHMITHEATRO.”

In this building the fellows of the College continued to hold their meetings
till 1825, when, as Dr. Macmichael observes in his interesting little volume,
< The Gold-headed Cane,’—* The change of fashion having overcome the genius
loct,” they removed to their present building at the corner of Pall Mall East and
Trafalgar Square. Thither let us follow them.

This clegant building, erected by Sir R. Smirke, was opened on the 25th of
June, 1825, with a Latin oration delivered by the President, Sir Henry Halford.
The style, as will be pereeived from a glance at our engraving, is the Grecian
Tonic; the portico, though not remarkable for originality, is beautiful. The
interior very happily confirms the promisc of the exterior. An air of sumptuous
elegance reigns throughout, made only the more impressive by the sense of
repose and dignity conveyed Dy the general solitude of the apartments, and by
their airy and noble proportions. A door on the left of the entrance-hall leads
into the dining-room, lighted by a range of six windows overlooking Trafalgar
Square, and having a chastely beautiful ceiling. Pillars of green and white
marble (imitation) decorate the northern end of the room. Over the fireplace is
a fine portrait of a fine face, that of Hamey, the eminent physician of the period
of the Commonwealth, of whom it has been said, “ He was a consummate scholar
without pedantry, a complete philosopher without any taint of infidelity, learned
without vanity, grave without moroseness, solemn without preciseness, pleasant
without levity, regular without formality, nice without cffeminacy, generous with-
out prodigality, and religious without hypocrisy.” When, during the civil wars,
the property of the College at Amen Corner was condemned, as part of the
possessions of the Church, and put up to public auction, Dr. Hamey became the
purchaser, and two years later settled it in perpetuity on the College. A
valuable MS. of Hamey’s is preserved in the library—his notes and criticisms
on Aristophanes. Here also are the portraits of Sir Edmund King, and Dr.
Freind, the well-known historian of medicine. King was onc among the philo-
sophers of his time to exhibit the experiment of the transfusion of blood. He
causcd, for instance, the blood of a young dog to be transfused into the veins of
onc almost blind with age, and which could hardly move: in two hours it began
to leap and frisk. It was probably while exhibiting some of these experiments
before Charles I1., who had a taste for experimental philosophy, that the King
suddenly fell on the floor as if dead. Dr. King, without waiting for the advice
of the royal physicians, which must have come too late, boldly put aside the
danger to himself in case of failure, and immediately bled the Monarch, who then
recovered his senses. The Council ordered him a reward of a thousand pounds
for this service, whick was never paid. The portrait of Dr. Freind, in his full-
bottomed wig and brown velvet coat, reminds us of an anecdote creditablo alike
to the profession and human nature. During the ministry of Sir Robert Walpole,
Freind was clected member for Launceston, and distinguished himself by some
able speeches against the policy of the government. He was supposed to have
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had a hand in Bishop Atterbury’s plot, as it was designated, for the restoration
of the Stuarts—at all events he spoke in the prelate’s favour. He was conse-
quently committed to the Tower in 1722, the Habeas Corpus Act being at the
period suspended.  Here he lay for some’ months, during which his practice, of
course, passed into other hands, but chiefly into his friend Mead’s. This
admirable man, however, exerted himself to the utmost to procure Freind's
release, which he was at last enabled to accomplish through the minister’s re-
quiring his own medical assistance. Mead went, urged everything he could think
in favour of the captive, and finally refused to preseribe till Freind was sct at
liberty. Secarcely had the liberated physician reached his home, when Mead
presented him with five thousand guineas, being the sum he had received from
Freind’s patients during his imprisonment! An act like this must have made
that imprisonment ever afterwards appear to Freind the brightest spot in his
lifetime, whilst the world derived a considerable benefit from the same event.
In the Tower Freind wrote the entertaining and valuable history we have
* mentioned.

Returning to the entrance hall, and ascending the stairs which turn off to the
right and to the left towards the gallery or landing on the top, we cannot but
pause a moment to admire the exceedingly beautiful character and proportion of
this part of the building. Here are a pair of folding doors in front leading into
the library, and a single door on the right opening upon the Censor’s room.
This apartment, with its rich oak panelling and pillared walls, is rich in
pictures and busts, and in the almost interminable series of meniories which
invest these works of art with a higher interest than art alone can bestow.

Sydenham, from a portrait by M, Beale,

Sydenham is here, with his fine massive face and his long and flowing silw{cry
hair. During the civil wars he commanded a troop of horse undcr. the King.
Sydenham has the great merit of being the first of his profession to dlsFard mere
theory, and apply with diligence to the study of nature and facts. His practice
and writings accordingly make an era in medical history. For the same reason
he obtained the names of the English Hippocrates and the Father of English
medicine. Here, too, is Linacre, with his small ruddy features, hollow cheeks,
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thonghtful eyé, and particularly expressive mouth—a delightfully quamt-looking
face in all its scriousness. Over this picture are the College arms in oak, with
the shield richly emblazoned. Sir Thomas Browne is here, with his interesting
and poctical face richly sct off by the dark shadow of his hair and of the back-
ground of the picture. His chin and upper lip are partially covered with
moustaches of a brownish hue, and his beard is peaked. The penetrating yet
absorbed expression of the eye strongly reminds you of .the man whom nothing
could disturb from his reveries. The sudden fall of the cannon-shot which
failed to disturb the sclf-possession of Charles of Sweden whilst writing his
despatches would most likely have been unperceived by Browne. ¢ He had no
sympathy with the great business of men. In that awful year when Charles I.
went in person to scize five members of the Commons’ House—when the strects
resounded with shouts of ¢ Privilege of Parliament!” and the King’s coach was
assailed by the prophetic cry,  To your tents, O Isracl”—in that year, in fact,
when the civil war first broke out, and when most men of literary power were
drawn by the excitement of the crisis into patriotic controversy on cither side—
appeared the calm and meditative reveries of the ¢ Religio Medici’ The war
raged on. It was a struggle between all the clements of government.  England
was torn by convulsions, and red with blood. But Browne was tranquilly pre-
paring his ¢ Pscudodoxia Epidemica ;’ as if errors about basilisks and griffins
were the fatal epidemic of the time; and it was published in duc order in that
year, when the cause which the author advocated, as far as he could advocate
anything political, lay at its last gasp. The King dies on the scaffold. The
Protectorate succceds. Men are again fighting on paper the solemn cause already
decided in the field. Drawn from visions more sublime—forsaking studies more
. intricate and vast than those of the poctical sage of Norwich—diverging from a
carcer bounded by the most splendid goal—foremost in the ranks shines the
flaming sword of Milton : Sir Thomas Browne islost in the quincunx of the ancient
gardens ; and the year 1658 beheld the death of Oliver Cromwell, and the pub-
lication of the ‘Hydriotaphia.’”* The pleasant, good-humoured face of Sir
Samuel Garth enlivens the censor’s room. One wonders where the original of
such a picturc could have found a sufficient stock of ill nature to commence
satirist. As the friend of Pope and Swift had certainly a great deal of wit,
perhaps it was from a deficieney of ill nature that < The Dlspens'u'y is not a great
poem! Sufficient then for its author be the fact that he wasa good man. Who
will not reverc the memory of Garth, when they consider that to him Dryden
was indebted for a suitable interment, when a personage of high rank fornot the
duty he had sought? He caused the remains of the 11}ustr10us poct to be blOll""ht
to Warwick Lane, and there pronounced an oration over them, then sct on f'oot a
subscription to defray the cxpenses of the funeral, and ultimately attended the
solemnity to Westminster Abbey, where it was conveyed on the 13th of May, 1700,
with a train of above ahundred coaches. Among the other portraits of the room
are those of Cardinal Wolsey, Henry VIIX. (which Malcolm thinks is either by
or from Holbein), and Andreas Vesalius, the famous Italian anatomist, whose wild-
looking aspect scems in strange harmony with his unhappy fortuncs. In voyaging

. * Edinburgh Review, Bctober, 1836,
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from Padua to Venice in 1504, he was shipwrecked on the isle of Zante, and there
perished by hunger. Four marble bustsin addition adorn the censor’s room : those
of Sir Henry Halford, Sydenham, Mcad, and Baillic. With an aneedote of the
latter we quit this interesting apartment.. Baillie was occasionally very irritable,
and indisposed to attend to the details of an unintercsting story. After listening
with torture to a prosing account from a lady who ailed so little that she was
going to an opera that evening, he had happily escaped from the room, when he
was urgently requested to step up-stairs again; it was to ask him whether on
her return from the opera she might cat some oysters: « Yes, ma'am,” said
Baillie, « shells and all.”

The library is a truly splendid room. It is very long, broad, and high, lighted
by three beautiful lanterns in the ceiling, which is of the most clegant character.
The walls consist of two stories, marked at intervals by flat oaken pillars below,
and clusters of flat and round imitation-marble pillars above. A gallery extends
along the second story all round the room, and the wall is there fitted up with
bookeases, hidden by crimson curtains, containing preparations ; amongst others
are some of the nerves and blood-vessels constructed by Harvey, and most pro-
bably used by him in the very lectures before referred to. The books, chiefly
the gift of the Marquis of Dorchester, who left his library to the College, are
ranged round the walls of the lower story. From the gallery a narrow staircase
leads up into a small theatre, or lecturc-room, where are some interesting busts
and pictures, among the latter a fine portrait of Hunter. The most interesting
works of art in the library are the two portraits which adorn the compartments of
the wall near the ends of the room. One is of Dr. Radcliffe, the founder of the
magnificent institution at Oxford, and whose executors gave two thousand pounds
towards the ercction of this building. He looks serious, yet with a latent smile
playing over his face, as though suddenly called to attend a paticnt, while the
enjoyment of a just-uttered joke was as yet unsubsided. It is painted by Kneller,
the conjunction of whose name with Radcliffe will remind many a reader of the
ancedote concerning them. They lived next to each other in Bow Street, Covent
Garden, and the painter having beautiful pleasure grounds, a door was opened
for the accommodation of his friend and neighbour. In consequence of some
annoyance, Sir Godfrey threatened to close up the door; to which Radeliffe
replied, he might do any thing with it if he would not paint it. “Did my very
good friend, Dr. Radcliffe, say so?” cried Sir Godfrey : «“ go you back to him, aTxd
after presenting my service to him, tell him that I can take anything from him
but physic.” How different the associations roused in the mind by a sight of t.he
picture at the opposite end of the room—the portrait of Harvey, by Cornelius
Jansen! And if ever portrait spoke the history of its subject, it is this. .Benca‘th
that wide expanse of brow, how forlorn a face appears! A few whlt('a h:'urs
straggle over the lip which had so often quivered at some new and more picrcing
instance of the world’s folly and ingratitude. That out-stretched hand there were
few to grasp beyond his own immediate friends and connexions ; yet hand, heart,
and soul, lived and toiled and suffered but for the good of mankind. Harvey,
however, was a man in fortitude as well as in every other respect ; and the very
studies which first disquieted him, brought him afterwards Peace. He loved
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his profession, and had high hopes of it. To have scen the change that has
characterized the last fifty years, during which the rate of mortality has decreased
nearly a third, and mainly by the efforts of the members of that profession, would
have amply repaid him for all his sufferings. Perhaps he did foresce some such
change. Perhaps he saw, in the dim and distant future, glimpses of a happier state
of things than we have yet any conception of. Much is true that cannot be demon-
strated. The world would not listen to 7¢s demonstrations. How does it know
what glorious revelations its wilfulness, blind ridicule, and injustice may not have
shut up in his grave, as in the graves of others like him?

TN
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{Prior Rahere’s Tomb.]

XXVIII.-THE PRIORY AND CHURCH OF ST.
BARTHOLOMEW.

Or all the persons whom the mighty business of providing sustenance for the
population of London leads among the pens, and erowds, and filth of the grcat Me-
tropolitan beast-market—of all those whom pleasure attracts to the gingerbread,
and shows, and gong-resounding din of the great Fair—or, lastly, of all those
whom chanee, or a dim remembranee of the popular memories of the place, its
burnings, tournaments, &ec., or any other motive, brings into Smithfield—we
wonder how many, as they pass the south-western corner of the area, look
through the ancient gateway which leads up to the still more ancient church of
St. Bartholomew, with a kindly remembranee of the man (whose ashes there
reposc) from whom these, and most of the other interesting features and recol-
lections of Smithficld, are directly or indireetly derived? We fear very few.
Time has wrought strange changes in the scene around; and it is not at all sur-
VOL. IL D
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prising ‘that we should forget what has ccased to be readily visible. Who
could suppose, from a mere hasty glance at the comparatively mean-looking brick
tower, and the narrow restricted site of St. Bartholomew, that that very edifice
was once the centre, and the centre only, of the splendid church of a splendid monas-
tery—a church which extended its spacious transepts on either side, and sent up a
noble tower high into the air, to overlook, and, as it were, to guard, the stately
halls, far-cxtending cloisters, and delightful gardens that surrounded the sacred
edifice? Or, again, who wonld suspect that the site of this extensive establish-
ment (now in a great measure covered with houses), and most probably the entire
spacc of Smithficld, was, prior to the foundation of the former, nothing but a
marsh “dunge and fenny,” with the cxception of a solitary spot of dry land,
occupied by the travellers’ token of civilization, a gallows? Yet such are the
changes that have taken place, and for all that is valuable in them our gratitnde
is due to the one man to whom we have referred—Rahere.

