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[From Hogarth’s ¢ Progress of Cruelty.’]

LXXVI—-BEER.

HocarTta blundered when he introduced the brewer’s drayman as a type of the
“« progress of cruelty.” The man is asleep: he would not willingly hurt a fly,
to say nothing of a child, but, “ much bemused with beer,” he knows not the
mischief his wheels are doing. He can scarcely even be accused of carelessness,
for how could he expect a child to be there unguarded? It is the nurse or
mother that is to blame. Nobody who has. to do with beer is inhumane. Beer
cannot make a rogue an honest man—even the ale of Lichfield could not work
that miracle upon Boniface—but it mollifies his temper.

“1 have much to say in behalf of that Falstaff,” and, though scarcely so near
akin, we have much to say in behalf of that brewer's drayman. Look at his
smock-frock, his hat, his gracefully-curving, ponderous whip: beside the sceptre
of an Ulysses or -Agamemnon it would show like the pendent birch beside a
bare hop-pole, and yet would crush a Thersites more effectually. When cracked
in the horses’ ears it knells like a piece of artillery. And so accoutred as the
brewer’s drayman was in the days of Hogarth, so may he still be seen in the
streets of London, perched upon or striding beside his stately dray. He is one
of the unchanged, unchangeable monuments which live on through all transmu-
tations, telling a story of forgotten generations to a race which remembers them
not—like the circle of grey stones which beneath a grove of embowering oaks
witnessed the inhuman rites of the Druid, and now obstruct the rcaper’s sickle
amid the golden grain—like the little drummer-boys, all so like each other that
the man in his grand climacteric could fancy them the same he gazed after in
his childhood, and take the elf, at this moment loitering before the guardhouse
in Hyde Park, for the identical one to whom the “ friend of humanity” gave six-
pence, and ““ nice clever books by Tom Paine the philanthropist.”

The brewer’s dray is worthy of such an ancient pillar of the constitution.
Benjamin the Waggoner and his poet are both right cloquent in praise of their
“lordly wain.” Nor need it be denied that it had a stately and imposing pre-
sence of its own, alike amid the thunder-storm in the mountain gap, or
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“ With a milder grace adorning

The landscape of a summer morning,

While Grassmere smoothed its liquid plain

The moving image to detain ;

And merry Fairfield, with a chime

Of echoes, to its march kept time,

When little other sound was heard,

And little other bus'ness stirr’d,

In that delightful hour of balm,

Stillness, solitude, and calm.”
But every one must feel that one half of the beauty of the Westmoreland
waggon is owing to the associations that cluster around it; whereas the brewer’s
dray suffices in itself. When the head of the foremost of its colossal horses is
seen emerging from one of those steep, narrow lanes ascending from the river
side to the Strand, (sometimes is it there seen, though the coal-waggon has
pre-eminence in that locality of dark arches looking like the entrance to the
Pit of Acheron,) there is a general pause in the full tide of human life that
flows along the thoroughfare. Heavily, as though they would plant themselves
into the earth, the huge hoofe, with the redundant locks dependent from the fet-
locks circumfused, are set down, clattering and scraping as they slip on the steep
ascent; the huge bodics of the steeds, thrown forward, drag upward the load
attached to them by their weight alone; in a long chain they form a curve quite
across the street, till at last the dray, high-piled with barrels, emerges from the
narrow way like a reel issuing from a bottle, and, the strain over, the long line
of steeds and the massive structure, beside which the car of Juggernaut might
dwindle into insignificance, pass smoothly onwards.

It is no unimportant clement of London life that is launched with all this
pomp and circumstance into its great thoroughfares. There is a system organ-
ised, by which the contents of these huge emissaries from the reservoirs of the
breweries are diverted into a multiplicity of minor pipes and strainers which
penetrate and moisten the clay of the whole population. From ¢morn till dewy
eve” the huge, high-piled dray may be seen issuing from the brewery gates to
convey barrels to the tap-houses, and nine-gallon casks, the weekly or fortnightly
allowance of private families. At noon and night the pot-boys of the innu-
merable beer-shops may be seen carrying out the quarts and pints duly received
at those hours by families who do not choose to lay in a stock of their own; or
the mothers and children of families, to whom the saving of a halfpenny is a
matter of some consequence, may be seen repairing with their own jugs to these
beer-conduits. You may know when it is noon in any street in London by the
circulation of beer-jugs, as surely as you may know when it is 11 a.m. by seeing
housekeepers with their everlasting straw reticules and umbrellas. And in ad-
dition to these periodical flowings of the fountains must be taken into the
account the “bye-drinkings” of carmen, coal-whippers, paviours, &c. at all hours
of the day—of artisans at their *dry skittle-grounds,” and of medical students
and other “swells” at taverns.

It is not easy to form an estimate of the quantity of beer annually strained
through these alembics, but we may venture upon what Sir Thomas Browne
would have called ¢ a wide guess.” In1836 the twelve principal brewers in
London brewed no less than 2,119,447 barrels of beer. The quantity of malt
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wetted by all the brewers in London in that year was 754,313 quarters; the quan-
tity wetted by the illustrious twelve, 526,092 quarters. According to this pro-
portion, the number of barrels of beer brewed in London, in 1836, could not fall
far short of 3,000,000. The beer manufactured for exportation and country con-
sumption may be assumned, in the mean time, to have been balanced by the im-
portation of Edinburgh and country ales, and Guinness’s stout. In 1836 the popu-
lation of the metropolis was estimated at 1,500,000. This would give, hand over
head, an allowance of two barrels (or 76 gallons) of beer per annum for every -
inhabitant of the metropolis—man, woman, and child. This is of course beyond
the mark, but perhaps not so much so as one would at first imagine. At all
events, these numbers show that beer is an important article of London consump-
tion: thus corroborating the inference naturally drawn from the high state of
perfection to which we find the arrangements for injecting it into all the veins and
arteries of the body corporate have been brought.

There is a passage in Franklin’s ¢ Memoirs’ which illustrates the minuter details
of the injecting process in his day :—“I drank only water : the other workmen, near
fifty in number, were great drinkers of beer. . . . . . We had an alehouse boy,
who attended always in the house to supply the workmen. My companion at
the press drank every day a pint before breakfast, a pint at breakfast, with his
bread and cheese, a pint between breakfast and dinner, a pint at dinner, a pint in
the afternoon about six o’clock, and another when he had done with his day’s
work. I thought it a detestable custom; but it was necessary, he supposed, to
drink strong beer that he might be strong himself. . . . . . He had four or five
shillings to pay out of his wages every week for that vile liquor.” The pressman
whose bibbing feats are here recorded, it must be admitted, rather verged towards
excess in his potations: he did not administer the malt in homeeopathic doses;
but his lack of moderation conferred no right upon ‘ the water-drinking Ame-
rican’’ (as the ¢ chapel ” christened Franklin) to v111fy “ the good creature Beer”
by the eplthet “ vile liquor.”

Beer is to the London citizen what the water in the reservoirs of the plain of
Lombardy, or the kahvreez of Persia (which is permitted to flow into the runnels
of the landowners so many hours per diem), is to the village peasantry of those
countries. It is one of those commonplaces of life—those daily-expected and
daily-enjoyed simple pleasures which give man’s life its local colouring. The
penning of the sheep in a pastoral country—* the ewe-bughts, Marion” of Scottish
song—is poetical, because the bare mention of it calls up all the old accustomed
faces, and sayings and doings, that make home delightful. In London it is our
beer that stands foremost in the ranks of these suggestions of pleasant thoughts.
Therefore it is that a halo dwells around the silver-bright pewter pots of the
potboy, and plays, like the lightning of St. John, about the curved and tapering
rod of office of the brewer’s drayman. Therefore is it that the cry of « Beer!”
falls like music on the ear; and therefore it is that in the song of the jolly com-
panion, in the gibe of the theatrical droll, in the slang of him who lives * on the
step” (of the ’bus), in the scratching of the caricaturist, the bare mention of beer
is at any time a sufficient substitute for wit. It needs but to name it, and we
are all on the broad grin.

Beer overflows in almost every volume of Fielding and Smollett. There never
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was hero who had a more healthy relish for a cool tankard than Tom Jones.
There is an incident which all our readers must recollect in the story of Booth’s
Amelia, that positively elevates brown stout into the region of the pathetic. As
for Smollett, the score which Roderick Random and Strap run up with the plau-
sible old schoolmaster, fancying all the while he is teaching them, is perhaps too
rural an incident for our present purpose; but the pot of beer with which Strap
made up the quarrel with the soldier, after the misadventure which attended his
first attempt to dive for a dinner, was of genuine London brewing.

Goldsmith appreciated the capabilities of beer in an artistical point of view :
how could the author of Tony Lumpkin fail? He has immortalised it both in
prose and verse. The story of the Merry-Andrew out of employment, wham he
picked up in the Green Park, would have lost great part of its zest had it not
been told over ¢ a frothing tankard and a smoking steak.” 'Who does not feel
that the conversation of the imprisoned debtor, porter, and soldier, about an ap-
prehended French invasion, is rendered more pointed by the good malt liquor
that takes a part in it ?— * For my part,’ eries the prisoner, ¢ the greatest of my
apprehensions is for our freedom. - If the French should conquer, what would
become of English liberty? My dear friends, liberty is the Englishman’s pre-
rogative ; we must preserve that at the expense of our lives; of that the French
shall never deprive us. It is not to be expected that men who are slaves them-
selves would preserve our freedom, should they happen to conquer.” < Ay, slaves,’
cries the porter, ¢ they are all slaves, fit only to carry burthens, every one of
them. Before I would stoop to slavery, may this be my poison,” and he held the
goblet in his hand, ‘may this be my poison—but I would sooner list for a soldier.’
The soldier, taking the goblet from his friend, with much awe, fervently cried
out, ‘It is net so much our liberties as our religion that would suffer from such
a change: ay, our religion, my lads. May the devil sink me into flames,” such
was the solemnity of his adjuration, ¢if the French should come over, but our
religion would be utterly undone.” So saying, instead of a libation, he applied
the goblet to his lips, and confirmed his sentiments with a ceremony of most per-
severing devotion.” And, without the allusion to beer, how dry would have
been his description of the region where authors most abound !—

“ Where the ¢ Red Lion,” staring o’er the way,
Invites each passing stranger that can pay ;
Where Calvert’s butt, and Parson’s black champagne,
Regale the drabs and bloods of Drury Lane;
There, in a lonely room from bailiffs snug,
The Muse found ‘Scroggen stretch’d -beneath a rug.”

To a poet of a later day than poor Goldy it was given to sing a royal visita-
tion to a London brewhouse; and as our readers may expect us, while upon this
subject, to introduce them to the interior of one of these great establishments,
they may prefer visiting it while a king is there. The hurry of preparation to
receive the illustrious guest was spiritedly sung by the modern Pindar:—

« Muse, sing the stir that Mister Whitbread made,
Poor gentleman, most terribly afraid
He should not charm enough his guests divine,
He gave his Maids new aprons, gowns, and smocks ;
And, lo! two hundred pounds were spent in frocks
To make the Apprentices and Draymen fine.

’ .
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Busy as horses in a field of clover,

Dogs, cats, and stools and chairs, were tumbled over,
Amid the Whitbread rout of preparation

To treat the lofty ruler of the nation.”

The irreverend manner in which the poet describes the rapidity with which
the royal questions were huddled on each other may be passed over. Suffice it
to say, that, by the clack of interrogatories,—

“Thus was the Brewhouse fill’d with gabbling noise,
While Draymen and the Brewer’s Boys
Devour’d the guestions that the King did ask:
In different parties were they staring seen,
Wondering to think they saw a King afid Queen ;
Behind a tub were some, and some behind a cask.

Some Draymen forced themselves (& pretty luncheon!)
Into the mouth of many a gaping puncheon ;

And through the bung-hole wink’d, with cunhning eye,
To view, and be assured what sort of things
Were Princesses, and Queens, and Kings,

For whose most lofty stations thousands sigh.
And, lo! of all the gaping Puncheon clan,
Few were the mouths that had not got a man.”

The picturc of Majesty cxamining * a pump so deep” with an opera-glass of
Dollond is good, but we hasten to the “useful knowledge” elicited on the oc-
casion :—

. “ Now Mister Whitbread serious did declare,
To make the Majesty of England stare,
That he had butts enough, he knew,
Placed side by side to reach along to Kew.
On which the King with wonder swiftly cried,
¢ What, if they reach to Kew, then, side by side,
What would they do, what, what, placed end to end?’
To whom with knitted, calculating brow,
The man of beer most solemnly did vow
Almost to Windsor that they would extend.
On which the King, with wondering mien,
Repeated it unto the wondering Queen.

On which, quick turning round his halter’d head,
The Brewer’s horse, with face astonish’d, neigh’d :
“The Brewer’s dog, too, pourd a note of thunder,

Rattled his chain, and wagg’d his tail for wonder.

Now did the King for oter Beers inquire,
For Calvert’s, Jordan’s, Thrale’s entire ;

And, after talking of their different Beers,
Ask’d Whitbread if Ais Porter equall’d theirs.”

The Muse of Painting, at least the Muse of Engraving, was cqually assiduous
with the Muse of rhythmic words in its attention to the staple liquor of London.
Hogarth has immortalised its domestic, and Gilray its political history. In his
engraving of ‘ Beer Street® Hogarth has been rapt beyond himself. There is a
genuine ““tipsy jollity "’ breathed over all the groups. The key-note is struck
by the refreshing draughts of the tailors in the garret ; it rises to a higher pitch
in the chairmen, one of whom wipes his bald head while the other drinks; it
becomes exuberant in the lusty blacksmith brandishing the astomished French
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[From Hogarth’s ¢ Beer Street.’}

porter in one hand and his pewter-pot in the other; and it soars to genuine
poetic inspiration in the ingenious artist who is painting with such unutterable
gusto, « Health to the Barley Mow.” ~Gilray, under the inspiration of good ale,
became classical and allegorical. The Castor and Pollux of his ¢ Whig Mytho-
logy’ are two lusty brewers of his day—incarnations of strong beer. His ¢ Medi-
tations on a Pot of Porter’ are bold and grotesque in conception, yet executed
in conformity to the severest rules of sculptural grouping. His ¢ Triumph of
Quassia’ is worthy of Poussin.

This union between beer on the one hand and art and literature on the other
was not a mere playful fiction of the imagination. The fine spirits of London
loved good ale as Burns loved his « bonny Jean,” whom he not only be-rhymed
but took unto his wife. It was no mere Platonic flirtation that they kept up with
the beer-barrel. The brows of Whitbread were bound with the triple wreath
of brewery, the drama, and senatorial oratory ; his own brewhouse, St. Stephen’s,
and Drury Lane Theatre were rivals in his affections. The names of Thrale
and Johnson must go down to posterity together. We have often had occasion
to sigh over the poverty of London in the article of genuine popular legends—
one brewhouse is among the exceptions. The workmen at Barclay and Perkins’s
will show you a little apartment in which, according to the tradition of the place,
Johnson wrote his dictionary. Now this story has one feature of a genuine
legend—it sets chronology at defiance. It is no invention of a bookman, but the
unsophisticated belief of thosc who know books less from personal inspection
than by report, as something the knowledge of which makes a learned man.

Before Johnson made his acquaintance with the Thrales, two men eminent in
their way in literature, the one belonging to the generation of authors who pre-
ceded the Doctor, the other destined to earn his full harvest of praise after the
lexicographer had retired upon his pension, shook hands over a cup of good ale.
Mandeville and Franklin had a meeting when the former visited' London :in
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carly life, which is thus noticed by the latter in his Autobiography —“ My
pamphlet by some means falling into the hands of one Lyons, a surgeon, author
of a book entitled ¢ The Infallibility of Human Judgment,” it occasioned an
acquaintance between us: he took great notice of me, called on me often to con-
verse on these subjects, carried me to the Horns, a pale-ale house in Lane,
Cheapside, and introduced me to Doctor Mandeville, author of the < Fable of
the Bees,” who had a club there, of which he was the soul, being a most fa-
cetious, entertaining companion.” It is worthy of remark that Franklin has not
a word to say against the ¢ vile liquor™ when it was imbibed by one he felt
flattered by being introduced to; and it may also be observed in passing, that
we are here introduced to the out-spoken sceptics of London, with whom Frank-
lin sympathised as completely in his youth as he did with those of Paris in his
advanced years. The former he found in pot-houses. Mandeville was a gentle-
man, but Chubb and the others always look like the arguers of some cobblers’
debating society. The French wits, on' the contrary, were men of fashion; and
yet it may be doubted whether, there were not more nerve and shrewdness in
their homely English predecessors. The difference is illustrative of the varied
characters of the two cities as well as of the individuals.

This “exaletation of ale” scarcely belongs to the very oldest period of our
literature. Chaucer gets eloquent at times upon the subject of “a draught of
moist and corny ale,” and Skelton has sung its praises; but the dramatists of
the Elizabethan age made little account of it. “Our ancestors drank sack, Mrs.
Quickly.” Shakspere speaks rather compassionately of that “ poor creature
small beer.”” Nor was it altogether an™affectation of being more recherché in
their drink : the ale of the olden time must have been at best but a sorry tipple.
Hops only came into cultivation in England about 1524; before that time
brewers made a shift with broom, bay-berries, and ivy-berries—sorry enough
substitutes. Ale was almost certain to get “ cager” before it was ripe. Nor was
this all: in the minute and specific directions for brewing which are to be found
in Holinshed it may be seen that it was the custom to eke out the malt with
a liberal admixture of unmalted oats. From the trial of Beau Fielding, quoted
in a former paper, it would appear that an inferior sort of liquor called oat ale
was in use in families.

The truth is, that they were only learning to brew drinkable beer in London
about the time of Shakspere. 1t appears from the information collected by
Stow that in the year 1585 there were about twenty-six brewers in the City,
suburbs, and Westminster, ¢ whereof the one-half of them strangers, the other
English.” Hops appear to have been grown in great quantities in the vicinity
of the Pomeranian Hanse Towns as carly as the thirteenth century, and beer to
have been one of the staple articles of export from these great trading commu-
nities. The circumstance of so many of the London brewers in the sixteenth
century being foreigners seems to point to the conclusion that hops, and persons
capable of teaching the right way to use them, had been imported about the
same time.

The London Company of Brewers was incorporated, it is true, in February,
1427, and bore for a time their coat of arms impaled with that of Thomas a
Becket. 'The Company, however, and its trade, do not appear to have emerged
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into consequence until the confirmation of their charter in July, 1559, the sccond
of Elizabeth. That there had been songs in praise of ale before this time
argues nothing for its goodness. The decoction of malt and oats, bittered by
ivy berries, must have been much such a mess as the ““ boosa” of the Upper
Nile and the Niger: it made men tipsy, and when tipsy they bestowed exagge-
rated praises on the cause of their exhilaration. This is the utmost that
Chaucer finds to say for “the ale of Southwark” in his time. The symptoms of
his Miller, by which the host saw that he “was dronken of ale,” are those of a
man who drinks to get drunk, not because the liquor is palatable. His very
gestures show it :—
“The Miller that for-dronken was all pale,

So that unethes upon his hors he sat,

He n’ old avalen neither hood ne hat,

Ne abiden no man for his curtesie,

But in Pilate’s vois he gan to crie,
And swore by armes and by blood and bones.”

The delicious rapidity and incongruity with which his images erowd upon

cach other in the prefatory speech he delivers show the state he was in, and

what is more to the purpose, his boasts show that he is proud of his condition :—
“ Now herkeneth, quoth the Miller, all and some;

But first I make a protestatioun
. That I am dronke, I know it my soune.”

This is the full amount of the spirited eulogy :—

“ Back and side go bare, go bare,
Both feet and hand go cold ;
But belly, God send thee good ale enough, -
Whether it be new or old.”

In Elizabeth’s day beer was rising in estimation : alarmed by the increase of
alchouses, the Lord Mayor, aided by the magistrates of Lambeth and Southwark,
suppressed above two hundred of them within their jurisdictions in 1574, and
the example was followed in Westminster and other places round London. It
was about this time, or perhaps later, that the saymg, “ Blessed be her heart,
for she brewed good ale,” first came up. Launce, in the ‘Two Gentlemen of
Verona,’” speaks of it as-quite of -recent origin. But as yet beer (the name is
said to have come in with hops, to distinguish the improved liquor from the
old-fashioned ale) seems to have been chiefly in request with those who could
not afford wine. Prince Hal apologises for longing for it ; Falstaff never tasted
it ; it was the most raffish of all his followers, Bardolph, whose meteor nose glared
through the alehouse window, undistinguishable from its red lattice blinds.

The years 1585 and 1591 are the earliest for which we have found any statis-
ties of the beer trade of London. The twenty-six brewers in 1585 brewed
among them 648,960 barrels of beer. This they sent to their customers in open
barrels before the process-of fermentation was completed; at least it is to the
loss occasioned by its being transmitted in that state that, in their answer to a
complaint against them made to the Chancellor, they attribute the enormous
deficieney of one gallon in nine. In 1591 the « twenty great brewhouses, situate
on the Thames side from Milford Stairs in Fleet Street till below St. Cathe-
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rine’s,” brewed yearly the quantity of seven or eight brewings of sweet beer or
strong beer for exportation to Embden,’ the Low Countries, Dieppe, &c. The
produce of all these brewings might amount, one year with another, to 26,400
barrels. This trade was often interrupted ; for as soon as corn began to rise in
price, the exporting brewers were complained of as the cause, and a proclama-
tion issued to  restrain from brewing any sweet or strong beer to be transported
by casks as merchandise,” or what was called portage beer. The apprehensions
were probably unfounded, for the forcign beer trade seems to have been little
more than a cloak for the smuggling of very different commedisivs< A complaint
was made to the treasurer of England in 1586, that “There was deceit in
the vessels of beer that were transported; that under the name of these passed
many barrels stuffed with prohibited goods, as pike-heads, halberd-heads, pistols
and match, candles, and soles of shoes of new leather, cut out in pairs of all
sizes, and the like, the bungs of the barrcls being besmeared with a little
yeast, to the hindrance of the Commonwealth and the profit of enemies.” Fal-
staff made bitter complaints, and swore there was no faith in villanous man,
because he found a little lime in his sack : had he been a beer-drinker, how he
would have grumbled at such a dainty mixture as is here described! The re-
turn barrels were employed in the conveyance of more delicate wares :—* Another
deceit that the strangers, foreigners, and others practised with the brewers and
their servants was packing up cases and pieces of silk, and delivering them as
empty barrels on the brewer’s wharf. The brewers straight besmeared them
with yeast, and so sent them to the merchants’ houses, as barrels of beer for the
household, to the hindrance of the Queen’s customs.”

Some notice was taken, in the paper on St. Giles’s, ancient and modern, of
the persecution of the alehouse-keepers under the Long Parliament. Enough was
said then to show that ale, as a drink, had become a popular favourite. That the
excise imposed upon beer, in 1643, was found worth the continuing, may be taken
as a proof that the liquor was improving. ““Muddy ale”” would have been driven
out of the market by such an increase of price. Down to the time of the Revo-
lution, however, although good ale might be met with in wealthy families who
could afford the expense of making it—or in corn distriets, which, in that age of
bad or no roads, enjoyed no facilities for conveying their surplus grain into more
sterile districts (which may account for the high terms in which Boniface speaks
of his ale in the ‘Beaux Stratagem ’)—English beer secems to have been rather
an indifferent liquor. The ecstacies in which lamb’s-wool, and other ways of dis-
guising it, are spoken of, show that it was taken merely for its intoxicating effects,
and that its taste required to be disguised. Wha would think of spoiling the
XXX of Barclay or Goding with foreign admixtures?

An anonymous writer in the ¢ Annual Register for 1760’ enables us to trace
the progress of the London beer-trade from the Revolution down to the aceession
of George III. In the beginning of King William's reign, the brewer sold his
brown ale for 16s. per barrel; and the small beer, which was made from the
same grains, at 6s. per barrel. The customers paid for their beer in ready money,
and fetched it from the brewhouse themselves. The strong beer was a heavy
sweet beer : the small, with rcverence be it spoken, was little better than the
washings of the tubs, and had about as much of the extract of malt in it as the
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last cup of tea which an economical housewife pours out to her guests has of the
China herb.

A change came over the character of London beer in the reign of Queen Anue,
owing to two very different causes: the duty imposed upon malt and hops, and
taxes, on account of the war with France, on the one hand, and the more frequent
residence of the gentry in London on the other. The duty on malt exceeding
that on hops, the brewers endeavoured at a liquor in which more of the latter
should be used. The people, not easily weaned from the sweet clammy drink to
which they had been accustomed, drank ale, mixed with the new-fashioned bitter
beer, which they got from the victualler. This is the carliest trace our anti-
quarian researches have enabled us to detect of the very palatable beverage
« half-and-half.”” The gentry introduced the pale ale, and the pale small beer,
which prevailed in the country; and either engaged some of their friends, or
some of the London trade, to brew their liquors for them. The pale beers being
originally intended for a more affluent and luxurious class, the brewers who en-
gaged in this new branch of the business paid more attention to the condition in
which it was delivered, increased their store of casks, and kept them in better
order. The pale ale was more expensive than the old London beers: its price
was 30s. a barrel, while the brown ale was selling at 19s. or 20s., and the bitter
beer at 225s. But the spreading of a taste for the new drink, and the establish-
ment of ““ pale-ale houses,” such as that in which Franklin met Mandeville,
stimulated the brown beer trade to produce a better article than they had hitherto
made. “ They began,” says the writer before alluded to, * to hop their mild
beer more; and the publican started three, four, sometimes six butts at a time ;
but so little idea had the brewer or his customer of being at the charge of large
stocks of beer, that it gave room to a set of moneyed people to make a trade, by
buying these beers from brewers, keeping them some time, and selling them,
when stale, to publicans for 25s5. or 26s. Our tastes but slowly alter or reform :
some drank mild beer and stale; others what was then called ‘three-threads,’
at 3d. a quart, but many used all stale, at 4d. a pot.”” This we may imagine to
have been the state of the beer-trade when Sir Harry Quickset, Sir Giles Wheel-
barrow, Knt., and company, accompanied Isaac Bickerstaff, Esq., to Dick’s
Coffeehouse :— Sir Harry called for a mug of ale, and ‘ Dyer’s Letter.” The
boy brought the ale in an instant, but said they did not take in the Letter.’
¢ No! says Sir Harry. ¢ Then take back your mug: we are like, indeed, to
have good liquor at this house.” . . . . I observed, after a long pause, that the
gentlemen did not care to enter upon business till after their morning draught,
for which reason I called for a bottle of mum; and finding that had no effect
upon them, I ordered a second and a third : after which Sir Harry reached over
to me, and told me, in a low voice, that the place was too public for business;
but he would call upon me again to-morrow morning at my own lodgings, and
bring some more friends with him.” :

About the year 1722 a bright thought, we are told, occurred to the brewers—
that they might improve their trade by improving their liquor; at least such is
the only meaning we can attach to this oracular passage :—* The brewers con-
ceived there was a mean to be found preferable to any of those extremes, which
was, that beer well brewed, from being kept its proper time, becoming mellow,



BEER. 11

that is, neither new nor stale, would recommend itself' to' the public.” " The
author proceeds:— This they ventured to sell at 23s. a barrel, ‘that the
victualler might retail at 3d. a quart. ~Though it was slow at first in making its
way, yet, as it certainly was right, in the end the experiment succeeded beyond
expectation. The labouring people, porters, &e., found its utility ; from whence
came its appellation of porter or entire butt. As yet, however, it was far from
the perfection in which we have since had it. For many years it was an esta-
blished maxim in the trade that porter could not be made fine or bright, and
four or five months was deemed the age for it to be drunk at. The improvement
of brightness has since been added, by means of more age, better malt, better
hops, and the use of isinglass.”

Thus auspiciously commenced the high and palmy age of London’s beer, which
has ever since gone on improving in quality and estimation. Thus commenced
the age in which it was to become the favourite beverage of a succession of racy
thinkers and learned men, from Mandeville to Dr. Parr and Charles Lamb.
Thus commenced the age in which it was to prove a Helicon to a peculiar and
unrivalled race of artists and poets in prose and verse—of Hogarth and Fielding,
of Smollett, of Goldsmith, of Gilray. Thus commenced an age ‘in which it was
to become a word of household love throughout the busy and hearty land of
Cockaigne—itself a familiar and cherished friend, known in the playful moods of
affection as “porter,” ““ stout,” “brown stout,” ““double stout,” “ entire,” heavy
wet,” “lush,” “ beer,” and all the varieties of X’s.

It was beer that kept the race of Brunmswick on the throne in the days while
“pretenders ” were still alive. The “mug-houses” were seminaries of true Pro-
testant and revolution principles. There were the adult adherents of the new
dynasty to be found— their custom ever of an afternoon,”’—when their leaders
wanted to' get up an anti-popery panic and row; and there did the apprentices
bold of London imbibe the principles of their seniors, not diluted, but rendered
palatable, by the liquid in which they were administered. More anxious and
watchful for the interests of the established government than that government
itself, they nosed out Jacobite plots before they were concocted, and not unfre-
quently drubbed the civil and military servants of the powers that were, because
their efforts came short of the exorbitant demands of their own beer-blown zcal.
Often were the authorities obliged to repel the furious love of these idolaters,
lest they should be killed with kindness ; and hard knocks seem to have had no
effect in rendering them less loving. They were as ardent Hanoverians after a
score of them had been knocked on the head for a row as before. They were the
mob of the corporations, for the unincorporated mob of London—a much more
numerous but less disciplined body—owned a divided' allegiance to the prize-
fighters and pickpockets on the one hand, and to the Jacobites on the opher—
both parties in general uniting against the heroes of the ‘ mug-houses,” yet
unable, with all their superiority of numbers, to make head against them. Gin
was the liquor of this less reputable rabble; but gin only gave courage, not
thewes and sinews; beer gave both, and therefore the mug-houses triumphed.
These are tales of the times of old, for both mug-houses and their frequenters
have been long extinct. Their last warlike display was'in setting on foot Lord
George Gordon’s anti-popery riots.  Gilray drew upon his antiquarian lore when
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he portrayed Charles James Fox conciliating the pot-boys of Westminster, and
his enraptured auditors bellowing “ A mug! a mug!”

The wonderful magnitude of the great London breweries is a familiar source
of wondérment. 'The stacks of casks that might reach, placed side by side, from
London to Eton—the vats in which parties could dine and have dined—the
colossal machinery which performs the functions discharged by men and women
in the puny brewages of domestic and antique beer-making—the floods of brown
stout accumulated in the huge receptacles, large enough to be the reservoirs of
the water companies of moderate towns—the coopers, smiths, sign-board painters,
and other artisans, who lend to the interiors of the great breweries the appear-
ance of small towns—all these matters are familiar to the flying visitors of Lon-
don and their home-keeping cousins, who listen with wonderment to their tales
of the metropolis. Is any man ignorant of these things?—he may find them
written in the ‘Penny Magazine’ thus:—

¢ Sunk in the floor of the tun-room, beneath the ‘rounds,’ is an oblong tank
lined throughout with white Dutch tiles, and intended for the occasional recep-
tion of beer. This tank would float a barge of no mean size, being about a
hundred feet in length, and twenty in breadth.

““ On proceeding westward through the brewery from the main entrance, all the
buildings which we have yet described are situated at the right hand; but we
have now to cross to the southérn range, separated from the other by an avenue,
over which a large pipe crosses to convey the beer from the ‘rounds’ to the store--
vats. These vats are contained in a series of store-rooms, apparently almost in-
terminable : indeed, all that we have hitherto said as to vastness is much exceeded
by the array which here meets the eye. On entering the store-buildings, we were
struck with the silence which reigned throughout, so different from the bustle of
the manufacturing departments. Ranges of buildings, branching out north,
south, east, and west, are crammed as full of vats as the circular form of the
vessels will permit: some larger than others, but all of such dimensions as to
baffle one’s common notions of ‘great’ and ‘small’ Sometimes, walking on the
earthen floor, we pass immediately under the ranges of vats (for none of them
rest on the ground), and might then be said to have a stratum of beer twenty or
thirty feet in thickness over our heads; at another, we walk on a platform level
with the bottom of the vats; or, by ascending steep ladders, we mount to the top,
and obtain a kind of ‘bird’s-eye view of these mighty monsters. Without a
guide, it would be impossible to tell which way we are trending, through the
labyrinth of buildings and lofts, surrounded on all sides by vats. At one small
window we caught a glimpse of a churchyard, close without the wall of the store-
house ; and, on further examination, we found that the buildings belonging to
the brewery, principally the store-rooms, have gradually but completely enclosed
a small antique-looking churchyard, or rather burial-ground (for it does not
belong to any parochial church).  In this spot many of the old hands belonging
to the establishment have found their last resting-place, literally surrounded by
the buildings in which they were employed when living.