The history of the Priory is indeed the history of this single individual ; and,
by a fortunate coincidence, the historical materials we possess are as ample as they
are important. Among the manuscripts of the British Muscum* is onc entirely
devoted to the life, character, and doings of Rahcre, written evidently shortly
after his death by a monk of the establishment, and which, for the details it also
gives of the circumstances attending the establishment of a great religious house
iu the twelfth century, its glimpses into the manners and customs, the modes of
thought and fecling of the tiine—and, above all, for its marked superiority of style
to the writings that then generally issned from the cloister—forms perhaps one of
the most extraordinary, as it certainly is one of the most interesting, of mo-
nastical documents. In consideration of all these circumstances, we shall make
no scruple to transcribe largely from the good old monk’s papers; valuing them
all the more for the impossible but characteristic marvels they detail in matters
of faith, as being an additional testimony to their authentic character with regard
to matters of fact.

We have said that the mannscript in question was written soon after Ra-
here's death ; its anthor says he shows that which “ they testified to us that sey
him, herd hym, and were presente yn his werkys and dedis ; of the whiche sume
have take their slepe yn Cryiste, and sume of them be zitte alyve, and wytnesseth
of that that we shall after say.” His motives in the task he had undertaken are
thus explained in the outset :+—

“ For as much that the meritorious and notable operations of famous good and
devont fathers in God should be remembered, for instrnction of after-comers, to
their consolation and increase of devotion; this abbreviated treatise shall com-
modiously express and declare the wonderful, and of celestial counsel, gracions
foundation of onr holy place, called the Priory of St. Bartholomew in Smithfield,
and of the hospital of old time belonging to the same; with other notabilities
expedient to be known; and most specially the glorious and excellent miracles

* Cottonian Collection. .

+ We shall not trouble our readers any further with the antiquated spelling. We may also here observe that,
in the following account of Rahere and of his foundation, whilst we give throughout the author’s language, we
take the liberty of occasionally departing from his arrangement, in order to preserve the narrative regular and
unbroken, and, for the same reason, of making such omissions as scem advisable.
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wrought within them, by the intercessions, suffrages, and merits of the aforesaid
benign, faithful, and blessed of God, Apostle Saint Bartholomew.”

Rahere, it appears, was a “man sprung and born from low kynage : when he
attained the flower of youth he began to haunt the houscholds of noblemen and
the palaces of princes; where, under every clbow of them, he spread their
cushions, with japes and flatterings delectably anointing their eyes, by this
manner to draw to him their friendships. And still he was not content with this,
but often haunted the king’s palace, and among the noiseful press of that tumult-
uous court informed himself with polity and cardinal suavity, by the which he
might draw to him the hearts of many a one. There in speetacles, in meetings,
in plays, and other courtly mockeries and trifles intending, he led forth the
business of all the day. This wise to the king and great men, gentle and eourte-
ous known, familiar and fellowly he was.” The king here referred to is Henry I.
Stow says Rahere was “a pleasant-witted gentleman; and therefore in his time
called the Zing’s minstrel.” To continue: “This manner of living he chose in his
beginning, and in this excused his youth. But the inward Seer and merciful God
of all, the which out of Mary Magdalen cast out seven fiends, the which to the
Fisher gave the Keys of Heaven, mercifully converted this man from the error
of his way, and added to him so many gifts of virtue.” Foremost in repentance
as he had been in sin, Rahere now ““decreed in himself to go to the eourt of
Rome, coveting in so great a labour to do the works of penance. There, at the
shrine of the blessed apostles Peter and Panl, he, weeping his deeds, prayed to
our Lord for remission of them. Those two clear lights of Heaven, two men of
mercy, Peter and Paul, he ordained mediators. And while he tarried there, in
that mean while, he began to be vexed with grievous sickness; and his dolours
little and little taking their increase, he drew to the extreme of life: the which
dreading within himself that he had not still for his sins satisfied to God,
therefore he supposed that God took vengeance of him for his sins, amongst out-
landish people, and deemed the last hour of his death drew him nigh. This
remembering inwardly, he shed out as water his heart in the sight of God, aund all
brake out in tears; that he avowed that if health God would him grant, that he
might return to his country, he would make an hospital in recreation of poor meu,
and to them so therc gathered, nccessaries minister after his power. And not
long after the benign and mereiful Lord beheld this weeping man, gave him his
health, approved his vow.

“ When he would perfect his way that he had begun, in a certain night he saw
a vision full of dread and sweetness. It seemed him to be borne up on high of
a certain beast, having four feet and two wings, and set him in an high place.
And when he, from so great a height, would inflect and bow down his eye to tl.le
lower part downward, he beheld a horrible pit, whose beholding impressed in
him great dread: for the decpness of the same pit was deeper than any man
might attain to see; therefore he (sceret knower of his defaults) deemed himself
to slide into that eruel a downcast. And therefore (as scemed him inwardly)
he fremyshid,* and for dread trembled, and' great cries of his mouth proc?eded.
To whom appeared a certain man, pretending in cheer the majesty of a king, of
great beauty and imperial authority, and his eye on him fastened. €O man,’ he

* Quaked perhaps, from the French verb Frémir. -
L
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said, ¢ what and how much service shouldest thou ‘give to him that in so great a
peril hath brought help to thee?” Anon he answered to this saint, < Whatsoever
might be of heart and of might, diligently should T give in recompence to my
deliverer.’ And then, said he, ‘1 am Bartholomew, the apostle of Jesus Christ,
that come to succour thee in thine anguish, and to open to thee the sccret
mysteries of Heaven. Know me truly, by the will and eommandment of the
Holy Trinity, and the common favour of the celestial court and council, to have
chosen a place in the suburbs of London, at Smithficld, where in mine name thou
shalt found a church. This spiritual honse Almighty God shall inhabit, and
hallow it, and glorify it. Wherefore doubt thee nought ; only give thy diligence,
and my part shall be to provide necessaries, direct, build, and end this work.’
Rahere now came to London, and of his knowledge and friends with great joy
was received ; with which also, with the barons of London he spake familiarly of
these things that were turned and stirred in his heart, and of that was done
about him in the way he told it out; and what shonld be done of this he coun-
sclled of them. He took this answer, that none of these might be perfeeted,
but the King were first counsclled : namely, since the plaee godly to him showed
was contained within the King’s market. In opportune time Rahere addressed
him to the King; and nigh him was He in whose hands it was to what he would
the King’s heart incline: and ineffectual these prayers might not be whose
author is the apostle, whose gracious hearer is God. Rahere’s word therefore
was pleasant and acceptable, and when the King had praised the good wit
of the man (prudently, as he was witty), granted to the petitioner his kingly
favour.

“ Then Rahere, omitting nothing of care and diligence, two works of piety
began to make—one for the vow he had made, another as to him by precept
was enjoined.” The place where these great works were to be erected was no
common one, having been prcvmusly showed to King Edward the Confessor in a
revelation :—* the whlch in a eertain night, when he was bodily sleeping, his
heart to God waking, he was warned of this place with an heavenly dream made
to him, that God this place had chosen: thereupon this holy King, early arising,
came to this place that God had showed him; and to them that about him stood
expressed the vision that night made to him, and prophesied this place to be
great before God.” It was also said that threce men of Greece, who came to
London, went to this place and worshipped God; «and before them that there
were present (and beheld them as simple idiots) they began wonderful things to
say and prophesy of this place, saying, * Wonder not; sce us here to worship
God, where a full acceptable temple to him shall be.builded; and the fame of
this place shall attain from the spring of the sun to the going down.””

Rahere had no casy task before him. “For truly the place before his cleans-
ing pretended no hope of goodness. Right unclean it was; and as a marsh,
dunge and fenny, with water almost every time abounding; and that that was
eminent above the water, dry, was deputed and ordained to be the gallows of
thieves, and to the torment of other, that were condemned by judicial anthority.”
What follows is very extraordinary:—¢ Truly, when Raherc had applied his
study to the purgation of this place, and decreed to put his hand to that holy
building, he was not ignorant of Satan’s wiles, for he made and feigned himself
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unwise, and outwardly pretended the cheer of an idiot, and began a little while
to hide the secretness of his soul. And the more secretly he wrought the more
wisely he did his work. Truly, in playing unwise he drew to him the fellowship
of children and servants, assembling himself as one of them ; and with their use
and help, stones and other things profitable to the building lightly he gathered
together.” Rahere’s object in this conduet was, we presume, to avail himself of
a kind of superstitious reverence that appears to have been not unfrequently felt
for persons of the class to which he made it appear that he belonged. With all
his enthusiasm, this must have been a painful time. *He played with them,
and from day to day made himself more vile in his own eyes, in so mickle that he
pleased the apostle; through whose grace and help he raised up a great frame.
And now he was proved not unwise as he we have trowed, but very wise.” Ra-
here, it seems, sought assistance for the accomplishment of his great work by every
means in his power, and more particularly by instrueting with « cunning of
truth,” saying “the word of God faithfully in divine churches,” and constantly
exhorting “the multitude both of clerks and of the laity to follow and fulfil those
things that were of charity and alms-decd. And in this wise he compassed his
sermon :—that now he stirred his audience to gladness, that all the people applanded
him; and incontinent anon he proffered sadness, and so now of their sins, that all
the people were compelled unto sighing and weeping. But he truly ever more
expressed wholesome doctrine, and after God and faithful sermon preached.”
A man like this could not but succeed in whatever he essayed; and accordingly
the work “ prosperously succeeded, and after the Apostle’s word all necessaries
flowed unto the hand. The church he made of comely stone-work, tablewise.
And an hospital-house, a little longer off from the church by himself he began to
edify. The church was founded (as we have taken of our elders) in the month
of March 1113. President in the Church of England, William Archbishop of
Canterbury, and Richard Bishop of London;” who * of due law and right”
hallowed a part of the adjoining field as a cemetery. * Clerks to live under
regular institution” were brought together, and Rahere, of course, was ap-
pointed Prior, who ministered unto his fellows “ necessaries, not of certain rents,
but plenteously of oblations of faithful people.” The completion of the work,
under such circumstances, evidently excited a large amount of wonder and
admiration, not unmixed with a kind of superstitious awe. People ““ were greatly
astonied both of the novelty of the raised frame, and of the founder. Who would
trow this place with so sudden a cleansing to be purged, and there to be set up
the token of the Cross? And God there to be worshipped, where sometime
stood the horrible hanging of thieves? Who should not be astonied there to see
construct and builded the honourable building of piety? That should be a
sanctuary to them that fled thereto, where sometime was a common offering of
condemned people? Who should not marvel it to be haunted?” The writer then
finely asks,* ““ Whose heart lightly should take or admit such a man, nof product
of gentle blood—not greatly endowed with literature, or of divine kynage?

“ When the Priory began to flourish and its fame spread, Rahere joined to

* He has, it will be remembered, previously stated Rahere to be of “low kynage,” in the ordinary sense of
the words.
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him a certain old man, Alfun by name, to whom was sad age, with experienee of
long time. This same old man not long before had builded the church of St.
Giles, at the gate of the city that in English tongue is called Cripplegate ; and
that good work happily he had ended.” Rahere, deeming this man profit-
able to him, deputed him as his compeer; and from his council and help appears
to have derived much encouragement. “It was manner and custom to this
Alfun, with ministers of the church to compass and go about the nigh places of
the church busily to scek and provide necessaries to the need of the poor men that
lay in the hospital; and to them that were hired to the making up of their
church.” To help Alfun in the performance of this duty St. Bartholomew occa-
sionally honoured him by a miracle, which, doubtless, had an amazing effect in
stimulating the charity of the neighbours. If the following miracle was thoroughly
believed, wonderful must have been the emulation it produced among the bene-
factors of the priory. Alfun having applied to a widow, she told him she had
but seven measures of malt, and that indeed it was no more than but absolutely
necessary for her family’s use. She was, however, prevailed on to give one mea-
sure. Alfun wasno sooner gone than, casting her eyes on the remaining measures,
she counted seven still. Thinking herself mistaken, she tried again, and found
cight, and so on ad infinitum. No sooner was the receptacle ready than many
« yearly, with lights and oblations, peaceful vows, and prayers, visited this holy
church;” and the fame of cures performed was supported by magnifieent festi-
vals; “the year 1148, after the obiit of Harry the First, King 'of England, the
twelfth year, when the golden path of the son reduced to us the desired joys of
feastful celebrity, then, with a new solemnity of the blessed Apostle, was illu-
mined with new miracles this holy place. Languishing men, grieved with vary-
ing sorrows, softly lay in the church; prostrate beseeching the mercy of God,
and the presence of St. Bartholomew.”

But now new troubles arose, and darkened the last hours of Rahere. “ Some
said he was a deceiver, for cause that in the net of the great fisher evil fishes were
mixed with good. Before the hour of his last deliverance his houschold
people were made his enemies, and wicked men wickedness laid to himself.
Therecfore, with pricking envy, many privately, many also openly, against the
servant of God ceased not to grudge, and brought many slanders and threaten-
ings. The good that they might they withdrew and took away; constrained
him with wickedness; made weary him with injuries ; provoked him with despites,
beguiled him with simulated friendships; and some of them broke out into so bold
avowedness that they drew amongst themselves a contract of wicked conspiration,
what day, sctte, and place, the servant of God they might through wiles and sub-
tlety draw to their council with deceit,” and so slay him. ““But there is no wisdom,
there is no cunring, there is no council against God, in whom he (Rahcre) cast his
thought. When the day came, one of them, partner of so great a wickedness,
secretly to himself abhorring so great a sin, before the hour of peril drawing near,
showed by order to the servant of God the sum of all their council.” Rahere
now went to the King, begging that he “would open the bosom of his pity to
them that were desolate,” and “restrain the barking rudeness of unfaithful
people.” The King's answer was the confirmation of his previons grant by a
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formal charter; drawn up in terms unusually expressive of his favour and his
determination to sec it carried into effect.

“In-the name of the holy and undivided Trinity, Father, Son, and Holy
Ghost, st Henry King of England, to William, Archbishop of Canterbury, and
George, Bishop of London, and to all bishops and abbots, and carls, justiciary
barons, sheriffs, and ministers, and to all men, and their lieges, and to the
citizens of London, greeting :—Know ye that I have granted, and by my charter
confirmed, to the church of St. Bartholomew, London, and to Rahere the Prior,
and canons regular, in the same chureh serving God, and to the poor of the
hospital of the same church, that they may be free from all earthly servitude,
and earthly power and subjection, except cpiseopal customs; to wit, only conse-
cration of the church, baptism, and ordination of elerks; and that, as any chureh
in all England is free, so this church be frec; and all the lands to it apper-
taining, which it now has, or which Rahere the Prior, or the canons, may be able
reasonably to aequire, whether by purchase or by gift; and have soecage and
saccage, and thol and theme, and infangtheof; and all liberties and free
customs and acquittances in all things which belong to the same ehureh, in
wood and in plain, in meadow and pastures, in water and mills, in ways and
paths, in pools and parks, in moors and fisheries, in granges and shrubberies,
within and without, and in all plaees now and for ever. And this chureh, with
all things that appertain unto the same, know ye that I will to maintain and
defend, and to be free as my erown, and to have taken in my hand in defence
against all men. Wherefore I grant to Rahere, and to the same chureh, in all
its own rights and possession, the breach of peace and skirmish made in the
house, and the invasion of house or eourt, and all forfeitures in its own jurisdiction
made, and forestall and flemencfermden, in the way and without, in the fend
and without, in the eity and without: also, that it may have discussions of
causes and the rights of causes concerning all plea which may happen in their
land, and all customs, whether in ecclesiastieals or seeulars, as fully and freely as
I should have of my own domain and table. I release also and acquit Rahere the
Prior, and the aforesaid chureh and all belonging to the same, of shire and
hundred, of pleas and plaints and murders, and scutage, and gold, and Danigelds,
and hydages, and sarts, and assizes, and castle-works, or the rebuilding of castles
and bridges, of enclosing parks, of removing woods or other things, of fordwit
and hengwit, of ward-penny and ave-penny, and bloodwite and fightwite and
childwite, of hundred-penny and thring-penny and maubratre and mischinige,
and sehewinge, and frithsoke, and westgeilteof, of warden, and outlawry, and
forefenge, and whitfonge ; and they be quit in all my land of the tollage, and
passage, and pontage, and lastage, and stallage, and of all seeular serviee in land
and in water and ports of the sea, so that they may be loaded with no burdens
of expedition, or occasions or aids of sheriffs or rceves of the hundred, or pon-
tifical ministers: I prohibit also by my authority royal, that no men, whether
my minister or any other in my whole land, be troublesome to Rahere the Prior,
or the aforesaid chureh, concerning anything which belongs thereto; and that
no man, of the elergy or laity, presume to usurp dominion of that place, or intro-
dnee himself without the consent of the Prior or brethren.”
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If this did not content Rahere, he must certainly have been a most unrea-
sonable man. What a list of privileges is here given! and what an idea does
such a document afford of the state of society in the twelfth century! Very
pleasant, no doubt, were such privileges for the Prior and his brethren ; but what
must it have been to the people at large, who :had no share in them, and whose
natural burdens would be enhanced in proportion to the number of those who
had ?, Rahere was satisfied, no doubt, so far as the King of England could
satisfy him. But that was not all. His biographer continues, * Thus, when
he was strengthened and comfortably defended, glad he went out from the face
of the King ; and when he was come home to his [people], what he had obtained
of the royal majesty expressed to others that there should be afraid. Also this
worshipful man proposed for to depose the quarrel of his calamities before the
See of Rome (God’s grace him helping), and of the same See writings to bring, to
him and to his aftercomers profitable. But divers under growing impediments,
and at the last letting the article of death, that he would have fulfilled, he
might not. And so only the reward of good will be deserved. After his decease,
three men of the same congregation (whose memory be blessed in bliss), sundry
went to sundry bishops of the Sce of Rome, and three privileges of three bishops
obtained ; that is to say, of St. Anastatius, Adrian, and Alexander, this church
with three dowries, as it were with an impenetrable scochyn, warded and defended
against impetuous hostility. And now behold that prophecy of the blessed King
and Confessor of St. Edward fulfilled. Behold truly that this holy church and
chosen to God shineth with manifold beauty.” Miracles as usual glorified the
new edifice. It will suffice to give one as a specimen. It appears that from
among the great plenty of books in the place was stolen an ““antiphoner, which
was necessary to them that should sing in the church. When it was told to
Rahere, he took the harm with a soft heart, patiently.” Not so St. Bartho-
lomew, who doubtless considered his own reputation as a gnardian of the place
was concerned ; so he commanded Rahere to mount horse, ride ““into the Jews
street,” where his horse would stop, and point his foot to the door where the book
was. We need scarcely add, that there, true enough, the book was found.

¢ After the service of his prelacy, twenty-two years and six months,”” Rahere
on the 20th of September “the clay house of this world forsook, and the house
everlasting he entered.” The character drawn of him by his biographer is, we
think, very beautiful. He was a man “not having cunning of liberal science,
but that that is more eminent than all cunning; for he was rich in purity of
conscience.” His goodness showed itself towards < God by devotion ;” towards
“ his brethren by humility;” towards “his enemies by benevolence. And thus
himself he exercised them, patiently suffering ; whose proved purity of soul, bright
manners, with honest probity, expert dlhgence in divine service, prudent business
in temporal manifestations, in him were greatly to praise and commendable. In
feasts he was sober, and namely the follower of hospitality. Tribulatious of wretehes
and necessities of the poor people, opportunely admitting, patiently supporting,
competently spending. In prosperity not yuprided; in adversity patient. Thus
he, subject to the King of bliss with all meekness, provided with all diligence
that were nccessary to his subjects; and so providing, increased daily to himself;
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before God and man, grace; to the place reverence; to his friends gladness ; to
his cnemies pain; to his aftercomers joy.” Rahere left, it scems, his small
flock of thirteen canons with little land and right few rents. < Nevertheless, with
copions oblations of the altar, and helping of the populous city,” they appear to
have managed pretty well. “ Soothly,” continues our good monk,  they flourish
now with less fruit than that time when the aforesaid solemnitics of miracles were
cxercised ; by a like wise, as it were a plant, when it is well rooted, the oft
watering of him ccaseth.”

Rahere (whose memory was held in great veneration—¢ when the day of his
nativity into heaven was known, it was solemnised and honoured with great mirth
and dancing on earth’”) was succeeded by Thomas, one of the canons of the church
of St. Osyth, whose character is happily hit off by the author of the manuscript.
‘ This Thomas,” he says, “(as we have proved in common,) was a man of jocund
company, of great eloquence, and of great cunning ; instruct in philosophy, and (in)
divine books exercised. And he had it in prompt whatsoever he would utter to speak
it metrely. And he had in use every solemn day what the case required, to
dispense the word of God, and flowing to him the press of the people. He was
prelate to us meckly almost 30 years; and in age an hundred winter, almost
with whole wits, with all Christian solemnity, he deceased in 1174,  In this man’s
time grew the plant of the apostolic branch in glory and in grace before God
and man. And with more ample buildings were the skins of our tabernacle
dilated. To the laud and glory of our Lord Jesus Christ, to whom be honour and
glory, world without end. Amen.” Thus ends this valuable manuscript, affording

[South side of St, Bartholomew’s Church.]

perhaps a more complete and interesting account of the foundation of' St. B‘artho-
Jomew than exists in connexion with the foundation of any otber English edifice of
equal antiquity and importance. In1410,during the prelacy, perhaps of “ brother
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John,” the Priory was rebuilt. At this time, and perhaps before, it possessed
within itsclf every possible convenience for the solace and comfort of its inmates.
We read of Le Fermery, Le Dorter, Le Frater, Les Cloysters, Les Galleries,
Le Hall, Le Kitchen, Le Buttry, Le Pantry, Le olde Kitchen, Le Woodechouse,
Le Garner, and Le Prior’s stable, so late as the period of the dissolution in the
sixteenth century. There was also the Prior's house, the Mulberry-garden,
the Chapel, now the church of St.Bartholomew the Less, &c. &e. It was
entirely enclosed within walls, the boundaries of which have been carefully traced
in the ‘ Londini Illustrata,” and from which we abbreviate the following descrip-
tion :—The north wall ran from Smithfield, along the south side of Long Lane,
to its junction with the east wall, about thirty yards west from Aldersgate Street.
It is mentioned by Stow, and shown in Aggas’ plan, who represents a small gate
or postern in it. This gate stood immediately opposite Charter House I.ane, where
is now the entrance into King Street and Cloth Fair. The west wall commenced
at the south-west corner of Long Lane, and continued along Smithfield, and the
middle of Duc Lane (or Duke Street) to the south gate, or Great Gate House, now
the principal entrance into Bartholomew Close. The south wall, commencing from
this gate, ran castward in a direct line toward Aldersgate Street, where it formed
an angle and passcd southward about forty yards, enclosing the site of the
present Albion Buildings, then resumed its eastern dircction and joined the
corner of the castern wall, which ran parallel with Aldersgate Strect, at the
distance of about twenty-six yards. This wall was fronted for the most part by
houses in the strcet just mentioned, some of them large and magnificent, par-
ticularly London House, between which and the wall was a ditch. At first, as
we have before stated, there were no honses in the immediate neighbourhood;
but the establishment of the monastery, and the fair granted to it, speedily caused
a considerable population to spring up all around, and ultimately within. This
grant was obtained from Henry II. The fair was to be kept at Bartholomew-
tide for three days, namely, the eve, the next day, and the morrow; and unto
it “the clothiers of England and drapers of London repaired, and had their
booths and standings within the churchyard of this priory, closed in with walls
and gates, locked every night and watched, for safety of men's goods and wares.
A Court of Pic-powders sat daily during the fair holden for debts and contracts.
But now,” continues Stow, “notwithstanding all proclamations of the prince, and
also the act of parliament, in place of booths within the churchyard, only let out
in the fair-time, and closed up all the year after, are many large honses built ;
and the north wall, towards Long Lane, being taken down, a number of tene-
ments are there cerected for such as will give great rents.”*

The churchyard here referred to occasionally presented a scene of a very
interesting kind, and which Stow, who personally witnessed the discussions to
which we refer, has deseribed in his usual graphic style. We must premise that
so early as the period of Fitz-Stephen it appears that it was the custom upon
the holidays for assemblies of persons to flock together about the churches to
dispute; some, he says, using ¢ demonstrations, others topical and probable
arguments; some practise enthimems, others are better at perfect syllogisms ;
some for a show dispute, and for exercising themselves, and strive like adver-

* Stow, p. 419, ed. 1633.
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saries; others for truth, which is the grace of perfection,” &e. Again, “the
boys of divers schools wrangle together in versifying, and canvass the principles
of grammar, as the rules of the preterperfect and future tenses. Some, after an
old custom of prating, use rhymes and cpigrams; these can freely quip their
fellows, suppressing their names with a festinine and railing liberty; these
cast out most abusive jests, and with Socratical witnesses ecither they give a
touch at the vices of superiors, or fall upon them with a satiric bitterness. The
hearers prepare for laughter, and make themsclves merry in the mean time.”
It is in reference to this passage that Stow writes:— As for the meeting
of schoolmasters on festival-days at festival churches, and the disputing of their
scholars logically, &c., whereof I have before spoken, the same was long since
discontinued. But the argning of schoolboys about the principles of grammar
hath been continued even till our time; for I myseclf (in my youth) have yearly
seen, on the eve of Saint Bartholomew the Apostle, the scholars of divers
grammar-schools repair unto the churchyard of Saint Bartholomew, the Priory
in Smithficld, where, upon a bank boarded about under a tree, some one sclhiolar
hath stepped up, and there hath opposed and answered, till he was by some better
scholar overcome and put down; and then the overcomer, taking the place, did
like the first : and in the end the best opposers and answerers had rewards, which
I observed not: but it made both good schoolmasters and also good scholars
(diligently against such times) to prepare themselves for the obtaining of this
garland. 1 remember there repaired to these exercises (amongst others) the
masters and scholars of the free schools of Saint Paul’s in London, of Saint Peter’s
at Westminster, of Saint Thomas Acon’s Hospital, and of Saint Anthony’s
Hospital, whereof the last-named commonly presented the best scholars and had
the prize in those days. This Priory of Saint Bartholomew being surrendered to
Henry VIII,, those disputations of scholars in that place surceased, and was
again, only for a year or two in the reign of Edward VI, revived in the
cloister of Christ’s Hospital, where the best scholars (then still of Saint Anthony’s
school) were rewarded with bows and arrows of silver, given to them by Sir
Martin Bowes, goldsmith. Nevertheless, however, the encouragement failed;
the scholars of Paul’s, meeting with them of Saint Anthony’s, would call them
Saint Anthony’s pigs, and they again wouid call the others pigeons of Paul’s—
because many pigeons were bred in Paul’s church, and Saint Anthony was always
figured with a pig following him: and, mindful of the former usage, did for a
long scason disorderly in the open street provoke one another witl} Salve tu
quogque, placet tibi mecum disputare, placet ; and so, proceeding from this to ques-
tions in grammar, they usually fell from words to blows, with their satchels full
of books, many times in great heaps, that they troubled the streets and pas-
sengers: so that finally they were restrained with the decay of Saint Anthony’s
school.” '
Encroachments of the character pointed out by Stow of course coul.d not h.avc
been made but for the previous dissolution of the Priory—an event whl.ch rapidly
altered the entire aspeet of the place. In the grant of the Priory, in 1544, to
Sir Richard, afterwards Lord Rich, the man to whose bascness and tr?achery the
exccutions of the venerable Fisher, Bishop of Rochester, and his illustrlou.s fellow-
prisoner in the Tower, Sir Thomas More, were in no slight degree referrible, we
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find an accurate description of the then state of Rahere’s famous establishment.
The grant included the capital messuage or mansion-house, the close called
Great St. Bartholomew, the Fermery, Dorter, &e., before mentioned, fifty-one
tenements lying within the precincts of the said close, five other messuages and
tencments, water from the conduit-head at Canonbury (the country residence of
the Priors at Islington), and lastly, the fair of St. Bartholomew. The grant con-
clndes with the words: « And whereas the great close of St. Bartholomew hath
been before the memory of man used as a parish within itself, and distinet from
other parishes; and the inhabitants thereof had their parish church and church-
yard within the church of the late Monastery and Priory, and to the same church
annexed, and have had divine service performed by a enrate from the appoint-
ment of the Prior and Convent ; and whereas a certain chapel, called € the Parish
Chapel,’ with part of the great parish church, have been taken away, and the
materials sold for our use ; nevertheless, there still remains a part fit for erceting
a parish church, and already raised and bnilt: we do grant to the said Richard
Rich, Knt., and to the present and future inhabitants within the great close, that
part of the said church of the said late Monastery or Priory which remains raised
and built to be a parish chnrch for ever for the nse of the said inhabitants.”
The parish was declared to be distinet and separate from other parishes, and a
void picce of ground, cighty-seven feet long by sixty broad, next adjoining the
west side of the chnrch, was to be taken for a churchyard. Such is the origin of
the parish, the present church, and churchyard. The parish formerly possessed
numerous and valnable privileges, derived no doubt from those of the Priory,
some of which have been lost. Of those that still exist, one of the most striking
is that any resident may keep a shop, or exercisec whatever calling or trade he
pleases, withont becoming free of the City. The parishioners are also exempt
from serving on juries or ward offices; they appoint their own constables sub-
jeet to the control of the City magistrates, and tax themselves for paving,
watching, lighting, &e.  One or two brief notices of events of a minor importance
connected with the church may here be given. The original structure had a fine
peal of six bells, which were taken ont and sold to the neighbouring church of
St. Sepnlchre. During the reign of Mary a partial attempt was made to revive
something of the olden aspect and purpose of the place, by giving it to the Black
or Preaching Friars, as their conventual church. But in the very first year of
her sister and successor’s reign the friars were driven out, and the place
appropriated as before.*