“The space occupied as store-rooms may in some measure be judged, when we
state that there are one hundred and fifty vats, the average capacity of each of
which, large and small together, is upwards of thirty thousand gallons. The
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town of Heidelberg, in Germany, has gained a sort of celebrity for possessing a
tun of vast dimensions, capable of holding seven hundred hogsheads of wine;
but there are several vats among those here mentioned, in each of which the
Heidelberg tun would have ‘ample verge and space’ to swim about. Subjoined
is a sketch of one of these large vats, each of which contains about three thousand
barrels, of thirty-six gallons each, and weighs, when full of porter, about five
hundred tons.”

With other matters to a similar purport.

In Murray's . edition of ‘Boswell’s Johnson’ the curious reader will find an
estimate of the immense profits which have been made by brewers; and from
the records of the Bankruptcy Court he will learn with what ease and in how short a
time large fortunes have been sunk in that branch of business. Generally
speaking, however, brewers appear, like their horses and draymen, to be a sub-
stantial race. 'They belong, many of them, to the old eity families : the names
of the leading brewers at the beginning. of the reign of George III. are, in not a
few instances, the names of the leading brewers of our own day; and in some
cases the ““ company ” is, properly speaking, the same, though the names have
been changed. The increase of brewers has kept pace with London’s increase in
other respects. The 26 brewhouses of the reign of Elizabeth had become about
55 in 1759-60, and upwards of 148 in 1841. The number of barrels of beer
brewed by the twelve principal brewers in London was—284,145 in 1782;
1,097,231 in 1808 ; and 2,119,447 in 1836.

The genuine London beer (although we learn from the ¢ Brewers’ Annual’ that
there are only three brewers in London—Reid, Meux, and Courage—who do not
brew pale ale, and that there are a few who brew nothing else) is the brown stout.
1t is the perfection—the ideal of the ¢ berry-brown ale” and the “ nut-brown ale”
of the old songs. It is what the poct of those antediluvian days fancied, or a
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lucky accident enabled their brewers at times to approach. ' No disparagement
to the pale and amber ales, infinite in name as in variety; to the delicious Win-
chester; to the Burton, which, like Sancho’s sleep, * wraps one all round like a
blanket;” to Hodgson's pale India ale, so grateful at-tiffin when the thermo-
meter is upwards of 100, and the monotonousness-creating punkah pours: only
a stream of heated air on the guests; to the Edinburgh (we mean the Edin-
burgh as it is not to be had in London *) ; ¢« London particular” is the perfection
of malt liquor. As Horace says of Jupiter, there is nothing  similar or second
to it"—not even among liquors of its own complexion. Guinness is a respectable
enough drink, but we must say that the ascendancy it has gained in many coffee-
houses and taverns of London is anything but creditable to the taste of their
frequenters. Its sub-acidity and soda-water briskness, when compared with the
balmy character of London bottled stout from a crack brewery, are like the
strained and shallow efforts of a professed joker compared with the unctuous,
full-bodied wit of Shakspere. As for the mum of Brunswick, which enjoys a
traditional reputation on this side of the water, because it has had the good luck
to be shut out by high duties, and has thus escaped detection, it is a villanous
compound, somewhat of the colour and consistence of tar—a thing to be eaten
with a knife and fork. We will be judged by any man who knows what good
liquor is—by a jury selected from the musical amateurs of the ¢ Coal-hole,’ the
penny-a-liners who frequent the < Cock’ near Temple Bar, and the more sedate
but not less judicious tasters who dine or lunch daily at < Campbell’s’ in Pope’s
Head Alley. Should it be objected that such a tribunal, composed exclusively of
Londoners, might be suspected of partiality, let it be a jury half composed of
foreigners—Liibeck, Groslar in Saxony, and any town in Bavaria can furnish com-
petent persons to decide such a question. The German students are in general
(at least in the north) devout beer-drinkers, but they are of the class who love
“mnot wisely but too well "—they drink without discrimination. It is among the
Philister of Germany that you must look for connoisseurs in beer.

But the favour in which London beer stands in so many and various regions
of the earth may be received as the verdict of a grand jury of nations in its
favour. Byron sings—

“ Sublime tobacco, that from East to West
Cheers the tar’s labours and the Turkman’s rest;”

and he might have added that wherever tobacco is known and appreciated, there
too have the merits of London porter been acknowledged. The learned Mei-
bomius,} who, in a Latin quarto, has dilated upon the subject of ““beer, tipple,
and all other intoxicating liquors except wine,” with the completeness and mi-
nuteness of a true German naturalist, and with that placid seriousness which
might make what he says pass for a joke if there were only wit in it, or for

* Good Edinburgh ale must be allowed time to ripen into excellence. When bottled, it ought to be cloyingly
sweet, and so glutinous that when some is poured upon the palm, and the hand held closed for five minutes, im-
mersion in warm water is required before it can be opened again. After bottling, the ale ought to stand five
years in a cool dry cellar, and four months near a Dutch oven in frequent use, Itis then at its best; but even
then it is more like a liqueur to be sipped than a liquor to be drunk.

1 Joan. Henrici Meibomii de Cervisiis Potibusque et Ebriaminibus extra Vinum aliis Commentarius: Hel-
mestadii, 1668, 4to.
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learning if it contained anything worth knowing, has judiciously remarked that
smoke-drinking and beer-drinking are natural and necessary complements of
each other. The mucilaginous properties.of the beer are required to neutralise
the narcotic adustness of the Nicotian weed; and London beer, being the per-
fection of its kind, naturally takes the lead of all other kinds of beer.  Accord-
ingly we find it not only on the shores of the Baltic, where the habit of swilling
their own indigenous malt liquors might be understood to have predisposed the
natives to its use, but under tropical skies, and among the disciples of the first
great teetotaller, Mahomet.

On the Nile and Niger, as has above been hinted, this is not so astonishing.
There the natives had already a kind of beer of their own; and where once a
taste for malt has taken root, it would take a cleverer fellow than Mahomet to
eradicate it. Burckhardt, in his Nubian travels, gives us a tolerable notion of
how vainly the Faquirs and Santons preach against indulgence in boosa; and
the last letter from poor Anderson, the only one of Park’s European companions
who survived to perish with his leader, boasts of having got drunk upon boosa
with a Moor, and licked his boon companion in his cups. That people accustomed
to put up with bad liquor should take kmdly to good when it came within their
reach is quite natural.

It is among the Osmanli, and the Arabs and the multiform sects of Hindustan,
that we are to look for the real triumph of London beer. In the country last
mentioned it is true the high-hopped pale ale of Hodgson, Bass, and others
famous in that line, appears to be in greater demand; yet the genuine brown
stout will be found in a respectable minority. Probably, too, a minute examina-
tion would show that it is only at the tiffins of the Europeans that Hodgson’s
beer is most run upon, and that the dusky natives do more affect the generous
liquor that comes nearer to their own complexion. In the tropical climates of
the West, among the fiery aristocracy of Barbadoes, the shrewd hard-headed
book-keepers of Jamaica, the alternate votaries of the gaming-table and the
languishing Quadroons of New Orleans, bottled porter reigns supreme.

Pale ale is a favourite of long-standing in India. It and the darker kinds of
beer crept into Arabia, through the English merchants trading to the Red Sea,
at least as early as the time of Niebuhr. That traveller saw a serious elderly
Mussulman tipple down repeated glasses of Mr. Scott’s beer ; gravely remarking
“ that Mahomet had only forbidden drinking to intoxication, but that as the
vulgar did not know when to hold their hands, it was necessary to make them
take the total abstinence pledge ; that he, it might appear to his respected enter-
tainers, although a learned man, and an aged man to boot, drained no moderate
draughts of thelr beer, but that he did so solcly because he knew that it did not
intoxicate.” The Scheich must either have been a notorious old humbug, or
profoundly simple, to say of good London beer that it did not intoxicate.

The Turks, of whom Dr. Clarke tells us in his voyages about the Dardanelles
and Egypt, were scarcely more candid, but considerably more ingenious. After
the French had been driven out of Egypt, a British trading vessel, which had
been fitted out to Alexandria by a speculative dealer in beer counting upon the
thirst of a British army in a hot climate, arrived just too late for the market it
had counted upon. This was a black look-out for the poor fellow who united in



16 LONDON.

his person the responsibilities of skipper and supercargo; but by good luck
there were then, as now (though not to the same extent), some of those question-
able characters called antiquaries and the like prowling about Egypt, who were
on a convivial footing with some of the laxer sort of Turks. The Osmanli tasted
the porter at the houses of their Frank friends, and, rather liking it, were not
slow to discover that Mahomet could not possibly have prohibited a liquor of
which he had never heard, and, without affecting, like Niebuhr’s friend, to belicve
that it did not intoxicate, drank copiously. The skipper found the Turks better
customers than the Franks ; and we believe the sale of the article has continued
to increase both at Alexandria and Constantinople.

Porter-drinking needs but a beginning ; wherever the habit has once been
acquired it is sure to be kept up. London is a name pretty widely known in the
world : some nations know it for one thing, and some for another. In the regions
of the East India Company, where missionary exertions are not much favoured,
it is known as the residence of “ Company Sahib ;” in the islands of ocean it is
known as the place whence the missionaries come ; the natives of New Holland
naturally regard it as a great manufactory of thieves ; the inhabitants of Spanish
America once looked upon it as the mother of pirates. But all nations know that
London is the place where porter was invented ; and Jews, Turks, Germans,
Negroes, Persians, Chinese, New Zealanders, Esquimaux, Copper Indians,
Yankees, and Spanish Americans, are united in one fecling of respect for the
native city of the most universally favourite liquor the world has ever known.

—ib

{London Drayman.]
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LXXVII.-—BANKS.

Tue President of the United States, in his message to Congress in 1839, pointed
to London as ¢ the centre of the credit system ;” and, speaking of the increase
of banks in the States, he said that * the introduction of a new bank into the
most distant of our villages places the business of that village within the influ-
ence of the money-power in England.” The power here alluded to, that of great
accumulated wealth, is one of the most remarkable characteristics of England.
It is the offspring of the unrivalled skill, sober and masculine intellect, and
untiring industry of the people, aided by free institutions and the rich natural
resources of a country placed in an admirable position for intercourse with her
neighbours and with the world at large. There is not any circumstance which
so much distinguishes a young country like the United States, wonderful as may
be its latent resources for future opulence, as the absence of masses of capital,
ready at any moment to be moved hither and thither wherever a profit is likely
to be realized. The railroads, canals, roads, and most of the great improve-
ments of the States could not have been completed without English capital.
There is, indeed, scarcely an important enterprise in any quarter of the globe
which is not in some degree sustained by the ¢ money-power” of England.
The daily operations connected with her monetary system apply to a debt of
837,000,000/, an annual revenue of 51,000,000Z, an annual circulation of bills
of exchange amounting to between 500,000,0007. and 600,000,0007., an issue of
VOL. 1V c



18 LONDON.

35,000,0001. of bank-notes constantly afloat, besides Exchequer bills and Govern-
ment securities, and a metallic currency amounting to many millions sterling
in gold and in silver. The immense amount of floating capital is put into
motion by the operations connected with our vast foreign and domestic trade
and internal industry, by the large expenditure of the Government, of the
landed aristocracy, and of other persons in the enjoyment of private wealth.
Here is ample employment both for the Bank of England and for private banks.

The Jews and the Lombards were the earliest money-dealers in England.
The former were settled here in the Saxon times, and as carly as A.p. 750. In
the reigns of the first three Norman kings they appear to have lived undis-
turbed, but from the commencement of Stephen’s reign they began to be cruelly
persecuted, and about 1290, in the reign of Edward I., they were banished the
kingdom. Hume remarks that the Jews, being then held infamous on account
of their religion, and their industry and frugality having put them into pos-
session of the ready money of the country, the lending of this money at interest,
which passed by the invidious name of usury, fell into their hands. It was not
until 1546 that the taking of interest was rendered legal—the rate was fixed at
10 per cent. In 1552 the statute was repealed, but was re-enacted in 1571. In
1624 the legal rate of interest was reduced to 8 per cent.; in 1651 to 6 per cent.;
in 1714 to 5 per cent. In 1834 the Bank of England paid 2 per cent. on
1,500,0001. sterling in its hands belonging to the East India Company.

The Lombards are understood as comprising the merchants from the Italian
republics of Genoa, Lucca, Florence, and Venice. Stow, describing the streets
in the vicinity of the Bank, says, * Then have ye Lombard Street, so called
of the Longobards and other merchants, strangers of divers nations, assembling
there twice every day.” He shows that the street had its present name before
the reign of Edward II., that is, in the thirteenth century, and probably much
carlier. The Lombards and other foreigners engrossed the most profitable
branches of English trade; and it was natural, from their greater wealth, that
they should supersede native merchants. They assisted the King with loans of
money, and enabled him to anticipate his ordinary revenue.

It is probable that the greatest amount of money-dealing during the middle
ages was carried on by the Royal Exchangers. There were laws against export-
ing English coin; and as the exchanging of the coin of the realm for foreign coin
or bullion was held to be an especial royal prerogative, a « flower of the crown,”
the King’s Exchanger, was alone entitled to pass the current coins of the realm to
merchant-strangers for those of their respective countries, and to supply foreign
money to those who were going abroad, whether aliens or Englishmen. The
house in which this business was transacted was commonly called the Exchange.
In the reign of King John, the place where the Exchange was made in London
was in the street now called the Old *Change, near St. Paul’s. In the reign of
Henry VII. the office of Royal Exchanger fell into disuse, but was re-established
in 1627 by Charles 1., who asserted in a proclamation on the subject that no
person of whatever quality or trade had a right to meddle with the exchange of
monies without his special licence. He appointed the Earl of Holland to the
sole office of « changer, exchanger, and outchanger;” and this measure having
excited a good deal of dissatisfaction, a pamphlet was published the next year
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by the King’s authority,* defending the King’s prerogative, which, it was
asserted, had been exercised without dispute from the time of Henry I. until the
reign of Henry VIIL, when, as it was stated, the coin became so debased that
no exchange could be made. This first afforded the London goldsmiths an op-
portunity of leaving off their trade of *“ goldsmitherie;” that is, the working and
selling of new gold and silver plate, and to turn exchangers of plate and foreign
coin for English coin. The proclamation concluded by stating that “ for above
thirty years past it has been the usual practice of those exchanging goldsmiths
to make their servants run every morning from shop to shop to buy up all
weighty coins for the mints of Holland and the East countries, whereby the
King’s mint has stood still”” The manner in which the goldsmiths gradually
came to act as bankers has already been fully described.+ Their business rapidly
increased, and their numbers also. In 1667 they were in the most flourishing
state, when a run occurred, the first in the history of English banking, to
awaken them to one of the dangers of their avocation. This was occasioned by
the alarm into which London was thrown by the spirited attack of the Dutch on
. Sheerness and Chatham. A few years afterwards a much more serious crisis oc-
curred. On the 2nd of January, 1672, the King suddenly shut up the Exchequer
by the advice of the Cabal Ministry. This monstrous proceeding, equivalent to
an act of national bankruptey, spread ruin far and wide. Charles had borrowed
of the goldsiiths the sum of 1,328,526/., and neither interest nor principal could
be obtained. Thus, previously to the establishment of the Bank of England, the
goldsmiths were the bankers of London, and laid the foundation of the present
metropolitan banking system. Of the oldest private banks in ITondon it is said
that Child’s, next to Temple Bar, can prove its existence from 1663, and the
business has been carried on from that date to the present time on the same pre-
mises; the origin of Hoare’s bank, in Fleet Street, is traced to 1680 ; and that
of Snow’s, of the Strand, to 1685. The firm of Stone, Martins, and Stones, of
Lombard Street, claim to be the immediate successors to Sir Thomas Gresham.
Soon after the Revolution several schemes were suggested by different indi-
viduals for the establishment of a national bank. The plan adopted was that
of Mr. William Paterson, a Scotch gentleman, who, according to his own ac-
count, commenced his exertions for the establishment of a national bank in
1691. He had in view, from the first, the support of public credit, and the
relief of the Government from the ruinous terms upon which the raising of the
supplies and other financial operations were then conducted. The lowest rate,
he tells us, at which advances used to be obtained from capitalists, even upon
the land-tax, was 8 per cent., although repayment was made within the year, and
premiums were generally granted to subscribers. On anticipations of other
taxes, counting premiums, discount, and interest, the public had sometimes to
pay 20, 30, and even 40 per cent.; nor was the money easily obtained when
wanted, even on such terms. It was no uncommon thing for Ministers to be
obliged to solicit the Common Council of the city of London for so small a sum
as 100,000Z. or 200,0007., to be repaid from the first returns of the land-tax; and

* ¢ Cambium Regius, or the Office of His Majesty's Exchanger Royal.’
+ No. LXXY., ¢ Goldsmiths’ Hall,? p. 398.
c2
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then, if the application was granted, particular Common Councilmen had in like
manner to make humble suit to the inhabitants of their respective wards, going
from house to house for contributions to the loan.* Paterson, however, expe-
rienced considerable difficulty in prevailing upon the Ministry to investigate his
scheme. King William was abroad when the proposal was brought before the
Cabinet in 1693, and it was debated there at great length in the presence of the
Queen. The project was ultimately laid before Parliament, where it was made a
thorough party question. Notwithstanding the opposition, an Act was passed,
which, in imposing certain duties, “towards carrying on the war with France,” au-
thorized their Majesties to grant a commission to take subscriptions for 1,200,000/
out of the whole 1,500,000/ which the new taxes were expected to raise, and to
incorporate the subscribers into a company under the name of the Governor and
Company of the Bank of England. Interest at 8 per cent. was to be allowed
upon the money advanced, and also 4000/. a-year for management, making the
whole annual payment to the Company 100,000/. The Company were to be
enabled to purchase lands, and to deal in bills of exchange, and gold and silver
bullion, but were not to buy merchandise, though they might sell unredeemed
goods on which they had made advances. This Act received the royal assent on
the 25th of April, 1694. The subscription for the 1,200,000l was completed in
ten days, 25 per cent. being paid down; and the Company received their royal
charter of incorporation on the 27th of July. The new establishment soon proved
its usefulness. Bishop Burnet, in his < History,” says, * The advantages that
the King and all concerned in tallies had from the Bank were soon so sensibly
felt that all people saw into the secret reasons that made the enemies of the con-
stitution set themselves with so much earnestness against it.” Paterson, the
projector of the Bank, remarked that it * gave life and currency to double or
treble the value of its capital ;” and he ascribes to it no less an effect than the
successful termination of the war. The Bank has ever since continued to make
advances to the Government according to the necessities of the public service,
and in 1833 the Government were indebted to it in the large sum of 14,686,804/.
According to its original charter, the Bank was not to lend money to the Go-
vernment without the consent of Parliament, under a penalty of three times the
sum lent, one-fifth part of which was to go to the informer; but in 1792 an Act
was passed abrogating this clause, with the understanding that the amount
of sums lent should be annually laid before Parliament.

In 1718 the subscription for a loan to Government was made at the Bank in-
stead of at the Treasury, and it has long had the entire management of the
public debt. Since 1833 the allowance for that service has been reduced to
130,000/. a-year, having previously been 250,000/.; but before 1786 it was at a
still higher rate, a reduction having then taken place from 562i. 10s. to 4501
per million: the original allowance, however, was not less than 3333/. 6s. 8d.
per million. In 1697 the Bank charter was renewed until 1711; in 1708 it was
further continued to 1733; in 1712 to 1743; in 1742 to 1765; in 1763 to 1786 ;
in 1781 to 1812; in 1800 to 1833; and in 1833 it was renewed until 1855, with
a proviso that if, in 1845, Parliament thought fit, and the money owing by the

* Paterson's * Account of his Transactions in Relation to the Bank of England,’ folio, 1695 ; quoted in ¢ Pict.
Hist. of England,’ vol. iv. p. 692,
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Government to the Bank were paid up, the charter might be withdrawn. On the
renewal of the charter in 1708, the Bank received a most important addition to
its privileges by the prohibition of partnerships exceeding six persons carrying
on the business of bankers. The period of renewing the charter has, however,
usually been made use of for the purpose of securing more advantageous terms
with the Bank.

Almost as soon as it had been established the Bank was called upon to assist
the government and the country in the entire recoinage of the silver money.
The notes of the new bank and Montague’s Exchequer bills were destined to fill
up the vacuum occasioned by the calling in of the old coin; but as these notes
were payable on demand, they were returned faster than coin could be obtained
from the Mint, and during 1697 the Bank was forced to resort to a plan tan-
tamount to a suspension of payment—giving coin for its notes, first by instal-
ments of 10 per cent. once a fortnight, and afterwards only at the rate of 3 per
cent. once in three months. The Directors also advertised that, while the silver
was recoining, ““ Such as think it fit, for their convenience, to keep an account in
a book with the Bank, may transfer any sum under 5/. from his own to another
‘man’s account.”” During the crisis the notes of the Bank fell to a discount of
20 per cent., and the Directors made two successive calls of 20 per cent. each on
the proprietors of the Bank, which were but feebly responded to. The Bank
at length got through its difficulties, and started afresh in its course. Fortu-
nately it escaped being drawn into the vortex of ruin occasioned by the South
Sea bubble, though, being called upon by the Government at this erisis to act
with a view of supporting public credit, it had at least a narrow escape.

We pass on to 1745, the year of the rebellion, when the march of the Pre-
tender’s army into England threw London into consternation, and a run on the
Bank for gold was the consequence. Its affairs were highly prosperous, and
its capital exceeded 10,000,000¢., but, unfortunately, it was not abundantly pro-
vided with specie, and the Directors, in order to gain time, resorted to the ex-
pedient of paying in silver, and even did not disdain the advantage of using
sixpences to accomplish this object. During the riots of 1780 a danger of
another kind was experienced, and the Bank was cerminly in some risk of
being plundered. Since this affair a paxty of the foot-guards is stationed within
the walls of the Bank every evening, and'the Directors keep a table for the officer
in command.

By far the most important epoch in the history of the Bank occurred in 1797.
The precious metals may be transmitted to any of the great commercial capitals
of the continent at an expense of 5s. or } per cent.; and whenever the balance
of payments to those capitals is adverse to this country to such an extent
as to render it more economical to send gold than to remit bills, the Bank is
drained of its treasure. In this way there was a great efflux of bullion in 1795
and 1796, which was increased by the necessity of importing foreign corn and
by the enormous prices to which competition with the French had raised the
price of naval stores in the Baltic. The domestic circumstances of the country
aggravated the effect of thisdrain of the precious metals. The transition from -
peace to war had suddenly interrupted the labours of many great branches of
industry ; and a number of country banks had failed, spreading consternation and
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alarm in every direction, and creating an internal demand for specie as well as
the one from abroad. Coincident with these circumstances was the alarm of
invasion, which induced many to hoard the sums drawn from the banks. These

causes were in full operation up to Saturday, the 26th of February, 1797, when

the Bank treasure was reduced to 1,086,170/. On that very day a Gazette

Extraordinary was published announcing the landing of some troops in Wales

from a French frigate. The alarm on the subject of invasion was deep and
universal. At this critical juncture it was determined by an order in council to

restrain the Bank from paying its notes in cash; and a messenger was sent to

George I11. at Windsor, requesting him to come to town on the following day to

be present at the council. The newspapers of the day state that it was the first

time during his reign that the King had come to town or transacted business on

a Sunday. The order suspending cash payments was drawn up at this council.

In this document the unusual demand for specie was attributed to  ill-founded

and exaggerated alarms in different parts of the country;” but as there was

reason to apprehend an insufficient supply of cash to meet this demand, it was

determined that the Bank < should forbear any cash in payment until the sense
of Parliament can be taken on that subject, and the proper measures thereupon
adopted for maintaining the means of circulation, and supporting the public and"
commercial credit of the kingdom at this important juncture.”

The next morning the crowds assembled at the Bank with a view of demanding
gold, received a hand-bill containing an official notice, in which the Directors
stated that, in pursuance of the order in council communicated to them on the
previous evening, they would  continue their usual discounts for the accommo-
dation of the commercial interest, paying the amount in dank-nofes ; and the
dividend warrants will be paid in the same manner.” The Directors assured the
public that « the general concerns of the Bank were in a most affluent and pros-
perous situation, and such as to preclude any doubt as to the security of its
notes.” On the same day a meeting was held of merchants, bankers, and others,
at which a declaration was agreed to, which received above four thousand signa-
tures, binding the parties to use bank-notes to any amount both in paying and
receiving monecy. As Parliament was sitting, a Committee of Secrecy was ap-
pointed, which reported that the Bank had a surplus beyond its debts of
3,825,890!., exclusive of the debt of 11,684,800/. due from the Government.

The consequences of the Bank suspension are memorable, and a number of
important monetary operations immediately became necessary. On the 6th of
March the Bank announced that they were ready to issue dollars valued at
4s. 6d. each. They were Spanish dollars, with the impress of the London Mint.
Before they were issued it was ascertained that their value was about twopence
more than stated, and on the 9th of March another notice appeared, stating that
they would be issued at 4s. 9d. each. In 1804 the Bank issued five-shilling
dollars, and subsequently “ tokens” for 3s. and for 1s. 6d. Ten days after the
Bank suspended cash payments, namely, on the 10th of March, an Act was
passed authorizing the Bank to issue, for the first time, notes for 1/. and 2/.

The first Bank Restriction Act was passed on the 3rd of May following the
suspension of cash payments. It indemnified the Bank Directors against the
consequences of complying with the order in council, and prohibited them
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paying cash except for sums under twenty shillings. The Act was to be in force
until the 24th of June, only fifty-two days; but two days before it expired a
second Act was passed, continuing the restriction until a month after the com-
mencement of the succeeding session; and accordingly, on the 30th of the
ensuing November, a third Act was passed to continue the restriction until six
months after the termination of the war. On the Peace of Amiens the restriction
was renewed until the 1st of March, 1803 ; and hostilities having re-commenced,
it was continued until a definitive treaty of peace should be concluded. During
the existence of the Bank restriction, Acts were passed declaring it illegal to take
bank-notes at less, or gold for more, than the nominal value. In 1810 the famous
Bullion Committee declared that gold and Bank paper were of equivalent value.

At length the great struggle was brought to a close ; but 1816 being a period
of great commercial distress and embarrassment, the Bank restriction was con-
tinued until July, 1818. In April, 1817, the Bank gave notice that after the
2nd of May cnsuing all notes of 1l and 2/., dated prior to the Ist of January,
1816, would be paid in cash; and in September of the same year the Directors
stated that they would be prepared to pay cash for notes of every description
dated prior to lst of January, 1817. While the Bank was fulﬁlling these
engagements a Bill was carried through both Houses of Parliament, in 1819, in
two days, restraining it from paying away more of its gold in pursuance
of the notices of April and September, 1817. Above five millions sterling in
gold had already been paid, the greater part of which had been re-exported and
coined in foreign money. The bill commonly known as Peel’s Act was passed in
the same year. It provided for the absolute resumption of cash payments by
the 1st of May, 1823, continuing the restriction as to payments in paper until
February 1, 1820 ; and in the intervening period from the latter date to May,
1823, the Bank was required to pay its notes in bullion of standard fineness,
but was not to be liable to a demand for a less quantity than sixty ounces at one
time. The Bank Directors had now to raise 20, 000 000/. sterling of gold from
foreign countries in the course of four years, to pay off first their own 14, notes,
amounting to 7,500,000, and then the small notes of the country bankers, about
8,000,000/. more, besides providing for the convertibility of all their own liabi-
lities. After the Ist of May, 1821, they commenced paying off their notes under
51. in a new gold coinage, consisting of sovereigns and half-sovereigns, of which
above 9,500,000¢. sterling had been received from the Mint. In 1822 the Bank
was prepared to pay off the country small notes, when, « without any communi-
cation with the Bank, the Government thought proper to authorize a continuation
of the country small notes until 1833.”* The bullion which the Bank had thus
fruitlessly provided to facilitate this operation amounted to 14,200,000/.

In December, 1825, occurred the ¢ Great Panic.”” One of the great predis-
posing causes of this event was the reduction in 1822 and 1823 of the interest
on two descriptions of public stock comprising a capital of 215,000,000L The
Bank agreed to advance the money to pay off the dissentients, of whom, amongst
so large a body, there would no doubt be a considerable number. Many of
these persons, annoyed at finding their incomes diminished, were disposed to
invest their capital in speculations of very doubtful if not hazardous character.

* Memorandum by the Pank Directors delivered to the Parliamentary Committee in 1832.
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The years 1823 and 1824 were remarkable for the feverish excitement with
which all sorts of projects for the profitable employment of money were regarded.
England had not been in such a whirligig of speculation since the unfo;tunate
South Sea scheme above a century before. Besides many millions of foreign
loans which were contracted for, the total number of joint-stock projects
amounted to 626, and to have carried them all into exccution would have re-
quired a capital of 372,000,000l sterling.* There were not fewer than 74
mining companies, with an aggregate capital of 78,000,000/. sterling. The
imagination revelled in visions of unbounded wealth to be realized from the
mines of Mexico, of Brazil, of Peru, of Chili, of the Rio de la Plata, or from one
or other of the six hundred schemes which dazzled the eyes of the public. “In
all these speculations only a small instalment, seldom exceeding 5 per cent.,
was paid at first; so that a very moderate rise on the price of the shares pro-
duced a large profit on the sum actually invested. If, for instance, shares of
100Z., on which 57. had been paid, rose to a premium of 40., this yielded on
every share a profit equal to eight times the money which had been paid. This
possibility of enormous profit by risking a small sum was a bait too tempting
to be resisted; all the gambling propensities of human nature were consequently
solicited into action; and crowds of individuals of every description hastened
to venture some portion of their property in schemes of which scarcely anything
was known except the name.”+ The wildness of speculation was not, however,
confined to joint-stock projects, but reached at length to commercial produce
generally. Money was abundant and circulated with rapidity ; prices and profits
rose higher and higher; and, in short, all went merry as a marriage bell.

At length the tide turned, and there was a fearful transition from unbounded
credit and confidence to general discredit and distrust. In February, 1825, the
bullion in the Bank had been reduced by some 3,000,000/ sterling since the
commencement of the previous October, but it still amounted to 8,750,000:.
In consequence, howeyer, of the previous heavy demand for the produce of
other countries the exchanges were unfavourable, and the drain of bullion still
continued. In August the Bank treasure was diminished to 3,634,320/.; and
thus, when the period of discredit arrived, and such a reaction was the necessary
consequence of the previous madness of speculation, the Bank was ill able to
sustain the violent pressure. The real panic began on the 5th of December,
when a London bank failed at which the agency of above forty country banks
was transacted. The effect of this single event was tremendous. Lombard
Street was filled with persons hastemng to the different banks to withdraw their
investments or to ascertain if they had succumbed to the general shock. On
the 6th several other banks failed. The Bank had ceased to issue its own notes
for sums under 5/.; but the country bankers, whose small notes were still in
circulation, were subject to a run in every part of the country, and the demands
for gold through so many channels of course finally affected the Bank ; but it
boldly kept its course, paying away gold as soon as called for in bags of twenty-
five sovereigns each.i Instead of contracting their issues, as the Directors

* English’s ¢ Complete View of the Joint-Stock Companies formed during the years 1824 and 1825.

1 ¢ Annual Register’ for 1824,

1 The largest amount of gold coin that could be paid during banking hours (from nine to five) in one day, by
twenty -five clerks, if counted by hand to the persons demanding it, is about 59,0004 On the 14th of May, 1832,
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of 1797 had done under a similar crisis, they resolutely extended them. On
one day they discounted 4200 bills. On the 8th of December the discounts at the
Bank amounted to 7,500,000 ; on the 15th they were 11,500,000 ; and on the
29th 15,000,000/. All mercantile paper that had any pretensions to security
was freely discounted. On the 3rd the circulation of the Bank was 17,500,0001.,
and on the 24th it was 25,500,000/. Mr. Jarman, one of the Directors at this
period, stated to the Parliamentary Committee of 1832 the steps which the Bank
took during this crisis :—* We took in stock as security ; we purchased Exche-
quer bills; we not only discounted outright, but we made advances on deposits
of bills of exchange to an immense amount ; and we were not upon some occasions
over nice, seeing the dreadful state in which the public were.” The severest
pressure was experienced during the week ending 17th December, when fortu-
nately a pause occurred. Mr. Richards, who was Deputy-Governor of the
Bank at ‘this time, in his evidence before the same Committee, said:  Upon
that Saturday night (17th December) we were actually expecting gold on the
Monday ; but what was much more important, whether from fatigue or whether
from being satisfied, the public mind had yielded to circumstances, and the tide
turned at the moment on that Saturday night.” And being asked if the supplies
expected on Monday would have been sufficient to have saved the Bank from
being drained, he said: “ During the week ending on the 24th there was a de-
mand ; but the supply that came in fully equalised it, if it did not do more;
and the confidence had become as nearly as possible perfect by the evening of
the 24th.” 1In this latter week a box containing between 600,000 and 700,000
one-pound notes, which had been placed on one side as unused, was discovered,
it is said by accident, and these were immediately issued. Mr. Jarman, alluding
to this circumstance, said : “* As far as my judgment goes, it saved the credit of
the country.” This, however, is probably attributing too much weight to the
matter, seeing that the great pressure was over in the previous week. To use
the words of another Bank Director : * Bullion came in and the mint coined ;
they worked double tides; in short, they were at work night and day, and we
were perpetually receiving gold from abroad and coin from the mint.”” On the
24th of December the Bank treasure was reduced to 426,0007. in coin, and
601,000 in bullion; together, 1,027,000/. On the 28th of February, 1797,
when the Bank suspended cash payments, its stock of coin and bullion was rather
greater, being 1,086,170/. The Bank, however, was only just saved from a
second suspension ; but the Government absolutely declined to entertain such a
proposition when the Directors intimated the probability of their being run dry.
"The panic of 1825 hastened several changes in the constitution of banks.

On the 13th January, 1826, the Government made a communication to the Bank
Directors, proposing the establishment of branch banks in some of the principal
towns, and that the corporation should surrender its exclusive privilege restrict-
ing the number of partners in a bank, except within a certain distance of London,
thus paving thé way for the introduection of Joint-Stock Banks. In pursuance
of those suggestions the Bank established branches at Gloucester, Manchester,

when 307,000/ in gold was paid, the tellers counted 23 sovereigus into’ one scale and 25 into the other,.an'd if
they balanced continued the operation until there were 200 in each scale. In this way 10004 can be paid in a
few minutes. The weight of 1000 sovereigus is 21 Ibs. : 512 bank-notes weigh 1 1b.
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and Swansea, and at several other places in the following year, much to the dis-
satisfaction of the country bankers: the number of branches is now twelve. In
1826, also, an act was passed permitting banks to be established beyond sixty-five
miles of London with any number of partners. In 1833, on the renewal of its
charter, the Bank surrendered other of its privileges, in consequence of which
Joint-Stock Banks issuing their notes might be established at a distance of sixty-
five miles from London, and within that distance—that is, in the metropolis—
provided they issued only the notes of the Bank of England. There are now
above a hundred Joint-Stock Banks in England, several of which are established
in London ; and many private banks in the country have been thrown open to
joint-stock associations. In 1835 the Directors of the Bank of England came to
the resolution of refusing to discount all bills drawn or indorsed by joint-stock
banks of issue.

A slight run on the Bank occurred in 1832, when the Reform Bill received a
check. The largest sum paid in one day in exchange for notes was 307,000..

Little or no alteration has been made in the constitution of the Bank since it
was first incorporated. The Government of the Bank rests entirely with the
Governor and Deputy-Governor and twenty-four Directors, eight of whom go out
every year, and eight others are elected by proprietors holding 500l of Bank
Stock ; but, practically, the eight who come in are nominated by the whole court,
—that is, a “ house list” containing their names being submitted at a general
meeting, no opposition is made to their appointment. There are four general
meetings in the course of the year; but beyond these, and the regular commu-
nications which take place between the court and the First Lord of the Treasury
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer, there is no control over their proceedings;
and the Ministers of the Crown have no legal authority to enforce any alteration
in the policy of the Directors, though their views are of course always con-
sidered with attention. The Governor and a select committee of three Di-
rectors who have passed the chair sit daily at the Bank. On the Wednesday
a court of ten Directors sit to consider all London bills sent in for discount.
On another day there is a full meeting of the Directors, when all London notes
of more than 2000/. come under review, and a statement is read of the exact
position of the Bank. The «“Bank parlour” is an expression commonly used in
reference to the decisions of the Bank Directors. The total allowance of the
Directors is about 8000/ a-year. They are not usually large holders of Bank
Stock. The qualification for Governor is 40007 ; Deputy-Governor, 3000Z ; and
Director, 2000/. In 1837 the Governor of the Bank appeared in the < Gazette’
as a bankrupt.

Independent of their capital lent to Government, now amounting to about
11,000,000¢., on which the Bank receives interest at 3 per cent., and a sum gene-
rally amounting to about 2,000,000/, called the “rest,” being undivided profits,
the floating capital of the Bank on the 13th of August last consisted of 19,000,0002.
raised by the circulation of notes, and 9,000,000.. of deposits, making togecther
above 28,000,000/. One-third of this capital is kept in coin and bullion, accord-
ing to a principle which the Directors have acted upon for several years, and the
other two-thirds in Exchequer Bills, Government securities, and bills of exchange.
If this proportion is disturbed by the number of bills offered for discount, the
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Bank sells Government securities and adds to its stock of bullion. The profits
of the Bank are derived from the interest on Exchequer bills and other Govern-
ment sccurities, from mercantile bills discounted, the management of the public
debt, from its permanent capital, it# notes in circulation, and from the use of the
_deposits, on which it does not allow interest. During the war the ““rest” reached
the large sum of 6,000,000/. ‘'The principal heads of receipt in 1832 were as
follows : —Interest on commercial bills 130,695l.; on Exchequer bills 204,1092. ;
the dead-weight annuity 451,5151.; interest on capital reccived from Govern-
ment 446,5021. ; allowance for management of the public debt 251,896 ; in-
terest on private loans 56,941/.; on mortgages 60,684/ ; making, with some
other items, a total of 1,689,176/ In the same year the expenses, including
losses by forgery and sundry items, were 428,674/, ; the composition for stamp
duty was 70,875.. ; and 1,164,235.. was divided amongst the proprietors. In
the first of the above heads is included the expense for conducting the busi-
ness of the funded debt, 164,143/, ; the expense attending the circulation of pro-
missory notes and post bills 106,092/ ; and the expense of the banking depart-
ment, of which the proportion for the public accounts may be estimated at
10,0007 ; making a total of 339,4001.

Of course a very large staff of clerks and heads of departments is required
to manage this enormous establishment. In 1832 there were employed 820
clerks and porters, and 38 printers and engravers, and there were also 193 pen-
sioners, chiefly superannuated clerks, who received in pensions 31,2431., averag-
ing 193L each. /In the same year the salaries to 940 persons, including
82 at the branches in the country, amounted to 211,905Z, averaging 225/ each.
The house expenses amounted to 39,1877., exclusive of the allowance of §000..
to the Directors. During the existence of the Bank Restriction Act a still larger
number of clerks was required, and their number is said at one time to have been
1100. A very strong corps of volunteers was formed entirely of officers and
clerks of the Bank. In 1822, when the abolition of small notes took place, the
Bank gave liberal pensions or an equivalent payment in ready money to those
clerks whose services were no longer required. The name of Abraham Newland
will here probably occur to many readers. He was appointed a clerk in the
Bank in 1748, was made chief cashier in 1782, and resigned his office in 1807,
having accumulated a fortune of 130,000/. as a servant of the Bank during
nearly 60 years. For 25 years he never slept beyond its walls. The Bank
clerks are admitted between the ages of 17 and 25, on the nomination of a
Director. At the age of 17 the salary is 50/, increasing 10/. every year until
the clerk is 21, and after that age the increase is 5/. yearly till he is 25, and then
is extended to &/ annually until it aitains the maximum of 260/. The pro-
motion is by seniority, except as respects some of the principal situations.*
The number of clerks in private banks varies from forty or fifty to about a
hundred.

Before 1759 the Bank issued notes for no lower sum than 20/., but in that year
it commenced issuing notes for 15/. and 107 ; in 1794 notes for 5.. ; and in'1797 its
whole economy was changed by the restriction of cash payments, and the issue of
17. and 2. notes. In 1815 it had 27,500,000/. in circulation in notes. In August,

* ¢The Clerk; forming a number of the Guides to Service and Trade.
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1842, the total amount of its circulation was 19,000,000/, Its notes are a legal
tender, except at the Bank and its branches, where they are convertible to gold on
demand. The Bank never re-issues the same notes, even if they are returned on its
hands the day they are sent out. The machinéry for printing and numbering notes
is very ingenious :—* The apparatus consists of a series of brass discs, of which
the rim is divided by channels into projecting compartments, cach containing a
figure. The numbers 1 to 9 having been printed in the course of the revolution
of the first disc, and this disc having returned to figure 1, the second disc comes
into play, and presents a 0, and the two together therefore print 10. The first
disc now remains stationary, until, in the course of the revolution of the second
disc, the numbers 1 to 19 have been printed, when it presents the figure 2, and
does not again move until another revolution of the second disc completes the
numbers 20 to 29. Thus the two discs proceed until 99 notes have been num-
bered, when the third disc comes into operation, and with the two first produces
100, consequently the first disc performs one hundred revolutions to ten of the
second, and one of the third.”* In 1820 an Act was passed authorizing the
Directors to impress by machinery the signatures to the notes, instead of being
subscribed by hand.

The first forgery of a bank-note occurred in 1758, when the person who fmged
it was convicted and executed. In 1781 it was decided that the Bank was not
liable for the payment of forged notes. A more easily fabricated instrument
was never issued, and detection only ensued when the note reached a certain
department of the Bank, where its spuriousness was detected from certain private
marks. The consequence was that forgery, which was a comparatively rare
crime before 1797, became a very common offence; and every year public
feeling was outraged by the execution of numerous victims to the facility with
which the wretchedly-engraved notes of the Bank were imitated. In 1820 there
were 101 persons convicted of forgery, and 272 for having forged notes in their
possession. In 1818 the number of persons executed for forgery was 24.
Two remarkable cases of forgery by which the Bank was a loser to a large
amount occurred in 1803 and 1824. In the former year Mr. Astlett, one of the
chief cashiers, by re-issuing Exchequer bills, defrauded the Bank to the
amount of 320,000/. The other case was that of Mr. Fauntleroy, the acting
partner of a bank in Berners Street, who, in order to keep up the credit of
the house, forged powers of attorney, by which he sold out of the funds large
sums of money belonging to different persons, continuing to pay the dividends
upon them until his detection. A statement was found at the banking-house, in
Fauntleroy’s hand-writing, acknowledging his crime. It was dated May, 1816,
and a postscript was added to the following effect :— The Bank began first to
refuse to discount our acceptances, and to destroy the credit of our house: the
Bank shall smart for it.” The total loss to the Bank from Fauntleroy’s forgeries
amounted to 360,0007.

We cannot afford much space for an account of the extensive pile of build-
ings in which the business of the Bank is carried on. Sir John Soane, the late
architect to the Bank, fixed the fair amount of rent which he thought should be
paid for the Bank at 35,0001., and 50007. for fixtures, &ec., making a total rental

* ¢ Encyclopzdia Britannica.’
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of 40,000/, The business was conducted for many years at Grocers’ Hall, in the
Poultry. On the 3rd of August, 1732, the Governors and Directors laid the
first stone of their new building in Threadneedle Street, on the site of the house
and garden formerly belonging to Sir John Houblon, the first Governor of the
Bank : it was from the design of Mr. George Sampson, and was opened for
business on the 5th of June, 1734. At first the Bank buildings comprised only
the centre of the principal or south front, the Hall, Bullion Court, and the court-
yard. The east and west wings were added by Sir Robert Taylor, between the
years 1766 and 1786 ; and the remainder of the structure was completed by Sir
John Soane, who wasappointed the Bank architect in 1788. He rebuilt many
of those parts constructed by Sampson and Taylor, and the whole of the edifice
as it now stands may be said to be from his designs. It now covers an irregular
space of four acres, comprising the greater part of the parish of St. Christopher.
The exterior walls of the south side measure 365 feet; the length of the west
side is 440 fect; of the north side 410 feet; and of the east side 245 feet. This
area comprises nine open courts—the Rotunda, committee-rooms, apartments
for officers and servants, and the rooms appropriated to business. The principal
suite of rooms is on the ground-floor, and, having no apartments over them, the
light is admitted from above by lantern lights and domes. The number of
rooms beneath this floor and below the surface of the ground is greater than of
those above ground. Here are the vaults in which the Bank treasure is depo-
sited. The material used throughout the greater part of the edifice is stone,
and every means have been taken to render it indestructible by fire. Any
person may walk into the Rotunda and most of the principal apartments.
Speaking of the Pay Hall, where bank-notes are issued and exchanged
for cash, Baron Dupin, in his ¢ Commercial Power of Great Britain,’ says,
“ The administration of a French bureau, with all its zrnaccessibilities, would
be startled at the view of this hall.” It is 79 feet long by 40 wide, and forms
a part of the original building by Sampson. A statue of King William,
who is called * the founder of the Bank,” was placed here when the business
was transferred from Grocers’ Hall. Amongst the principal apartments of the
Bank is the Three per Cent. Consol Office, 90 feet long by 50 wide, designed
from models of the Roman baths, and constructed without timber. The Dividend
and Bank Stock Offices are designed in a similar style. The Chief Cashier’s
Office, simply decorated and lighted by large and lofty windows, is 45 feet by 30.
The Court Room is a handsome apartment of the Composite order from Sir
Robert Taylor’s design. It is lighted on the south side by Venetian windows,
looking out upon a pleasant area planted with trees and shrubs, which was
formerly the churchyard of St. Christopher's.

The private bankers of London are the successors of the ¢ mnew-fashioned
- bankers,” who, about the middle of the seventeenth century, added the trade of
money-lending to that of goldsmiths. An alteration in the state of the law
relating to promissory notes, in 1705, was very favourable to the increase of
private banks; but it was not until after the middle of the century that they
became distinguished for their great wealth and immense business. The num-
ber of private banks in London fifty years ago was 56, of which only 24 are now
in existence. The number is at present 74, including 7 colonial and 8 joint-
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stock banks. Lombard Street still maintains its ancient fame as the great
centre of the dealers in money. Although 8 private banks have been discon-
tinued in this street within the last thirty years, there are 13 still remaining,
besides notaries and stock-brokers. Of the remaining 46 banks there arc 13
west of Temple Bar, 4 in Smithfield, 1 in Shoreditch, and the rest are chiefly
within a stone’s throw of the Royal Exchange. The late Duchess of St. Alban’s
was, and the present Countess of Jersey is, a partner in a banking-house. A
recent publication,* which contains some lively remarks on the subject of bank-
ing, as well as discussions on its scientific principles, gives the following sketch
of a banker of the old school :—* He bore little resemblance to his modern suc-
cessor : he was a man of serious manners, plain apparel, the steadiest conduct,
and a rigid observer of formalities. As you looked in his face you could read,
in intelligible characters, that the ruling maxim of his life, the one to which he
turned ail his thoughts, and by which he shaped all his actions, was, that he
who would be trusted with the money of other men, should look as if he deserved
the trust, and be an ostensible pattern to society of probity, exactness, frugality,
and decorum. He lived—if not the whole of the year, at least the greater part
of the year—at his banking-house; was punctual to the hours of business, and
always to be found at his desk. The fashionable society at the west end of
the town, and the amusements of high life, he never dreamed of enjoying.”
There are few persons of wealth or who are engaged in trade who do not find
the advantage and convenience of having an account at a banker’s. Ordinarily
one-tenth, or even so little as one-twentieth, of the capital belonging to the firm
or to its customers is sufficient for current demands. The remainder is invested .
in securities which are readily convertible, and in discounting mercantile bills.
The London bankers are also the agents of the country banks. The annual
profits of the two most prosperous private banks in London are estimated at
90,000¢. each. Coutts’s bank and Glyn's, the former in the Strand, the latter in
Lombard Street, are very fair representations of a class—the bank of the wealthy
aristocracy and that of the commercial world. ¢ Coutts’s,” says the author of
¢ Banks and Banking,’ ““resembles not a few of the greatest establishments this
country has produced, in having sprung from a small beginning, and owed its
fortune to the sagacity and perseverance of an humble individual, who was re-
markable at the outset of his career for strict economy. It is principally a bank
of deposit, and can hardly be said to have a commercial character. The number
of its discount accounts is small, and perhaps there is not a house in London in
which fewer bills are cashed during the year. The only branch of general bank-
ing business in which it at all enters into competition with the principal firms in
the City, is the agency to country banks. Coutts’s have always done the town
business of some of the best Scotch banks. Everywhere in England, and par-
ticularly in London, all great things go in tides. Coutts’s has for years been the
bank of the monied portion of the nobility—of persons who are seldom without
having sums of 10,000.., and even 100,0007, lying to their credit. Early in the
reign of George III. different members of the royal family, and many of the
landed aristocracy of England and Scotland, began to bank at Coutts’s, and they
have since increased to a multitude. Enormous balances are thus accumulated,

* ¢Banks and Banking.’
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and the safest and most profitable description of business in which a banker can
be engaged is steadily transacted by the firm.” On the other hand, « Glyn's is a
complete contrast to Coutts’s: here, in addition to a large portion of the ac-
counts of the nobility and landed gentry, is the greatest number of commercial
accounts in London; and here scenes of bustle and animation take place daily
of which it is not easy to convey an adequate idea. About three o’clock all is
life, activity, and vigour; the place is a fair, and more like a great change than
the Royal Exchange itself used to be. Though the bankis spacious, and the
counters are packed with clerks as close as they can stand together, you may
sometimes have to wait twenty minutes before your turn to be served arrives.
Two mighty streams of money are constantly ebbing and flowing across the
counters ; and half a million is said to be no uncommon sum for the firm to settle
at the Clearing-house of an afternoon.”

We shall conclude this paper with a short notice of the Clearing establishment
above alluded to, which was set on foot by the private bankers in 1770. The
present Clearing-house is situated in the corner of a court at the back of the
Guardian Insurance Office, in Lombard Street. The business was previously
conducted in an apartment in the banking-house of Messrs. Smith, Payne, and
Smiths, and still earlier at the banking-house of Messrs. Barnetts and Co., all in
Lombard Street. The object of the Clearing-house is to save time and money.
The cheques and bills of exchange, on the authority of which a great part of the
money paid and received by bankers is made, are taken from each of the clearing-
bankers to the Clearing-house several times in the day, and the cheques and
bills drawn on one banker are cancelled by those which he holds on others. The
joint-stock banks are excluded from this association of private bankers. Some of
the private bankers, from the nature of their business, do not require the aid
which these clearances afford, and others are too distant to maintain the neces-
sary rapidity of communication with the Clearing-house. Perhaps there are not
more than half-a-dozen persons in London, unconnected with banking, who have
entered the precincts of this celebrated establishment; but an authentic detail
of its arrangements has recently been published by Mr. Tate, author of the
‘ Modern Cambist,’ to which we must refer those who desire something more than
a general idea of the system.* The Clearing-house is fitted up with desks for
each of the present twenty-seven clearing-bankers, whose names, taking the first
of each firm, are arranged in alphabetical order as follows, over each desk :—

Barclay Dorrien Masterman Stevenson
Barnard Fuller Prescott Stone
Barnetts Glyn Price Veres
Bosanquet Hanbury Robarts Weston
Brown Hankey Rogers Williams
Curries Jones Smith  Willis.
Denison Lubbock . Spooner ‘

Mr. Tate says, «“ The rapidity with which the last charges are required to be
entered, and the bustle which is ereated by their swift distribution through the
room, are difficult to be conceived. It is, then, on the point of striking four, and
on days of heavy business, that the beauty of the alphabetical arrangement of the

* ¢ The System of the London Bankers’ Clearances Explained and Exemplified.’



32 LONDON.

clearers’ desk is to be seen. All the distributors are moving the same way round
the room, with no further interference than may arise from the more active press-
ing upon or outstripping the slower of their fellow-assistants. With equal eelerity
are their last credits entered by the clearers. A minute or two having passed,
all the noise has ceased. 'The deputy-clearers have left with the last charges on
their houses ; the elearers are silently occupied in casting up the amounts of the
accounts in their books, balancing them, and entering the differences in their
balance-sheets, until at length announcements begin to be heard of the probable
amounts to be received or paid, as a preparation for the final settlement. The
four o’clock balances having been entered in the balance-sheet, each clearer goes
round to check and mark off his accounts with the rest, with ¢I charge you,’ or
¢ I credit you,’ according as each balance is in his favour or against him.”

In 1810, when forty-six banks settled with each other at the Clearing-house,
the accounts cancelled in one day have sometimes, it is said, amounted to 15,000/.
In the Appendix to the Second Report of the Select Committee of the House of
Commons on Banks, there is a return of the payments made through the Clear-
ing-house for the year 1839, and, omitting all sums under 1007, the total was
954,401,600.. The average for each day would consequently be rather more
than 3,0C0,0C0. sterling (the actual payments range from 1,500,000/ to
6,250,0001.), while that of the sums actually paid was about 213,000/. It has,
however, sometimes happened that a single house has had to pay above half a
million of money. The payments through the Clearing-house of three bankers,
in 1839, ranged from 100,00,000/. to 107,000,000Z. each.

[London and Westminster Bank, Throg uoiton Street.]



[Interior of the Prison.}

LXXVIIL.—-THE FLEET PRISON.

THE earliest mention of this place carries us back to times as different in spirit
as they are remote from those of the present day. In the first year of the
reign of Richard of the Lion Heart, we find that monarch confirming to Osbert,
brother to Longchamp, Chancellor of England, and to his heirs for ever, the
custody of his palace at Westminster and the keeping of his gaol of the Fleet in
London: so that next to their own homes the kings of England in the twelfth
century thought it a matter of the highest importance to take care of the homes
of their enemies. In the third year of John’s reign we find a similar instance,
when the Archdeacon of Wells received the custody of the palace and the prison,
together with the wardship of the daughter and heir of Robert Leveland. And
no doubt if the history of its narrow cells and subterrancan dungeons could be
opened unto us, we should perceive, in the ample use they made of it, sufficient
reason for their anxiety as to its safe custody. But up to the sixteenth century
that history is little better than a sealed book. The burning of the prison by
the followers of Wat Tyler seems to have been the only very noticeablc event
prior to the period mentioned. In the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries the
records of the Fleet become suddenly filled with matters of the deepest interest,
in connexion with the religious martyrs of the reigns of Elizabeth and Mary,
and those who might almost be called the political martyrs of the Star Chamber
in the reign of Charles I.

A manuseript referred to in the account of the Fleet Prison in the ¢ Beauties
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of England and Wales,” which is stated to be in the British Museum, but which
we have not been able to find, gives the “ Names of all bishops, doctors, &ec.,
that were prisoners in the Fleet for religion, since the first year of the reign of
Quecn Elizabeth, A.p. 1558;” and in the list are comprised the names of three
bishops, six doctors, and eight priests. The same manuscript also gives the
names of all such  temporal men ” as were in confinement for the same crime of
worshipping God according to their conscience, and among these are some per-
sons of rank and title. In the following reign we arrive at the history of one of
the most venerated of British martyrs, Bishop Hooper, whose connexion with the
Fleet was altogether of an unusually curious as well as interesting kind. On the
accession of Edward VI., or at least as soon as the struggles between the am-
bitious nobles of his court for place and power were decided, and the extensive
insurrection which marked the early part of the reign had been put down, the
Protestant party, now reinforced by the incalculable amount of influence be-
longing to a king sympathising with their opinions, became bolder in their
attacks on the old religion; and, among other measures, Bonner, Gardiner,
Heath, and Day, and other distinguished Catholic bishops, were deprived of
their sees, and their places filled by the most eminent of their religious opponents.
One of the nominations made on the vacancy of the see of Gloucester was that
of Hooper, in the year 1550. But, to the surprise of every one, Hooper, whose
views may be characterised as resembling those of the Puritans of a later time,
refused to wear a canonical habit during the ceremony of consecration. His
friends—Cranmer and Ridley, Bucer and Peter Martyr—strenuously advised
him to yield, but he would not ; and hence his first commitment to the Fleet
Prison, we might almost say by his own friends. For several months he per-
sisted in his determination, but eventually a kind of compromise was made; he
was to wear the obnoxious vestments during his ordination, and when he
preached before the king, or in his cathedral, or any public place, but not upon
less important occasions. He was then set free, ordained Bishop of Gloucester,
and subsequently Bishop of Worcester : but it was not long before he returned
to the Fleet, though under very different circumstances. In 1553 Mary became
Queen, and before some three months had elapsed, Cranmer, Latimer, Ridley,
Coverdale, and a host of other distinguished Protestants were in prison on
various charges, and also Hooper, whose commitment was for having a wife, and
other demerits. This was his second and final commitment to the Fleet, which
he was only to quit for the stake and the fire, in the chief town of his first diocese,
Gloucester. His relation of his sufferings at this period is a most pathetic
record, and illustrates in a forcible manner the misery which these struggles to
decide the truth of opinions by force have inflicted on our country, as well as the
utter incompetency of such influences to achieve the object desired. He says,
on ““the first of September, 1553, T was committed unto the Fleet from Rich-
mond, to have the liberty of the prison; and within five days after 1 paid for my
liberty five pounds sterling to the warden for fees, who immediately upon the
payment thereof complained unto Stephen Gardiner, Bishop of Winchester, and
so I was committed to close prison one quarter of a year, in the lower chamber
of the Fleet, and used very extremely. Then by the means of a good gentle-
woman I had liberty to come down to dinner and supper; not suffered to speak
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with any of my friends, but as soon as dinner and supper was done to repair to
my chamber again. Notwithstanding while I came down thus to dinner and
supper the warden and his wife picked quarrels with me, and complained untruly
of me to their great friend the Bishop of Winchester. After one quarter of a
year and somewhat more, Babington, the warden, and his wife, fell out with me
for the wicked mass; and thereupon the warden resorted to the Bishop of Win-
chester, and obtained to put me into the ward, where I have continued a long
time, having nothing appointed to me for my bed but a little pad of straw and
a rotten covering, with a tick and a few feathers therein, the chamber being vile
and stinking, until by God’s means good people sent me bedding to lie in. Of
the one side of which prison is the sink and filth of the house, and on the other
side the town ditch, so that the stench of the house hath infected me with sundry
diseases. During which time I have been sick, and the doors, bars, hasps, and
chains being all closed and made fast upon me, I have mourned, called, and
cried for help; but the warden, when he hath known me many times ready to
die, and when the poor men of the wards have called to help me, hath com-
manded the doors to be kept fast, and charged that none of his men should come
at me, saying, ‘ Let him alone; it were a good riddance of him.” And amongst
many other times he did thus the 18th of October, 1533, as many are witness.
I paid always like [the same sum as] a baron to the said warden, as well in fees
as for my board, which was 20s. a-week, besides my man’s table, until I was
wrongfully deprived of my bishoprick, and since that time I have paid him as
the best gentleman doth in his house: yet hath he used me worse and more
vilely than the veriest slave that ever came to the hall commons. The said
warden hath also imprisoned my man, William Downton, and stripped him out
of his clothes to search for letters, and could find none, but only a little remem-
brance of good people’s names that gave me their alms to relieve me in prison :
and to undo them also the warden delivered the same bill unto the said Stephen
Gardiner, God’s enemy and mine. I have suffered imprisonment almost
eighteen months; my goods, living, friends, and comfort taken from me; the
Queen owing me by just account 80 pounds or more,—she hath put me in
prison and giveth nothing to find me; neither is there any suffered to come at
me, whereby I might have relief. I am with a wicked man and woman, so that
I see no remedy (saving God’s help), but I shall be cast away in prison before
I come to judgment. But I commit my just cause to God, whose will be done,
whether it be life or death.”* But it was not to be as the desponding prisoner
feared; a death he esteemed a thousand times more glorious was to be his.
After some months’ confinement he was examined several times and required to
recant, and on his refusal condemned, on the very night after John Rogers had
so bravely suffered in Smithfield, to tread the same fiery path to another world.
He was told that ke was to be burnt among his own people at Gloucester,
where accordingly he was brought to the stake on the 9th of February, 1555,
and burnt by a slow fire. 1In reading of such transactions one can scarcely
avoid pausing to ask if it is really the acts of men that we are recording. But
dreadful as were the torments, the courage to endure them was fully equal: and
in this, as in numerous other cases, we have reason to be thankful that whilst
* From ¢Fox’s Martyrs,’ folio ed. in three vols,, vol, iii., p. 1369.
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crimes of the deepest dye against humanity have been committed in the sacred
name of religion, it is religion that has given to humanity a power to endure all
extremes, to triumph in the endurance, to become, in a word, something more
than human.

Turn we now from the victims of religious bigotry, to the sufferers from poli-
tical oppression, as exercised through the medium of the memorable Star Chamber.
The Fleet, as the King’s prison, was no doubt from the earliest times the place
to which this half secret and wholly irresponsible tribunal was accustomed to send
the persons who fell under its displeasure ; and this view is further confirmed by
the circumstance that whilst during the reign of Charles 1. we find it frequently
used in this way, we do not pcrceive any intimation of the practice being then a new
one. The two most interesting cases that belong to this part of the history of the
Fleet, are those of Prynne and Lilburne. In a late number* we have referred
to the effect of Prynne’s publication, the < Histrio-Mastix,” on the court, and the
desire of the latter that the lawyers of the different inns might by the splendour
of their Masque confute Mr. Prynne’s “ new learning.” Pity that the King was
not satisfied with that and similarly legitimate modes of confuting. In the year
following that of the Masque, Laud being then Archbishop of Canterbury,
Prynne was brought into the Star Chamber for the publication of his notorious
book, which, be it observed, had been written four years before, and printed two
years. So little dignity was there in the prosecution, that the personal offence
he had given was allowed to be made conspicuous. The accusation having stated
he had compiled and put in print a libellous volume, added,  although he knew
well that his Majesty’s royal Queen [who was rehearsing a part herself at the
time the contents of Prynne’s book became first known at court], the Lords of the
Council, &e., were in their public festivals oftentimes present spectators of some
masques and dances, and many recreations that were tolerable and in themselves
sinless, and so declared to be by a book printed in the time of his Majesty’s royal
father,” &c. He was also charged with aspersing the Queen, and with writing
of the King in “terms unfit for so sacred a person.” Now there was no doubt
that Prynne would have made the world and all living in it a gloomy picce of
business, if his views could have been carried into pracﬁce, with all their legi-
timate deductions, and that Lord Cottington’s remark upon his trial had as much
truth as satire in it,—* If Mr. Prynne should be demanded what he would have,
he liketh nothing : no state or sex; music, dancing, &c., unlawful even in kings :
no kind of recreation, no kind of entertainment, no, not so much as hawking ; all
-are damned.” But what then? Such were the man’s conscientious opinions ;
and those who thought them deserving of anything better than ridicule, whose
weapons—wit and humour—have a kind of natural vocation to destroy all such
ascetic philosophy, were perfectly at liberty to confute them by as big a book as
that in which they had been expounded. But as Charles’s ancestors had been
convinced, beyond the power of anything to unsettle their conviction, that what
was their religion they could also make the people’s, so now did he and his coun-
sellors act apparently on the firmest belief that they could, and therefore ought
to destroy every opinion that did not harmonise with theirs on all other matters,
from the greatest to the most trivial subjects, from the government of the country

* ¢Ely Place,’ vol. iii., p. 372.
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down to the management of a holiday. This time the mistake was to be attended
with fatal consequences. The trial of Prynne in the Star Chamber should be
for ever memorable, as an example of the reckless disregard of law, justice,
common sense, and humanity, which can be perpetrated by irresponsible judges,
even though they have among them men distinguished in their ordinary public
career or in private life for qualities of an opposite nature. The following
extracts will give a sufficient idea of the course of the trial, and the mode of
determining the sentence :—‘‘ For the book,” said Richardson, the Lord Chief
Justice, ““ I do hold it a most scandalous, infamous libel to the King’s Majesty,
a most pious and religious King ; to the Queen’s Majesty, a most excellent and
gracious Queen, such a one as this kingdom never enjoyed the like, and I think
the earth never had a better,” &c. Then followed quotations from the book,
full of outrageous opinions on plays and players and dancing, and then the first
part of the sentence: * Mr. Prynne, I must now come to my sentence ; although
I am very sorry, for I have known you long ; but now I must utterly forsake you,
for I find that you have forsaken God,” [the whole tenor of Prynne’s book was to
lead men, in kis way, to draw nearer to God,] “his religion, and your whole alle-
giance, obedience, and honour, which you owe to both their excellent Majesties,
the rule of charity to all noble ladies and persons in the kingdom, and forsaken
all goodness. Therefore, Mr. Prynne, I shall proceed to my censure, wherein I
agree with my Lord Cottington : First, for the burning of your book in as dis-
graceful a manner as may be, whether in Cheapside or Paunl’s Churchyard. . . . . .
And because Mr. Prynne is of Lincoln’s Inn, and that his profession may not
sustain disgrace by his punishment, I do think it fit, with my Lord Cottington,
that he be put from the bar, and degraded in the University, and I leave it to
my Lords the Lords Bishops to see that done; and for the pillory, I hold it just
and equal, though there were no statute for it. In the case of a high crime it may
be done by the discretion of the court, so I do agree to that too. I fine him 50004,
and I know he is as well able to pay 5000/. as one-half of 1000/.; and perpetual
imprisonment I do think fit for him, and to be restrained from writing—neither
to have pen, ink, nor paper—jyet let him have some pretty Prayer-Book, to pray
to God to forgive him his sins; but to write, in good faith I would never have
him : for, Mr. Prynne, I do judge you by your book an insolent spirit, and one
that did think by this book to have got the name of a Reformer, to set up the
Puritan or Separatist faction.”