We have already given one picture of a peculiar and primitive kind, that used
to be often presented in the churchyard ; the cloisters; it appears, in later times,

* In the ¢ Londini Illustrata’ an opinion is expressed that the church was erected on a Saxon foundation.
The reasons given are these—* The Saxons generally made their churches with descents into them ; and it is
ohservable that ‘all the entrances into this church are by descents of several steps; whereas the Normans built
their churches with ascents, The Saxons made their lights and roofs small and mean; the Normans, on the
contrary, made theirs high and large. The few churches that the Saxons had of stone were low with thick
walls, and consequently dark and damp; those of the Normans were far more stately, lightsome, and pleasant.
And the late Mr. Carter, who drew, engraved, and puhlished specimens of Ancient Architecture, was decidedly
of opinion, from drawings he bad taken in this church of capitals, ornaments, tiers of columns, and arches, thag
the workmanship was Saxon, and long prior to the arrival of the Normans.” Whatever may have been the cause
of this discrepancy, it seems, from the absence of any mention of such Saxon building in the manuscript, that
there was no church here prior to the erection of Raherc's,
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had also its picture, but one of a very different kind, if we may trust its delineator,
in the pages of the * Observator’ of August 21, 1703. We must premise that
within the space of a century or so there stood a gateway, leading to the wood-yard,
kitchen, and other inferior offices. A mulberry-tree grew near it, and beneath
its branches people were accustomed to promenade. In process of time this spot
and the adjoining cloisters had become, according to the writer we have mentioned,
notorious for the bad characters who resorted to it. “Does this market of lewd-
ness,”” asks the author of the paper, “tend to anything else but the ruin of the
bodies, souls, and estates of the young men and women of the City of London,
who here mecet with all the temptations to destruction? The lotteries to ruin
their estates; the drolls, comedies, interludes and farces, to poison their minds
with lust, &e. . . . .. What strange medley of lewdness has not this place long
since afforded :—lords and ladies, aldermen and their wives, squires and fiddlers,
citizens and rope-dancers, jack-puddings and lawyers, mistresses and maids,
masters and 'prentices! This is not an ark like Noah's, which reccived the clean
and unclean ; only the unclean beasts enter this ark, and such as have the devil’s
livery on their baeks.”

We have dwelt thus long upon the history of the Priory, not only on account
of the intrinsic importance of the establishment, but also from its being so gene-
rally little known. Except in and around thc church there are no visible
evidences of its original splendour, and these, not being particularly conspicuous,
must be sought for. In the accomplishment of this task we now, however,
approach what may be called the more generally interesting part of our subject—
the description of the present remains, the contrast these present to their former
state, and the more interesting memories which the place affords. As it were
impossible to do justice to these matters in our present number, we shall conclude
this paper with a notice of an appendage of St. Bartholomew, scarcely less inter-
esting than itself:—we refer to Canonbury, the place so well known as the residence
of Goldsmith, in one of the rooms of the tower of which was written, under a
pressing pecuniary necessity, that most admirable of fictions, the <Vicar of
Wakefield” These pressing necessities unfortunately oceurred very often; and
another and less agreeable memory of Canonbury House than that of the com-
position of the  Vicar of Wakefield’ is that Goldsmith here frequently hid
himself for fear of arrest. The warm-hearted bookseller, Newberry, for whom
Goldsmith wrote so much, then rented the louse. From hence the poet.t was
frequently accustomed to set out, with some or other of his numerous and distin-
guished list of friends, on exeursions through the surrounding country. The
beauties of Highgate and Hampstead, distinetly visible from his W]I“ldOWS, no
doubt were often a temptation to him to throw aside his books. Various other
literary men have lived at Canonbury ; amongst whom we may mention (.Jhambel‘s,
the author of the Cyclopadia known by his name. Nor are interesting HgESS
belonging to men of a different class wanting. Here the® Rich SpFncer, for
instanee, of whom and his moderate-minded daughter we have spoken in a fm:mer
paper,* lived, and has bequeathed to Canonbury some noticeable .recollectlons.
In a eurious pamphlet, entitled <The Vanity of the Lives and Passions o.f Men,
by D. Papillon, gent., 1651,” oceurs the following remarkable passage, 1n econ-

* Croshy Place.
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nexion with this great millionaire of the sixteenth eentury :—<1In Queen Eliza-
beth’s days a pirate of Dunkirk laid a plot, with twelve of his mates, to carry
away Sir John Spencer; which if he had done, fifty thousand pounds had not
redeemed him. He eame over the seas on a shallop with twelve musketeers, and
in the night came into Barking Creek, and left the shallop in the custody of six
of his men, and with the other six came as far as Islington, and there hid them-
selves in ditches near the path in which Sir John always came to his house; but,
by the providence of God, Sir John, upon some extraordinary occasion, was
forced to stay in London that night, otherwise they had taken him away; and
they, fearing they should be discovered in the night time, came to their shallop, and
so came safe to Dunkirk again.” The author adds that he obtained this story from
a private record. At Sir John’s death in 1609 some thousand men were
present, in mourning cloaks and gowns, amongst whom were three hundred and
twenty-four persons who had each a basket given to him containing a black
gown, four pounds of beef, two loaves of bread, a little bottle of wine, a candle-
stick, a pound of candles, two saucers, two spoons, a black pudding, a pair of
gloves, a dozen of points to tie his garments with, two red herrings, four white
herrings, six sprats, and two eggs. We must add to these reminiseences of the
family, that his daughter, the writer of the letter transcribed in “Crosby Place,’
is said to have been carried off from Canonbury in a baker’s basket by Lord
Compton, who became her husband, and who at her father’s death was unable to
bear with equanimity the immense fortune that devolved to him: he was distracted
for some time afterwards. His death happened under strange cireumstanees :—
“ Yesterday sc’nnight the Earl of Northampton (he had now suceceded to this
carldom), Lord President of Wales, after he had waited on the King at supper,
and he had also supped, went in a boat with others to wash himself in the Thames,
and so soon as his legs were in the water but to the knees, he had the colie, and
cried out, *Have me into the boat again, or I am a dead man!” and died in a
few hours afterwards, June 24, 1630.”*

The manor appears to have been originally presented to the priory by Ralph
de Berners, in the time of Edward 1., and most probably obtained its present
name on the erection (abont 1362, that date having long existed on one of the
walls) of a place of residence for the first Canon or Prior, and from that eircum-
stance :—bury signifying mansion or dwelling-house. There seems to exist a kind
of tradition that at this or some carlier period a fortified mansion stood on the
spot, of which the moat in front is still a remain. All the ancient parts, however,
that now meet our gaze, are attributed to Prior Bolton, the predeeessor of Fuller,
who surrendered the possessions of the canons to the king. This is the man of
whom Hall writes in the following curious passage :— The people” (saith he),
“ being feared by prognostications which declared that in the year of Christ
1524 there should be such eclipses in watery signs, and such conjunctions, that
by waters and floods many people should perish, people victualled themselves,
and went to high grounds for fear of drowning, and especially one Bolton, which
was Prior of St. Bartholomew’s in Smithfield, builded him a house upon Harrow
on the Hill, only for fear of this flood : thither he went and made provision of
all things neeessary within him, for the space of two months.” Stow says that

* Peck’s Desiderata Curiosa, vol. ii. p. 39.
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“this was not so indeed,” as he had been credibly informed, « and that his pre-
decessor was following a fable then on foot.” Bolton was the parson of Harrow as
well as Prior of St. Bartholomew, and_thercfore repaired the parsonage-house;
but he builded there nothing ¢ more than a dovehouse, to serve him when he had
foregone his Priory.” This is he also to whom Ben Jonson alludes when he speaks

¢ Of prior Boltom, with his &0/ and fon ;”

referring to the rebus on his name, of which the Prior is said to have been the
inventor, and for which he certainly had an inventor’s love, for we find it every-
where—in the church, in some of the houses of Bartholomew Close, and here
again at Canonbury. Although great alterations have been made in this place
(a house of entertainment opened within its park walls for instance), yet there is
much remaining to interest the visitor. We should have been glad to have com-
menced our notice with a brief glimpse of the room still pointed out as that in
which Goldsmith wrote, but being, we presume, deemed even too precious for
exhibition, we must, as Stow says, ““overpass it.” Immediately behind the tower
is a house now used as a boarding-school, which is supposed to have belonged to
Queen Elizabeth, and to have even been occasionally inhabited by her; and the
internal evidence is certainly of a formidable character. The staircase alone
would show that it has been a very splendid mansion: but there are more im-
portant parts. The drawing-room, now divided into three apartments, has evi-
dently originally formed but one, with a circular end, and a richly ornamented
ceiling, bearing representations of ships of war, medallion heads of ancient heroes,
as Alexander and Julius Czsar; and in combination with these decorations are
a variety of scroll-work ornaments, with the thistle strikingly predominant. In
the centre are the initials Z. R. The material is a most delicately wrought
stucco. The mantelpiece is also well worthy of attention; it contains figures,
arms, caryatides, and an endless variety of other ornaments. The whole
forms one of the most superb pieces of workmanship conceivable. In the same
house a room, called the Stone Parlour, on the ground-floor, has also a stuccoed
ceiling, embossed and with pendants, and a decorated mantelpiece, with fignres
of the Cardinal Virtues. Adjoining this house is that which was Prior Bolton’s,
now occupied also as a boarding-school. It stands on a beautiful lawn, somewhat
clevated, and must have originally commanded a beautiful prospect; as a part of
which, and not the least interesting part, was the splendid establishment of which
the resident here was master : the peculiarly dense smoke of cloud was as yet a thing
unknown, and but few buildings intervened, so that the Prior could see it at all
times. The most interesting feature of this mansion is a stone passage or corridor
leading to the kitchen and other offices, in which is a Tudor door of a peculiarly
elegant shape, containing Bolton’s rebus. Among the other noticeable matters
are a mantelpicce of the period of Elizabeth, and a curious coat of arms with
some uncouth supporters, apparently goats, painted, and with an inseription o.f a
later period, stating them to belong to  Sir Walter Dennys, of Gloucestershire,
who was made a knight by bathing at the creation of Arthur Prince of Wales,
in November, 1489,” &e. From the house we pass to the lawn, which is ter-
minated by a wall with a raised and embowered terrace, from which we look over
on the other side to the kitchen-garden, the New River, and thence onwards
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towards London. At each extremity of this wall is an oetagonal garden-house,
built by Prior Bolton—the one to the left having a small Gothic window in the
basement story. Proceeding along the wall towards the other, we find it in the
grounds of another mansion; this also contains the Prior’s rebus. The spot here
is at the same time so beautiful and yet so antique in its character, that we have
only to forget the lapse of three centuries, and expeet to sec the stately abbot
himself coming forth into his pleasance, book in hand perhaps, to enable him to
forget the little vexations of his government, or the darker shadows of the coming
Reformation, which, fortunately for him, he did not live to see—his death took
place in 1532. The fig and mulberry trees, probably planted by him,—cer-
tainly no recent denizens of the soil,—appear here in all their perfection. On the
wall which runs up to the house occurs another rcbus, near to a stone basin
called the fish-pond, where the Prior probably kept some of the choicest of the
finny tribe for the supply of his table. We cannot quit this very interesting
place without a tribute of admiration to the taste and munificence of its principal
founder. Next to Rahere, his is the great memory of the Priory—we meet
with him everywhere. The church, the beautiful oriel window which overlooks
it, Rahere’s tomb, which he carefully and admirably restored, the gardens and
buildings of Canonbury, all speak of an enlightened and generous mind ; and we
do not see that it is at all necessary to quarrel with him beeause he took care to
refer their merit to its right owner by the everlasting bo/t in fon.