So much for the Lord Chief Justice of England. Coke followed; and, with
that exquisite inconsistency which characterizes all the arguments on which these
monstrous perversions of the powers of government wese founded, spoke of the
necessity of mildness and toleration to the vices of society, whilst the intolerance
of himself and his colleagues was determining on a sentence almost without
parallel in their country for its cruelty and injustice. If one could forget the
object and occasion of Coke's speech, and of the Earl of Dorset’s, who followed,
there is something in them to admire: they here and there met Prynne’s book
with mingled ridicule and argument, which, uttered in a different place, might
have convinced many minds wavering between the old and “new learning.”
Here, such passages were worse than thrown away. Indeed, if there was one
mode more certain than another to make wit, and humour, and eloquence fail
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to cause truth to be perceived as truth, and therefore to make its cause still more
hopeless for the time, it was the employment of such influences in the uncon-
genial atmosphere of the Star Chamber. Among other passages of the Earl’s
speech was one capital hit :— My Lords, when God had made all his works, he
looked upon them, and saw that they were good: this gentleman, the devil
having put spectacles on his nose, says that all is bad.” But, immediately after
this vein, comes a volley of vulgar abuse; and, lastly, from the lips of the gallant
and accomplished courtier, an addition to the sentence which it would be scarcely
right to attribute to the Earl on the authority of any less satisfactory voucher
than his own words :— Mr. Prynne, I do declare you to be a schism-maker in
the Church, a sedition-sower in the Commonwealth, a wolf in sheep's clothing—
in a word, omnium malorum nequissimus. 1shall fine him 10,0007, [the Lord
Chief Justice had been too lenient it seems,] which is more than he is worth, yet
less than he deserveth. I will not set him at liberty, no more than a plagued
man or a mad dog, who, though he cannot bite, he will foam. He is so far from
being a sociable soul, that he is not a rational soul; he is fit to live in dens with
such beasts of prey as wolves and tigers like himself: therefore do I condemn
him to perpetual imprisonment, as those monsters that are no longer fit to live
among men, nor see light. Now, for corporal punishment, my Lords: I shall
burn him in the forehead, and slit him in the nose; for I find that it is confessed
of all that Dr. Leighton’s offence* was less than Mr. Prynne’s—then why should
Mr. Prynne have a less punishment? He that was guilty of murder was marked
in a place where he might be seen, as Cain was.” Still not satisfied, the Earl
added,— I should be loth he should escape with his ears; for he may get a
periwig, which he now so much inveighs against, and so hide them, or force his
conscience to make use of his unlovely love-locks on both sides. Therefore I
would have him branded on the forehead, slit in the nose, and his ears cropped
too.” ¥

The whole of these almost incredible barbarities were inflicted: pillory,
branding, mutilation of nose, and loss of ears; and then the unfortunate but
firm unyielding man was remanded to his prison—the Fleet. Sir Simond d’Ewes,
who may well say that most men were affrighted at this “ censure,” visited him
in prison shortly after, to comfort him. He “found in him,” he says, * the
rare effects of an upright heart and a good conscience, by his serenity of spirit
and cheerful patience.” It should be observed that, through the whole of the
“trial,” Archbishop Laud was present. Indeed, it is said that Charles himself
would not have taken that step against Prynne, but for the advice of Laud. He
therefore was looked upon by the Puritans as the real author of the proceeding ;
and the circumstance should be borne in mind, in reading the particulars of the
prelate’s own fate, as having contributed, with Laud’s subsequent conduct to
Prynne, probably more than any other single fact, to make his judges so inexo-
rable. Laud’s second attack on Prynne, when the remainder of his cars were
hacked off, and he was sent to Carnarvon (but, unfortunately for the prelate’s
comfort, found his journey almost a triumphal procession), took place after the
removal of Prynne into the Tower, so we pass on to another Star Chamber case.

* Writing against the Queen and the Bishops in a book entitled ¢ An Appeal to the Parliament, or Sion’s
Plea against Prelacy.’
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Scarcely six months had elapsed after the last-mentioned barbarities, when
the Star Chamber, utterly reckless of the signs of the times, called before it John
Lilburne (with his printer, Wharton), for the publication of libellous and seditious
books, called ¢ News from Ipswich.” The prisoners both refused to be sworn to
answer the interrogatories of the court; and the principal, Lilburne, said no free-
born Englishman ought to take it, not being bound by the laws of his country
to accuse himself: he became subsequently well known under a phrase borrowed
from this reply, as Free-born John. They were both remanded to the Fleet
for the present, but on the 13th of February (1638) were again brought up and
pressed to re-consider their determination. Still inflexible, they were sent back
to the Fleet under a fine of 500/. each, and with an addition in Lilburne’s case of
a remarkable punishment. Foiled in their attempt to break men’s spirits by
fines, imprisonments, brandings, slitting of noses, &c., another degrading punish-
ment was now borrowed from the felon-code,—whipping. ¢ To the end,” runsthe
sentence, ““that others may bethe more deterred from daring to offend in the like
manner hereafter, the court hath further ordered and decreed that the said John
Lilburne shall be whipt through the street from the prison of the Fleet unto
the pillory, to be erected at such time and in such place as this court shall hold
fit; and that both he and Wharton shall be set in the said pillory, and from
thence returned to the Fleet.” The pillory was placed between Westminster
Hall gate and the Star Chamber, and Lilburne was whipped from the prison
thither “smartly.” And how did he bear this mingled torture of the body and
mind? Rushworth says, “ Whilst he was whipt at the cart and stood in the
pillory, he uttered many bold speeches against tyranny of bishops, &c., and when
his head was in the hole of the pillory he scattered sundry copies of pamphlets
(said to be seditious), and tossed them among the people, taking them out of his
pocket.” The Star Chamber Council was sitting at the time, and informed
of this last-mentioned incident; when, consistent in their acts, they ordered him
to be gagged immediately, which was done. Lilburne then stamped with his
feet, and the people understood his meaning well enough, that he would speak
if he were able. This wasnotall. At the same sitting of the Council an order
was made directing that Lilburne should be “laid alone with irons on his hands
and legs in the wards of the Fleet, where the basest and meanest sort of pri-
soners” were used to be, with other regulationsin a similar spirit. This punish-
ment also was carried into effect for a time, but ultimately brought to a summary
conclusion through an accident in the prison. “Lilburne,” says Rushworth, < hav-
ing for some time endured close imprisonment, lying with double irons on his fect
and hands, and laid in the inner wards of the prison, there happened a fire in the
prison of the Fleet, near to the place where he was prisoner, which gave a
jealousy that Lilburne, in his fury and anguish, was desperate, and had set the
Fleet Prison on fire, not regarding himself to be burnt with it ; whereupon the
inhabitants without the Fleet (the strect then not being five or six yards over
from the prison door) and the prisoners all cried, ““ Release Lilburne, or we shall
all be burnt!” and thereupon they ran headlong and made the Warden remove
him out of his hold, and the fire was quenched, and he remained a prisoner in a
place where he had some more air.” He continued in prison till November the
3rd, 1640, when the Long Parliament began, and then he was released, and
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immediately applied to the House of Lords for redress, who granted it in”the
most satisfactory manner: not merely declaring his sentence and punishment
most unjust and illegal, but ordering the erasure of the proceedings from the
files of all courts of justice, < as unfit to continue on record.” On the breaking
out of the Civil War, Lilburne fought bravely, we need not say on which side.
He had a narrow escape in the war. He was taken prisoner, and would have
been proceeded against as a traitor by Charles and hanged, but the Parliament
arrested the act, that growing into a system would have made the war a thousand
times more terrible than it was, by immediately declaring they would retaliate.
But Free-born John was one of the most impracticable as well as courageous of
enthusiasts ; (Marten said of him, if there were none living but himself, John
would be against Lilburne, and Lilburne against John;) and the Parliament
pleased him little better than the King ; so he wrote against them too, and was
banished, upon pain of death if he returned. But Free-born John would and
did return, and was immediately arraigned at the Old Bailey, where he was pub-
licly acquitted, ¢ which, for joy, occasioned a great acclamation of the people
present.” He died a Quaker, and was buried in Moorfields, four thousand citizens
and other persons honouring his remains by following them to the grave. In con-
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cluding our notice of the cases of Prynne and Lilburne, those important links in
the history of the reign of Charles, we may observe that they embody in the most
striking shape the principles of arbitrary power, which the King, with Laud and
his other counsellors, strove to enforce upon the people of England, and to which
they received for answer—the Civil War and the scaffold.

Gloomy as our theme must continue the course of our narration. Hitherto the
sufferings and horrors we have described have had no further connexion with the
Fleet Prison than that that edifice was the place of confinement of the prisoners
in question during the execution of their respective sentences; now we have to
deal with the horrors of the prison-house itself. And if in the process of that
gradual extinction of all such places, for debt at least, which the spirit of the
times promises to effect, we could be reconciled to the preservation of any one,
as a kind of visible record and warning of the atrocities that were once perpe-
trated in them, the Fleet should be that place: it in every way deserves such
a bad pre-eminence. It appears that this prison was used for the confinement
of debtors from the thirteenth century at least, probably from the earliest period
of its existence: a petition from John Fraunceys, a debtor in the Fleet, A.p.
1290, is still preserved.* The first document in point of time that gives us any
accurate idea of the state of the prison is a complaint of the prisoners, in 1586,
to the Lords of the Council. They state therein that the warden had let the
victualling and lodging of the prisoners to two “ very poor men,” who, having
“neither land nor any trade to live by, nor any certain wages of the said
warden,’”” and “ being also greedy of gain, lived by bribery and extortion.” The
essential evils were pointed out as clearly in these few words in 1586, as they
could be in the appalling facts which were discovered by the famous committee
of 1727 : and what a fearful amount of human suffering might not have been
spared by the simplest of remedies at that earlier time—that of making the
warden and all his servants perfectly independent, as to the amount of their
emoluments, of those under their care. Almost every atrocity (we do not know,
indeed, that an exception can be found) perpetrated in the Fleet Prison in the
beginning of the cighteenth century may be traced directly to the operation of
the one passion—thirst for gain. This will appear clearer as we proceed. Nu-
merous abuses and oppressions had of course been set on foot at the period to
which we have referred by these “very poor men,” and which are pointed out
by the prisoners in their petition; but as we shall meet with every onc of them
in a much darker shape at a later period, we need not here dwell upon them.
Some temporary kind of relief seems to have been granted in answer to this
complaint ; in the same year a commission or order having been granted, which
the Recorder, Fleetwood, at the desire of the Archbishop of Canterbury, abbre-
viated and explained. In 1593 the prisoners again endcavoured to obtain
effectual redress by a bill in parliament ; and it was high time, if we may believe
their allegations, for now they attribute murders and other misdemeanors to the
deputy warden, Joachim Newton. Nothing of importance seems to have fol-
lowed this application, and another century of suffering passed over the unhappy
tenants, shut out from the world, and subjected, without the possibility of redress,
to extortions, indignities, and privations of every kind, chequered only by bru-

* ¢ Rot, Parl.,’ vol, i, p. 47.
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talities of a deeper and occasionally fatal nature. Still there was moving among
society a kind of uneasy consciousness that all was not as it should be behind
those grim and lofty walls; the tender-hearted sighed as they passed, and
dropped some piece of money into the grate, which most probably would never
reach, or but partially, those for whom it was intended ; the philanthropist again
and again made some new effort to stimulate inquiry, which the legislature or
minister perhaps promised, but forgot to instigate; but still years rolled on,
generation after generation of prisoners mourned, and despaired, and died, and
nothing was done. In 1696 new hopes were excited; a committee of the
House of Commons was appointed, and for the first time positive evidence was
acquired and made public. From the Report of that committee it appeared the
custom with regard to the warden’s underletting the Fleet was continued ; that a
Mr. Geary, who appeared before the committee, had agreed to pay 15007 per
annum to the warden for it, on the understanding that there were then 2000
prisoners, whose payments would bring in twice the amount of the rent. We
learn from the same Report that there were then about 300 prisoners enjoying
the privileges of the Rules, that is, a permission to live outside the prison,
but within certain precincts adjoining.* Three years after appeared snother
Report, we presume from the same committee, in which it is stated that «by
the Fleet books it appeareth that 1651 prisoners had been charged from the
28th of April, 1696, to the 1st of December last,” whereof but 285 were dis-
cltarged by regular procedure, the rest having been allowed to escape for bribes.
A resolution at the same time was unanimously agreed to, that the management
had been very prejudicial to personal credit, and a great grievance to the whole
kingdom. Even yet the poor prisoners seem to have had little of the parlia-
mentary attention or sympathy ; and it is not improbable that the cruelties and
outrageous extortions of which we have now to speak as occurring during the
period between the sitting of this committee and that of the next in 1727, were in
a measure brought on by the resolution of 1699: the officers of the prison might
fear from its tenor that the duration of their power was limited, and so, in their
way, determine to make the best use of it while they could.

The year 1727 was a memorable one in the history of prisons; then it was that
the enormity of the system of their management came first fully before the
public : and indescribable was the excitement and horror it caused. The poet
Thomson has given permanent record to the feelings of the time in a passage of
his < Winter,” which appears to have been written immediately on the publication
of the First Report of the Parliamentary Committee :—

“ And here can I forget the gen'rous band,
‘Who, touch’d with human woe, redressive search’d
Into the horrors of the gloomy gaol,
Unpitied and unheard, where Misery moans,
Where Sickness pines, where Thirst and Hunger burn,
And poor Misfortune feels the lash of vice.
* L * * * , % *

* The “ Rules” extend from the prison entrance to Ludgate Hill, both sides of Ludgate Hill up to the Old
Bailey, hoth sides of the Old Bailey as far as Fleet Lane, both sides of Fleet Lane, and so back along Farringdon
Street to the entrance,
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Oh! great design! if executed well,

With partial care, and wisdom-temper'd zeal.
Ye sons of Mercy, yet resume the search:

Drag forth the legal monsters into light,
Wrench from their hands oppression’s iron rod,
And bid the cruel feel the pangs they give.”

The « Sons of Mercy ” did execute their task well; the legal monsters were
dragged forth into light ; nor was retribution wanting, though it came in a
different shape from what might have been justly expected.

The committee, in the commencement of their Report, observe, that at the
passing of the act which abolished the Star Chamber, in the sixteenth year of
Charles 1.’s reign, the prison became a place of confinement for debtors, and
for persons committed for contempt from the Courts of Chancery, Exchequer, and
Common Pleas ; and that at the same time the fees previously payable by arch-
bishops, blShOpS temporal peers, baronets, and others of lower degree, or the
power of putting in irons, or of exacting fees not to do so, ought to have ceased.
Instead of which, however, the Warden « hath exercised an unwarrantable and
arbitrary power, not only in extorting exorbitant fees, but in oppressing pri-
soners for debt, by loading them with irons, worse than if the Star Chamber was
still existing.” The melancholy details which follow more than bear out this
assertion. - We shall now endeavour to show, in as clear and succinet a manner
as possible, from the materials provided by the Committee, the general workings
of the system. Its grand leading principle was extortion—the agents, force and
cruelty ; and one can scarcely avoid a species of admiration at the ingenuity,
perseverance, and unfailing energy with which—unappalled by the sight of
any suffering, however great, insensible to any sense of shame, however infamous
the circumstances—the object and the means were steadily developed to the
utmost. Let us suppose Mr. Bambridge (the warden) and his myrmidons to
have just received a prisoner, not of the poorest class, and observe his treatment
of him. The prisoner, to his surprise, first discovers that, instead of being intro-
duced into the prison, he is carried to a spunging-house attached to it on the
exterior, onc of three such places, all belonging to the Warden, and kept, in the
present instance, by one of his tipstaffs. His first day’s bill explains their pro-
ceedings, and the alarmed prisoner, who sees that a few days of such expenses
will beggar him, asks to be permitted to go into the Fleet, where, at least, there
are legal regulations as to moderation of price. The tipstaff has no objection,
on receiving the customary fee—a heavy one—for the simple permission. In-
dignant at the demand, the prisoner probably refuses, and a few days more pass
on, his bills growing daily in magnitude, till, in despair, he acquiesces, and is
removed into the Fleet; or, on the other hand, if his determination be very
great indeed, why, he is shifted into a garret, put with a couple of other pri-
soners in the same bed, and perhaps ironed till the same result is obtained.
Well, he is in the Fleet, or at least he will be, on payment of the prison fees:
the best idea we can give of these is to transcribe his bill; supposing that
four actions or detainers are lying against him, every action being paid for
separately :—
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S (]
For four surrenders at the judge’s chambers, to his clerks 9 11 6
To the tipstaff, four fees . : ! ; BT ()
To the warden, ditto ! . 4 4 . 1612 0
28 5 6

To which add the previous fee for turning into thehouse; 10 10 0
Including, perhaps, some occasional *liberty” to leave

the spunging-house, if he has behaved well, or, in

other words, * bled freely ;” but in that case he must

have taken up his security-bond for the enjoyment of

the Rules » ; ERS ) . 66 0

Making a total of . g B X 1Y .

By this time Bambridge has become quite satisfied of the prisoner’s ability to
bear all that, in his moderation, he wishes to enforce upon him ; so, after the en-
joyment of the Rules for some time, it is intimated to the prisoner that a present
will greatly help the memory of the officers as to his really having obtained
the right of enjoying them : the present is given. Shortly comes a similar ap-
plication ; again, again, and again, the demand is submitted to; but at last,
weary with the attempt at impossibilities—to satisfy the insatiable,—or moved by
remorse at the conviction that all this money belongs to his creditors, the threat
of Corbett’s spunging-house ceases to avail; he steadily and determinedly re-
fuses. That very day he is again at Corbett’s, and the entire system of extortion
is once more before him, and must be passed through. But a virulent disease,
enhanced by the disgraceful state of the worst apartments of the spunging-house,
is raging there : the small-pox is in the house. The unhappy man, half frantic
at the danger, implores the Warden to remove him into another spunging-house,
or into the Fleet, for he has not had that (under such circumstances) most fatal
malady, and the very dread of it will assuredly kill him. The tipstaffs, for once,
forget their vocation, and second his petition; but Bambridge, great man! is
firm: the prisoner dies, his affairs in extricable confusion, and a wife and numer-
ous family of young children in the deepest distress. Such, with one or two
slight exceptions drawn from other cases, is the history of Mr. Robert Castell,
a gentleman, a scholar, and an artist,t whose misfortunes brought him into the
hands of the Fleet Prison officers ! and such is a fair illustration of the principal
branch of the system. We must add to it another highly profitable source of
emolument. This was, keeping prisoners on the books, as being in the enjoyment
of the Rules, who were actually entitled to a legal discharge. The previous Warden,
Mr. Huggins, after the appointment of the committee, suddenly discharged 119
of such cases, and acknowledged to 52 more that ought to have been discharged,
some of them so far back as 1718, 1719, and so on. Our readers may not, per-
haps, see at once the effect of the manccuvre; it was simply this :—Whenever
the Warden, or his deputy, felt any very strong desire for money, an escape war-

* Fees actually paid by a prisoner, as proved before the Committee.
+ His profession was architecture, and he had just finished a translation of Vitravius.
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rant was issued, that is, they declared the man—who, having been in effect legally
discharged, was quietly pursuing his avocations—had escaped, or run away from
the Rules; accordingly he was arrested, lodged safely at Corbett’s, and kept there
till he had purchased another temporary freedom. We may have some notion of
the profits obtained in this way from the list of 382 persons enjoying the Rules,
which was obtained by the committee, who had paid in one year 2828/ 17s. 4d.,
and whilst it appeared to the committee that the prisoners for the greatest debts
had not signed the book. It was also shown that the gratuity to the Warden for
the Liberty of the Rules was exacted in proportion to the greatness of the debt;
and if all paid, the account would be three times the before-mentioned sum.

But this was nothing to the magnificent soul of a Huggins or of a Bambridge ;
so they exerted themselves to make the sum total of profit a much more respect-
able affair; and the different irregular modes adopted show their inventive
powers in a flattering light. First, there were a great many prisoners who had
no chance whatever of paying their debts, from the magnitude of the amount,
or who, having the means, had still an invincible disinclination to do so: and
both classes agreed in a common desire to get out of the prison, and in being
able and willing to pay well for their keepers’ assistance. Escapes, accordingly,
occurred with marvellous frequency. Huggins confessed to the Committee, that
so many had occurred during his wardenship, ¢ that it was impossible to enu-
merate them.” There was no difficulty attending such escapes generally, as the
officers would take care previously to make them pay well for Rules and every-
thing else. But in one case, that of Boyce, a smuggler, charged at the King’s
suit with a demand of upwards of 30,0007, it appears Bambridge, then Huggins’s
deputy, actually made a door through the prison-wall, dismissed the prisoner
through it, and repeated the act several times. Large emoluments evidently must
have been derived from this source. Next comes the mode illustrated in the case
of Thomas Dumay.. This man, a prisoner in the Fleet, was allowed to make
several voyages to France, where he bought wines, some of which were delivered
to Huggins, and for which he paid by drawing bills on Richard Bishop, one
of the tipstaffs of the prison: these bills, on presentation, were accepted, and
when due properly paid. Credit was thus established, and precaution relaxed.
Dumay then drew for a further, and no doubt much larger sum (we do not find
the amount stated), and obtained the goods ; but, on presentation, Mr. Bishop de-
clined accepting any more bills for Dumay. The merchants in alarm sought for
Dumay—there he was, back in the Fleet, snugly ensconced as prisoner, laughing
with Bishop and Huggins at the success of the trick, and settling no doubt their
respective shares. Lastly, to show their condescension we presume, for no very
great sums could have been thus derived, the officers laid their hands on the
miserable pittances which charity had bequeathed to the poorer prisoners, or
dropped into the “box " they were accustomed to send round. Whether the box
at the grate, behind which prisoners were accustomed to stand till within the last
few years, was similarly laid under contribution does not appear ; from a curious
incident mentioned in the Report, we should think it was not :— Thomas Hogg,
who had been about three years a prisoner in the Fleet Prison, and was then
discharged by order of court, about eight months after such discharge, passing
by the door of that prison, stopped to give charity to the prisoners at the grate,
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and being seen by James Barnes, one of the said Bambridge’s accomplices, the
said Barnes seized and forced him into Corbett’s spunging-house, where he hath
been detained ever since, now upwards of nine months, without any cause or legal
authority whatsoever.” The only explanation we can venture to offer as to the
cause of the somewhat incomprehensible rage of Barnes and his master, is, that
as the poor prisoners, who were in technical phrase ““ on the grate,” were enabled
by its means better to submit to the discomforts of the Common side (that is,
where the prisoners are placed who cannot pay for their lodging), and so escape
the extortions of the officers, the latter felt indignant accordingly at all who aided
and abetted ; or else it may be that they hated the very sight of poor prisoners,
and of all, and everything belonging to, assisting and comforting them. Alas!
for those poor prisoners : their case was indeed deplorable. If they had a little
money, they were suspected of having more, and they were tortured to make
them produce it; if they had none, why even hope was denied. The subject
makes one heart-sick, and our readers will no doubt feel it a relief to escape from
the contemplation ; but the best security against such things happening in the
future will be the making indelible the memory of the past. It is that considera-
tion makes us conclude our notice of the matters disclosed in the Report with a
passage from the statement of the case of Jacob Mendez Solas, a Portuguese,
and one of the poorer prisoners, who was confined for months in a filthy dungeon,
manacled and schackled.

“This'committee themselves saw an instance of the deep impression his suffer-
ings had made upon him; for on his surmising, from something said, that
Bambridge was to return again as Warden of the Fleet, he fainted, and the
blood started out of his mouth and nose.”

The result of the committee’s labours was the committal of Bambridge,
Huggins, and some of their servants to Newgate, an address to the crown pray-
ing for their prosecution, and the introduction of a bill to remove Bambridge
and newly regulate the gaol. The prosecution was a strange affair. On reading
the evidence adduced on the trial of these wretches for different murders, it seems
amply sufficient in a legal sense to have insured conviction, and in a moral sense
there cannot be a doubt of the guilt of the parties; yet all escaped by a verdict
of Not guilty! Retribution, however, as we have before intimated, was not to
be escaped. The painters, like the poets, made them immortal in their infamy.
Hogarth, in the picture of which the engraving in the last page is a transcript,*
has shown us Bambridge (who is under examination, whilst a prisoner is ex-
plaining how he has been tortured) so vividly, that, whether we pass from it to
his known conduct, or from the conduct to this portrait, we are equally struck by
the fitness of the two to each other—there is no questioning that this is the man.
Twenty years after, it is said, Bambridge cut his throat.

An act of parliament, passed in the course of the present year, has directed
the abolition of both the Fleet and the Marshalsea as prisons, and for the last
three months no new. prisoners have been admitted into the former. These are
now sent to the Queen’s Bench, or, as it is henceforth to be called, the Queen’s.
The prisoners at present in the Fleet, about ninety in number, are also to be
removed thither. As closely pertaining to our subject, we may add that the Act

% The faces are all portraits, and the entire scene, no doubt, an exact representation of the reality.
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also abolishes all kinds of fees or gratuities, and the privilege of the Rules,
which was an unjust privilege, as being only allowed to those who could pay for
it. From the circumstance here stated it is most probable that the building
itself is doomed, and that before any very great length of time passes the Fleet
will be a thing of memory only. The present building was erected after the
burning of the older one in the Gordon riots of 1780, when the mob were polite
enough to send notice to the prisoners of the period of their coming, and, on
being informed it would be inconvenient on account of the lateness of the hour,
to postpone their visit to the following day. That former building also dated
its erection from the period of a fire; its predecessor having been destroyed in
the great conflagration of 1666. As we now enter the prison, and passing
through the porch, and its small ante-room on the left, where sits the keeper,
and reach the area, we are struck by the desolate aspect of everything: a
deeper melancholy than its own seems to have fallen upon the place. Few pri-
soners are to be seen, and these are huddled listlessly together in a corner, rumi-
nating perhaps on the classification which is to take place in the Queen’s—a
feature by no means palatable, we find, to those concerned. Skittles and
rackets are alike without worshippers. The coffee-room is altogether disused,
and sole guest at the tables sits the tipstaff, its owner, and we can see that
the promlsed compgnsation is but a poor medicine. for all his ills. The romance
of his life has departed no more for him will there be
¢ Golden exhalations of the Chum !”

Fortunate they to whom that word chum is unknown; who have never in
themselves, or through their relations and friends, had cause to investigate the
mysteries involved in the words chum, chums, chummed, and chummage. For
their information we explain them. The prison chiefly consists of one long brick
pile, parallel with Farringdon Street, and standing in an irregularly shaped
area, so as to leave open spaces before and behind, connected by passages round
each end. This pile is called the Master’s Side. The interior arrangements
are very simple :—On each of five stories, a long passage from one extremity to
the other, with countless doors opening into single rooms on each side. If a pri-
soner did not wish to go to the Common Side (a building apart, and to the
right of the Master’s Side, where he was put with several other prisoners into a
common room, divided within only by a kind of cabins, for which he paid no-
thing), he had the choice of going down into Bartholomew Fair, the lowest and
sunken story, where he paid 1s. 3d. per week for the undisturbed use of a room,
or up to some of the better apartments, where he paid the same rent, but was
subject to the operation of the system known as chummage. Supposing him to
have obtained an empty room at first, whenever all the rooms became occupied,
he had, in common with his fellow-prisoners, to submit in rotation to a new prisoner
being put into his room, or chummed upon him; and such new-comer could only
be got rid of by a payment of 4s. 6d. per week, to enable him partially to pro-
vide for himself. The latter would immediately go to some of the prisoners,
who made a business of letting lodgings (fitting up sometimes five or six beds
in the room), and make the best bargain he could. There are prisoners who are
said to have accumulated hundreds of pounds by such use of their room, in the
course of a few years. We nced not add, that their occupation, too, is now gone;
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and, for the first time, they are probably beginning to think it would be’as well
to try to get out of prison.

A volume as interesting as a romance might be written on the characters and
lives of some of the chicf prisoners for debt in the Fleet, at almost any period of
its history ; and now, in its decline, the place is not destitute of such interest.
In the group we have just passed, for instance, are a well-known northern anti-
poor-law agitator, who is here for a debt to his former master ; a lord; a bar-
rister, who seems to have been thoroughly convinced of the truth of the old
proverb—< Faint heart never won fair (nor rich) lady”—and has made himself
notorious accordingly ; the son of one who was at a certain period one of the
great leviathans of the Money-Market; and, lastly, a gentleman whose mis-
fortunes, in connection with the Opera House, have engaged so deservedly the
public sympathy. In conclusion, it is perhaps hardly necessary to add that none
of the horrors of the last century survived the disclosures then made, though it
has been reserved for the present to get rid of a few still remaining abuses by
the Act referred to. We have now, it is to be presumed, made our prisons for
debt tolerably perfect ; and, as in the story of the medicine prepared with so
much care, to be thrown out of the window when done, there remains but to
get rid of them altogether,—a task which the tenor of recent legislation promises
to effect very speedily.

{From Hogarth's Picture.)



[A Fleet Marriage Party. From a print of the time.]
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LXXIX.—FLEET MARRIAGES.

Ir, by any inversion of the Rip Van Winkle adventures, a quiet, respectable
London citizen of the present day could be suddenly abstracted from his home
and the year 1842, and, without losing any of his notions derived from that
period of the world’s history, be again set down, as it were, in the very heart of
his native city a century or so earlier, he would meet with stranger things than
in his philosophy he had ever before dreamt of as belonging to a time so little
removed from his own. The costume, the comparatively miserable and dingy
. looking shops, the streets, the houses, the public buildings, would no doubt all
more or less bewilder him; but it is not to such general matters we now refer,
but to one particular subject of universal interest, which would come before him
with a thousand perplexing and monstrous features. Suppose him set down at
St. Paul’s, and wandering down Ludgate Hill towards his home by Holborn
Bridge, wondering what makes the people wear such comical hats, long square
coats, and endless waistcoats; and what can have become of all the cabs and
omnibuses; and why the City Surveyor allows so many obstructions to exist in
the street, as narrow pavements, projecting shop-windows, and overhanging great
signs. But his whole attention is speedily engrossed by the novel words,
““ Would you like to be married, Sir?” He turns hastily, and sees that the
question was put by a man in a black coat, but of very uncanonical appearance,
who, like Chaucer’s Sumpnour, has  a fire-red cherubinnes face,” to a genteel
young couple passing—raising the deep blush in the face of the one, and some-
thing very like it in that of the other, who, however, with a smile, answers in the
VOL, IV. E
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negative, and they pass on: their time has not yet come. *What in the world
can this shabby-looking profligate mean?” thinks our worthy citizen ; and begins
to remember him of sundry street jokes, familiar in his era, among the populace,
and to wonder whether this is one of the same class. But the man in the black
coat pursues his vocation, and presently is seen to be not alone in it: others are
busy tormenting every pair they meet with the same- kind of question, varying
only the words and manner. He steps aside to try if he can penctrate the mys-
tery. A bookseller’s shop is by his elbow, and in the window he sees the news-
paper of the day, as unlike the double ¢ Times,” over the pages of which he has
been accustomed to luxuriate at his breakfast of a morning, as two things of the
same name and object well may be; and on its front page the first announcement
that he reads runs thus : —

 Marriages with a licence, certificate, and a crown stamp, at a guinea, at the
new chapel, next door to the china-shop, near Fleet Bridge, London, by aregular-
bred clergyman, and not by a Fleet parson, as is insinuated in the public papers ;
and, that the town may be freed [from] mistakes, no clergyman, being a prisoner
in the Rules of the Fleet, dare marry ; and, to obviate all doubts, this chapel is
not in the verge of the Fleet, but kept by a gentleman who was lately chaplain
on board one of his Majesty’s men-of-war, and likewise has gloriously distin-
guished himself in defence of his king and country, and is above committing
those little mean actions that some men impose on people, being determined to
have everything conducted with the utmost decency and regularity, such as shall
all be supported in law and equity.”*

This makes our worthy citizen’s confusion only more confounded; but through
the mist he begins to have glimpses of a world where the only occupation is that
of getting married, and where, consequently, every kind of device has been neces-
sarily put in practice for the public convenience. Turning, with an inquiring
cye, to look for the “ plyer” in the black coat, that worthy notices his glance,
and thinking he may have occupation for him in view, steps up to him with a
hand-bill, of which the following is a fac-simile :—

G. R.
At the true Chapel,
At the Old Red Hand and Mitre, three doors from Fleet Lane,
and next door to the White Swan,
Marriages are performed by authority by the Reverend Mr.
Symson, educated at the University of Cambridge, and late
Chaplain to the Earl of Rothes.

N.B. Without Imposition.

* And would you really marry me, if I had a partner ready, or get me mar-
ried, just now?” inquires the more and more surprised member of the respect-

* ¢ Daily Advertiser,” 1749,
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able ward of Farringdon Without. ¢« Of course we would, Sir,” is the answer;
“and if you are at a loss for a partner, we can find you one directly : a widow
with a handsome jointure, or a blooming virgin of nineteen; and” (here he comes
closer, and whispers) *if you don’t like her there 's no harm done—tear out the
entry—you understand.”

Before he can express his feelings, as a husband and a father, at such an offer,
or investigate whether it is really and sincerely made as one that can be fulfilled,
a coach happens to pass slowly along, and instantly the plyer starts forward.
It contains a single lady, but that is far from an objectionable circumstance.
“ Madam, you want a parson: Iam the clerk and registrar of the Fleet.” By
this time a second has got to the other window. ¢ Madam, come with me :
that fellow will carry you to a pedling alehouse.” ¢ Go with me,” bawls a
third, half out of breath: *he will carry you to a brandy-shop.” And thus the
lady is teased and insulted till the coach has passed so far as to show that the
tenant does not intend to be married—to-day at least. Beckoning to the dis-
appointed but indefatigable plyer, our friend, slipping a piece of money into his
hand, remarks, “ I am somewhat a stranger to these customs. Could you have
got that lady a husband too?” ¢ Plenty, Sir; but I see you arc a gentleman,
and I'’ll explain. Ladies will be sometimes expensive, and get into debt; and
that generally ends in some unpleasantness. Well, they come here: we have a
set of men who make a business of being hired as husbands for the ceremony
merely : we provide them with one of these, they are married, she gets her cer-
tificate, and they part. From that time she can plead coverture, as the lawyers
say, to any action for debt. We like to meet with such persons, for they pay
well. There's another coach; excuse me; perhaps that’s one.” And therewith
he runs off.

Our citizen has no thoughts to waste on the strange aspect of the place at the
" bottom of Ludgate Hill—the ditch running along towards the Thames, and the
bridge stretching across towards Fleet Street—for the symbols of the influences
to which the whole neighbourhood seems devoted increase at every step. As he
turns the corner, a board, placed within a window, stares him in the face,—

“ WeppINGs PeErrorMED CuHrap HEere.”
Another has,—
¢ Tueg OLp anp True RecisTer.”

And every few yards along the Ditch and up the adjoining Fleet Lane he meets
with similar notices. If anything could now add to our citizen’s astonishment, it
would be to see the kind of houses where these Hymeneal invitations are put
forth so prominently. The ¢ Rainbow Coffee-House,” at the corner of the Ditch ;
the < Hand and Pen,” by the prison ; the < Bull and Garter,’ a little alehouse, kept,
it appears, by a turnkey of the Fleet; the ¢ King’s Head,” kept by another turn-
key; the < Swan;’ the ‘Lamb; <Horse-Shoe and Magpie ;' the ‘ Bishop Blaize’
and the ‘ Two Sawyers,” in Fleet Lane; the ¢ Fighting Cocks,’ in the same place;
the < Naked Boy,” &ec. &e.,—most, if not all, of them low inns and brandy-shops.
Some of these are merely a kind of house of call for the parson and his cus-
tomers, but sharing in the fee of the former as the price of their favour in
sending for him; whilst the owners of others, of a more ambitious character,

E 2
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reply to the questions of the citizen in words something very like those used by
the distinguished lady of the great razor-strop maker—

« JVe keeps a parson, Sir :”

and they tell him ftruly; the salary being gencrally about twenty shillings a
week.

By this time our citizen’s curiosity has become so much stimulated by the
evidences of such novel, and, to him, unnatural practices, that he greatly desires
to sce a wedding performed; and his curiosity is soon gratified. Two coaches
have just stopped opposite the door of the prison itself, containing five females
in each, whilst on the top and behind are several sailors; others, who could find
no room, are running with shouts and laughter by the side. In the fulness of
their hearts their story is soon told to the bystanders. - It appears they were all
assembled that morning at a public-house at Ratcliff for the purpose of enjoying
themselves with the good things of the house, fiddling, piping, jigging, eating,
and drinking, and without any thought of matrimony, till one of the sailors
started up, saying, “D me, Jack, I'll be married just now; I will have my
partner,” &ec. The joke took, and in less than two hours the ten couple
before us had started for the Fleet. But they are going info the Fleet! heedless
of the vociferations and anxiety of the neighbouring plyers. The citizen
follows them. They stop at the door of a room where stands a coalheaver, who
says, “ This is the famous Lord Mayor’s Chapel; you will get married cheaper
here than in any other part of the Fleet.” The party enter. The room is, on
the whole, decently furnished with chairs, cushions, &ec., but no parson is visible.
Aware of the custom, and at the same time giving it their full approval, the
sailors call for wines and brandy, which the parson deals in as a profitable
appendix to his marriage-business; and search is set on foot for the reverend
gentleman. Great is the joviality, and the party for some time overlook the
unaccountable length of time the parson is absent. At last the discomfited
messenger returns, and in the extremity of his despair at the loss, tells the truth
without any circumlocution—his master is dead drunk! Consoling themselves
with the reflection there are plenty more parsons in the Fleet, the party hurry
out, but at the very door are met by a most respectable and venerable looking
personage, “ exceeding well dressed in a flowered morning-gown, a band, hat,
and wig,” who, in a tone of the greatest suavity, informs them he is ready to
perform the office, and, before they have had time to consider of the application,
opens another door, which, from thie apology he makes to its tenant in a whisper,
and a half-heard hint about skaring, is evidently not his, and proceeds to work.
If the worthy citizen has been surprised by all the preliminaries, the performance
of the act itself is notof a character to moderate his emotions. As it goes on
the drink is passed to and fro; winks, nods, whispers, and roars of laughter
form a running accompaniment to the ceremony ; practical jokes are played on
the reverend functionary, whilst one knowing fellow, a philosopher, who looks
“ before” as well as “after,” gives as his name some facetious epithet, which so
tickles the fancy of his brethren, that for some time the service, such as it is,
cannot proceed ; and at last the party growing tired, or perhaps other reflections
beginning to work even at this late period, declare they are “ married enough,”
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and are about to make a summary departure. The parson’s suavity now dis-
appears; with a volley of oaths, which the sailors return with interest, he
demands his fees; and, after much squabbling, is paid at the rate of from two or
three to five or six shillings per couple for himself and clerk, according to the
generosity or wealth of the parties; the parson finishing the whole affair by
entering the particulars of the case in a dirty memorandum-book, with the ad-
dition ““ went away in haste, but married.” Such is a brief sketch of the prac-
tices prevailing in the Fleet, as they were witnessed daily, in effect, by our
ancestors a century ago.*

Up to 1753, when the Bill passed which annihilated Fleet marriages, and
substantially settled the law as it now is, marriage in England was regulated by
the common law, which enjoined a religious and public form for the solemnization,
but tolerated more private modes; in one sense, indeed, it recognised any mode,
for the marriage once performed, no matter in what manner, was held sacred
and indissoluble, although the parties aiding and abetting might be punished by
the ecclesiastical authorities. One of the earliest clergymen who commenced
marrying on a large scale, without licence or the publication of banns, appears
to have been Adam Elliott, Rector of St. James, Duke’s Place, who acted upon
the claim for exemption from ecclesiastical jurisdiction put forth by the City with
regard to the two churches of St. James, Duke’s Place, and Trinity, Minories.
In the parish register of the former, we find 40,000 entries of marriages between
the years 1664 and 1691! On some days between thirty and forty couple have
been married. This mine of wealth, which the ingenious rector had discovered,
was not permitted to be worked freely ; he was suspended by the Commissioners
for Ecclesiastical Causes, but allowed, on his petition, to return to his vocation
after some delay. During his suspension, there appears every reason to suppose
the Flcet marriages began, for about that period commence the Fleet Registers.
These are the original books in which many of the Fleet parsons entered the
marriages they performed, and which, after passing through various hands,
among others of those who made a business of advertising them as open to
the, secarch of parties interested, and which were considered so valuable as to
be frequently a special subject of bequest, were purchased by the Govern-
ment in 1821. The immediate origin of the Fleet marriages appears to have
been as follows: A set of imprudent, extravagant, or vicious clergymen, con-
fined in the Fleet for debt, and therefore in no condition to be deterred by
the penalty of 1C0L. inflicted by the law on clergymen convicted of solemnizing
clandestine marriages, tempted also by the opening made through Elliott’s sus-
pension, conceived the brilliant idea of making a kind of marriage-shops, open
at all times, of their rooms in the prison, and most probably under still more
liberal arrangements than Elliott had permitted : there was but one difficulty—
the suspension from ecclesiastical functions, which was pretty sure to follow—but
they knew well the state of the law ; their marriages would be legal even after
suspension : so, casting aside cvery other consideration but the gain that would
accrue, they commenced marrying on the easiest terms, and, as they made a
point of proclaiming, without hindrance of business or the knowledge of friends.
Their marriages soon became highly popular among certain classes of the com-

* See Burn’s ¢ Fleet Registers:’ a work to the author of which we must express our great obligations.
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munity; and a fearful nuisance to others. By the beginning of the cighteenth
century we find the parsons here carrying on an immense trade. In 1705, on the
petition of a Mr. Ashton, complaining of divers ill practices in the Fleet, a com-
mittee examined into the subject of the famous marriages, and reported the
existence of many gross abuses in the Fleet, under the sanction of the Warden.
From this time some little check appears to have been placed on the latter,
but, on the whole, the evils went on steadily increasing up to the period of their
sudden abolition. And the nature and extent of these evils would not now be
believed, but for the decisive and manifold evidence furnished by those most
interesting documents the registers before referred to. Two or three hundred
of the registers are large books, but the remainder, a thousand or more in num-
ber, are mere pocket-books, which the parsons or their clerks were accustomed
to carry about with them to their places of business: in these they entered the
particulars of the marriages immediately after the ceremony, and subsequently
transcribed them, if paid to do so, into the larger registers; an arrangement
that by no means prevented them from taking handsome sums for not making
such additional entry when parties expressed a desire to have their marriage as
secret as possible. If anything unusual occurred at a wedding, a note seems to
have been commonly appended ; and these notes form the most valuable and com-
plete illustration we could desire of the system. We begin with a few extracts
of a somewhat irregular nature, which may be as well dismissed first :—

< 1740. Geo. Grant and Ann Gordon, bachelor and spinster: stole my
clothes-brush.”  Inthe account of another marriage we find recorded, ¢ Stole
a silver spoon.”

A wedding at which “the woman ran across Ludgate Hill in her shift,” in
pursuance of a vulgar error that a man was not liable to the debts of his wife,
if he married her in this dress.

1 Oct. 1747. John Ferren, gent., sen., of St. Andrew’s, Holborn, br., and
Deborah Nolan, ditto, spr. The supposed John Ferren was discovered after the
ceremony were over to be in person a woman.” This trick was frequently
played, sometimes we presume as a joke, sometimes perhaps to endeavour to
obtain the advantages before pointed out, of being supposed married in case of
‘debt, without the danger or extreme degradation of a connexion with the low,
fellows who “married in common.”

« Married at a barber’s shop next Wilson’s, viz.: one Kerrils, for half a
guinea, after which it was extorted out of my pocket, and for fear of my life deli-
vered.” : :

- ““ Thomas Monk Sawyer and Margaret Lawson pawned to Mr. Lilley a hand-
kerchief and silver buttons for 2s.;” to help to pay the fee, no doubt. Another
couple leave a ‘ ring.”

“Nov. 21,1742, Akerman, Richard, turner, of Christ Church, bat'., to Lydia
Collet, (brought by) Mrs. Crooks. N.B. They behaved very vilely, and attempted
to run away with Mrs. Crooks’ gold ring;” lent probably for the ceremony.

«1744. Aug. 20. John Newsam, labourer, of St. James, West’., and Ann
Laycock, do., wid’. and wid*. They run away with the Scertifycate, and left a
point of wine to pay for ; they are a vile sort of people, and I will remember them
of their vile usage for a achample for the same.”
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At a certain marriage ‘ had a noise for four hours about the money ;” another
was, it appears, a “ Mar®. upon Tick ;” whilst at a third < A coachman came and
was half married, and would give but 3s. 6d., and went off.”

We have before referred to the frauds continually practised with regard
to certificates; the following extracts will place this matter in the clearest
light :—Nov. 5, 1742. Jn°. Ellis and Jane Davis, she being decad, left a house
in the Market Place, Aylesbury, Two Flower Pots at the door. Wanted by y°
Soror and wax work* a sham C. of y° nuptials, Oct. 7, 1759.” And no doubt
what was wanted was given ; for whenever parties, from being unable to pay for
indulgences, or from the parson being in a fit of repentance, are refused, it is
beautiful to see the indignation which overflows in the comment on the circum-
stance. Here no result is stated, and therefore we may give a shrewd guess as
to its nature. Another kind of application, which is of continual occurrence, is
illustrated in the following : the cause of the application will be sufficiently clear ;
indeed, generally the matter is set down in terms too plain for our pages:—
““ November 5, 1742, was married Benjamin Richards, of the parish of St. Mar-
tin’s in the Fields, bt, and Judith Lance, do., spin., at the Bull and Garter, and
gave g & t for an ante-date to March the 11th in the same year, which Lilley
complied with and put ’em in his book accordingly, there being a vacancy in the
book suitable to the time.” 'These last few significant words show even more
strikingly than the numerous entries of similar cases, to what an extent the
ante-dating of certificates was carried in Fleet weddings. As a fitting appendix
to this part of the subject, it may be observed that even the Fleet parsons had
their gradations of assurance and rascality ; in the lowest deep there was still a
lower. On the trial of John Miller for bigamy, it was sworn by one of the wit-
nesses that anybody might have a certificate at a certain house for half-a-crown,
without any ceremony of marriage whatever, and have their names entered in
the book for as long time past as they pleased.

Another species of accommodation was that of secrecy, obtained in various ways,
but chiefly by allowing parties to be married merely by their Christian names,
or by names evidently fictitious:— Sep. y° 11th, 1745. Idw? and
Elizabeth — were married, and would not let me know their names; the
man said he was a weaver, and lived in Bandyleg Walk, in the Borough.”
Again : “ March y*© 4th, 1740. William and Sarah , he dressed in
a gold waistcoat like an officer, she a beautiful young lady, with 2 fine diamond
rings, and a black high crown hat, and very well dressed —at Boyce’s.” DBut
there was a right and a wrong way, according to Fleet morality, of obtaining
secrecy : the right being to acknowledge the desire for it, and pay accordingly ;
the wrong, to omit these important conditions. This consideration is evidently
the moving influence in the following case, although coloured over by some
virtuous indignation and pretence of injured innocence :— June 26, 1744. Na-
thaniel Gilbert, gent., of St. Andrew’s, Holborn, and Mary Lupton—at Oddy’s.
N.B. There was 5 or 6 in company ; one amongst seem’d to me by his dress and
behaviour to be an Irishman. He pretended to be some grand officer in the

* What ¢ Soror and wax work” may mean we confess we are quite unable to divine. Probably the first word
may be a contraction of survivor ; but the general sense of the passage is evident enough.
¥ Private marks for the sum,
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army. He y® said Irish gent. told me, before I saw the woman that was to be
married, yt it was a poor girl a going to be married to a common soldier; but
when I came to marry them I found myself imposed upon; and having a mistrust
of some Irish roguery, I took upon me to ask what y° gentleman’s name was, his
age, &c., and likewise the lady’s name and age. Answer was made me—What
was that to me? D-—n me! if I did not immediately marry them he would use
me ill. In short, apprehending it to be a conspiracy, I found myself obliged to
marry them in terrorem.” But the malicious rascal has his revenge : the notice
concludes with the words, < IV.B. Some material part was omitted.”

In other particulars respecting the performance of the ceremony, the Fleet
gentry seem to have made it equally their rule, when paid for it, to suit the
tastes and wishes of their customers. In one case the parties are married abroad,
but registered here ; in another, the lady being sick in bed, the marriage is per-
formed in her chamber; in a third, the parties are married twice, the first time
by ¢ proxy,” for which they paid “ten and sixpence per total ;” and in a fourth,
a curious case, a Mrs. Hussey, a Quakeress, who “ could not comply with the
ceremonies of our church,” was ““ personated by Beck Mitchell;” whilst at the
marriage of John Figg and Rebecca Woodward, in 1743, these men, to satisfy
perhaps some religious scruple of the lady, dared, with their hands steeped in
infamy, to administer the sacrament.

A class of marriages frequently performed here were the parish weddings, as
they are called in the Register. ¢ On Saturday last,” says the ¢ Daily Post’ of
July 4, 1741, = the Churchwardens for a certain parish in the City, in order to
remove a load from their own shoulders, gave 40s., and paid the expense of a
Fleet marriage, to a miserable blind youth, known by the name of Ambrose Tully,
who plays on the violin in Moorfields, in order to make a settlement on the wife
and future family in Shoreditch parish. To secure their point they sent a parish
officer to see the ceremony performed. One cannot but admire the ungenerous
proceedings of this City parish, as well as their unjustifiable abetting and encou-
raging an irregularity so much and so justly complained of as these Fleet matches.
Invited and uninvited were a great number of poor wretches, in order to spend
the bride’s future fortune.” But the Overseers only followed the example set
them by greater men, the Justices, who were accustomed, when certain cases came
before them, to send the parties to be married off hand at the Fleet: the unwilling
swain consenting rather than go to prison.

Perhaps the most painfully interesting cases are those of which the Registers
furnish the fewest examples ; not certainly for their unfrequency, but that they
were attended by more than ordinary danger of the cognizance of the law, and were
therefore, no doubt, generally omitted or stated in a way that could tell nothing to
the uninitiated reader. We allude to the cases of abduction of heiresses and other
young ladies of rank or respectability by sharpers, who found the Fleet a wonderful
auxiliary to their operations: a moment of hesitation, and the thing was done.
We have extracted in a former page the entry of the marriage of a gentleman ““in a
gold waistcoat like an officer” with “a beautiful young lady,” who were married
without declaring their surnames: added to that notice are a few words, which, in
all probability, indicate a world of misery : «N.B.—There was 4 or 5 young Irish
fellows scemed to me, after the marriage was over, to have deluded the young wo-
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man.” The reader will admire the parson’s cautious phraseology as regards himself.
In other cases there could not even be a pretence of acquiescence alleged on the
part of the lady: sheer brute force was resorted to. Such a case is that men-
tioned in a newspaper of 1719: « One Mrs. Ann Leigh, an heiress of 200.. per
annum, and 6000/ ready cash, having been decoyed away from her friends in
Buckinghamshire, and married at the Fleet Chapel against her consent, we hear
that the Lord-Chief-Justice Pratt hath issued out his warrant for apprehending
the authors of this contrivance, who have used the young lady so barbarously that
she now lies speechless.”* But the worthies of the Fleet did not always content
themselves with being merely the agents of the villainy of others ; occasionally
they got up some profitable affairs of their own. The merit of the following
scheme scems to have belonged solely to one of that indefatigable body the
plyers :—‘ On Tuesday, one Oates, a plyer for and clerk to the weddings at the
¢ Bull and Garter,” by the Fleet gate, was bound over to appear at the next ses-
sions for hiring one John Fennell, a poor boy (for half-a-guinea) that sells fruit
on Fleet Bridge, to personate one John Todd, and to marry a woman in his name,
which he accordingly did ; and, the better to accomplish this picce of villainy, the
said Oates provided a blind parson for that purpose.”+ Whether John Todd or
the lady was to be the victim of this ingenious arrangement does not appear very
clear ; but we may be sure the plyer knew what he was about when he laid out
half-a-guinea in the affair. A more dashing and brilliant exploit is described
in an interesting letter in the same newspaper of a later year, written by a lady,
who having observed that a relation of hers had already fallen a victim to some
of the villainous practices of the Fleet, proceeds to point out the adventure of a
lady of her acquaintance. She “had appointed to meet a gentlewoman at the old
Playhouse in Drury Lane; but extraordinary business prevented her coming.
Being alone when the play was done, she bade a boy call a coach for the City.
One dressed like a gentleman helps her into it and jumps in after her. < Madam,’
says he, ¢ this coach was called for me, but since the weather is so bad, and there
is no other, I beg leave to bear you company : I am going into the City, and will
set you down wherever you please.” The lady begged to be excused; but he
bade the coachman drive on. Being come to Ludgate Hill, he told her his sister,
who waited his coming but five doors up the court, would go with her in two
minutes. He went and returned with his pretended sister, who asked her to step
in one minute, and she would wait upon her in the coach. Deluded with the
assurance of having his sister’'s company, the poor lady foolishly followed her into
the house, when instantly the sister vanished, and a tawny fellow in a black
coat and black wig appeared. ¢ Madam, you are come in good time, the Doctor
was just a going.” ‘The Doctor I says she, horribly frightened, fearing it was a
madhouse, ‘what has the Doctor to do with me? To marry you to that gentle-
man : the Doctor has waited for you three hours, and will be payed by you or that
gentleman before you go.’ ¢ That gentleman.’ says she, recovering herself, ¢is
worthy a better fortune than mine,” and begged hard to be gone. But Doctor
Wryneck swore she should be married, or, if she would not, he would still have
his fee, and register the marriage for that night. The lady, finding she could not

* Original Weekly Journal, Sept. 26, 1719. 4 Grub-Street Journal, Sept. 1732.
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escape without money or a pledge, told them she liked the gentleman so well
she would certainly meet him to-morrow night, and gave them a ring as a pledge,
“which,” says she, ‘was my mother’s gift on her death-bed, enjoining that, if
ever I married, it should be my wedding-ring.’ . By which cunning contrivance
she was delivered from the black Doctor and his tawny crew.” The cunning, how-
ever, might have been spared ; the knaves had obtained, no doubt, the kind of suc-
cess they alone anticipated. Inferior spirits must have looked upon these exploits
with envy, and have half grown ashamed of their own little trick of putting back
the elocks after the regular hour when a passing sailor and his companion looked
more than usually hymeneally inclined, and other manceuvres of the like kind.
From the preceding statement the general character and habits of the elergy
of the Fleet will appear in tolerably vivid colours; an immense amount of
additional evidence might be adduced to the same effect, showing them before
the magistrates, convicted of swearing, of selling liquors, or for some of the
drunken practices already described ; here we find one marrying in his night-
gown, there another hiccupping out the words of the service, while a third ekes
out a scanty living by mendicancy : but sufficient has been given to show the
operation of the general system, and we, therefore, close our view of the worst
evils existing up to the middle of the last century, with a brief notice of some of
the individuals who stood out most conspicuously among the actors. Dr. Gaynam,
or Gainham, who is said to have been the gentleman emphatically denominated
the Bishop of Hell, married here from about 1709 to 1740. He seems to have
been proud of his learning, and not at all uneasy as to his vocation ; for when,
on a trial for bigamy, he was asked if he was not ashamed to come and own a
clandestine marriage in the face of a court of justice, he answered, with a polite
bow, “ Video meliora, deteriora sequor.” The cxtent of his business is vaguely
shown in a remark he made on another and similar trial, when it was observed
that it was strange he could not remember the prisoners, whom he professed to
have married. ¢ Can I remember persons?” was the reply—“I have married
2000 since that time.” Next in reputation to him, but after the Doctor’s death,
was Edward Ashwell, who died within the Rules of the Fleet in 1746, a ““noto-
rious rogue and impostor,”’ and an audacious villain, who was really not in orders,
but who preached when he could get a pulpit: such at least is the character
given him in a letter in the Lansdowne MSS. William Wyatt appears to have
practised here from 1713 to 1750. His is a curious case. Inone of his pocket-
book Registers, under the date 1736, we have the following memoranda of a
kind of conversational argument between Mr. Wyatt’s conscience and interests :—
“Give to every man his due, and learn the way of Truth,” says Conscience.
Reply : « This advice cannot be taken by those that are concerned in the Fleet
Marriages ; not so much as y° priest can do y° thing y* is just and right there,
unless he designs to starve. For, by lying, bullying, and swearing, to extort
money from the silly and unwary people, you advance your business and gets y°
pelf, which always wastes like snow in sun-shiny day.” ¢ The fear of the Lord
is the beginning of wisdom,” continues Conscience; ‘the marrying in the
Fleet is the beginning of eternal woe.” There is no denying the truth of the
remark ; on the contrary, Conscience’s antagonist, giving up the contest, de-
spondingly acknowledges—“ If a clerk or plyer tells a lie, you must vouch it
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to be as true as the Gospel; and, if disputed, you must affirm, with an oath,
to ye truth of a downright d—— falsehood.”  Then, after a scrap of Latin, the
whole ends with the pra.yer'—“ May God forgive me what is past, and give
me grace to forsake such a wicked place, where truth and virtue can’t take
place unless you are resolved to starve.” The commentary on this is the
fact that business went on so prosperously that, in 1748, we find poor conscience-
stricken Wyattreceiving his 571. 12s. 9d. for a single month's marriages, merely,
no doubt, to keep him from “*starving;” and that, in the same year, he set up an
opposition chapel in May Fair, in the very teeth of the great man of the place,
Keith. Among other parsons of the Fleet who may be summarily passed over
are, William Dare, who married from 150 to 200 couple per month, and kept a
curate to assist him; John Floud, who married not only at the Fleet, but also
at the King's Bench, and the Mint, in Southwark ; James Lando, whose advertise-
ment we transcribed verbatim in the commencement of our paper; Shadwell, a
blind parson ; and a host of others. But the greatest is yet behind ; this was the
far-famed Alexander Keith, the man who, in a published pamphlet against the
Act of 1753, could say with some truth, < If the present Act, in the form it now
stands, should (which I deem impossible) be of service to my country, I shall
then have the satisfaction of having been the occasion of' it, because the compilers
thereof have done it with a pure design of suppressing my chapel, which makes
me the most celebrated man in this kingdom, though,” he adds, with delightful
modesty, “not the greatest.” His principal place was in May Fair, where a
chapel had been built about 1730, and himself chosen to-officiate; and where he
added a new feature to the old system of Fleet Marriages, that of making clan-
destine marriages fashionable.* He was excommunicated in 1742, and com-
mitted to the Fleet in the following year, where, like other great men, he made
his very misfortunes, as he, of course, deemed them, redound to his wealth and
fame. He opened a little chapel in the Fleet, and commenced a thriving trade
there, in addition to his May Fair business, which he kept going on without
interruption through the agency of curates. Not the less, however, did he
esteem himself a martyr to the cause. His wife died whilst he was in the Fleet,
and he had her embalmed, and placed in a kind of funereal state, at an apothe-
cary’s in South Audley-street, in order, as he informed the publie, to keep her
till he could attend the funeral. Previously, also, one of his sons died here, and
the corpse was carried on a bier by two men from the prison to Covent-garden,
the procession stopping continually on the way, to enable the public to read the
inscription on the coffin, “which referred to the father’s persecution.” We may
add, that Keith himself died in the Fleet in 1758.

Of course, the state of things indicated in the foregoing pages did not escape
all notice of the Legislature, or of the ecclesiastical authorities. The latter oc-
casionally suspended a parson or two, and the former passed Acts equally in-
efficient in practice. Among these may be mentioned the Act of 1712, which
ordered offenders to be removed to the County Gaol ; and which, if energetically
carried out, must, one would suppose, have been effectual. But no substantial
remedy was made or thought of, apparently, till the growth of that feature of the
system already alluded to, its becoming fashionable, alarmed the heads of the

* See ¢ Strawberry Hill,’ vol. iii,, p. 110.
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aristocracy for the safety of their own sons and daughters. And in 1744 the
marriage of the Hon. Henry Fox with the daughter of the Duke of Richmond*
excited a great deal of comment, and a sweeping alteration of the law was talked
of. But the immediate cause of the famous Marriage Bill is said, by Horace
Walpole, to have been a case which came before Lord Bath, in a Scotch cause,
where a man, after a marriage of thirty years, was claimed by another woman,
on the ground of a (clandestine) pre-contract. But however that may be, the
bill, as it was sent down to Parliament, became a complete battle-ground for
party, and gave rise to some of the most curious and interesting of parliamentary
debates.

In a letter from Walpole to the Honourable Henry Seymour Conway, dated
Strawberry Hill, May 24, 1753, that most delightful of gossipers writes:—
¢ It is well you are married. How would my Lady Aylesbury{ have liked to be
asked in a parish church for three Sundays running? I really believe she would
have worn the weeds for ever, rather than have passed through so impudent a
ceremony. What do you think? But you will want to know the interpretation
of this new preamble. Why, there is a new bill, which, under the notion of
Clandestine Marriages, has made such a general rummage and reform in the
office of matrimony, that every Strephon and Chloe, every dowager and H i
will have as many impediments and formalities to undergo as a treaty of peace.
Lord Bath invented this bill, but had drawn it so ill that the Chancellor (Hard-
wicke) was forced to'draw a new one; and then grew so fond of his own creature,
that he has crammed it down the throats of both Houses, though they gave many
a gulp before they could swallow it.”” In his ‘ Memoirs of the Reign of George
IL.,” Walpole has given a complete history of the progress of this bill, including
his own views upon it. It may be interesting at the present day to see what
could make such a man so determined an opponent of a bill which in its chief
features, as regards the prevention of clandestine marriages, is not only still in
force, but so completely acquiesced in as to be unquestioned.

“It was amazing,” he says, “in a country where liberty gives choice, where
trade and money confer equality, and where facility of marriage had always
produced populousness—it was amazing to see a law promulgated that cramped
meclination, that discountenanced matrimony, and that seemed to annex as sacred
privileges to birth as could be devised in the proudest, poorest little Italian
principality ; and as if the artificer had been a Teutonic Margrave, not a little
lawyer who had raised himself by his industry from the very lees of the people,
and who had matched his own blood with the great house of Kent.] The abuse
of pre-contracts had occasioned the demand of a remedy; the physician imme-
diately prescribes medicines for every ailment to which the ceremony of marriage
was or could be supposed liable. Publication of banns was already an esta-
blished ordinance, but totally in disuse except amongst the inferior people, who
did not blush to obey the law. Persons of quality, who proclaimed every other

* The eminent statesman Charles James Fox was the offspring of this marriage.

t Conway had married the widow of the Earl of Aylesbury.

1 It seems Walpole could be as slanderous as anybody when he pleased. TLord Hardwicke’s father was an
attorney; yet it is certainly the Chancellor to whom he refers, whose son married the daughter of the Earl of
Breadalbane, the last representative of the % great house of Kent.”
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step of their conjugation by the most public parade, were ashamed to have the
intention of it notified, and were constantly married by special licence. Un-
suitable matches, in a country where the passions are not impetuous, and where
it is neither easy nor customary to tyrannize over the inclinations of children,
were by no means frequent : the most disproportioned alliances, those contracted
by age, by dowagers, were without the scope of this Bill. Yet the new Act set
out with a falsehood, declaiming against clandestine marriages as if they had
been a frequent evil. The greatest abuse were the temporary weddings clapped
up in the Fleet, [we began to think the historian had altogether forgotten
these,] and by one Keith, who had constructed a very bishopric for revenue in
May Fair, by performing that charitable function for a trifling sum, which the
poor successors of the Apostles are seldom humble enough to perform out of
duty. The new Bill enjoined indispensable publication of banns, yet took away
their validity, if parents, nay, if even guardians, signified their dissent where
the parties should be under age—a very novel power; but guardians are a limb
of Chancery! The Archbishop’s (of Canterbury) licence was indeed reserved
to him. A more arbitrary spirit was still behind : persons solemnizing marriages
without these previous steps were sentenced to transportation, and the marriage
was to be effectually null, so close did congenial law clip the wings of the
prostrate priesthood. And as if such rigour did not sufficiently describe its
fountain and its destination, it was expressly specified, that where a mother or
a guardian should be non compos, resort might be had to the Chancellor himself
for licence. Contracts and pre-contracts, other flowers of ecclesiastical preroga-
tive, were to be totally invalid, and their obligations abolished : and the gentle
institution was wound up with the penalty of death for all forgeries in breach of
this statute of modern Draco.” No consideration of the character and abilities
of the writer can prevent one now from smiling at the absurdity of all these
invectives against a Bill evidently admirably adapted for curing the evils we
have endeavoured to point out, or from feeling something akin to indignation
at the gross injustice shown to its author, the great Chancellor Hardwicke,
whose very merit, that of probing the mischief to the bottom, and providing a
suitable remedy, is here made his erime. But in the House of Commons some
of the most distinguished members did not hesitate to give utterance to even
wilder opinions upon the necessity or consequence of the measure. I must
look upon this Bill,” said Mr. Charles Townshend, ¢ as one of the most cruel
enterprises against the fair sex that ever entered into the heart of man; and if
I were concerned in promoting it, I should expect to have my eyes torn out by
the young women of the first country town I passed through: for against such
an enemy I could not surely hope for the protection of the gentlemen of our
army.” A Captain Saunders gave as his reason for voting against the Bill the
case of sailors; which he illustrated by remarking that he had once given forty
of his crew leave to go on shore, and the whole returned married! And not
sailors only, it was carefully pointed out, would be hindered in their endeavours
to obtain the comforts of wedlock, but the whole tribe of sailors, soldiers, wag-
goners, stage-coachmen, pedlars, &c. &e. Mr. Robert Nugent, who spoke with
great energy, humour, and some little indecency, observed, It is certain that
proclamation of banns and a public marriage is against the genius and -nature



62 ] LONDON.