(To be concluded in No. XXIX.)

i Puior Bolton's Garden-house at Canonbury.]



XXIX.—THE PRIORY AND CHURCH OF ST.
BARTHOLOMEW.

(Concluded from No. XXVIIL)

AvTtHOUGH the present church, which was the choir of the more ancient structure
belonging to the Priory, stands some distance backwards from Smithfield, there
is little doubt that its front was originally on a line with the small gateway yet
remaining, and that the latter indeed was the entrance from Smithfield into the
southern aisle of the nave, the part of the church now entirely lost. It is uscless
to inquire what kind of front was here presented to the open arca before it; but
if we may judge of it by this gateway, and by the general style of the interior
VOL. IL E
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parts of the choir, it munst have been a grand work. The gateway is of a very
beautiful character, with a finely pointed arch, consisting of four ribs, each with
numerous mouldings, receding one withiu the other, and deeorated with roses and
zigzag ornaments. Straight before us as we pass through this gateway are the
churchyard and church, the former having around it a range of large and very
dingy-looking lath-and-plaster houses, which however derive somewhat of a pic-
turesque appearance from their gable ends, and their windows scattered about in
“most admired disorder.”” The exterior of the church, as it here appears to us,
consists of a brick tower, crected in 1628, and by its side the end of the church,
from which the nave has been cut away, and the wall and large window erected
to terminate the structurc at this point. The foundations of the nave still lie
below the soil of the churchyard some three or four feet. The wall of the
latter, on the right or southern side, now faced with brick, is very ancient
and of immense thickness, and formed most probably the original wall of the
south aisle. On stepping into the apartments of the adjoining public-house, to
which the wall now belongs, we find traces of a past very different from what we
sec at present. Rooms with arched ceilings, a cornice with a shield extending
through two or three of them, and thus showing that they have formed but one
room, and a chalk cellar below the house—all betoken that we are wandering
among the ruins of the old Priory. By the side of this house is a yard, filled
with costermongers and their donkeys, and surrounded by black and decayed
sheds and habitations, with balconied galleries. Referring to the multitudg of
miserable-looking and comparatively worthless habitations that have sprung up
during the decay of the Priory, Malcolm calls them so many “ exhalations of lath
and plaster ; the mushrooms of its might:”” we should say rather the fungi:—no-
thing can be more unwholesome than some of these places are. Here the cheery
ringing sound of the hammer on the anvil guides us to ground more intelligible.
The passage leads into a smith’s workshop, where some of the arches of the
eastern cloister (the only one of which there arc any remains) appear in the
opposite wall. Violence and decay have deprived these arches of all their
original beauty, though not of their bold expressive character—that still remains
stamped upon them. The soil here, as in almost every other part surrounding
the church, has been raised several feet: thus, for instance, the spring of these
arches is nearly level with the ground. Leaving this to enter another yard, of
an equally unpromising appearance, we find ourselves within the east cloister.
Much of this beautiful part has been lost of late years by the fall of the roof and
part of the wall on one side. Climbing, however, as well as we can, over the
double or treble row of great barrels which fill the entire space, we find that on
the opposite or castern wall are five arches, more or less entire, yet remaining,
and one on the west. The noble character of the architecture is here still visible
in the fine deep receding mouldings and the graceful span. Farther north the
space is walled up with an arch, which, if original, as it appears, must have
crossed the cloister. The space within, extending to the church, which was
entered by a fine Norman arch still existing, includes the remainder of the
cloister ; and one can only lament that, as it not only possesses the arches on both
sides, but the groined roof, it should be completely walled up. We had oursclves
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to break a hole in another part of the wall to obtain admittance, and then to
re-close it. Here the delicacy and proportion of the style, the fine finish of the
groins and key-stones, and the elaborate workmanship of the many curious
devices and historical subjects carved in different parts, are alone visible in their
natural combination. Over this part is now built a house in a line with and
joining to the tower of the church. Malcolm supposes that it was to this part of
the Priory the author of the manuscript before mentioned refers when he speaks
of the “more ample buildings” by which “the skins of our tabernacle were
dilated.” As one looks around on the still evident beauty of the architecture,
and measures with the cye its dimensions (the cloisters must have been nearly
fifteen feet broad, and have extended round the four sides of a square of nearly
a hundred feet), we begin for the first time to have a just impression of the
original magnificence of the establishment; when the Prior, the Sub-Prior, and
the other Canons, in all the imposing splendour of the Roman Catholic church,
came occasionally sweeping along on days of high ceremony; and when, of an
afternoon, in calm and sunny weather, the inmates of the Priory might have
been seen sitting cach in his little pew against the windows, meditating, or con-
versing with his neighbour, or reading some book from the Priory library, which
at least amused him with its brilliant illaminated paintings, if it possessed no
better attractions. For those who desired exercise there was the pleasant green
in the centre, signi’ying, says Wickliff, «the greenness of their virtue above
others,” with its single tree, which had also its symbolical explanation, for it
implied to the monks “ the ladder by which, in gradations of virtue, they aspired
to cclestial things.”

The public-house and courts we have mentioned are in a lane (along which on
the castern side rarn the western cloister), at the back of Duke Street, and com-
municating with the great Closc. As we turn the corner into the latter, the
immense Refectory, or Hall of the Priory; stands before us (marked J in the plan),
though so modernised in its outward appearance that the most cager antiquarian
would assuredly pass it unnoticed if the latter were his only guide. From the
scanty notices of this building, and of the crypt that extends beneath, in such of
the local historians as notice them at all, we had not anticipated finding any
interesting remains. Agreecably were we disappointed. In spite of the many
alterations and divisions that have been made in it at different times, it is not
diffieult to trace its original character, as well as its vast extent. It is now occu-
pied as a tobacco-manufactory, and a large portion of it still forms but one apart-
ment, roofed over with oak of the finest kind and condition. There are now two or
three stories, but, after a careful examination of the general arrangement of the
multitudinous timbers of the roof of the highest story, we cannot but express our
opinion that the whole has becn open from the first floor to the roof, and that the
latter has formed one of those oaken coverings of which Westminster Hall is so
magnificent an example, though most probably of a ruder character. The com-
plicated and yet harmonious arrangement of the timbers springing from the side
on the upper story, where alone the roof is unaltered—their finely ‘arched form
rising airily upward towards the centre of the building—and the vertical supports
which they appear to have sent down to the floor of the hall below (the posts
which characterised the halls of a very carly period),—all appear to2show that

E
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there was but one story, one room; and a glorious room it must have becn
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measuring some forty fect high, thirty broad, and a hundred and twenty long!
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[Plan of the Priory of St. Bartholomew.]

EXPLANATION OF THE REFERENCES.

there are any remains. main.

B. The North Cloister, parallel with the

Nave.
C. The South Cloister.
D. The West Cloister.

elosed by the Cloisters measures about
a hundred feet each way.
E. The North Aisle of the Nave.

F. The South Aisle, to

Gateway in front of Smithfield was the Yard, &e.’

original entrance.
G. The Nave, no part

R. The Old Vestry.

of which or of the { S. The Chapter House, with an entrance

Aisles now remains. gateway from

H. St. Bartholomew's Chapel, destroyed by

Fire about 1830.

I. Middlesex Passage, leading from Great to
Little Bartholomew Close.

J. The Dining Hall or Refeetory of the
Priory, with the Crypt beneath,

K. Situation of the Great Tower, which was

supported on four arches that still re-

L. The Northern Aisle of the Choir.

M. The Southern Aisle of the Choir,

N. The Eastern Aisle of the Choir.

The Square thus en- | O. The present Parish Chureh, forining the
Choir of the old Priory Chureh.

P. The Prior’s House, with the Dormitory
and Infirmary above.

whieh the existing | Q. Site of the Prior’s Offices, Stables, Wood

T. The South Transept.
U. The North Transept.
V. The present entranee into the Chureh,
On the top of the plan is Little Bartholo-
mew Close, on the left Cloth Fair, at the
bottom Smithfield, and on the right
Great Bartholomew Close.
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A striking proof that the present intermediate ceilings and floors are not original
is afforded by the immense beams or trees that cross from wall to wall, and which
project a considerable height above the floor. These intermediate roofs are also
so irregular, and so meanly put together, that it is tolerably evident their timbers
are merely the ruins of the one magnificent cope that bent over all. No wonder
the owners of such splendid apartments must have their raised dais to keep them
above the throng of their humbler brethren, must dine first and be waited upon
by kneeling monks, who in return have to console themselves with the reflection
that the novices must in a like manner attend them. Many a scene of splendour
this Hall has no doubt witnessed; many an exhibition of ccelesiastical state
and profusion, such as that which Giraldus Cambrensis somewhat satirically
describes in connexion with his visit to the Prior of Canterbury ; where he noted
at dinner sixteen dishes, a superfluous use of signs, much sending of dishes from
the Prior to the attending monks, and from them to the lower tables, much
gesticulation in returning thanks, much whispering, much loose, idle, and lieen-
tious discourse, and where, whilst herbs were brought to the table but not tasted,
the fish of numerous kinds, roasted, broiled, fried, and stuffed, the eggs, the
dishes exquisitely cooked with spiees, the salt meat to provoke appetite, and the
wines of almost every known kind, were all done full justice to.

Descending now to the commeneement of the low winding passage marked in the
plan “Middlesex Passage,” but which was known in our boyish days by a more
awful appellation, and one more in accordance with its then strangely wild cha-
racter, we find, extending right and left under the Refectory, the Crypt, of which
the passage cutting right through it forms a part. There is something about a
crypt which makes it always an interesting place ; the sitnation,—gencrally buried
in the earth,—the solemn gloom, the frequent nobleness of the architecture, above
all their mysterious history—no one knowing for what purpose they were built—
all combine to stimulate curiosity, however little they may satisfy it. Without
desiring to express any peculiarly favourable opinion of the habits of the mouks,
we confess there seems something too revolting in the idea that they were erected
“for clandestine drinking, feasting, and things of that kind,” as stated In an
author quoted by Fosbroke in his ¢ British Monachism.” Interesting as these
places generally are, we doubt whether a more favourable specimen could be found
than this of the once famous Priory of St. Bartholomew. Its immense length,
its double row of beautiful aisles, extending throughout, and its admirable state of
preservation, render this Crypt worthy of peculiar attention. Of the fine chara.cter
of the architecture, as we sec it when standing against the wall on the one side,
and looking across the two aisles, the engraving here shown will eonvey th.e best
idea. There is, it will be scen, a door at the extremity of our view; with \thch we
have been told the tradition that generally haunts these old monastic ruins, of a
subterranean way, connects itself. It has been supposed that through this flf)or
there was a communination with Canonbury at Islington. Perhaps the tradition
arose, from what we have no doubt is a fact, that the door had been used by the
Noncomformist ministers, who occupied the adjoining chapel during parts of the
sixtecnth and seventeenth centuries, as a mode of escape in cases of danger. The
door, at all events, opened until lately into a cellar that extended beneath the chapel,
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and where the fire broke out, in 1830, that destroyed the latter, and some other
parts of the old Priory. There seems to be no doubt that the chapel formed

[The Crypt.}

some portion of the monastic Luildings, thongh what is unknown. It had an
ancient timber roof, and a beam projecting across near the centre; and in a corner
there is said to have been a very antique piece of senlpture representing the
figure of a priest with a child in his arms. In several parts of the building it
appears there were, prior to its destruction, marks of private doors in the wall.
From the time of the Nonconformists, the chapel was occupied by Presbyterian
ministers till 1753, when Wesley obtained possession, and, we believe, opened it
himself, for the service of his disciples, with a sermon. The spot marked in the
plan Q, or the Prior’s offices, is that towards which we next dircct our steps.
The stables, wood-yard, and other domestic buildings, are thus referred to. In
a large and ancient house we here find, on the ground-floor, a very thick wall
and a pointed arch—evidence of its connexion with the Priory. The same house
has some other noticeable features; namely, two beautifully wainscoted large
rooms, the npper of which has a vaulted ceiling and a fine carved mantel-piece.
Lord Rich, to whom the buildings and site of the Priory were granted, resided in
some part of the latter :—was it here? The mansion has evidently been occupied
by some resident of importance at a distant period. The family of the present
occupier has lived in it for a century, during which the features we have referred
to have existed as at present. The Mulberry Gardens were here also; and but a
month ago was cut down the last and finest of the descendants of the old Priory
trees, which stood behind the house. Returning to the eastern extremity of Mid-
dlesex Passage, the Prior’s House is on our right, standing almost in a line with
the church; and by the side of the latter are the remains of the south transept.
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This house also bears plenty of internal cevidence as to its antiquity. The
walls, for instance, would shame those of many fortifications; there arc just
within the modern gable roof three arches, with square flat pillars and fluted
capitals, corresponding with those of the choir; on the broad staircase is a kind
of alcove in the wall, and beside it a slightly pointed arch set in a square frame ;
there are latticed windows in different parts; and above all, at the top, is the
dormitory (le Dorter), where the canons were locked up at night, like so many
unruly children. Here each inmate had, we presume, in accordance with the
general custom, a little place wainscoted off, with a shelf in the window to sup-
port books. The middle part of the dormitory, where now the gimp-spinners*
are pursuing their ceaseless walk, was, no doubt (also as usual), paved with fine
tiles. If we may trust the author of the * Ship of Fools,” the monks might well
be treated as children, for they were as full of fun and frolic; and on reaching
the dormitory, considering, we suppose, that they had been sufficiently grave for
one day, began to play all sorts of wild pranks. For, says Barclay,

“ The freve or monk in his frock and cowl
Must danee in his dorter, leaping to play the fool.”