]

of our people;” and that “ it shocks the modesty of a young girl to have it pro-
claimed through the parish that she is going to be married; and a young fellow
does not like to be exposed so long beforehand to the jeers of all his com-
panions.” Now there is so much force in this complaint, that the proposed
Bill, by admitting of marriage by licence, to be obtained only at a consider-
able expense, did expose the poor, and the poor only, to whatever unpleasantness
might be attached to banns : and we need not add that this inequality remains to
the present day. One of the objections that the promoters of the Bill seem to
have most dreaded was the prevalent belief in the sanctity of the marriage vow,
no matter under what circumstances, legal or otherwise, it had been taken, and
this plea was made some use of. Another objection was, that the Bill would
increase the facilities for seduction, by giving the seducer an ever-ready excuse
of the danger that might acerue to him from an immediate marriage ; and cer-
tainly there is something in the objection. : But the grand mischief that was
pointed out was the aristocratic tendency of the whole measure.” It was looked
on by the opposition generally as initiated. by and brought in for the especial
benefit of the titled classes, enabling them to close their order, almost herme-
tically, against the approaches of any less privileged persons as wooers of their
children—a kind of new game-law to prevent poaching on their preserves. “I
may prophesy,” says Mr. Nugent, ¢ that if the Bill passes into a law, no com-
moner will ever marry a rich heiress unless his father be a minister of state, nor
will a peer’s eldest son marry the daughter of a commoner unless she be a rich
heiress.” And what was all this about? Simply because the law obliged both
the rich heiress and the peer’s son to wait till they were of age, when they might,
as before, marry whomsoever they pleased! Upon the whole, the discussions on
the Marriage Bill seem to us one of the most striking cases on record of the
blinding and mischievous effects of party spirit.

Among the opponents in the House of Commons we must not forget to men-
tion the Right Hon. Henry Fox, a member of the Government, and the same
gentleman we have before mentioned as availing himself of the Fleet accommo-
dations. His conduct on the present occasion made him so popular, that the mob
took the horses from his carriage as he. passed to and from the House, and drew
it themselves. In the common sense of the term, it could hardly be said to have
been party spirit that made him so inveterate ; but his speeches furnish the explana-
tion. In the debates he attacked the Chancellor personally, under a thin veil,
with the greatest virulence. Some kind of intimation, it is probable, was given
him from a very high quarter, that his remarks had given offence; a circum-
stance that will explain his half apology on the third reading, and the other-
wise mysterious allusions in the Chancellor’s terrible retaliation. Walpole thus
describes the third reading :— June 4th. The Marriage Bill was read for the
last time. Mr. Charles Townshend again opposed it with as much argument as
before with wit. Mr. Fox, with still more wit, ridiculed it for an hour and a
half. Notwithstanding the Chancellor’s obstinacy in maintaining it, and the care
he had bestowed upon it, it was still so incorrect and so rigorous that its very
body-guards (the Solicitor and Attorney Generals) had been forced to make or
to submit to many amendments: these were inserted in Mr. Fox’s copy in red
ink : the Solicitor-Greneral, who sat near him as he was speaking, said, - How
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bloody it looks!” Fox took this with spirit, and said, ¢ Yes, but you cannot say I
did it : look what a rent the learned Casca made (this alluded to the Attorney);
“through this the well-beloved Brutus stabbed’— Mr. Pelham. However, he
finished with earnest declarations of not having designed to abuse the Chancel-
lor,” and affirming that it was scandalous to pass the bill ; but it was passed by
125 votes to 56. On the 6th the bill returned to the Lords, where, after some
ineffectual opposition, the Chancellor rose, and after referring to the proper
character of the opposition in that House, said, what < he had to complain of had
passed without those walls, and in another place. That as to the young man
(Charles Townshend), youth and parts require beauty and riches, flesh and blood
inspire such thoughts, and therefore he excused him ; but men of riper years
and graver, had opposed ; that the first (the Speaker) was a good, well-meaning
man, but had been abused by words; that another (Fox), dark, gloomy, insidi-
ous genius, who was an engine of personality and faction, had been making con-
nexions, and trying to form a party, but his designs had been seen through and
defeated. That in this country you must govern by force or law; it was easy to
know that person’s principles, which were, to govern by arbitrary force. That the
King speaks through the Seals, and is represented by the Chancellor and the
Judges in the courts, where the majesty of the King resides; that such attacks
on the Chancellor and the law were flying in the face of the King ; that this be-
haviour was not liked ; that it had been taken up with dignity, and that the
incendiary had been properly reproved ; that this was not the way to popularity
or favour, and that he could take upon him to say that person knows so by this
time; a beam of light had broken in upon him; [in allusion to Fox's late dis-
claimer;] but, concluded he, I despise his servility as much as his adulation and
retraction.” This philippic over, the bill passed.” * Fox was in Vauxhall Gardens
when the particulars of the attack, and the half-hinted threat that he would be
turned out of the ministry, reached him ; he regretted to those around him that,
on account of the close of the Session on the morrow, he could not answer it in a
fitting manmer.

Out of doors the merits or demerits of the bill had been no less hotly debated.
Itis tolerably evident the great majority were decidedly opposed to the measure ;
they had, we presume, become so accustomed to the conveniences of the Fleet, as
to have tacitly agreed to overlook its numerous evils. Hand-bills were distri-
buted about the streets both for and against it, and among the pamphleteers who
took up the cudgels was Keith himself, who published ¢Observations on the
Act for preventing Clandestine Marriages,” with a portrait of ¢ the Rev. Mr.
Keith, D.D.,” prefixed. The whole of his philosophy on the subject of Marriage
is in admirable harmony with his life, and may be thus summed up in his own
words—‘ Happy is the wooing that is not long a-doing, is an old proverb and a
very true one, but we shall have no occasion for it after the 25th day of March,
when we are commanded to read it backwards; and from that period (fatal in-
deed to Old England!) we must date the declension of the numbers of the inha-
bitants of England.” As we have seen, however, not even Keith’s eloquence
prevailed ; and he was obliged to content himself with the consolations of his wit,
and the independency which he was accumulating during the interval. I shall

* Walpole,
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only tell you a bon-mot of Keith'’s, the marriage-broker,” says Walpole in a letter
to Geeorge Montague, Esq., ““and conclude. D—— the Bishops! said he (I beg
Miss Montague's pardon), so they will hinder my marrying. Well, let "em, but
I’ll be revenged : I'll buy two or three acres of ground, and by G—— 1’11 under-
bury them all.” With regard to the other matter, his independency, we find in
the < Gentleman’s Magazine’ for 1753, the following paragraph :—« By letters from
divers parts we have advice that the reading of the Marriage Act in churches
has produced a wonderful effect in the minds of the fair sex. We have been
furnished with a catalogue of marriages, of an almost incredible length, and it
may not be improper to inform the public that Mr. Keith (against whom the bill
was levelled for illegal marriages) is at length so far reconciled to this new law
as to confess it a most happy event for supplying him with an independency in a
few months ; having, in one day, from eight in the morning till eight at night,
married 173 couple.” The last day of this pleasant state of things was the 24th
of March, when nearly 100 couple were married by Keith; and in one of the
Fleet registers we find, under the same date, no less than 217 marriages: a fit-
ting conclusion of the Fleet Weddings.

[Right Hon. Henry Fox.)



{Exterior View of the Abbey.]

LXXX.—WESTMINSTER ABBEY.

No. I.—-GENERAL HisTORY.

Prruaps the highest development of art is that which, in its effect on the mind,
approaches the nearest to the sublimities of nature. The emotions, for instance,
raised on seeing for the first time the sea, that broad expanse of waters which the
skies alone seem large enough to encompass, or in gazing once in a' lifetime on
the hills of the Alps, towering upwards till they are lost in the clouds, and
connecting, to the eye of imagination, earth with heaven, are evidently kindred
in their nature to the impressions produced on walking under similar novelty of
circumstance through the long-drawn aisles of a great cathedral: we have the
same sense of wonder, admiration, and awe; the same elevation of spirit above
the ordinary level; and the same consciousness how still inadequate are our
powers to measure the spiritual heights and depths of the mysterious grandeur
before us. And in whatever shape art delights to manifest itself, whether in the
poem, the picture, or the oratorio, its loftiest creations may be always tested by
the presence and intensity of this power; but to architecture alone is it given
to exercise it with almost universal sway. In poetry, painting, and not unfre-
quently in music, the perception of true sublimity is perhaps, to all but highly
instructed minds, the last mental operation of the reader, spectator, or listener ;
in architecture it is the first. It were absurd to place Prometheus or Lear—the
Cartoons or the paintings of the Sistine Chapel—before an uneducated rustic,
or, except in peculiar cases, to endeavour to make him appreciate suddenly the
music of the Messiah ; but take the same man, with no other idea of an abbey
than as a something vastly bigger than his own parish church, and place him in
the edifice before us, dark indeed must be his soul if, as he looks around, a divine
ray does not enter into it; if he feels not, in however imperfect and transitory a
manner, the influence of the sublime.

VOL. 1V, F
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The ecarly history of all these structures bears a strangely harmonious relation
to their aspect.  'What we now look upon almost as miracles of human genius
were in the days of their foundation really esteemed as works in or eonnected
with which a higher than human agency was visible; and it is for that very
reason perhaps that so little of their glory was attributed to the architects, and
that the names of the latter have been allowed— willingly” for aught that ap-
pears—“to die.” 'Their antiquity, again, is so great as to take us back into the
period when the boundaries of history and fable were but as yet very imperfectly
understood by our historians ; although the admitted facts of the former might
well have been sufficient to save them from any such additions. The cathedrals
of England are the great landmarks of the progress in this country of the
grandest scheme of regeneration ever revealed to man; almost every step of
which they illustrate. In Canterbury Cathedral you tread upon the foundations
of what is maintained by some to be the first Christian church ever erected in
this country, whilst the Cathedral itself dates from the time of Augustine, who
may be said to have really established Christianity among us; in Worcester you
behold the memorial of the extension of the new religion into another of the
great kingdoms of the Heptarchy, Mercia, and its reception by the Kings;
whilst in Westminster you are reminded of the activity of Dunstan and the period
when the different and contentious kingdoms had all been consolidated into one,
acknowledging generally the Christian faith.

From the tangled web of fact and fiction which our records of the foundation of
Westminster Abbey present, it is hopeless to attempt to learn the simple truth.
Sporley, a monk of the Abbey, who lived about 1450, describes it as erected at
the period when King Lucius is said to have embraced Christianity, about the
year 184. He adds that, in the persecution of the Christians in Britain during
the reign of the Roman Emperor Dioclesian (about the beginning of the fourth
century), the Church was converted into a Temple of Apollo. But John Flete,
the monk of the same Abbey of a much earlier date, from whom Sporley is under-
stood to have derived his materials, seems, in the following passage, to refer the
erection of the Temple of Apollo to a later era, to the fifth or, perhaps, the
sixth century, when the Saxons poured in their hordes upon the devoted islanders.
He says, «The British religion and justice decaying sensibly, there landed in all
parts of Britain a prodigious number of Pagan Saxons and Angles, who at length
overspreading the whole island, and becoming masters of it, they, according to
the custom of their country, erected to their idols fancs and altars in several
parts of the land, and, overthrowing the Christian churches, drove them from their
worship and spread their Pagan rites all around the country. Thus was restored
the old abomination wherever the Britons were expelled their place ; London
worships Diana, and the suburbs of Thorney offer incense to Apollo.” Wren,
during the rebuilding of St. Paul’s, took great pains to investigate the truth of
the story as respects that edifice, and ended in being very incredulous concerning
both. And as to St. Paul’s, his argument, no doubt, is sufficiently forcible,
having “changed all the foundations” of the old church, and found no traces of
any such temple, whilst satisfied that «the least fragment of cornice or capital
would demonstrate their handiwork.” But he had not the same opportunity of
examining the foundations of Westminster Abbey, and most devoutly it is to be
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hoped that no one ever will have, arising, as the opportunity must, from the
destruction of the existing edifice. Under these circumstances Wren is hardly
justified in taking it for granted that the story of Apollo and the Abbey was
merely made up by the monks in rivalry to the traditions of Diana and St. Paul’s.
The matter is buried in obscurity, and, for any proof that appears, to this hour
the foundations of the Pagan shrine may lic below those of the Christian. Flete
adds to the statement given, that the temple was overthrown and the purer wor-
ship restored by Sebert, with whose name the more undoubted history may be
said to commence. Yet even Sebert is so much a matter of question, that, whilst
some old writers call him a citizen of London, others say—apparently with truth,
from the care taken of his tomb through all the rebuildings—it was Sebert, King
of the East Saxons in the beginning of the seventh century, and nephew of
Ethelbert. Mellitus was then Bishop of London, and encouraged, if he did
not instigate, Sebert to the pious work ; which, indeed, has been attributed
wholly to him. The place—a * terrible” one, as an old writer calls it—was
overrun with thorns, and surrounded by a small branch of the Thames; hence
the name Thorney Island. Malcolm, having one day mounted to the top of
the northernmost of the two western towers, professes to have been able to trace
clearly the old boundaries of the island. Here the Church, or Minster, was
built, West of London, from which circumstance the Abbey and the district now
derive their appellation. It was to be dedicated to St. Peter, and the prepara-
tions were already made for that august ceremony, when, according to the relation
of several writers, whose fidelity we leave our readers to judge of, the Apostle
himself appeared on the opposite bank of the Thames, and requested a fisherman to
take him over. There he was desired to wait while St. Peter, accompanied with
an innumerable host from heaven singing choral hymns, performed the ceremony
of dedication to himself; the Church, meanwhile, being lighted up by a super-
natural radiance. On the return of St. Peter to the astonished fisherman he
quieted the latter’s alarm, and announced himself in his proper character;
bidding him, at the same time, go to Mellitus at daybreak to inform him of what
had passed, and to state that, in corroboration of his story, the Bishop would find
marks of the consecration on the walls of the edifice. To satisfy the fisherman
he ordered him to cast his nets into the river, and present one of the fish he
should take to Mellitus; he also told him that neither he nor his brethren should
want fish so long as they presented a tenth to the Church just dedicated; and
then suddenly disappeared. The fisherman threw his nets, and, as might have
been expected, found a miraculous draught, consisting of the finest salmon. When
Mellitus, in pursuance of the Apostle’s mandate, went to examine the Church,
he found marks of the extinguished tapers and of the chrism. Mellitus in con-
sequence contented himself with the celebration of Mass. We may smile now at
such a story ; but there is no doubt whatever that for ages it obtained general
credibility. Six centuries after a dispute took place between the convent and
the parson of Rotherhithe, the former claiming a tenth of all the salmon caught
in the latter’s parish, on the express ground that St. Peter had given it to them;
eventually a compromise was agreed to for a twentieth. Still later, or towards
the close of the fourteenth century, it appears fishermen were accustomed to
bring salmon to be offered on the high altar, the donor on such occasion having:
F 2
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the privilege of sitting at the convent table to dinner, and demanding ale and
bread from the cellarer.

From the time of Scbert to that of the Confessor tho history of the Abbey
continues still uncertain. There are in existence certain charters which, could
they be depended upon, would give us all the information we could rcasonably
desire. And, although the best authorities seem to think they are not to be so
depended upon, yet their arguments apply rather to the property concerned than
to any mere historical facts. For when these ingenious monks took the bold step
of forging such important documents, supposing them to have done so, they
would assuredly take care to be as precise as it was possible to the known inci-
dents connccted with the history of their house, and of course they were in pos-
session of the best information. The first of the charters is one granted by King
Edgar, 951, directing the reformation of the monastery by Dunstan, which had
been previously destroyed or greatly injured by the Danes, and confirming privi-
leges said to have been granted by King Offa, who, after the decay of the church
consequent on the death of Sebert, and the partial relapse of the people into
heathenism under the rule of his sons, had, says Sulcardus, restored and enlarged
the church, collected a parcel of monks, and, having a great reverence for St.
Peter, honoured it by depositing there the coronation robes and regalia. Another
charter by Edgar, one of the most splendid of supposed Saxon MSS., among a
variety of other particulars agreeing with the account we have given, ascribes
Sebert’s foundation to the year 604. This, and a charter by Dunstan, are pre-
served among the archives of the Abbey. Dunstan’s charter names Alfred
among the benefactors to Westminster. According to William of Malmsbury
and another writer, the church having at this period been restored, Dunstan
brought hither twelve (Benedictine) monks, and made one of his favourites,
Woulsinus, 2 man whom he is said to have shorn a monk with his own hands,
Abbot.

Still the Abbey-church and buildings were but small, and comparatively un-
worthy of the distinguished honour which St. Peter had so condescendingly con-
ferred; and the monks no doubt pondered over the means by which a more
magnificent structure might be obtained. An opportunity at last offered in the
reign of the Confessor. Whilst Edward was in exile during the Danish usurp-
ation, he vowed a pilgrimage to Rome, if God should please to restore him to
his crown. He was restored; and then, mindful of his vow, assembled his prin-
cipal nobility soon after his coronation, and declared his purpose. By them he
was persuaded, however, to send an embassy to Rome to procure absolution from
the vow. The embassy was successful; and the Pope merely enjoined that the
King should spend the sums intended for his journey in the foundation or repa-
ration of some religious house dedicafed to St. Peter. It was precisely at the
time these particulars got abroad that a monk of Westminster Abbey, named
Woulsine, a man of great simplicity of manners and sanctity, had a remarkable
dream. Whilst asleep one day, St. Peter appeared to him, to bid him acquaint
the King that he should restore his (Wulsine’s) church: and, with that notice-
able minuteness which characterises unfortunately only those stories of our early
times which we are most disposed to doubt, we have the very words of the
Apostle recorded :—** There is,” said he, “a place of mine in the west part of
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London, which I chose, and love, and which I formerly consecrated with my own
hands, honoured with my presence, and made illustrious by my miracles. The
name of the place is Thorney ; which, having, for the sins of the people, been
given to the power of the barbarians, from rich is become poor, from stately low,
and from honourable is made despicable. This let the King, by my command,
restore and make a dwelling of monks, stately build, and amply endow: it shall
be no less than the house of God and the gates of Heaven.” * 'The dream was
no doubt just the thing for the credulous monarch, who might have been other-
wise puzzled where to bestow his benefactions, and he immediately commenced
his task in an earnest and magnificent spirit. Instead of confining himself to the
expenditure enjoined, he ordered a tenth part of his property of every kind to be
set apart for the new abbey; he enlarged the number of monks; a new and no
doubt grander style of architecture was adopted— Matthew Paris says it was
built novo compositionis genere ; and, when the whole was finished, bestowed on
it a set of relics which were alone sufficient in the eleventh century to make the
fortune of any monastery, and which must have rendered Westminster the envy
of most of the other rcligious houses of Britain. They comprised, says Dart, in
his history of the Abbey, * part of the place and manger where Christ was born,
and also of the frankincense offered to him by the Eastern Magi; of the table of
our Lord; of the bread which he blessed ; of the scat where he was presented in
the Temple ; of the wilderness where he fasted ; of the gaol where he was 1m-
prisoned ; of his undivided garment; of the sponge, lance, and scourge with
which he was tortured ; of the sepulchre, and cloth that bound his head ;”+—and
so on, through not only Christ’s own history, but, in a lesser degree, through that
of his mother, his apostles, and the most famous abbots and saints. Of the Con-
fessor’s building we have fortunately an interesting and perfect remain in the
Pix Office and the adjoining parts against the east cloister and the south tran-
sept. As we may here perceive, the architecture is grand in its chief features,
but strikingly plain in details, with the exception of the capitals, which are
handsomely sculptured. The original edifice was built in the form of a cross,
with a high central tower. When the work was finished, Edward designed its
consecration under circumstances of unusual splendour. He summoned all his
chief nobility and clergy to be present: but, before the time appointed, he fell ill
on the evening of Christmas-day. By this time his heart was greatly set upon
putting the seal to his goodly work in the manner he had designed; so he
hastened his preparations; but on the day appointed, the Festival of the Inno-
cents, he was unable to leave his chamber, consequently Queen Editha presided
at the ceremony. He died almost immediately after, and was buried in the
church.

From the death of the Confessor to the reign of Henry III. the history of the
Abbey is chiefly confined to the lives and characters of its Abbots, of whom our
space will allow us to mention only the most noticeable, and those briefly. Ger-
vase de Blois, a natural son of King Stephen who had well-nigh ruined the
Monastery by his mal-administration, was Abbot from 1140 to 1160, and was
succeeded by Laurentius, who, to a great extent, repaired the mischiefs of De

* Trauslation from Ailred of Riveaulx, in Neale’s ¢ Westminster Abbey.’
+ Dart's ¢ Westmonasterium,’
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Blois’ abbacy, and who obtained the canonization of King Edward. He also
obtained, what seems to have been a great object of ambition with the Abbots
of his period, permission from the Pope to wear the mitre,* ring, and gloves,
which the bishops considered especially the insignia of their superior authority,
but died before he could enjoy the coveted honour. His successor, Walter, ob-
tained the additional privilege of using the dalmatica, tunic, and sandals, and was
about to exercise his privilege for the first time in a Synod, when the Pope’s
Nuncio, then in the Abbey, where he thought he had not been received with
sufficient respect, interdicted him. Walter’s abbacy is remarkable for a curious
and somewhat unseemly quarrel that took place in the Abbey, at the sitting of
a Synod in 1176. Holinshed writes—“ About Mid-Lent the King with his son
and the Legate came to London, where, at Westminster, a Convocation of the
Clergy was called ; but when the Legate was set, and the Archbishop of Canter-
bury on his right hand as Primate of the realm, the Archbishop of York, coming
in, and disdaining to sit on the left, where he might seem to give pre-eminence
unto the Archbishop of Canterbury (unmannerly enough, indeed), swasht him
down, meaning to thrust himself in betwixt the Legate and the Archbishop of
Canterbury. And when belike the said Archbishop of Canterbury was loth to

¥ Which subsequently entitled the abbots to sit in parliament.
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remove, he set himself * just in his lap ; but he scarcely touched the Archbishop’s
skirt, when the Bishops and other Chaplains, with their servants, stept to him,
pulled him away, and threw him to the ground; and, beginning to lay on him
with bats and fists, the Archbishop of Canterbury, yielding good for evil, sought
to save him from their hands. Thus was verified in him that sage sentence,
Nunquam periclam sine periculo vincitur. 'The Archbishop of York, with his rent
rochet, got up, and away he went to the King with a great complaint against
the Archbishop of Canterbury. But when, upon examination of the matter, the
truth was known, he was well laughed at for his labour, and that was all the
remedy he got. As he departed so bebuffeted forth of the Convocation-house
towards the King, they cried upon him, ¢ Go, traitor; thou diddest betray that
holy man, Thomas: go, get thee hence ; thy hands yet stink of blood !’ ” To what
particular act of the Archbishop of York against his old enemy, Becket, the
monks here allude, we know not ; but the malignity of his feelings toward him is
evident from various circumstances—among the rest, his notice of the murder.
When the news reached him, he ascended the pulpit and announced it to the
congregation as an act of Divine vengeance, saying Becket had perished in his
guilt and pride like Pharaoh.

We now reach the reign of the King to whom we are indebted for the greater
portion of the existing Cathedral, Henry III. From a boy he scems to have
been interested in the place; for whilst yet but thirteen years old we find him
called the Founder of the Lady Chapel (on the site of the present Henry VII.’s
Chapel), and the first stone of which he laid on Whitsun Eve, 1221, in the
abbacy of Humez. Twenty-five years afterwards Henry commenced more ex-
tensive works; he pulled down, according to Matthew Paris, the east end, the
tower, and the transept, in order that they might be rebuilt in a more magnificent

[One of the early Abbots of Westminster, from the Cloisteys.]

* We have taken the liberty here to alter plain-speaking Holinshed's phrase.
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style. The lightness, beauty, and variety, as well as the grandeur, of pointed
architecture, recently introduced, was now to be exchanged for the comparatively
cumbrous and simple impressiveness of the Anglo-Norman edifice. Crokesley, at
first an Archdeacon only, was made one of the Treasurers, and, probably from his
zeal in the prosecution of the King's object, Abbot, on the death of Berkidg, in
1246. During his abbacy great progress was made. The King, among other
benefactions, gave, in 1246, 2591/. due from the widow of one David of Oxford,
a Jew; and in 1254 the Barons of the Exchequer were directed to pay annu-
ally 3000 marks. Rich ornaments also were made by his own goldsmith
for the use of the Church. In the twenty-eighth year of his reign he directed
Fitz Odo to make a « dragon, in manner of a standard or ensign of red samit, to
be embroidered with gold, and his tongue to appear as continually moving, and
his eyes of sapphires, or other stones agrecable to him, to be placed in the Church
against the King’s coming thither.”” Two years later the Keeper of the Exche-
quer is ordered to “ buy as precious a mitre as could be found in the City of
London for the Abbot of Westminster’s use ; and also one great erown of silver
to set wax candles upon in the said Church.” In addition to his own direct
assistance, and the assistance of his nobles, impelled by his example, the King,
no doubt at the suggestion of the Monastery, adopted a curious mode of stimu-
lating the popular excitement on the subject, and we should suppose with the
most satisfactory results. In 1247, on St. Edward’s Day, he set out with his
nobles in splendid procession towards St. Paul’s, where he received the precious
relique which had been sent for him from Jerusalem by the Masters of the
Temple and the Hospitallers, and which he munificently designed to deposit in
the Abbey of Westminster : this was no less than a portion of the blood which
issued from Christ’s wounds at the Crucifixion. It was deposited in a crystal-
line lens, which Henry himself bore under a canopy, supported with four staves,
through the streets of London, from St. Paul’s to the Abbey. His arms were
supported by two nobles all the way. Holinshed says, that to “ describe the
whole course and order of the procession and feast kept that day would require a
special treatise ; but this is not to be forgotten, that the same day the Bishop of
Norwich preached before the King in commendation of that relic, pronouncing
six years and one hundred and sixteen days of pardon granted by the bishops
there to all that came to reverence it.”” We need hardly add that those who
did come were seldom empty-handed. To give still greater distinction to the
ceremony, Henry, the same day, knighted his half-brother, William de Valenee,
and ““divers other young bachelors.” This was one mode, and, if he had.faith
in the essentials of the act performed, it was as cheap and efficacious as it was
unobjectionable. But we cannot say so of his next act of beneficence to the
Abbey. In 1248 he granted, evidently with the same object, a fair of a very
extraordinary kind to the Abbot, to be held at Tut or Tot Hill, at St. Edward’s
tide, when all other fairs were ordered to be closed, and not only them but all
the shops of London, during the several days of its continuance. The object was
to draw the entire trade of London to the spot for the time; and although the
citizens and merchants were much inconvenienced, the fair succeeded so well as
to be repeated in 1252 ; * which thing, by reason of the foul weather chancing at
that time, was very grievous unto them (the citizens); albeit there was such
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repair of people thither, that London had not been fuller to the judgment of old
ancient men never at any time in their days to their remembrance.” By all
these different methods, a sum of nearly 30,000L.—an enormous sum, if reckoned
its present value—was raised, and applied to the rebuilding of the Abbey, in
about fifteen years: when it was still unfinished.

The quarrels between Abbot Crokesley and the King during the latter part of
the abbacy probably retarded the progress of the work. Crokesley appears to
have first lost Henry’s favour through a somewhat paltry act, the endeavouring
to set aside an agreement made by the late Abbot to enlarge the allowance of
the monks. In the course of the dispute Crokesley threatened to appeal to the
Pope, whilst Henry, on his part, declared the goods of the convent to be separate
from those of the Abbot, and actually caused proclamation to be made that no
person should lend the Abbot money, nor take his note or seal for security.
They gradually, however, became again friendly, and, in 1258, Crokesley sct
an example to the other religious houses of England, which, by the bye, they
declined following, of assisting Henry in his struggles with De Montfort and the
barons by entering into an obligation for 2500 marks. Crokesley died in 1258,
and was succeeded by Philip de Lewesham, a man of such gross and corpulent body
that he declined the abbacy rather than go to Rome, as usual, for confirmation, till
the monks promised to send a deputation to get him excused. The deputation
was sent, was successful, and returned to find the object of its labours dead. He
was succeeded by Ware, who brought from Rome the materials of the beautiful
mosaic pavement which lies before the altar in the choir of the Abbey. During
his abbacy Henry was constrained to seek a peculiar kind of assistance from the
edifice he had so enriched. Two years after the battle of Evesham, when the
Earl of Gloucester seemed inclined to play by himself the game which he had
helped to spoil in De Montfort’s hands, the King borrowed the shrines and other
jewels and relics of the Abbey, and pledged them to certain merchants. It was
a dangerous act. But the King, who had so often broken faith in political mat-
ters, even when the Church had strengthened the engagement by the performance
of the most solemn aud awful rites, kept faith with the Church itself, and honestly
redeemed and replaced the treasure.

It may be useful to sce with precision how far the Abbey had now advanced,
which we may easily do by an examination of the building. It will then appear
that Henry erected the chapel of the Confessor, which forms the rounded end of
the choir, and is properly the apsis of the building, the four chapels in the ambu-
latory which encompasses the latter, the choir to a spot near Newton’s monument,
the transepts, and probably the Chapter-house. In the reign of Edward I. a
portion of the nave was completed. Edward was too busy with his Welsh and
Scottish wars, we suppose, to accomplish more, though he exhibited his favour
to the Abbey in a marked manner by bringing hither the most precious spoils
of his warfare. In 1285, during the abbacy of Wenlock, he gave a large picce
of our Saviour’s cross which he had met with in Wales; and in 1296, or in 1297
as Stow has it, he offered at St. Edward’s shrine the chair, containing the
famous stone, sceptre, and crown of gold, of the Scottish sovereigns, which he had
brought from the Abbey of Scone. In this reign two events disturbed the even
tenor of the monastic life: a fire, which destroyed some of the domestic buildings,
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in 1298, and the robbery of the King’s treasure deposited in the cloisters in the
care of the convent in 1303, when the Abbot and forty-eight monks were sent to
the Tower, where some of them were kept for two years. In 1349 Simon Lang-
ham was elected Abbot—a man who must not be passed without brief mention.
Raised by merit alone from a mean station, he enjoyed the highest honours of the
State as well as of the Church; in connection with the one having held the offices
of Lord Treasurer and Lord Chancellor, and with the other those of Prior and
Abbot of Westminster, Bishop of London, and lastly Archbishop of Canterbury.
He it was who, when Wickliff was made head of Canterbury Hall in Oxford,
removed him, that the institution might be made a college of monks, and thus, it
is supposed, gave the energy of personal feeling to the great Church Reformer’s
inquiries into religious abuses. Langham was an excellent Abbot, for he paid
debts contracted by his predecessors to the amount of 2200 marks from his own
purse, and in other ways so confributed to the wants and revenues of the convent,
that the entire amount of his benefactions was estimated at 9,000, or 10,000/.
Part of this, we presume, was expended in carrying forward the building of the
Abbey, which, in the time of his successor Litlington, received large additions ;
as the famous Jerusalem Chamber, the Hall of the Abbey (where now dine the
boys of the Westminster School), and the Abbot’s house ; whilst the south and
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the west sides of the great cloister were finished. The riches of the interior were
also increased by this Abbot, who added many ornaments of plate and furniture.
Litlington’s abbacy, however, is chiefly memorable for an incident that occurred
in it of no ordinary interest connected with the privilege of sanctuary,* which is
supposed to have been granted by Edward the Confessor, in one of whose dis-
puted charters the grant is found. The story is one of those romances of history
which fortunately has not yet been disputed, partly perhaps from the careless
way in which later writers (Pennant for instance) have mentioned it, omitting the
most interesting features.