Unpleasant must have been the change when, in the midst of their mirth, they
were called at midnight on the calends of November, and other holy periods, to
descend from the warm and comfortable dorter to hurry shivering into the choir,
and engage in the devotions proper to the occasion, whilst the Prior, with a dark
lantern, went all round to see that each was awake and properly performing his
duty. Part of this large, characteristic-looking room was no doubt used as the
infirmary, or fermery, where the sick monks were so well treated, that it is no
wonder those in health felt a little envy, and occasionally fell very suddenly ill,
to the perplexity of the worthy Prior.

The transept we have mentioned is on the south side of the church, and the pile of
ruins that fill up almost all the area of this part speak not only of the destruction
that has seized it, but of the Chapter-house also, which stood between the old
vestry and the transept. Faint traces of the once beautiful arch that led frf)m
the latter into the Chapter-house are to be secn in that rugged mass of wall which
stretches across in a right angle from the church in our south view. Of !:hc
Chapter-house itself, where the monks used to sit in some establishments daily,
in others weckly, to transact business in connexion with its disciplinc, and more
particularly to hear charges that any monk had to make against one or other of
his fellows, and when necessary to inflict the not very honourable pun.lshments (?f
flagellation, &c.,—of this building, which in some of our cathedrals is so conspi-
cuously beautiful a feature, and perhaps was scarcely less so here, not a vestige
remains. Of the transept also, the picce of wall we have mentioned is all that
exists. Opposite the picturesque-looking low porch, withits deep penthoysc,
now the entrance into the church from the transept, was formerly an entrance into
St. Bartholomew’s Chapel. Of the original mode of communication between the
church and transept we shall speak in our deseription of the former. The space
included originally within the transept is now a small churchyard. The exact

. * The building is occupied by a fringe-manufacturer.
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part of the Priory devoted to the purposes of the aneient cemetery we are unable
to point out, but it was most probably in this immediate vieinity. We should
like to have looked upon the green sward that has grown over the graves of gene-
ration after generation of these peaceful men; we should like to have set onr
fancy at work to trace, from any little eircumstance that attracted its attention,—
a spot a little more clevated, or somewhat more green,—the grave of the good
old monk who has preserved for us all the interesting particulars of Rahere’s
foundation : above all, we should like to have given a “local habitation” to a
picture that has often absorbed our attention; the solemn and imposing cere-
monies attending the burial of a deceased eanon; the body in its boots and
cowl, the lights at its head and feet, the constant watchings and psalmodies, the
sermon in the Chapter-house, and the act of absolution ; then the procession tothe
grave, with tapers, and the sprinkling of holy water, the deacon and his eensor,
the tolling of the bell, and the ceaseless chant ; followed by the lowering of the
body with the paper of absolution on its breast, the bearers descending with it
into the grave, and, lastly, the extingnishing of the lights, and the eessation of the
bell, signifying at the same time to the senses and to the mind that all is over
—the carthly history of the buried man is completed! Requiescat in pace !

[Burial of a deceased Menk in the interior of a Convent. From an ancient drawing in the Iarleian MSS,]

We are now on the threshold of the centre from which all these buildings
sprang, the choir of the Priory Church, Before we enter it, however, let us first
notice one or two points that yet remain to be mentioned in connexion with its
exterior. In Cloth Fair a narrow passage, with 2 door at the extremity, points
out the position of the north transept. Extending from the sides of the choir,
both north and south, and partly over its aisles, were bnildings used as schools :
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that on the south was burnt in the fire before referred to 5 the other still
exists.

Entering the church by the gateway below the tower, we get the first glimpse
of the new world as it were that opens upon us, or rather we should say the old
world of seven hundred years ago that has passed away. Everything is so-
lemn, grand, and apparently eternal. Those immense pillars that we look upon
have lost nothing as yet of their original strength; there is no token that they
will ever lose it. Within the porch are the remains of a very elegant pointed

[The Western Entrance. Interior.]

arch in the right wall, leading we presume into the cloisters, but of an older
date than those glorious Norman pillars to which some, of as peculiarly slender
make, belonging to another and opposite arch, appear to have been attached, some-
what we think to the injury of their simple character. One of the most interest-
ing features of the choir is the long-continued aisle, or series of aisles, which
entirely encirele it, opening into the former by the spaces between the flat .and
circular arch-piers of the body of the structure. It is about twelve feet wide,
with a pure arched and vanlted ceiling in the simplest and truest Norman style,
and with windows of different sizes slightly pointed. The pillars against .the
wall opposite the entrance into the choir are flat. One of the most beautiful
little architectural effects of a simple kind that we can conceive is to be found at
the north-castern corner of the aisle. Between two of the grand Nf)rman
pillars projecting from the wall is a low postern doorway, am.i a.boye, rising on
each side from the capitals, a peculiarly elegant arch, sometlfm.g llke. an elo¥1-
gated horsc-shoe. The connexion between two styles so strikingly different in
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most respects as the Moorish, with its fantastic delicacy and variety and rich-
ness, and the Norman with its simple (occasionally uncouth) grandeur, was never
more apparent. That little picture is alone worth a visit to St. Bartholomew’s.
The postern leads into a curious place enclosed by the end of the choir (or altar
end) on one side, and the circular wall of the castern aisle on the other. It is
supposed by Mr. Godwin* to have been the chancel of the original building, and
no doubt it was, if we are to suppose that the altar wall has undergone great
changes. At present the spaceis so narrow and so dark, that it need not surprise
us to hear that it is called the Purgatory. We have no doubt that this part has
been visible in some way from the choir, and not, as it is now, entirely excluded
from it ; for a pair of exactly similar pillars with the beautiful arch above, stand-
ing at the sonth-cast corner of the aisle, arc in a great measure shut in here. On
opening the little door, indeed, into the place, we can with difficulty refrain from
an exclamation of surprise at the sight of the stately pillars rising up so
grandly in that unworthy spot; and to make it evident that their arch has been
intended to be seen from the choir, we find that, unlike the other, of which we sece
ouly the exterior, this is beautifully ornamented. 'We must add that these aisles
are a fine study for the architect; thus, for instance, from the very exquisite
horsc-shoe arch we have mentioned, there is a regular gradation through the next
two windows to the perfeet semicircle.  Near the junction of the south and east
aisles is the old vestry-room, which Malcolm supposes, and we think justly, to be
the oratory mentioned in the manuseript in the following extract:— In the east
part of the same church is an oratory, and in that an altar in the honour of the
most Dlessed and perpetual Virgin Mary consecrate.” It was in this place, it
appears, that the blessed Mary once deigned to show herself to a monk of pe-
culiar piety, named Hnbert, in order to complain that her ““ darlings” the canons
did not pray and watch sufficiently. It is a solemn antique-looking place, in fine
harmony with the legend and its snpposed antiquity. The present vestry is
built over the southern aisle, and occupies a part of the space of the southern
transept. Here is a beautiful Norman semicircular arch, forming originally, no
doubt, one of the range of arches by which the second story of the choir was con-
tinued at a right angle along the sides of the transept. Among the monuments
of the aisles is one in the form of arose, with an inscription to Abigail Coult, 1629,
who died ““in the sixteenth year of her virginity.” Her father, Maximilian Coulte,
or Colte, was a famous sculptor of the time, and was employed by James I. in
various public buildings. In the office-book of the Board of Works appears the
line—¢* Max. Colte, Master Sculptor, at 8/. a-year; 1633.” Filling up the beau-
tiful horse-shoe arch, which it thus conceals, at the south-eastern corner, is the
monument of Edward Cooke, with an appeal to the spectator which the latter
must be indeed hard-hearted to resist:—
“ Unsluice your briny flood ; what, can you keep
Your cyes from tears, and sec the marble weep?

Burst out, for shame; or, if you find no vent
For tears, yet stay, and see the stones relent.”

Observing no symptoms however of the kind here indicated on the part of the

* Churches of Loudon.
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stones, we trust to be excused for passing on with dry eyes. There appears to
have been attached to the northern aisle—probably corresponding in position
with the old vestry—another chapel. In the Archicpiscopal Registry of Lam-
beth is the will of Walter Shiryngton, who dircets his «wretched body to be
buried in [ aldone Chapel, within the Priory of St. Bartholomew, on the north
side of the altar, in a tomb of marble there to be made, adjoining to the wall on
the north side aforesaid :” dated at Barnes, Jan. 17, 1479. In a prior notice of
this place, in the will of John Falden, 1417, it is styled the « New Chapel.”
These records there is no doubt are connected with one of the interesting
recollections of St. Bartholomew, the burial of Roger Walden, Bishop of London,
in the church here instead of in St. Paul's Cathedral, as was usual. We may
say with Fuller, why he was so buried is too hard for us to resolve ; but we have
no doubt the chapel above referred to was built by or for him. “Never had
any mau,” says Weaver, ‘ better experience of the variable uncertainty of
worldly felicity.” Raised from the condition of a pocr man by his industry and
ability, he became successively Dean of York, Treasurer of Calais, Seerctary to
the King, and Treasurer of England. When Archbishop Arundel fell under
the displeasure of Richard II., and was banished, Walden was made Primate of
England. On the return of Arundel in company with Bolingbroke, and the
ascent of the latter to the throne, Arundel of course resumed his archicpiscopal
rank and functions, and Roger Walden became again a private individual.
Arundel, however, behaved very nobly to the man whom he must have looked
on as an usurper of his place, for he conferred on him the bishopric of London.
Walden did not live long to be grateful for this very hononrable and kindly act,
for he died within the ensuing year. “He may be compared to one so jaw-
fallen,” says Fyller, in his usnal quaint homely style, ““with over long fasting,
that he cannot eat meat when bronght unto him; and his spirits were so de-
pressed with his former ill fortunes, that he could not enjoy himself in his new
unexpeeted happiness.” A monument to the memory of Captain John Millet,
mariner, 1660, begets reflections of a more amusing nature. He it appears was

“ Desirous hither to resort,
Because this parish was his port.”

In our account of the College of Physicians it will be remembered that one of
the persons against whom proceedings were taken for practising withont its licence
was Francis Anthony. The history of this individual, whom the author of ‘the
article in the ¢ Biographia Britannia’ calls ““avery learned physician and chemist,”
possesses, we think, sufficient interest to make it worth while to extract a fe\\: par-
ticulars from the work we have mentioned. 'The account, we must premise, 1s
evidently written by a warm admirer. Francis Anthony took the degree of l\r'I.A.
at Cambridge in 1574, and there, according to his own account, studied ch?mlstry
most sedulonsly. Soon after his arrival in London, about 1398, he pubhsh(:fl a
treatise concerning the excellency of a raedicine drawn from gold ; but, not hav'vufg
received the licence of the College of Physicians, he was snummoned before it in
1600, when he confessed that he had practised physic in London for more than
six months, and had cured twenty persons or more of several diseases, .to whm'n.he
had given purging and vomiting physic, and to others a diaphoretic medicine
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prepared from gold and mercury, as the case required. He was then examined,
and, being found inexpert, interdicted from practice. About a month after he
was committed to the Compter prison, and fined five pounds, but, upon his appli-
cation to the Lord Chief Justice, was set at liberty. The College immediately
sent the President and one of the Censors to wait on that dignitary, to request him
to preserve and defend the College privileges. Mr. Anthony now submitted, pro-
mised to pay his fine, and practise no more. Not long after he was again
accused of praetising, and on his own confession fined five pounds, which he
refused to pay; it was then raised to twenty pounds, and he was committed to
prison till it was paid. The College also commenced a lawsuit against him, and
obtained a judgment in its favour ; but, on the entreaties of Mr. Anthony’s wife,
remitted their share of the penalty. These proceedings, however, appear to have
benefited rather than injured him in the eye of the public; among other evi-
dences of his popularity is that of his obtaining the degree of doctor of physie in
one of the universities. New complaints were now made of his giving a certain
nostrum, which he called awrun potabile, or potable gold, and which he was said to
represent as an universal medicine.  Dr. Anthony published «a very learned and
modest defence of himself and his aurum potabile, in Latin, written with great
decency, much skill in chemistry, and with au apparent knowledge in the theory
and practice of physic.” In the preface he says “that, after inexpressible
labour, watching, and expense, he had, through the blessing of God, attained all
he had sought for in his inquiries.”” TIn the second chapter of the work he
affirms that his medicine is a kind of extract or honey of gold, capablo of being
dissolved in any liquor whatsoever ; and, referring to the common objeetion of the
aflinity between the aurum potabile and the philosopher’s stone, does not deny
the transmutation of metals, but still shows that there is a great difference be-
tween the two; and that the finding or not finding of the one does not at all
render it inevitable that the other shall also he discovered or remain hidden.
The price of the medicine was five shillings an ounce. Wonderful cures of course
are displayed in the doctor’s pages. His publication produced quite a contro-
versy on the merits of the aurum potabile. We need not wonder to find that
Dr. Anthony had implicit believers in the value of his nostrum when we sec the
great chemist and philosopher Boyle thus commenting on such preparations :—
¢ Though I have long been prejudiced against the pretended aurum potabile, and
other boasted preparations of gold, for most of which I have still no great esteem,
yet I'saw such extraordinary and surprising effeets from the tincture of gold I spake
of (prepared by two foreign physicians) upon persons of great note, with whom I
was particularly acquainted, both before they fell desperately sick and after their
strange recovery, that I could not but change my opinion for a very favourable
oue as to some preparations of gold.* Dr. Anthony enjoyed a very extensive and
lucrative practice, and lived in great hospitality at his house in Bartholomew
Close. He is said to have been very liberal, very pious, very modest, and of un-
tainted probity. He died in 1623, and was buried in the church here, where
we now read the following inseription set up by his son, who inherited from
Dr. Anthony the reputation and profits of the aurum potabile :—
* Boyle’s Abridgment of Shaw, v. 3, p. 586, quoted in Biog. Brit.
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“ There needs no verse to beautify thy praise,
Or keep in memory thy spotless name.
Religion, virtue, and thy skill did raise
A three-fold pillar to thy lasting fame.
Though poisonous Envy ever sought to blame
Or hide the fruits of thy intention,

Yet shall a]l they commend that high design
Of purest gold to make a medicine,
That feel thy help by that thy rare invention.”