At the battle of Najara, durmg the campaign of the Black Punce in Spain,
two of Sir John Chandos’s squires, Frank de Haule and "John Schakell, had the
good fortune to take prisoner a Spanish nobleman of distinction, the * Count of
Denia,” who, according to the custom of the time, was awarded to them as their
rightful prize by Sir John Chandos and the Prince himself. They took the Count
to England, who, whilst there, being greatly desirous to return to Spain in order
to collect the ransom-money demanded was allowed to do so on his placing his
eldest son in their hands. Either the Count forgot his son or was unable to raise
the money, for years passed without news of him, and then he was dead. About
this period the Duke of Lancaster was promoting, by all the means in his power,
his claim to the throne of Castile, and, knowing these two squires held prisoner
the Count’s son, now the Count, induced the King, Richard II., and his council,
to demand him from them; expecting, no doubt, to make important use of him
in the advancement of his objects. = The squires refused to give him up unless
the ransom to which they were justly entitled was paid; and, as the prisoner
could not be found, Haule and Schakell were committed to the Tower. From
thence they escaped and took sanctuary at Westminster. Determined not to be
baffled, John of Gaunt ordered the Constable of the Tower, Sir Alan Boxhull,
and one Sir Ralph Ferrers, to pursue them with a band of armed men even into
the sacred enclosure. At first they endeavoured to get them into their power by
fair promises, and, with regard to Schakell, ““ used the matter so with him that
they drew him forth” and sent him once more to his prison. Haule, however,
refused to listen, and would not allow them to come within reach. They then
prepared for force, when the brave but devoted squire drew a short sword from
his side and kept his enemies at bay, with great address and spirit, even whilst
they drove him twice round the choir. At last they got round him, and one of
the assailants clove his head by a tremendous blow from behind, when the comple-
tion of the murder was easy. At the same time they slew one of the monks who
interfered. All this took place in the midst of the performance of high mass.
The prisoner, however, was still concealed in spite of all the efforts made to discover
the place of his confinement ; and partly, perhaps, from that circumstance, and
partly from the odium attached to the affair by the violation of sanctuary, the Court
eventually agreed to pay Schakell, for his prisoner’s ransom, 500 marks in ready
money and 100 annually for his life. We give the conclusion in the words of
Holinshed : “ This is to be noted as very strange and wonderful, that when he
* should bring forth his prisoner, and deliver him to the King, it was known to be
the very groom that had served him all the time of his trouble as an hired servant,

* For an engraving of the Sanctuary Church, a separate building near the Abbey, see vol. iii; p. 9 of this work.
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in prison and out of prison, and in danger of life when his other master was mur-
dered. Whereas, if he would have uttered himself, he might have been enter-
tained in such honourable state as for a prisoner of his degree had been requisite ;
so that the faithful love and assured constancy in this noble gentleman was highly
commended and praised, and no less marvelled at of all men.” The church was
closed for four months in consequence of this profanation, and the subject brought
by Litlington before Parliament, which granted a new confirmation of its privi-
lege. Boxhull and Ferrers had to pay each a fine.

We have dwelt somewhat upon the early history of the Abbey, not only because
it is the portion the most interesting, but more particularly on account of that
harmonious connexion before alluded to which exists between it and the structure.
Look at the cathedrals of England, and at the simplicity and comparative ineffi-
ciency of the mechanical aids at the disposal of their builders, and then, on the
other hand, at our best modern churches, erected under circumstances admitting
of every conceivable mechanical advantage; what is the meaning of the melan-
choly contrast presented? The answer will be found in our previous pages. It
is not that we are poorer, or that we want apprehension of architectural grandeur,
least of all that our faith is less pure than that of our forefathers; it is that we
have less faith in our faith: we are, it must be confessed, more worldly. The
miracles, and relics, and processions, and offerings, and privileges, that form so
considerable a portion of the early records of Westminster Abbey, arc no doubt
absurd enough to the eye of rcason; but it were still more foolish to think of
them as evidences of the credulity only of our ancestors. When the artisan
came and offered his day’s labour once or twice in every week without remune-
ration, and his wife parted gladly with her solitary trinket; when the farmer
gave his corn and the merchant his rich stuffs; when the noble felled his an-
cestral oaks, and the King decimated his possessions; when, in short, persons of
all classes aided, each in the best way he could, the establishment of the new
abbey or minster, and bishops might be seen in the position of the hewers of
wood and drawers of water—circumstances all of more or less frequent occurrence
in the history of such houses,—was it the mere vague sense of wonder and profit-
less admiration of miracles, relics, and processions, which moved the universal
heart ?—or was it not the fervour and entire devotion of men’s spirits unto God,
of which credulity was then but a natural, indeed -inevitable, accompaniment ?—
Religion in the middle ages was of * imagination all compact;” and, although such
a state of things could not, ought not to be permancnt, we are experiencing the
truth of /s remark who overthrew it. As Luther propped us on the one side,
we have fallen on the other: when shall we obtain the true balance and ele-
vation? 'We must now pursue more rapidly our narration.

Litlington was succeeded by Colchester, during whose abbacy, which ex-
tended through the reigns of Richard II., Henry IV., and Henry V., steady pro-
gress was kept up with the west end of the church, as also during the subsequent
abbacies of Harweden, Estney, in whose time the roof of the nave and the great
west window were completed, and Islip, in whose abbacy the works stopped, on
the completion of Henry VII.’s Chapel (the history of which will be noticed else-
where), although the main and west towers were still unbuilt. The latter Wren
supplied in a manner that, to say the least of it, does not add to his reputation ;
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[Abbot Colehester, from his Tomb in the Chapel of St. John the Baptist.]

the former is wanting to this hour: its square base, just appearing above the
body of the building at the intersection of the transepts, provoking an unsatisfac-
tory inquiry. Two highly-interesting incidents mark the history of the Abbey
during the rule of Estney and his predecessor, Milling. On the reverse of Ed-
ward IV. in 1470, his Queen, Elizabeth Woodville, took shelter in the Sanctuary,
where, “in great penury, forsaken of all her friends,” she gave birth to the un-
fortunate Edward V. Here, again, on her husband’s final success, she received
him in all the flush of victory, and presented the child for the first time to his
father’s arms; and here, lastly, when Edward was dead, took place those melan-
choly scenes in which the Protector Gloucester endeavoured, and successfully at
last, to induce her to give up her children to his care. On one of these occasions
More describes her as sitting “ alow on the rushes ™ in her grief, to receive the
embassy. The other incident to which we allude is the residence in some part of
the Abbey—Stow says in the Chapel of St. Ann’s, which was pulled down during
the erection of Henry VII.'s building—of the great printer, Caxton, who esta-
blished here the first English printing-press during the time of Abbot Estney.
In his ¢ Cronicles of England’ we read as the place of its production “th’ Abbey
of Westmynstre.” He subsequently moved into the Almonry, that nest of vice,
disease, and filth, still allowed to exist close to the chief place of national wor-
ship; and an interesting advertisement of his for the sale of some type *‘ gocd
cheap” is still preserved, dated from the ““reed pale” there. Bagford says he
also had a place in King Street adjoining.

At the Reformation Benson was Abbot, a man who will be remembered for
his remark to Sir T. More, if for nothing else. The great Chancellor was placed,
for a short time, in his custody, when Benson endcavoured to turn him from his
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purpose of preserving a pure conscience, by showing that he must be in error, since
the Council of the realm had so determined. This little revelation of the Abbot’s
mind may explain the favour shown to the Abbey at the period so dangerous to
all such institutions. The Abbey was changed into a Cathedral, with a Bishop,
Dean, and twelve Prebendaries, and a revenue of at least 586/. 13s. 4d.,* the old
revenues amounting to 39777, 6s.43d. according to one authority, or 34717. 0s. 24d.
according to another. Benson, the late Abbot, was made Dean, the Prior and
five other monks prebendaries, four more brethren became minor canons, four
King’s students in the universities, and the remainder were dismissed with pen-
sions. Thirlby received the bishoprie, which, however, he resigned in 1550,
when it was suppressed, and the Cathedral, the following year, was included
within the diocese of London.t We have not yet done with the settings-up and
pullings-down of the old religion at Westminster. On Mary’s accession the
Abbey was restored, with Feckenham at its head, who set to work with great
zeal in his new vocation. He repaired the shrine of the Confessor, provided a
paschal candle, weighing three hundred pounds, which was made with great
solemnity in the presence of the master and warden of the Wax-chandlers’ Com-
pany ; he asserted the right of sanctuary, and made the processions as magni-
ficent as ever. It was but for a brief period. Mary died, and Elizabeth restored
in effect the Cathedral foundation of her father, with the exception of the
bishoprie. William Bill was the new Dean. Among his successors have been
Lancelot Andrews; Williams, who took so active, and to the court unpalatable,
a part in the great Revolution, during which time the Abbey was several times
attacked by the mob, and considerable injury done; Atterbury, the literary
friend of Pope, and who was so deeply implicated in the conspiracies against
George 1., and in consequence deprived of his dignities and banished; Pearce,
Horsley, &e.

Having devoted the present number of our publication to what we may call
the General History of the Abbey, we propose to devote four others, immediately
following, to the Coronations and the Burials of our Monarchs, and to the Tombs
of our great men generally; in the course of which we shall have ample
opportunities of noticing the chief internal features of the edifice, as well as the
more remarkable events, not already mentioned, which have taken place within
its walls, and which are more fitly deferred to such occasions. In the mean time
let us take a short walk round the Abbey.

As we approach from Parliament Street, the exquisitely beautiful and most
elaborately panelled and pinnacled architecture of the rounded end of Henry
VIL’s Chapel meets the eye over the long line of St. Margaret’s Church ; into
the burial-ground of which we step, in order to pass along the northern side of
the Abbey. About the centre we pause to gaze on the blackened exterior of the
front of the north transept.} in which, however, many of the most delicate beau-
ties of the sculpture, as well as all the bolder outlines of the tracery and the
mouldings, are distinctly and happily marked by the light colour of the project-

* Widmore’s ¢ History of the Abbey :* Strype says 8041,

t In the arrangements that now ensued, some portion of the property of the Abbey (St. Peter’s) passed to St.
Paul’s: whence the popular remark—robbing Peter to pay Paul,
} See page 74.
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ing edges. Time was when this front had its “statues of the twelve Apostles
at full length, with a vast number of other saints and martyrs, intermixed with
intaglios, devices, and abundance of fretwork,” and when it was called for its
extreme beauty ¢ Solomon’s Porch ;” ‘and now, even injured asit is, the whole
forms a rich and beautiful fagade. The rose window, thirty-two feet in diameter,
was rebuilt in 1722. Beyond the transept the new appearance of a part of the
exterior of the nave shows how extensive have been the reparations of recent
years; and we may add the remainder shows how necessary it is to go on.  As
we pass round the corner towards the west front, one can hardly resist the fancy
that Wren, secing how badly the Abbey needed its deficient towers, had taken
a couple from some of his City churches, and placed them here. And who could
for a moment mistake the ornaments of the clock for a part of a genuine Gothic
structure? At the right-hand corner of the western front, half concealing the
beautiful decorations of its lower part, is the plain-looking exterior of the Jeru-
salem Chamber, forming, with the Hall, Dean’s house, &c., a square, partly resting
against the nave on the southern side of the Abbey, partly projecting beyond it.
Passing along the exterior of these buildings a gateway leads into the Dean’s
Yard, a large quadrangle, where the modern houses contrast strangely with the
ancient ones, lower portions with upper, large windows with green blinds and
small rude ones scarce big enough to put one's head through, painted wooden
doorways and arches so old and decayed one scarcely even ventures to guess
how old they may be. From the Dean’s Yard we can again approach the Abbey,
the doorway in the corner at the end of the pavement on our left opening into a
vaulted passage leading directly to the cloisters. Irom the grassy arca of the
latter you obtain a view, and we believe the only one, of the south transept, or
rather of its upper portion. Passing along the south cloister, where the wall on
your right is also the wall of the ancient refectory, to which the first doorway led,
at the end you have on the right a low vaulted passage, which is considered a
part of the Confessor’s building, and where, in a small square called the Little
Cloisters, stood the Chapel of St. Katherine, in which took place the scene between
the Archbishops of York and Canterbury so dramatically described by Holinshed,
and on the left the East Cloister, with the low and well-barred door leading into
the chamber of the Pix, and the exquisitely beautiful but much-injured entrance
to the Chapter-house. To this building, now used for the custody of records,
and visited only by express permission from the Public Record Office, Chancery
Lane, we might devote more pages than we have words to spare : so sumptuous
were its architecture and its decorations, and so interesting yet are the remains.
The pavement, with its coloured tiles in heraldic and other devices, and the wall
almost covered apparently with paintings, deserve even closer investigation than
they have yet received. It is also rich in its curiosities; here is, perhaps, the
most valuable ancient historical document possessed by any nation in the world,
the Domesday Book,-in such exquisite preservation, and its calligraphy so per-
fect, that it secarcely appears as many years old as it is centuries. The large gold
scal appended to the treaty between Henry VIII and Francis is not only in-
teresting for its associations, but for its intrinsic merit. The sculptor was no
less than Cellini. Passing through the Chapter-house, and turning round to
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look at the exterior of the building we have quitted, the most melancholy-looking
part of the Abbey is before us; and it is that which is necessarily the most scen,
standing as it does against the entrance to Poets’ Corner. The magnificent
windows bricked and plastered up, two or three smaller ones being formed in-
stead in the hideous walls which fill them, and the dilapidated, neglected aspect
of the whole, are truly humiliating. And what a contrast to the visitor who has
just passed Henry VIL’s Chapel! It is fortunate we can so soon forget it, and
all other jarring associations: a few steps—and we are in the Abbey, and—
out of the world. ;




[The Coronation Chair.)

LXXXI.—WESTMINSTER ABBEY.

No. II.—Tue CoroNaTIiON CHAIR.

IN accompanying a group of visitors to the Abbey, along the usual route of
inspection, one may easily see where lies the chief object of attraction. Not in
Poets’ Corner,—that they have had plenty of time to examine previously ;—not in
the antique-looking chapels, with their interesting tombs, of the Ambulatory ;—
not even in the “world’s wonder,” Henry VIL’s Chapel, for the very extent
and multiplicity of its attractions render any attempt to investigate them during
the brief period allowed ridiculous ;—no ; but as we are whirled along from object
to object, the victims apparently of some resistless destiny, in the shape of a
guide which allows us nowhere to rest, and the mind, at first active, eager, and
enthusiastic, endeavouring to understand and appreciate all, has at last ceased to
trouble itself about any, and left the enjoyment, such as it is, to the eye, we are
suddenly roused by the sight of one object, the Coronation Chair! We are at
VOL. 1V. : G
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once rebellious to our guide, or would be, but that he, with true statesmanlike
craft, knows where to yield as well as where to resist: here he even submits to
pause while questions are asked and answered, old memories revived, historical
facts and fictions canvassed to and fro—till, in short, we achieve in this single
instance the object we came for with respect to the entire Abbey. And the few
and the many are alike interested : whilst the last have visions of the most gorge-
ous pomp and dazzling splendour rise before them in connexion with the corona-
tion ceremony, the first are insensibly led to reflect on the varied character and
influences of the many different sovereigns who have, in this place, and seated in
that chair, had the mighty English sceptre intrusted to their hands. The very
contrasts between one occupant and the next, through the greater part of the his-
tory of our kings, taken in connexion with their effects on the national destinies,
would furnish matter for a goodly kind of biographical history, a book that should
be more interesting than ninety-nine out of every hundred works of fiction. Recall
but a few of thesc contrasts : the great warrior and greater statesman, Edward I.,
and the contemptible, favourite-ridden Edward II.; the conqueror of Cressy,
with French and English sovereigns prisoners at his court, and the conquered,
without a battle, of Bolingbroke, acknowledging allegiance to his born subject ;
the pitiful Henry VI. and the pitiless Richard III.; the crafty, but not cruel,
Henry VII., and the cruel but scarcely crafty Henry VIIIL. ; the gentle Edward
and the bigoted Mary; the masculine-minded Elizabeth, and the effeminate-
minded James; the gay irreligious Charles, and his gloomily pious brother: one
could really fancy, as we look over the list of sovereigns, that there has been
but one principle upon which they have been agreed, and that is, that each of
them would be as little as possible like his or her immediate predecessor. If the
history of the chair extended no further back than to the first of these monarchs,
Edward I., who placed it here, it would be difficult to find another object so
utterly uninteresting in itself, which should be so interesting from its associations ;
but in its history, or at least in that of the stone beneath its seat, Edward I
appears almost a modern. Without pinning our faith upon the traditions
which our forefathers found it not at all difficult to believe in—traditions which
make this stone the very one that Jacob laid his head upon the memorable night
of his dream—or without absolutely admitting with one story, that this is “the
fatal marble chair’’ which Gathelus, son to Cecrops, King of Athens, carried
from Egypt into Spain, and which then found its way to Ireland during a
Spanish invasion under Simon Brek, son of King Milo; or with another, told by
some of the Irish historians, that it was brought into Ireland by a colony of
Scythians, and had the property of issuing sounds resembling thunder when-
ever any of the royal Scythian race scated themselves upon it for inauguration,
and that he only was erowned king under whom the stone groaned and spake—
without admitting these difficult matters, we may acknowledge the possibility of
its having been brought from Ireland to Scotland by Fergus, the first king of
the latter country, and his coronation upon it some 330 years before Christ, and
the certainty that from a very early period it was used in the coronation of
the Scottish kings at Dunstaffnage and Scone. It was carried to Scone by
Kenneth II. when he united the territories of the Picts and the Scots in the ninth
century, where it remained till the thirteenth. After the weak attempt by or for
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Baliol to throw off the English yoke in 1296, Edward poured once more upon the
devoted territories an irresistible army of English soldiers, and so overawed the
Scottish nobles by the decision and rapidity of his movements, that his progress
became rather a triumph than a campaign; the entire country submitting
almost without a second blow after the sanguinary defeat by Karl Warenne.
It was at this period Edward committed the worst outrage perhaps it was in his
power to commit on the feelings and hopes of the people of the country in the
removal of the famous stone, which was strongly connected by superstitious ties
with the idea of national independence; it then bore, according to Fordun, the
Scottish chronicler, an inseription in Latin to the following effect :—
Exeept old saws do fail,
And wizards’ wits be blind,

The Scots in place must reign
Where they this stone shall find.

In consequence of this belief the Scotch became apparently quite as anxious
for the restoration of their stone as for that of their King ; indeed between the
two, Baliol and the stone, we question whether they would not have willingly
sacrificed the former to secure the latter. And when they were again ruled by a
Scottish monarch, they did not relax in their exertions to obtain for him the true
kingly seat. Special clauses were proposed in treaties, nay, a special conference
was on one occasion held between the two Kings, Edward III. and David I., and
ultimately mandates issued for its restoration. Some antiquarian misbelievers
will have it that the stonc was in consequence returned, and that the one before
us is an imposture: a piece of gratuitous misgiving which our readers need feel
no anxiety about, implying, as it does, imposture without object on the part of
the reigning monarch, against the dignity of his own successors; and also that
the Scots, when they got it back, were kind enough to destroy it, in order to keep
up the respectability of our counterfeit.  Failing to recover it, the people of the
sister country appear to have very wisely changed or modified their views, and
began to regard the prophecy as an earnest that their kings would reign over us :
the accession of James I., though not exactly the kind of event anticipated by the
national vanity, was still quite sufficient to establish for ever the prophetic repu-
tation of their favourite “stone of destiny.” We need not describe the general
features of the chair, as they are shown in the engraving; but we may observe
that the wood is very hard and solid, that the back and sides were formerly
painted in various colours, and gilt, and that the stone is a kind of rough-looking
sandstone, measuring twenty-six inches in length, sixteen inches and three
quarters in breadth, and ten and a-half in thickness.

Our earliest records on the subject of coronations refer to the tenth century,
when we find the Saxon Kings were generally crowned at Kingston-upon-Thames.
Edgar was either crowned at Kingston or Bath ; whilst the Confessor was crowned
at Winchester: from that time the Abbey at Westminster has been the established
place for the performance of the ceremony. From Edward’s third charter to the
Abbey, dated 1066, it appears that the King had expressly applied to Pope
Nicholas on the subject, whose answer is inserted in the form of a reseript, making
Westminster Abbey the future place of inauguration. Edward’s successors,
Harold and the conqueror of Harold, had strong motives to make them respect

G 2
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this arrangement, each claiming a right to the throne on the strength of a pro-
fessed declaration of TEdward’s in his favour, and which, in the Conqueror’s case,
was his only right. A curious picture of Harold’s coronation is given in the
Bayeux tapestry (here engraved), from which it appears that neither the story

{Harold's Coronation. }

of the King being erowned by Aldred, Archbishop of York, during the suspen-
sion of Stigand in consequence of a quarrel with the court of Rome, nor that of
Harold having with his own hands put on the “golden round ” in the absence of
Stigand, are true; for there is Stigand duly labelled to prevent mistakes.
Harold did not long enjoy his honours, and Stigand was again called upon to
officiate at the Norman’s coronation, but, according to William of Newbury, man-
fully refused to crown one who was ¢ covered with the blood of men, and the
invader of others’ rights.” Aldred was accordingly nominated. What a day
must that have been for our forefathers to behold, when foreign soldiers were
seen lining every part of the metropolis with a double row of horse and foot,
and a foreign prince rode through them, attended by bands of foreign nobles, to
the new church crected by the Confessor! Nor would their feclings be appeased
by the consideration that there were men of their own blood ready to take part
in the eeremony. On William’s entering the church, with his train of warrior
chieftains, 260 in number, a host of priests and monks, and a considerable
body of recreant English, Geoffrey, Bishop of Coutances, asked the Normans if
they were willing to have the Duke crowned as King of England, and Aldred
put a similar question to the English ; of course the questions were answered by
tumultuous acclamation. What follows shows the jcalous, almost feverish
anxiety of the Normans in the midst of the Saxon population. The Norman
horsemen outside hearing the noise fancied it was the ery of alarm of their friends
within, and in their agitation rushed to the neighbouring houses and set fire to
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them. Others ran into the church, where they created the alarm they fancied to
exist; for those within then noticed the glare of the burning houses, and
almost immediately the Abbey was emptied of its previously overflowing
inhabitants. William alone, with a few priests, remained ; and, although it is
said trembling vielently, acted with calmness and determination, refusing to
postpone the ceremony; and under such circumstances was the inauguration
proceeded with. Something akin to a dread of driving the Saxons to utter despe-
ration may have been aroused by this incident, and may have induced Wiiliam
to add to the usual vow of the Saxon Kings the solemn promise that he would
treat the English people as well as the best of their Kings had done. The coro-
nation over, William had leisure to examine into the nature of the broil which still
continued—the English trying to extinguish the fires, and some at least of the
Normans to plunder—and to give directions for putting an end to it.

The coronation of William Rufus presents no features of interest; but that of
his successor and brother, Henry I., is noticeable for the solemn condemnation
made during the ceremony of Rufus’s reign; the King, standing before the
altar, promising to annul all the unrighteous acts therein committed. The
coronations of Stephen, and of Henry II. and his Queen, may also be passed
over, when we arrive at the first coronation of which any particulars have been
recorded that can give us an idea of the pageant—the coronation of he of the
lion-heart. On the 3rd of September, 1189, the archbishops of Canterbury,
Rouen, Trier (in Germany), and Dublin, arrayed in silken copes, and preceded
by a body of the clergy bearing the Cross, holy water, censers, and tapers, met
Richard at the door of his privy chamber in the adjoining palace, and proceeded
with him to the Abbey. In the midst of a numerous body of bishops and other
ecclesiastics went four barons, each with a golden candlestick and taper; then in
succession—Geoffrey de Lucy, with the royal cap; John, the Marshal, with the
royal spurs of gold; and William, Earl of Striguil (and Pembroke), with the
golden rod and dove. Then came David, brother to the King of Scotland, here
present as Earl of Huntingdon, and Robert, Earl of Leicester, supporting, as we
should now say, John, the King's brother ; the three bearing upright swords in
richly-gilded scabbards. -Following them came six barons, bearing a chequered
table, upon which were the King’s robes and other regalia; and now was seen
approaching the central object of the rich picture, Richard himself, under a
gorgeous canopy stretched by four lances in the hands of as many nobles, having
immediately before him the Earl of Albemarle with the crown, and a prelate on
each side. The ground on which he walked was spread with cloth of the Tyrian
die. At the foot of the altar Baldwin, archbishop of Canterbury, administered
the oath, by which Richard undertook to bear peace, honour, and reverence to
God and holy Church, to exercise right, justice, and law, and to abrogate all
wicked laws or perverse customs. He then put off all his garments from the
middle upwards, with the exception of his shirt, which was open at the shoulder,
and was anointed on the head, breast, and arms, which unctions, it appears, sig-
nified glory, fortitude, and wisdom. He then covered his head with a fine linen
cloth, and set the cap thercon; he put on the surcoat and the dalmatica; he
took the sword of the kingdom from the Archbishop to subdue the enemies of
the Church ; lastly, he put on the golden sandals and the royal mantle splen-
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didly embroidered, and was led to the altar, where the Archbishop charged him
on God’s behalf not to presume to take this dignity upon him unless he were
resolved to keep inviolably the vows he had made ; to which the King replied
that, by God's grace, he would faithfully perform them all. The crown was then
handed to the Archbishop by Richard himself, in token that he held it only from
God, when the Archbishop placed it on the King’s head; he also gave the
sceptre into his right hand, and the rod-royal into his left. At the close of this
part of the ceremony Richard was led back to his throne, and high mass per-
formed, during which he offered a mark of pure gold at the altar. And then,
with another procession, the whole closed. Whilst such were the proccedings
within, those without formed a frightful commentary. The day before, Richard,
« being,” says Holinshed, “ of a zealous mind to Christ’s religion,” and there-
fore of necessity, according to the notions of the middle ages, abhorring that of
the Jews, « and doubting some sorcery by them to be practised, issued a procla-
mation forbidding Jews and women to be present at Westminster, either within
the church when he should reccive the crown, or within the hall whilst he was at
dinner,” afterwards. But some of the proscribed people, venturing to think they
had an ¢ Open, Sesame,” to the hearts of kings, came, and begged to be per-
mitted to lay rich .presents at Richard’s feet ; their prayer was heard, and all
would have gone well, but for an unhappy accident. Some remarkably-zealous
Christian raised an outcery against them as one of their number was trying to
enter the gates of Westminster Hall among the crowd, and struck the pre-
sumptuous Israelite. The courtiers and other attendants of the King soon
joined in the quarrel, and drove out the wealthy Jews who had so ingeniously
purchased admission. By that time a report began to spread that the King had
commanded their destruction, and the people drove them with « staves, bats, and
stones to their houses and lodgings.” Fresh bands of fanatics now poured forth,
who scoured the streets, murdering every Jew they found, and assaulting the
houses of those who fled to their homes for safety. And now London might have
appeared almost in a state of siege. The Jews, who had a world of painful
experience of the extremity to which bigotry will drive men, had many of them
strongly-built houses ; these they now made still more defensible by barricades,
against which the assaults of the rioters availed little. But the fanatics, growing
more and more cruel and ferocious, now set fire to the houses, and burned men,
women, and children indiseriminately ; whilst in other cases, where perhaps it
was not convenient or practicable to burn the houses, they broke into the Jews’
apartments, and hurled them from the windows, without the slightest respect for
age or sex, into the fires kindled in the area below. Oh! the contrasts of the
world !—all this while Richard and his nobles were banqueting in Westminster
Hall; the rich wine flowing within as the warm blood was shed without;
the voice of the minstrel accompanying the groans and shrieks and cries of the
murdered, the rapturous applause at the bardic song finding strange echo in
the distant shouts of exultation of the murderers over their victims. But the
disturbance growing formidable, it became necessary to inform the King, and
there was a momentary interruption; but Ranulf de Glanvil, the Justiciary,
would soon quell it : he leaves the hall, and once more rises the hum of social
converse and enjoyment. But for once the Justiciary has overtasked his powers;
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the fiends of bigotfy are more easily raised than put down again; the rioters
turned upon the King's officers, and drove them back to the hall. There, pro-
bably, the Justiciary told the King with a kind of significant shrug that therc was
no help for it; that, after all, it was only a few Jews; perhaps Glanvil himself
had creditors among them, whose prolonged absence would be a very convenient
thing—no doubt but the King was so situated : so the matter seems to have been
left to its own course : the banquet went on, and so through all that night and
part of the next day did the slaughter, the destruction, and the pillage. A day
or two after, the King hanged three of the rioters, but that, as the sentence
carefully pointed out, was for having burned the houses of Christians; and as
Richard now began to perceive that the property of the Jews was disappearing
with the owners, he thought fit to issue a proclamation declaring the Jews under
his own protection, and prohibiting any further injury. And thus ended the
judicial interference in this atrocious case. What a commentary, we repeat, on
the oath just taken!

There is one interesting feature of our early coronations—the elective cha-
racter given to the settlement of the Crown. There can be little doubt that
from the very earliest periods the choice of a king partook more or less of this
principle, although greatly modified by the custom of making that choice among
the family of the deceased sovereign. At the coronation, again, of kings
whose position was in strict accordance with hereditary right, the principle would
be rather left in abeyance than brought prominently forward, whilst the reverse
would be exhibited when the king had no such hereditary claim. Such was
John's case ; at whose coronation the elective principle was thus broadly asserted
by the Archbishop Hubert in a special address, recorded by Matthew Paris :—
““ Hear, all ye people:—it is well known that no one can have a right to the
crown of this kingdom, unless for his excellent virtues he be elected to it......
If, indeed, of the family of the deceased monarch there be one thus super-emi-
nently endowed, he should have our preference.” Accordingly, setting aside the
son and daughter of the elder brother of the deceased king, John, a younger
brother, was then declared elected. Whilst upon this subject, however, it must
be observed that the illustrations of the elective principle, though sufficient to
show its bare existence, are of a very suspicious nature. It is true that when
Henry I. died, Stephen, the nephew, succeeded instead of Matilda, the daughter ;
that on Stephen’s decease, his son was passed over for Matilda’s son; that John
succeeded Richard I. instead of Arthur; and Bolingbroke Richard II. instead
of the next lineal heir ; but in all these cases, whichhad the largest share—the
independent working of the elective principle, or the address, ambition, and
powers of the individuals who had these irregular successions most at heart?
It is highly probable that in some, though scarcely in all, of the cases men-
tioned, no attempt to disturb the regular course would have been made but for
the existence of some such elective principle; on the other hand, that principle
alone, or with all the virtues of the respective monarchs to boot, would have
done little for Stephen, or John, or Henry IV., if there had not been something
much more tangible behind.