Let us now enter the Choir, and, ascending the gallery to the side of the organ,
from whence the view at the head of this paper is taken, gaze on the impressive
and characteristic work before us, which seems scarcely less fresh and solid than
when Rahere beheld in its vast piers and beantiful arches the realization of the
vision for which he had so long yearned. We are standing in the centre of four
arches of the most magnificent span, fit bearers of the great tower that they lifted
so airily, as it were a thing of nought, into the air. Two of these are round, and
two slightly pointed. The last (which were originally open and formed the com-
mencement of the transepts) have been referred to as among the varions instances
of the occasional nse of pointed arches by the Normans before their systematic
introduction as a style. “The cause,” says Mr. Britton, < is evident ; for those
sides of the tower being much narréwer than the cast and west divisions, which
are formed of semicircular arches, it became necessary to carry the arches of the
former to a point, in order to suit the oblong plan of the intersection, and at the
same time make the upper mouldings and lines range with the corresponding
members of the circular arches.”* In each of the spandrels formed by these arches
is a small lozenge-shaped panel containing ornaments which bear a striking
resemblance to the Greecian honeysuckle, and deserve notice from their singu-
larity. Behind us are arches showing the original continnation of the chnrch into
the nave. The roof is very ancient, and not particularly handsome looking. It
consists of massy timbers, some of them braced np in the middle, apparently to
prevent their falling. Prior Bolton’s clegant oriel window in the sccond story
appears to have been built as a kind of pew or seat, from which the Prior could
overlook the canons when he pleased, without their being aware of his presence,
as it communicated with his house at the castern extremity of the church. The
piers which support the range of pointed arches forming the uppermost story are,
it will be perccived on referring to the engraving, pierced longitudinally, so as
to leave open a passage all round the upper part of the building. The dimen-
sions of the church arc stated somewhat differently by different writers, and we
have no means of recouciling the discrepancy. According to Malcolm, the height
is about forty feet, the breadth sixty fcet, and the length one hundred and
thirty-eight feet; to which if we add eighty-seven feet for the length of the nave,
we have two hundred and twenty-five feet as the entire length of the Priory
church within the walls. Osborne, in his ¢ English Architecture,’ gives the height
as forty-seven feet, the breadth fifty-seven feet, and the length of the present
church one hundred and thirty-two feet. We may here observe that when the
fire broke out in 1830 the interior of the church was much injured, and the

* Chronological History of Christian Architecture in England.
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entire pile had a narrow escape from destruction. A portion of the roof of the
south aisle fcll on that occasion, and showed it to be composed of rubble-work.
The church has undergone numerous reparations and alterations—we wish we
could add improvements. But, on the contrary, many parts appear to have been
injured, if not wantonly, certainly from unworthy or insufficient reasons. Thus,
in Henry VIIL’s time, as we have scen in our previons number, the sacred
edifice had well nigh been entirely pulled down for the value of the materials.
The crection of the brick tower in 1628 was little better than an architectural
insult to the pride of the fine old Norman choir. And, as if the very sight of its
magnificent arch-piers had become irksome, they have been cased round with
wood, for no better reason, we presume, than that they were apt to leave unde-
sirable marks on the coats of the congregation. But is that their fault? They
are not plaster ; nor, if they could speak, do we believe we should find them at
all ambitious of whitewash.

There are some interesting monuments in the Choir; among which we may
mention the following :—A beautiful marble monument of a rich dark-brown or
almost black colour contains a figure of a man in complete armour, kneeling under
an alcove,—two angels as supporters arc drawing aside the curtains. This is
Robert Chamberlain’s.  Nearly opposite is the monument of James Rivers, Esq.,
with this inseription :—

« Within this hollow vanlt there rests the framé
Of the high soul which once inform’d the same
Torn from the service of the statein’s prime
By a discasc malignant as the time:

Whose life and death design’d no other end
Than to serve God, his country, and his friend ;

Who, when ambition, tyranny, and pride
Conquer’d the age, conquer’d himself and died.”

This was written in 1641, or just when the civil war was about to break out
and deluge the country with the blood of its bravest and best children. Beyond
is a sumptuously executed marble monnment of great size, in memory of Sir
Walter Mildmay, 1689, «displaying,” says Mr. Godwin, ““ a mixture of the classic
forms then becoming known, with the style which had been in general use.”
This gentleman, the founder of Emanuel College, Cambridge, held several
offices under Henry VIIL and Edward VI., and was by Elizabeth made Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer; who would, perhaps, have still further advanced him if
he had been more obsequious to her wishes. Fuller says of him, “ Being em-
ployed, by virtue of his place, to advance the Queen’s treasure, he did it industri-
ously, faithfully, and conscionably, without wronging the subject, being very tender
of their privileges, insomuch that he once complained in Parliament that many
subsidies were granted and no grievances redressed ; which words being repre-
sented with disadvantage to the Queen made her to disaffect him;” and so he was
Ieft «“in a court clond, but in the sunshine of his country and a clear conscience.”
In 1582 he was employed with Sir W. Cecil in a treaty with the unfortunate Queen
of Scots, and a few years later in the melancholy affair of her trial and conviction.
He was appointed by Elizabeth a fellow-commissioner with Burghley, and many
other eminent and titled personages, to proceed to Fotheringhay Castle, whither
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Mary had been lately conveyed. The commissioners arrived there on the 1Ith
of October, 1586, and on the following day Sir Walter and two others were de-
puted by the rest to deliver to the captive Queen a letter from Elizabeth, charg-
ing her with being accessory to the conspiracy set on foot just before by Babing-
ton, a young English Catholic of enthusiastic temper, to assassinate the Queen of
England and deliver Mary from her captivity, and for which conspiracy Babing-
ton and several others had been exeented. Mary’s reply to them was full of dig-
nity, and at the same time of a pathos that must have moved the heart of Sir
Walter, who seems to have been a very estimable man. She told him that it
grieved her to find her dear sister misinformed ; that she had been kept in prison
until she was deprived of the use of her limbs, notwithstanding her having repeat-
edly offered reasonable and safe conditions for her liberty; that she had given her
Majesty full and faithful notice of several dangers which threatened her, and yet
had found no credit, but had been always slighted and despised, thongh so nea;'l)*
allied to her Majesty in blood, &c. She told him further that it scemed most
strange that the Qucen should command her, her equal, to submit to a trial as a
subject; that she was an independent Queen, and one that would do nothing
that might be prejudicial to her own majesty or to other princes of her rank and
quality, or to her son’s right; that her mind was not yet so far dejected, nor
would she sink under the present calamity. In conclusion she thus addressed
Sir Walter:—* The laws and statutes of England are unknown to me; I am
void of counsellers, and cannot tell who shall be my peers. My notes and papers
are taken from me, and no one dares to appear to be my advocate.” The trial
followed, and the execution. Fuller records an interesting story of Sir Walter
and the foundation of Emanuel College. Mildmay, it must be observed, had,
unlike the great men of the day generally, exhibited a tolerant spirit toward
the Puritans. Coming to court after the foundation of the College, Elizabeth
said to him, <“ Sir Walter, I hear you have erected a Puritan foundation.” <« No,
Madam,” was the answer, “far be it from me to countenance anything contrary
to your established laws; but I have set an acorn which, when it becomes an
oak, God knows what will be the frnit thercof.” In the corner next to this
monument is that to the memory of the Smallpage family, 1558, which is admir-
ably executed in very dark marble. It contains two heads or half-busts, the one of
a male, the other of a female—the former having a fine face and a double-peaked
beard; the latter, if we may judge from the expression of her countenance, in its
full ruff, seems made of “sterner stuff.” Lastly (and as we began, so shonld we
end, with Rahere, who is the presiding spirit of the place), we find the monument of
the founder in the north-eastern corner, almost immediately opposite the beautiful
oriel window which Prior Bolton there erected, in order, perhaps, that when he
sat in it the home of the ashes of his illustrious predecessor might be for
ever before him. This is a work in every way worthy of the man whom it
enshrines. It is one of the most elegant specimens of the pointed style of archi-
tecture, consisting mainly of a very highly wrought stone-work screen, enclosing
a tomb on which Rahere’s effigy extends at full length. The roof of the little
chamber, as we may call it, is most exquisitely groined. At what period the monu-
ment was erccted is uncertain ; but the style marks it as of a later date than that
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of the founder’s decease. But it was most carcfully restored by Bolton; and the
fact is significant of its antiquity. As the latter found, no doubt, a labour of love
in making these reparations, so Time itsclf scems to have seconded his efforts, and
to have shared in the hopes of its builders that a long period of prosperity
shonld be granted to it, by touching it very gently. Here and there the pinnacles
have been somewhat diminished of their fair proportions, and that is pretty well
the entire extent of the injury the work has experienced. The monument, it must
be added, is richly painted as well as sculptnred, and shows us the black robes
of Rahere and of the monks who are kneeling at his side—the ruddy features of
the former, and the splendid coats of arms on the front of the tomb below. Each
of the monks has a Bible before him, open at the fifty-first chapter of Isaiah.
And often and often, no doubt, has Rahecre, as he read such verses as that (the
third) we are about to transcribe, received fresh aceession of strength to complete
his arduons task, until what he had first looked upon as holy words of encourage-
ment only became to his rapt fancy a prophecy which he was chosen to fulfil.
When others spake of the all but impossible task (for such it was generally
estcemed) he had undertaken, of cleaning and building upon the extensive marsh
allotted, he smiled in his heart to think what One had said greater than they :—
“ The Lord shall comfort Zion: he will comfort all her waste places ; and he will
make her wilderness like Eden, and her desert like the garden of the Lord ; joy
and gladness shall be found therein, thanksgiving, and the voice of melody.”

{Prior Bolton's Rebus.]



[St. Stephen's Chapel, from the Thames. ]

XXX.—THE HOUSE OF COMMONS :—No. 1.

Or the associations connected with the House of Commons, some attach them-
selves to the old building or apartment in which the representatives of the people
had held their meetings for nearly three eenturies previous to its destruction in
1834, but many also derive their interest from passages in the history of this
branch of the legislature, or peculiaritics of its forms and usages, which have little
or nothing to do with any particular locality. And even for the former class,
the walls at least are still standing, and will be preserved, that echoed the elo-
quence of the senates of other days, and the spot which their long occupation has
consecrated is to be kept separate, and unappropriated to any meaner usc, for the
imagination to re-crect on it at will the whole structure of that narrow, dingy room
which, to an unaccustomed eye, looked more like the prison than the palace of the
VOL. II. r
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genius of our English legislation. A strange, underground, cavernous air it had,
indeed, with its one great table occupying half the penurious floor, and its five tiers
of horseshoe benches carried back to the wainscoted walls, and round abont so eco-
nomically into every angle and coigne of vantage, and the strips of gallery running
over-head along cach side and at the one end, and the chandeliers hung, not high
near the ceiling, but low down in mid air, as if there had been some ground-haze,
or other palpable murkiness, floating about and filling the place, which would have
otherwise intereepted the light. The scene, truly, was apt to awaken the most
awkward faneics. A mind disordered, or thrown off its balance, by the shock of
the sudden, harsh, and complete bouleversement of all its previous impressions of
the dignity and splendour of parliaments, might have been excused, looking down
from that end gallery, for mistaking at the first glance the assembled wisdom,
speaker’s wig and all, for some den of thieves, or a crew of midnight conspirators.
Yet, on better acquaintance, the contracted, unadorned, well-packed apartment
revealed a character that was not inappropriate—an carnest, business, workshop
character; so that, at last, onc’s fancy wandered neither to the dungeon and
doleful shades of Milton’s devils, nor to the Felun Gerichte or Invisible Tribunals
of medixeval Germany, nor even to Gil Blas feeling as if he were caught. like a rat
in a rat-trap when he found himself shut up with the robbers in their subtcrra-
ncan retreat, but rather to Virgil’s deseription of the hollow cave under Etna
where the fabricators of the thunderbolts plied their labours:—
“ The Cyelops here their heavy hammers deal ;
Loud strokes and hissings of tormented steel

Are heard around ; the boiling waters roar;
And smoky flames through fuming tunnels soar.
*® * » *

4 load of pointless thunder now there lies

Before their hands to ripen for the skies;

These darts for angry Jove they daily east,

Consumed on mortals with prodigious waste.

Three rays of writhen rain, of fire threc more,

Of winged southern winds and eloudy store

As many parts, the dreadful mixture frame ;

And fears are added, and avenging flame.”
And, indeed, to say that it is composed of fire, flatulence, and fog, seems about as
proper a description of parliamentary as of any other thunder.

Remembering that Westminster Hall stands nearly due north and south, or
parallel to the course of the river at this place, the reader will understand
exactly the position of the old House of Commons when we state that the House
and the Lobby together formed an oblong building placed at right angles to the
Hall, and attached to it at its south-cast angle. Of course it extended from
that angle towards the river, from which its eastern end was divided by a portion
of the Speaker’s Garden. 'The garden extended along the river-bank almost as
far as to a point opposite to the northern wall of the Hall, where is the great
entrance from New Palaco Yard: the corner between the Hall and the House of
Commons was occupied by the Speaker’s house and the buildings connected
with it, which were arranged round a court, and formed an irregular square
mass, stretching up to about the middle of the castern wall of the Hall. The
stables, indeed, which were divided from the Hall by St. Stephen’s Court, ex-

.
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tended considerably farther to the north. The entire length of the House of
Commons and the Lobby together was about half that of the Hall, and their
breadth was also about half that of the Hall; so that their entire area was about
a fourth of the arca of that building. But of this space the Lobby occupied
considerably more than a third; leaving the length of the House of Commons
not quite equal to the breadth of Westminster Hall, and room upon the ample
floor of the latter for at least half a dozen of the former. The one, indeed, was
a mere closet compared to the other.

The room which in later times served for the meetings of the Commons was,
as every reader knows, originally a chapel, founded by King Stephen, by whom
it was dedicated to the saint of his own name, and rebuilt by Edward 111, who
made it a collegiate church, with an establishment of a dean, twelve secular
canons, twelve vicars, four clerks, six choristers, a verger, and a chapel-keeper.
The restoration of St. Stephen’s Chapel by Edward 1II. was a work of great
cost and labour; it was not finished till the year 1347, although it appears to
have been begun at least seventeen years before; and the extraordinary magni-
ficence of decoration lavished upon it was attested by the richness and beauty of
the numerous paintings in oil with which the walls were found to be covered
when the wainscoting of the House of Commons was taken down in 1800 to
enlarge the apartment for the admission of the Irish members. In the fury of
the Reformation, when St. Stephen’s Chapel, with all the other monastic founda-
tions in the kingdom, was suppressed, all this splendour was recklessly sacrificed ;
indeed, it was no doubt held in contempt and abhorrence by the austerc and
violent spirit now abroad; and the paintings might have had a worse fate than
that of being merely boarded up, or even being covered over with whitewash, as,
we believe, those in some adjoining apartments were found to be. What was
more disgraceful than the treatment they received in the excitement of such a
crisis as that of the Reformation, when men’s minds, occupied and wrapt by
subjects far transcending any concerns of time, might well be excused for an
indifference to whatever did not appertain to the great business in hand, and an
impatience of whatever seemed to interfere with it, was the disregard with which
these curious works of ancient art were treated on their accidental discovery in
our own day, when they were no sooner brought to light than they were de-
stroyed, and it was left to the taste and zeal of a private individual to preserve
and communicate to the public such copies of them as he could manage to snatch
with hurried pencil while the workmen were actually tearing them down and the
noise and dust of their operations filled the place. To this gentleman, however,
Mr. J. T. Smith, who accidentally heard of what was going forward, we are in-
debted for engravings, coloured after the originals, of between two and three
hundred of these pictures, which adorned the old Chapel of St. Stephen’s and the
other buildings of the Palace of which it formed a part, and not one of which, we
believe, now remains, except in the record of them thus preserved in his ¢ Anti-
quities of Wcstmmster It is stated that when they were first brought to light,
the colours, then four centuries and a half old, appeared as fresh as if they had
been newly laid on.

St. Stephen’s Chapel was a portion of the original, afterwards distinguished as

the Old, royal palace of \Vcstmmstcr, the memory of which is still preserved in
F2
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the name of Old Palace Yard given to the open space on the south-west side of
this mass of buildings. The Old Palace of Westminster was founded by the Con-

[Specimen of Old Paintinygs in St. Stephen’s Chapel.}

fessor. When Westminster Hall was built by William Rufus, that portion of
the pile appears to have received the name of the New Palace, and the open
space adjacent to it that of New Palace Yard, which it still retains. But pro-
perly the entire mass of building was the King’s Palace at Westminster. This
palace, however, was deserted as a royal residence in 1512, when a great part of
it was burnt down; “since the which time,” says Stow, it hath not been re-
edified ; only the great Hall, with the offices near adjoining, are kept in good
reparation, and serveth, as afore, for feasts at coronations, arraignments of great
persons charged with treasons, keeping of the courts of justice, &c.: but the
princes have been lodged in other places about the City, as at Baynard’s Castle,
at Bridewell, and Whitchall, sometime called York Place, and sometime at St.
James's.” From this date the Palace at Westminster appears to have been
usually styled the Old Palace. In the act of parliament passed in 1536, by
which, as stated in a former number,* the limits of the Palace were extended so
as to comprchend York Place, now called Whitchall, the Old Palace is described
as “ the King’s Palace at Westminster, builded and edified there before the time
of mind, by and nigh unto the Monastery and Abbey of Saint Peter of West-
minster in the county of Middlesex;” and it is stated then to be, and of long
time to have been, “in utter ruin and decay.” After mentioning the King’s new
buildings at York Place, and the Parks thereunto adjoining, * walled and envi-
roned with brick and stone,” which he had also recently made—the present St.
James's Park—the act goes on to declare that ““all the said soil, ground, man-
sion, and buildings, and the said Park, with all other things, commodities, and

# ¢ London,’ vol. 1. p. 339.
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pleasures, thereupon made, builded, 'and devised, as is afore said, and also the
soil of the said ancient palace, shall be from henceforth the King’s whole Palace
at Westminster, and so to be taken, deemed, reputed, called, and named the
King's Palace at Westminster for ever; and that the same palace shall from
henceforth extend and be, as well within the soil and places afore limited and
appointed for the same, as also in all the street or way leading from Charing
Cross unto the Sanctuary Gate at Westminster aforesaid, and in all the houses,
buildings, lands, and tenements on both the sides of the same street or way from
the said Cross unto Westminster Hall, situate, lying, or being between the
water of the Thames of the cast part and the said Park wall of the west part,
and so forth through all the soil, precinet, and limits of the said Old Palace.”*
In Scotland, so long as that country possessed a separate legislature, the Lords and
Commons assembled in parliament sat together, forming only one House ; and it lias
been sometimes assumed that this was also originally the case in England. Butwe
know that inFrance, in Sweden, and in other countries inwhich parliaments anciently
existed, the different orders of which they were composed deliberated separately
from each other; and in England, too, this was most probably the mode from the

[Parliament in the Fiftcenth Century.]

first. In early times parliaments used to be held in many other places as well as
in London or Westminster; but from the latter part of the fourteenth century
Westminster has been the place at which they have commonly assembled : it is
reckoned that since the commencement of the reign of Richard 1I. the whole
number held elsewhere has been only fourteen. The Chapter House in the
Abbey appears to have been ongmal]y the usual place of mecting for the
Commons; but after the suppression of the monastic establishments, the old
Chapel of St. Stephen’s was appropriated to their use, being fitted for the
purpose by having its painted walls boarded over in the manner that has been
already described, and its dimensions also in another direction considerably con-

* Stat, 28 Henry VIII. ¢. 12.
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tracted i)y the inscrtion of a new floor above, and a new roof under the old one.
This arrangement is said to have been made in the reign of Edward VI.; it pro-
bably took place before 1551, in which year, as Strype informs us in his < Eccle-
siastical Memorials,” Sir John Gates, a minion of the Duke of Northumberland,
obtained, among much more of the same kind of spoil, “a patent whereby the
King granted him the site of the College or free Chapel of St. Stephen’s in
Westminster, with all the chapels and precincts of the said site, except the upper
buildings, now called the Parliament House, over the vault of the College
Chapel beneath.” From this time St. Stephen’s Chapel continued to be the
place in which the Commons held their meetings down to the destruction of the
building in 1834, except only on one or two occasions, when both Houses were
assemnbled at Whitchall, twice in the reign of Charles I., when the parliament
was withdrawn to Oxford, and during the making of some alterations in the room
in the year 1800, for the accommodation of the hundred members added to their
number by the Union with Ireland, when they removed for a short time to the
apartment called the Painted Chamber, the same in which the Lords have sat
since the fire. It uscd to be the place in which the conferences between the two
Houses were held, and stands parallel to St. Stephen’s Chapel, extending
towards the river from the southern extremity, as St. Stephen’s Chapel did from
the northern extremity of the former Iouse of Lords, which is now appropriated
to the mectings of the Commons. This last-mentioned apartment, however, had
only served for the accommodation of the Lords since the year 1800; till then
their Lordships met in a room adjoining to the Painted Chamber on the south,
over the cellarin which Guy Fawkes and his associates stowed their gnnpowder;
and what was lately the House of Lords, and 1s now the House of Commons, was
then an unoccupied apartment, known by the name of the Court of Requests.
Pennant describes it as in his day, “ a vast room modernized ; at present a mere
walking place.” < The outside of the south end,” he adds, “shows the great anti-
quity of the building, having in it two great round arches, with zigzag mould-
ings, our most ancient species of architecture. This court has its name because
the masters of it here received the petitions of the snbjects to the King, in which
they requested justice, and advised the snppliants how they were to proceed.”
It is supposcd, indeed, to be the most ancient part of the Palace of Westminster
now remaining, and to have served as the bangueting-room of the Old Palace
before the erection of the present Great Hall by Rufus.

These various changes require to be kept in view in assigning a local habita-
tion to any of the great incidents in the history of parliament. )

The retention by the Commons of the little unpretending room in which they
continued to be cooped up from the middle of the sixteenth till nearly the middle
of the nineteenth century, presents an interesting contrast to the wonderful expan-
sion their power and authority reccived in that space of time. For a long course of
years after they were first summoned by the Crown to exercise the privilege, or
rather, as it was then esteemed, to share the burthen, of legislation, his Majesty’s
¢ poor Commons,” as they used to style themselves, were Jooked upon and treated,
by both the Crown and the Lords, rather as servants or instrnments than as
associates or equals. Indeed the representatives of the towns were not for a long
time held, cither by others or themselves, to have any right to assist in the
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making of laws, or to interfere gencrally with public affairs. Their sole function
was to give their consent to the levying of taxes upon their constituents. As
Hume has said, “ they composed not, properly speaking, any essential part of
the parliament; they met apart both' from the barons and knights, who dis-
dained to mix with such mean personages: after they had given their consent to
the taxes required of them, their business being now finished, they separated,
even though the parliament still continued to sit and to canvass the national
business.” And even after the Lower House had acquired more strength and im-
portance by the union of the borough and county members, it was long before
they were cither allowed, or even evinced any inclination, to assume a general
power of legislation. Down even to the beginning of the fifteenth century they
were regarded as having only the right of petitioning the King and the Lords.
Henry IV. on one occasion distinctly told them that such was all the function
that belonged to them. In the parliament which met in January, 1349, the
twenty-first year of Edward III., the Commons, after a debate of four days, came
to the conclusion that they were not able to give the King any advice about the
question of going to war with France, as to which their opinion had been asked ;
and they therefore desired that his Majesty would, in regard to that point, be
advised by his nobles and council, and whatever should by them be determined,
they (the Commons) would consent unto, confirm, and establish. So perplexed
were the popular representatives by the novelty of being called upon to consider
so high a matter. They further represented that they had been detained for a
long time in parliament, to their great cost and damage, and begged that they
might have a speedy answer to their petitions, in order that they might soon get
back to their own homes. The usual practice for some time after this was for
the Commons, when their advice was demanded upon any state question, to
entreat that some lords and prelates might be sent to assist their consultations, as
being incapable by themsclves of judging aright as to such matters. It is un-
necessary to add that in those days no measure could originate with the Com-
mons, at least in any other way than by being made matter of petition from them
to the King and the Lords, to whom alone it was held that all judgment apper-
tained. But even at a much later date, long after the Commons had begun to
be themselves petitioned to, which appears to have been not till about the be-
ginning of the sixteenth century, and when they had come to be theoretically
regarded as a branch of the legislature generally co-ordinate with the other
House, they still continued to be treated by the Crown with the height of
arrogance, and as far as possible to be kept muzzled and in the leash. The
course of events in the fiftcenth and sixteenth centuries, which so greatly broke
the ancient power of the nobility, had favoured the rise of the Commons to a
general legislative equality with the Lords; but the same causes which had
depressed the aristoeracy had strengthened the royal authority, and the battle
with prerogative had to be fought after that with the rest of feudalism had been
in great part over and won. Much was done when the House of Commons first
conceived the notion, and manifested the desire, of being something more in the
state than a mere sponge in the hands of the Crown—the contrivance it made
use of for facilitating the process of extracting a revenue from the pockets of the
people; and this commencing movement may be said to have been made in the
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favourable and cncouraging circumstances preduced by the elevation of the
House of Lancaster to the throne, and their precarious tenure of it on a disputed
title. The instinct of aseent was thus awakened, and the habit aequired; and
after this every propitious erisis ot influence was as sure to be taken advantage
of, and to aid the progress of the new power, as a ship at sea with its sails spread
is sure to be earried forward on its course whenever the right wind springs up.
But as we have said, there was a siceession of obstacles to be surmounted before
the popular power could establish its ascendaney in the constitution. The com-
mon theory of the constitutional position and rights of the House of Commons
was nearly the same as it is at this day when the House first took possession of
St. Stephen’s Chapel about the middle of the sixteenth century; but its actual
position for fifty years after this date was as different from what it is now as that
of a menial servant is from that of his master.

Elizabeth in particular, from the beginning to the end of her reign, kept her
faithful Commons in 