Henry I1I. was twice crowned—at Gloucester in 1216, and in Westminster
Abbey in 1220; the first having been precipitated in order to ensure the crown
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to him in a time of great danger, the French, under Lewis, being still in the
land, and leagued with the more popular of the Inglish barons. Henry, then
but ten years old, was crowned with a plain cirelet of gold, the proper crown
having been lost by John, with the rest of the regalia, in the Wash between
Lincolnshire and Norfolk. At the close of Henry’s long reign his son Edward
was in the Holy Land, from whence he sent orders for the coronation on his
return, onc passage of which conveys an almost ludicrous idea of the number
and appetites of his coronation guests. There were to be provided 380 head of
cattle, 430 sheep, 450 pigs, 18 wild boars, 278 flitches of bacon, and nearly 20,000
capons and fowls. He was received on his return with great joy by the citizens
of London, who hung their streets with the richest cloths of silk, arras, and
tapestry, set the conduits running with white and red wines, whilst the aldermen
and burgesses threw handfuls of gold and silver out of their windows among the
crowds below—a fitting preliminary to the splendours of the coronation of himself
and his queen, Eleanor. It was in this reign that the chair was placed in the

[Coronation of Edward I.  From an Initial Letter in the Harleian MSS.}

Abbey, and became the coronation chair of the future kings of England, as it had
been previously of those of Scotland. But if Edward could have foreseen the de-
generacy of him who should be the first of those kings, we question whether he would
not almost have rather left the Scots their treasure than have so disgraced it in
the person of his son. The father’s death-bed warning had been directed against
his son’s evil companions and parasites; and more especially had he forbidden
him, under the awful penalty of his curse, to recall the chief of them, Piers Ga-
veston, to England. Yet, at the coronation of that son, next to the king himself,
the most conspicuous person in the Abbey, not only for the unusually splendid
garb in which he had arrayed himself, but for the position in which he was
placed, was the same Piers Gaveston. We may imagine the sentiments of the
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haughty English barons, who had before the coronation, according to Walsing-
ham, actually determined to stop the ceremony unless Gaveston was dismissed,
but yielded on the King’s promising to satisfy them in the next parliament. The
coronations of the two succeeding monarchs have each some incidents of interest
attached to them, though their general features present little noticeable matter.
Prior to Edward the Third’s coronation the youthful King was knighted by
Henry Earl of Lancaster, his cousin, and then himself knighted other young
aspirants. At this coronation commenced the practice of commemorating the
event by the proclamation of a general pardon, Richard the Second’s inaugura-
tion in 1377 was unusually magnificent, and, in consequence, slow and fatiguing
to the principal actor, a boy only; who, in consequence, at the conclusion of the
ceremony, had to be carried in a litter to his apartment. 'The physical weakness
was but a type—and to the superstitious a foreshowing—of the mental. Richard
sank alike beneath the demands of the ceremony and the arduous office to which
it inducted him, and had to give place to the bolder genius of Bolingbroke.
Froissart has given us an account of this coronation, which took plaee on the
13th of October, 1399, the anniversary of the day on which Richard had sent him
into exile. That picturesque historian of the most picturesque of periods says,
the prelates and clergy having fetched the King from the palace, “went to the
church in procession, and all the lords with him in their robes of scarlet furred
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[Portrait of Richard II. in the Jerusalem Chamber.]
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with minever, barred of (on) their shoulders, according to their degrees; and
over the King was borne a cloth of estate of blue, with four bells of gold, and it
was borne by four burgesses of the port at Dover, and other (of the Cinque
Ports.) And on every (each) side of him he had a sword borne, the one the
sword of the church, and the other the sword of justice. The sword of the church
his son the Prince did bear, and the sword of justice the Earl of Northumber-
land ;* and the XEarl of Westmoreland bore the sceptre. Thus they entered
into the church about nine of the clock, and in the midst of the church there was
a high scaffold all covered with red, and in the midst thereof there was a chair-
royal covered with cloth of gold. Then the King sat down in the chair, and so
sate in estate royal, saving he had not on the crown, but sate barcheaded. Then
at four corners of the scaffold the Archbishop of Canterbury showed unto the
people how God had sent unto them a man to be their king, and demanded if
they were content that he should be consecrated and crowned as their king; and
they all with one voice said Yea! and held up their hands, promising faith and
obedience. Then the King rose and went down to the high altar to be sacred
(consecrated), at which consecration there were two archbishops and ten bishops;
and before the altar there he was despoiled out of all vestures of estate, and
there he was anointed in six places—on the head, the breast, and on the two
shoulders behind, and on the hands. Then a bonnet was set on his head, and
while he was anointing the clergy sang the litany, and such service as they sing
at the hallowing of the font. Then the King was apparelled like a prelate of
the church, with a cope of red silk, and a pair of spurs with a point without a
rowel ; then the sword of justice was drawn out of the sheath and hallowed, and
then it was taken to the King, who did put it again into the sheath; then the
Archbishop of Canterbury did gird the sword about him; then St. Edward’s
crown was brought forth (which is close above) and blessed, and then the arch-
bishop did set it on the King’s head. After mass the King departed out of the
church in the same estate, and went to his palace ; and there was a fountain that
ran by diverse branches white wine and red.” From the Abbey the King passed
through the Hall into the palace, and then back into the Hall to the sumptuous
entertainment that there awaited him. < At the first table,” continues Froissart,
“ sate the King, at the second the five peers of the realm, at the third the valiant
men of London, at the fourth the new-made knights, at the fifth the knights
and squires of honour ; and by the King stood the Prince, holding the sword of
the church, and on the other side the constable with the sword of justice, and a
little above, the marshal with the sceptre. And at the King’s board sate two
archbishops and seventeen bishops; and in the midst of the dinner there came in
a knight who was called Dymoke, all armed, upon a good horse, richly apparelled,
and had a knight before him bearing his spear, and his sword by his side and his
dagger. The knight took the King a label, the which was read ; therein was
contained, that if there was either knight, squire, or any other gentleman that
would say that King Henry was not rightful king, he was there ready to fight
with him in that quarrel. That bill was cried by a herald in six places of the
Hall, and in the town. There were none that would challenge him. 'When the

* To whom Bolingbroke was so much indebted for his success,
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King had dined he took wine and spices in the Hall, and then went into his
chamber.” And where was the unfortunate Richard during all these proceed-
ings? Forgotten in his dungeon at the Tower, and drinking to the dregs the
cup of his humiliation, as he felt how completely he had proved a mere

@ mockery king of snow,
Standing before the syn of Bolingbroke.”

The foregoing descriptions of the coronations of Richard I. and of Henry 1V.
will suffice to present the reader with a sufficient idea of the general arrange-
ments of the ceremony in ancient times, of which those observed to the present
day arc but an imitation, divested of the picturesque features attached to the
old religion, and, we must now add, divested also of the accompanying banquet,
with its armed and mounted representative of the family who, for so many cen-
turies, have been accustomed on these occasions to challenge the world in arms
to gainsay the rights of their liege sovereigns.* We shall, therefore, in the
remainder of our paper confine our notice to such coronations as were attended
by some peculiar or interesting circumstances. In this class may be included the
coronation of Richard III. Our antiquaries occasionally discover some curious
matters in their gropings among our dusty records; who, for instance, but for
them, would have supposed Richard III. to have been a royal exquisite of the
first order? yet certainly the accounts preserved of his wardrobe do make him
look marvellously like one. Among the Harleian MSS. is a mandate from
Richard, then (1483) at York, to the keeper of his wardrobe in London, wherein
he specifies with a minute exactness of detail, which implies a strong relish for
the subject, the habits he desired to wear for the edification of the people of
Yorkshire. If, on such an occasion, he took such a matter into his own hands, we
may be pretty sure he had not left the choice of his coronation dress to others.
It comprised two complete sets of robes, one of crimson velvet furred with
minever, the other of purple velvet furred with ermine; shoes of erimson tissue
cloth of gold ; hose, shirt, coat, surcoat, mantle, and hood of crimson satin, &e.
‘We have already noticed, in our account of the Tower, that Richard had appa-
rently intended his nephew, the rightful sovereign, to be present at the coronation
of the usurper, but altered his determination after issuing the order for the
prince’s robes. But perhaps the most striking feature of the event is Richard’s
exhibition of humility—he actually walked bare-foot into the Abbey! Altogether
he hit the taste of the people in the matter so decidedly that his friends in
Yorkshire could not be content without a repetition, so he and the queen, Anne,
were crowned there too. Richard had well nigh given his subjects a third
coronation, on the death of Anme, by his marriage with the daughter of
Edward IV. and Queen Elizabeth Woodyville; but his own friends stopped
the match on the ground, among others, that it would confirm suspicions
of ill usage towards the deceased queen, and, therefore, injure his cause;

* The processions before the coronations have been already noticed (¢ Tower,” No, XXXIX.); the banquets given
after may be most suitably described in connexion with the hall in which they took place. We have therefore,
for the sake of completeness, given a short account of a single banquet (Henry IV.), aud then only incidentally
mentioned the subject in other parts of our paper. We may here add that the ceremony of the championship
fell into disuse after the exceedingly splendid coronation of George 1V., whilst the banquet and the procession or
oot were first omitted at the coronation of her present Majesty.
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Richard adopted their advice, and, it is barely possible, thereby lost his
crown. The match he declined Richmond was but too glad to accept, and the
knowledge that such an arrangement had been made to connect the rival houses
must have done much to crcate a public opinion here in Richmond’s favour.
His object attained, the instrument was cast aside with contempt, till the com-
plaints of his own subjects made him more prudent at least in his conduct; he
married the Princess Elizabeth, and then once more endeavoured to stop: giving
her nothing of the Queen but the name. Louder murmurs were soon heard.
Henry was too politic not to listen. The man who does not seem to have had
nobleness enough in his nature ever to do a good act spontaneously, having no
motive but the simple love of the thing, scems to have never left any duty un-
performed when—there were state reasons to impel him. So at last the peo-
ple were gratified with the coronation of the famous heiress of the house of York,
and a curious coronation, in one respect, it must have been. Bacon compares it
to “an old christening that had stood long for godfathers;” and he, who had so
long delayed it, still was not ashamed to be in the Abbey when the ceremony did
take place, peeping through the latticed screen of an enclosure erected between
the pulpit and the high altar, and covered with rich cloth of arras. It appears
to have been the custom from an early time to allow the crowd to cut and carry
off the cloth along which the sovercign had passed ; on the present occasion the
crowd was so great and eager that several persons were killed.

(Henry VII, Fron the Tomb in his Chapel at Westminster.]

Passing over the inauguration of Henry VIII. and his Queen Catherine, which
was as magnificent as taste and boundless expenditure could make it, and that of
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Anne Bullen, who was crowned with “as great pomp and solemnity as ever was
Queen,” and was the last of Henry’s queens who received the honour, we reach
the coronation of Edward VI., which was generally interesting, and in some
respects novel. The proceedings were shortened, partly, according to the pro-
gramme of the proceedings, ¢ for the tedious length of the same, which should
weary and be hurtsome peradventure to the King’s majesty (as in the similar case
of Richard II.), being yet of tender age, fully to endure and bide out ; and also
for that many points of the same were such as by the laws of the realm at this
present were not allowed.” The allusion in these last few words was, we
presume, to the alteration in religious matters consequent upon the Reforma-
tion. But the most important alteration was that of reversing the usual
order of first administering the coronation oath to the King, and then pre-
senting him to the people for acceptation. In other respects the ceremony
presented many minute but interesting points of difference from the usual
routine. The way from York Place to the Palace and thence into the choir of
the Abbey was covered with blue cloth; in the choir was erected a stage of un-
usual height, ascended by a flight on one side of twenty-two steps, which with
the floor at the top were covered with carpets and the sides hung with cloth of
gold. Besides the general rich decorations of the altar, a splendid valance was
now hung upon it enriched with precious gems, while the neighbouring tombs
were covered with curtains of golden arras. On the stage stood a lofty throne
ascended by seven steps. The procession commenced so early as nine in the
morning ; when the choir of the Abbey in their copes, with crosses borne before
and after them, the gentlemen and children of the chapel royal, with surplices
and copes all in scarlet, ten mitred bishops in garb of the same colour, and the
Archbishop of Canterbury, Cranmer, received the boy-king at the Palace, and
conducted him to the stage in the choir. Here he was placed in a chair of crim-
son velvet, which two noblemen carried, whilst he was properly presented to the
people. Then descending to the altar, he was censed and blessed. The anoint-
ment was not the least curious part of the cercmony. ¢ Then anon,” quotes
Malcolm from an authority which he does not mention, “after a goodly care,
cloth of red tinsel gold was holden over his head ; and my Lord of Canterbury,
kneeling on his knees, his Grace lay prostrate before the altar, and anointed his
back.” The Archbishop then took the crown into his hands, and commenced
¢Te Deum.” Whilst the choir sang, and trumpets sounded from above, the
Lord Protector Somerset and the Archbishop placed the crown on the youthful
head of the King; and subsequently two other crowns were also worn by him.
After the enthronization he was re-conducted to the throne, when “the lords in
order kneeled down and kissed his Grace’s right foot, and after held their hands
between his Grace’s hands and kissed his Grace's left cheek, and so did their
homage a pretty time. Then after this began a goodly mass by my Lord of
Canterbury, and goodly singing in the choir, with the organs going. At offering
time his Grace offered to the altar a pound of gold, a loaf of bread, and a chalice
of wine.” The parties to whom the coronation arrangements were intrusted in
the sixteenth century must have been sadly puzzled with the continual changes
in religious matters, and have had a difficult task to please soverecigns of so many
different faiths. As new rites were introduced for the Protestant Edward, so
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were the old ones restored for the Catholic Mary; then again Elizabeth adopted
neither course, but steered, as it were, between them; she allowed the usual
arrangements to prevail at her coronation so far as the performance of mass, but
forbade the clevation of the host, in consequence (inost probably) of thich, the
entire body of Catholic bishops, with the exception of Oglethorp, Bishop of
Carlisle, refused to officiate. Bacon tells an interesting story in connexion with
this event, which illustrates the peculiar posture of affairs at the moment, when
the Queen appeared to be pausing before she quite made up her mind to fulfil
the fears of the Catholics, and the hopes of the Protestants, by a decided de-
monstration in favour of the latter. He says, “ Queen Elizabeth, on the morrow
of her coronation, it being the custom to release prisoners at the inauguration
of a prince, went to the chapel, and in the great chamber, one of her courtiers
who was well known to her, either out of his own notions or by the instigation
of a wiser man, presented her with a petition, and before a great number of
courtiers besought her with a loud voiee that now, this good time, there might
be four or five more prineipal prisoners released; these were the four Evan-
gelists and the apostle St. Paul, who had been long shut up in an unknown
tongue, as it were in prison; so as they could not converse with the common
people. The Queen answered very gravely, that it was best first to inquire of
themselves whether they would be released or not.” An answer that, under
the circumstances, Prince Talleyrand himself might have envied, for its adroit-
ness and wit: it left the querist pleased, but unanswered. And whether she
would have answered it in the mode anticipated is uncertain if there had been
more policy in the Catholie party, or lessin the Protestant ; but when one professed
so much devotion to her interests even whilst she appeared to lean to a con-
siderable degree towards their opponents, and the other returned the favour by
declaring, through the mouth of the Pope himself, she was illegitimate, it was
not very difficult to decide how the affair would end. Elizabeth soon struck
into the path which had been first discovered to her father by the

“ Gospel light from Bullen’s eyes.”

Of James I.’s coronation the most interesting account to our mind is that
given in the amusing Dutch print of the period, here copied, which shows us the
successive stages of the ceremony in an ingenious if not very artistical manner.
The arrangements for this coronation and the preceding procession were intended
to be of the most surpassingly splendid nature, but the plague was then raging,
and in consequence the people were forbidden to come to Westminster to
see the pageant. After this coronation political feelings and events began to
mingle with the religious in affecting the successive ceremonies. Charles I. was
crowned on the 2nd of February, 1626. His queen, as a Catholic, was neither a
sharer in the coronation nor a spectator ; and instead of accepting the place they
offered to fit up for her in the Abbey, she preferred standing at a window of the
palace-gate to look on, whilst, as we have been carefully informed, her foreign
attendants were frisking and dancing about the room. Laud was the archbishop,
and Buckingham the Lord Constable, who, in ascending the steps of the throne,
offered to take the king’s right hand with his left, but Charles put it by, smiling,
and helped up the duke, saying, “I have as much need to help you as you to
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[Coronation of James I.]

assist me.”, When Laud presented the King to the people, he said in an aundible
voice, *“ My masters and friends, I am here come to present unto you your king,
King Charles, to whom the crown of his ancestors and predecessors is now de-
volved by lineal right ; and therefore I desire you, by your general acclamation,
to testify your consent and willingness thereunto.” Strange and unaccountable
as it scems, not a voice nor a cheer answered ; there was a silence as of the
grave. If a kind of sudden revelation, but darkly, and as it were afar off, of the
future events of the reign had been suddenly made, there could not have been a
more portentous hush. At last the Lord Arundel, Earl Marshal, told the spec-
tators they should cry “ God save King Charles!” and then they did so. The
end of which this incident appears almost as a kind of beginning, is shown in the
inauguration of Cromwell as Protector in the adjoining hall; which was per-
formed with a simple dignity of ceremony more in accordance with Cromwell’s
tastes than the usual details of a coronation. Subsequent ceremonies present
little worthy of remark, except in the instance of James II. and George III.
James, sceing that his brother had restored the old monarchy, thought he would
try his hand at a restoration of the old religion, and in the attempt lost both.
His coronation presents a curious illustration of the difficulties in which he ‘was
placed in consequence of his views at the very commencement of his reign. How
was he to take the coronation oath, binding him to the preservation of the An-
glican church? The Pope was consulted, and a lucky quibble discovered, and
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the coronation of James and his queen went on.  As the crown was placed on
the King’s head a circumstance occurred, which we look in vain to find recorded
in the splendid and elaborate work published under authority by Sandford to
commemorate the cecremony—the crown tottered, and had nearly fallen, and the
King was noticed to be altogether ill at ease. The last incident of a coronation
ceremony that we shall relate refers to the inauguration of George III. and his
queen in 1761, which was at once magnificent and impressive. There was then
present, unnoticed, a young man who must have gazed on the whole proceedings
with feelings and memories of a strange kind. He was one to whom the silence
which greeted Charles the First’s presentation to the people, and the ominous
tottering of James's crown, were more than mere matters of history. He was
one who could say with some show of reason—and there were, doubtless, many
present whose hearts would have responded to his words—< My place should
have been by that chair; my father should have been in it"—it was the Young
Pretender, Charles Stuart.

[Coronation of George I111.—~The Enthronization and doing [Tomage.]
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No. III. Tue RecAL MAUSOLEUMS.

It would be hardly possible to present a more impressive lesson on the muta-
bility of earthly glory than is afforded by the contrast between the two grand
ceremonials which connect the history of our sovereigns for so many centuries
with that of Westminster Abbey. The few steps upwards unto the throne, and
the few downwards into the grave; the airy sweep of the beautiful pointed
arches, tier above tier, and the low and narrow vault; the spirit-stirring splen-
dours of one pageant, and the sombre and dread magnificence of the other ; the
new-born hopes which, binding king and people for the hour in a common
sympathy, make the past appear as nothing, the future all,—and, alas! the
melancholy comment provoked when all is over as to the neccessity for the
repetition of the process; these are but the regular and almost unchanging
phenomena of the momentous ebbing and flowing of regal life which meet us in
the memories of the Abbey. It were a curious question to inquire whether those
VOL. 1V, o
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who have been the chief actors in such different ceremonials have ever, during
the one, thought of the other; whether, among all the monarchs who have
passed along in their gorgeous robes, and beneath the silken canopies which the
proudest nobles have been most proud to bear, there has been one to whom the
secret monitor has whispered, in the words of a writer * better known as the
historian than as the poet of the Cathedral—
« While thus in state on buried kings you tread,

And swelling robes sweep spreading o'er the dead ;

While like a god you cast your eyes around,

Think then, Oh! think, you walk on treacherous ground ;

Though firm the checquer’d pavement seems to be,
*T will surely open and give way to thee,”

Arousing oursclves, though reluctantly, from the train of reflection inspired
by the place, and the significant juxta-position of the coronation-chair  and the
tombs of the chief of those kings who have occupied it, let us look around. We
are in the innermost sanctuary of the temple, in a spot made holy by a thousand
associations, but, above all, by the devout aspirations of the countless multitudes
who have come from all parts, not only of our own but of distant lands, to bend
before the shrine by our side, in which still repose the ashes of the canonized
Confessor. Edward was at first buried before the high altar, and then removed
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by Becket to a richer shrine in its neighbourhood, probably in consequence of
his canonization by Pope Alexander ITI. about 1163 ; but after the rebuilding
of the church by Henry III, that king had a shrine made to reccive the trea-
sured remains, of so sumptuous a character, that the details almost stagger
belief. Among its ornaments were numerous golden statues, such as an image
of St. Edmund, King; wearing a crown set with two large sapphires, a ruby,
and other precious stones; an image of a king with a ruby on his breast,
and two other small stones; an image of the king, holding in the right hand
a flower, with sapphires and emeralds in the middle of the crown, and a great
garnet in the breast, and otherwise set with pearls and small stones; two
other golden images of kings set with garnets, emeralds, rubies, and sapphires ;

* Dart.
T The second chair (the one to the right) is supposed to have been first used at the coronation of William and
Mary,
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five golden angels; an image of the Virgin and Child, set with rubies, emeralds,
sapphires, and garnets; a golden image of a king holding a shrine in his hand,
set with precious stones; also, an image of a king holding in one hand a cameo
with two heads, in the other a sceptre, set with rubics, onyx, and pearls;;
and an image of St. Peter, holding in one hand a church, in the other the
keys, and trampling upon Nero, with a large sapphire in his breast. The Patent
Rolls mention also a “most fair sapphire,” weighing fifty-two pennyweights; one
great camco in a golden case, with a golden chain, valued alone at two hundred
pounds of the money of the thirteenth century. There were, in all, fifty-five
large cameos. Such parts of the shrine as were not covered with these precious
ornaments were inlaid with the richest mosaic, This was the shrine which
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Henry II1. prepared for the Confessor’s ashes ; and the ceremony of the removal
was one of accordant splendour. The coffin was borne by himself, his brother
the King of the Romans, and other persons of the highest rank. Nor, for the
credulous, were miracles wanting to maintain the Confessor’s ancient reputation ;
an Irishman and an Englishman, according to Matthew Paris, being dispossessed
of devils on the occasion. The shrine, we need hardly add, no longer exhibits
the blaze of wealth which gladdened the eyes of our forefathers, as satisfying
them their revered king was worthily lodged; time, and more mischievous
agencies than time, have left it but a wreck of what it was, although a sump-
tuous-looking piece of antiquity still. The upper portion is a mere wainscot
addition, it is supposed, of the sixteenth century: why added, it is impossible to
say. In connexion with this and preceding shrines of the Confessor are many
interesting memories. When William the Conqueror was busy displacing the
principal English ecclesiasties, in order to make room for his Norman followers,
among the rest Wulstan Bishop of Worcester, an illiterate but pure and noble-
minded man, was required by a synod sitting in the Abbey to deliver up his
episcopal staff. Wulstan, in a few words addressed to the Archbishop Lanfrane,
acknowledged his inability and unworthiness for the high duties of his vocation,
and expressed his willingness to resign the pastoral staff; < Not, however, to you,”
he continued, “ but to him by whose authority I received them.” He then
solemnly advanced. to the shrine of the Confessor, and thus spake: ¢ Master,
thou knowest how reluctantly I assumed this charge, at thy instigation. It was
thy command that, more than the wish of the people, the voice of the prelates,
and the desire of the nobles, compelled me. Now we have a new king, a new
primate, and new enactments. Thee they accuse of error in having so com-
manded, and me of presumption because I obeyed. Formerly, indeed, thou
mightest err, because thou wert mortal; but now thou art with God, and canst
err no longer. Not to them, therefore, who recall what they did not give, and
who may deceive and be deceived, but to thee who gave them, and art now
raised above all error, I resign my staff, and surrender my flock.” At the
breaking up of that synod Wulstan was still Bishop of Worcester, and the over-
joyed people were informed, to their very great edification, that, when Wulstan
had placed his crozier on the tomb, it became so fixed as to be irremoveable.
Here, too, at a much later period, Henry IV. ¢ became so sick,” says Fabian,
¢ while he was making his prayers to take there his leave (of life), and so to
speed him upon his journey, that such as were about him feared that he would
have died right there.” The attendants took him into the Jerusalem chamber,
and ¢ there upon a pallet laid him before the fire,” when, inquiring the name
of the place, and being told, he said, in the words of Shakspere—

“ It hath been prophesied to me many years

I should not die but in Jerusalem,

Which vainly I suppos’d the Holy Land :” &c.—
and here he died. Turning from the shrine in the centre of the Chapel to the
sereen which divides it from the Choir, we find this also has been dedicated to
the memory of the Confessor. The very extraordinary and interesting frieze
which decorates it contains no less than fourteen small but boldly sculptured
groups or tableaux, representatives of the more remarkable events which sig-
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nalized his reign. We can only mention a piece of sculpture near the centre,
deeply hollowed out, representing a chamber with Edward in bed, and looking
on a thief who is kneeling before a chest containing his treasure, and whom, ac-
cording to the story, he admonishes;* and two or three others, descriptive of one
of the interesting tales in which the people of the middle ages so much delighted.
Dart thus relates it, on the authority of an old manuseript :—* Upon a certain
time, a beggar asking alms of this Prince, for sake’of St. John the Evangelist,
he gave him, out of his abundant charity, a ring. Some time after, two pilgrims,
Englishmen, being at Jerusalem, met a third, who saluted them; and, inquiring
what countrymen, they told him. Whereupon he delivered them a ring, and
bade them recommend him to their King (Edward), and tell him he was St. John
the Evangelist, to whom he had aforetime at Westminster given a ring ; and
bade them further tell him, from him, that he should in nine days’ time die. The
two pilgrims, surprised at such a message, ‘told him that to deliver it in time
was impossible. He in answer bade them take no care of that, and took his
leave. After they had walked some way, being weary, they fell asleep; and,
upon waking, observed a strange alteration of the place. Upon which, seeing
some shepherds in a field, they inquired of them where they were, who made
answer they were in Kent. Whereat being rejoiced, they made the best of their
way to King Edward, to a seat of his in Waltham Forest, then called the Bower,
and since Havering in the Bower, and delivered this message to the King, who
accordingly died as was told him.” How implicitly this story was believed we
may see from the pains taken to commemorate it in so many places in and about
the Abbey; among the rest, over the old gate going into Dean’s Yard,—in the
stained glass of one of the eastern windows of the Abbey,—and in the sereen before
us. If there were a tomb in the world which one would have thought an anti-
quary would have looked on with awe—ashes which it were sacrilege almost to
touch—we should have thought it was the tomb and ashes of the Confessor ;
around which hung all those associations, so solemnly and deeply interesting,
however stripped of their superstitious alloy. Yet Keepe, one of the historians
of the Abbey, could write, without a blush upon his cheek, that, when a hole had
been broken in the lid of the coffin during the removal of the scaffolding of
James I1.’s coronation, *“ On putting my hand into the hole, and turning the
bones which I felt there, I drew from underneath the shoulder-bones a crucifix,
richly adorned and enamelled, and a gold chain twenty-four inches long;” both of
which were presented to the King, who ordered in return new planks for the
coffin, that *“ no abuse might be offered to the sacred ashes.”

From the time of the burial of the Confessor, in the new Abbey he had built,
to that of Henry IIL, in the structure which owns him for its founder, the Kings
of England were mostly buried on the Continent ; none of them in the Abbey of
Westminster. Henry’s tomb, which stands on the left of the paltry entrance into
the Chapel from the Ambulatory, bears a striking resemblance to the lower part
of that he caused to be erected for the Confessor; and, like that, was originally
richly decorated. Two beautiful panels of porphyry still ornament the front
and back, and the gilding is in parts also yet bright. The tomb was erected over
the place which had been the grave previously of Edward, and where Henry

¥ Pennant calls it “ the story of his winking at the thief who was robbing his treasury,”
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was now buried; and it was standing upon the edge of that grave that the
barons of England, with the Earl of Gloucester at their head, placing their
hands upon the royal corpse, swore fealty to Edward 1., then in the Holy Land.
Some years after the grave was opened, and the heart taken away, by the Abbot
Wenlock, and delivered to the Abbess of Font-Evraud, in Normandy, to
whom Henry had promised it during his lifetime. What a contrast to Henry’s
memorial is that of his son on the onec side, or, to both monuments, that of
his son’s wife on the other. The tomb of Edward has an air of rude, almost
savage dignity, which harmonises admirably with his character, and seems as
though his executors had but fulfilled his own previously expressed wishes, or at
least studied what would have been his tastes, when they left the historian to
remark that his ¢ exequy was scantly fynysshed.” But this applies only to the
tomb ; the manner in which they decorated his body with false jewels was neither
plain and simple, nor rich and befitting kingly dignity. The exhumation of the
corpse of the English Justinian (when this circumstance was discovered) is so
interesting that we should gladly give a more detailed account than our space
will admit. It was in 1744 that certain antiquaries obtained permission of the
Dean to examine the body, which was donein his presence. It was enclosed first
within a large square mantle of linen cloth well waxed, with a face-cloth of crimson
sarcenet: these being removed, the great King was before them in all the
ensigns of royalty, with sceptres in each hand, a crown on his head, and arrayed
in a red silk damask tunic, white stole most elegantly ornamented, and a rich
crimson mantle, the whole somewhat profusely decorated with false stones. The
body beneath was covered with a fine linen cere-cloth, adhering closely to every
part, including the fingers and face. The examination over, the coffin was most
carefully closed again, but not before another of our antiquaries, according to
Mr. D’Israeli, had exhibited the want of those sentiments which antiquarians
above all others are so apt to pride themselves upon the possession of. Among
the spectators ¢ Gough was observed, as Stecvens used to relate, in a wrapping
great-coat of unusual dimensions; that witty and malicious © Puck,” so capable
himself of inventing mischief, easily suspected others, and divided his glance as
much upon the living piece of antiquity as on the elder. In the act of closing
up the relics of royalty there was found wanting an entire fore-finger of
Edward I., and as the body was perfect when opened, a murmur of dissatis-
faction was spreading, when ¢ Puck’ directed their attention to the great anti-
quary in the watchman’s great-coat; from whence, too surely, was extracted
Edward I.’s fore-finger.” We must add to this notice of Edward’s tomb, that
Froissart relates that Edward, on his death-bed at Burgh-upon-Sands, near Car-
lisle, on his way towards Scotland, then again in arms against him, called his son,
and made him swear, in the presence of his nobles, that after his death he would
cause his body to be boiled till the flesh should be stripped from the bones,"and
that then he would preserve the latter to carry with him whenever he should
have occasion to lead an army against the rebellious Scots. If such an oath was
exacted, the son took no further notice of it, but buried his father where we now
find his remains. Eleanor lies on the other side of Henry III., beneath a tomb of
grey marble, on which is a gilded effigy, of a character that one hardly knows
how to speak of with sufficient admiration. A more exquisitely beautiful work
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of its kind perhaps does not exist ; the indescribable loveliness of the face, the
wonderful grace and elegance of the hands, and the general ease, dignity, and
refinement of the figure, seem almost miraculous in connexion with the produc-
tions of what we are accustomed to call the dark ages. There it lies, not a fea-
ture of the face injured, not a finger broken off, perfect in its essentials as on the
day it left the studio, whilst all around marks of injury and dilapidation meet
you on every side: it is as though its own serenc beauty had rendered violence
impossible, had even touched the heart of the great destroyer Time himself.
Only of late years has the name of the great—however unknown—artist of this
work been made known; it was one Master William Torel—English, it is sup-
posed, for Torelli, an Italian artist, to whom we are also indebted for the effigy
on Henry IIL.’s tomb.

Going regularly round the Chapel, from the screen on the west side to the
three tombs just mentioned on the north, then to the east, which is occupied by
the magnificent monument of Henry V., which we pass for the present, we have
lastly, on the south side, Philippa, Queen of Edward III., endeared to all
memories by the story of Calais ; next, her husband,* and lastly Richard II. and
his Queen. Both Philippa’s and Edward’s monuments have suffered grievously :
of the thirty statues and fret-work niches that formerly ornamented the first,

[Tomb of Edward ITIL]

* The second Edward was buried at Gloucester.
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there remains but a fragment of the niches. Edward’s has been more fortunate,
for the outer side, or that seen from the Ambulatory, has yet six small figures in
good preservation. By this monument are two objects that almost divide atten-
tion with the coronation chair—the sword and shield which were carried before
the King in his destructive French wars. Edward died in 1377—some years
too late ‘for his fame. It must have been a melancholy spectacle to see such a
monarch spending his latter hours with a mistress too worthless even to wait
patiently for their close, or to see him who had held powerful and undisputed
sway over onc great kingdom, and shaken others to their very centre, too weak
and friendless to prevent his own attendants from plundering him almost in his sight.

The cye is attracted towards the tomb of Richard II. and his Queen by the
rubbed surface of a portion of Richard’s effigy, which shows the bright gilding
that the dirt elsewhere conceals : this was erected by the King’s own order in his
lifetime. And here did the pious and generous care of Henry V., the son of his
destroyer, soon after his accession, remove the murdered remains from Friars
Langley, and place them by the side of the unhappy Richard’s Queen. The
whole subject of Richard’s death has been as yet one of impenetrable mystery,
and the examination of his corpse here, if it be his, has not enlightened us.
Neither of the skulls within the tomb, on the closest examination, presented any
marks of fracture or evidences of murderous violence. Above the efligies are
paintings in oil, on the roof of the canopy. To Bolingbroke’s (Henry IV.’s)
death we have already incidentally referred —he was buried at Canterbury. His
son’s brief but brilliant reign ended in France, where he died in 1422. Seldom
has monarch been more regretted than was Henry V. by his subjects. The body
was carried in funereal state to Paris, thence through Rouen, Abbeville, and
Boulogne to Calais, where a fleet waited to bear the remains across the Channel
to Dover. As the long and melancholy procession approached the metropolis,
a great number of bishops, mitred abbots, and the most eminent churchmen,
attended by vast multitudes of people, went to meet and join it. Through the
streets of London they moved with slow step, the clergy chanting the service for
the dead, till they reached St. Paul’s, where the solemn rites were performed in
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